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81st  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 944 

.  7786 


[Report  No.  1941] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  11  (legislative  clay,  March  29),  1950 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

July  8, 1950 

Reported,  under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  July  6  (legislative  day, 
July  1),  1950,  by  Mr.  McKellar,  with  amendments 


Making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any 

4  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the 

5  support  of  the  Government,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 

6  30,  1951,  namely: 


2 


kit 


Wd  ' 


1  CHAPTEK  I— DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

2  For  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 

3  $9,800,000  $11,000,000,  and  for  the  water  fund,  established 

^  Ith". 

4  by  law  (D.  C.  Code,  title  43,  ch.  15) ,  $ly000,000,  both 

5  amounts  to  be  advanced  July  1,  1950. 
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1  prescribed  for  such  appointees  by  the  Capitol  Police  Board: 

2  Provided ,  That  the  Capitol  Police  Board  is  hereby  authorized 

3  to  detail  police  from  the  House  Office,  Senate  Office,  and 

4  Capitol  Buildings  for  police  duty  on  tfitr  Capitol  Grounds. 

5  This  .chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Legislative  Branch 
6 'Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  III— DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE,  JUS¬ 
TICE,  COMMERCE,  AND  THE  JUDICIARY 
TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Department  of  State  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  expenses  authorized  by  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158), 
not  otherwise  provided  for;  expenses  of  the  National  Com¬ 
mission  on  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Cooper¬ 
ation  as  authorized  by  sections  3,  5,  and  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  30,  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  287o,  287q,  287r)  ;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  activities 
provided  for  under  this  appropriation;  hire  of  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft 
outside  the  continental  United  States;  printing  and  binding, 
including  printing  and  binding  outside  the  continental  United 
States  without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1, 
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1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law;  purchase  of  uniforms;  insurance  of  official 
motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by  law 
of  such  countries;  dues  for  library  membership  in  organiza¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only,  or  to  mem¬ 
bers  at  a  price  lower  than  to  others;  rental  of  tie  lines  and 
teletype  equipment;  employment  of  aliens,  by  contract,  for 
services  abroad;  refund  of  fees  erroneously  charged  and  paid 
for  passports;  establishment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of 
passport  and  despatch  agencies;  examination  of  estimates  of 
appropriations  in  the  field;  ice  and  drinking  water  for  use 
abroad;  excise  taxes  on  negotiable  instruments  abroad;  loss 
by  exchange;  radio  communications;  payment  in  advance 
for  subscriptions  to  commercial  information,  telephone  and 
similar  services  abroad;  relief,  protection,  and  burial  of 
American  seamen,  and  alien  seamen  in  foreign  countries 
and  in  the  United  States  Territories  and  possessions;  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  in  acknowledging  services  of  officers  and 
crews  of  foreign  vessels  and  aircraft  in  rescuing  American 
seamen,  airmen,  or  citizens  from  shipwreck  or  other  catas¬ 
trophe  abroad;  rent  and  expenses  of  maintaining  in  Egypt, 
Morocco,  and  Muscat,  institutions  for  American  convicts 
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and  persons  declared  insane  by  any  consular  court,  and  care 
and  transportation  of  prisoners  and  persons  declared  insane; 
expenses,  as  authorized  by  law  (18  U.  S.  C.  3192),  of 
bringing  to  the  United  States  from  foreign  countries  persons 
charged  with  crime;  and  procurement  by  contract  or  other¬ 
wise,  of  services,  supplies,  and  facilities,  as  follows:  (1) 
translating,  (2)  analysis  and  tabulation  of  technical  infor¬ 
mation,  (3)  preparation  of  special  maps,  globes,  and  geo¬ 
graphic  aids,  (4)  maintenance,  improvement,  and  repair 
of  diplomatic  and  consular  properties  in  foreign  countries, 
including  minor  construction  on-  Government-owned  prop¬ 
erties,  (5)  not  to  exceed  $200,000  for  maintenance  and 
operation  of  commissary  and  mess  services,  (6)  fuel  and 
utilities  for  Government-owned  or  leased  property  abroad, 
and  ( 7 )  rental  or  lease,  for  periods  not  exceeding  ten  years, 
of  offices,  buildings,  grounds,  and  living  quarters  for  the 
use  of  the  Foreign  Service,  for  which  payments  may  be 
made  in  advance;  $-77,300,000  $ 78,300,000 :  Provided,  That 
pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
1 18d— i ) ,  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  possession  of  the 
Foreign  Service  abroad  may  be  exchanged  or  sold  and  the 
exchange  allowances  or  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for  replacement  of 
an  equal  number  of  such  vehicles  and  the  cost,  including 
the  exchange  allowance,  of  each  such  replacement  shall  not 
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exceed  $3,000  in  the  case  of  the  chief  of  mission  automobile 
at  each  diplomatic  mission  and  $1,400  in  the  case  of  all 
other  such  vehicles  except  station  wagons :  Provided  further , 
That  of  the  amount  appropriated  herein,  not  to  exceed 
$30,000  shall  be  expended  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  July  31,  1945  (5  U.  S.  C.  168d)  :  Provided 
further ,  That  the  compensation  of  the  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Administration  shall  be  $ 17,500  per  annum  so  long 
as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present  incumbent . 

Representation  Allowances 
For  representation  allowances  as  authorized  by  section 
901  (3)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 
1131),  $62-5,000  $ 900,000 . 

Foreign  Service  Retirement  an©  Disability  Fund 
For  financing  the  liability  of  the  ■United  States,-  created 
by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1-946  -{-2-2  Ur  Sr  Or  406-1— 
1116) ,  $2,233,000,  which  amount  shah  be  plaeed  to  the 
credit  of  the  “Foreign  Service  retirement  and  disability 
fund.- 

Buildings  Fund 

For  carrying  into  effect  the  Act  of  July  25,  1946 
(22  U.  S.  0.  295b),  including  the  initial  alterations, 
repair,  and  furnishing  of  buildings  acquired  under  said  Act, 
$8,000,000  $5,000,000,  which  is  exclusively  for  expenditure 
under  the  provisions  of  said  Act  which  relate  to  payments 
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representing  the  value  of  foreign  property  or  credits:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  or  such  Assistant  Secretary  as  he  may  designate, 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  May  7,  1926,  may  be  construed  as 
including  leaseholds  of  not  less  than  ten  years. 

Emergencies  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 

Service 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  arising  in  the  Diplo¬ 
matic  and  Consular  Service,  to  be  expended  pursuant  to 
the  requirement  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(31  U.  S.  C.  107),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $10,600j000  $9,900,000 :  Provided , 
That  the  Secretary  of  State  may  delegate  to  subordinate 
officials  the  authority  vested  in  him  by  section  291  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  pertaining  to  certification  of  expenditures. 
Contributions  to  International  Organizations 
For  expenses  necessary  to  meet  annual  obligations  to 
international  organizations,  the  Government  of  Panama,  and 
Gorgas  Memorial  Institute,  pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions, 
or  specific  Acts  of  Congress,  SAyAT-BAl)?-  $53,753,067 ,  to¬ 
gether  with  such  additional  sums  due  to  increase  in  rates  of 
exchange  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  determine  and  certify 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  he  necessary  to  pay,  in 
foreign  currencies,  the  quotas  and  contributions  required  by 
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the  several  treaties,  conventions,  or  laws  establishing  the 
amount  of  the  obligation:  Provided,  That  the  Department  of 
State,  when  requested  by  the  United  Nations,  is  authorized  to 
acquire  surplus  property  for  the  United  Nations  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  existing  surplus  property  disposal  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  the  contribution  of  the  United  States  to  the  United 
Nations  shall  be  reduced  by  the  value  of  the  surplus  property 
and  necessary  expenses,  including  transportation  costs,  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  acquisition  thereof. 

Missions  to  International  Organizations 
For  expenses  necessary  for  permanent  representation  to 
certain  international  organizations  in  which  the  United  States 
participates  pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions,  or  specific  Acts 
of  Congress,  including  expenses  authorized  by  the  pertinent 
Acts  and  Conventions  providing  for  such  representation; 
attendance  at  meetings  of  societies  or  associations  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  organizations;  salaries,  expenses,  and 
allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  authorized  by  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C. 
801-1158)  ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two,  for  replacement 
only,  including  one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  without 
regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44 
U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  and  purchase  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
chauffeurs,  $l,600j000  $ 1,500,000 :  Provided,  That  the  pro- 
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1  visions  of  section  8  of  the  United  Nations  Participation  Act  of 

2  1945,  as  amended,  and  regulations  thereunder,  applicable  to 

3  expenses  incurred  pursuant  to  that  Act,  shall  he  applicable  to 

4  the  obligation  and  expenditure  of  funds  in  connection  with 

5  United  States  participation  in  the  International  Civil  Avia- 

6  tion  Organization. 

7  Inteknational  Contingencies 

8  For  necessary  expenses  of  participation  by  the  United 

9  States  upon  approval  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 

10  international  activities  which  arise  from  time  to  time 

11  in  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs  and  for  which  specific 

12  appropriations  have  not  been  provided  pursuant  to  treaties, 

13  conventions,  or  special  Acts  of  Congress,  including  personal 

14  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere  without 

15  regard  to  civil-service  and  classification  laws;  salaries,  ex- 

16  penses  and  allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  author- 

17  ized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22 

18  U.  S.  C.  801-1158)  ;  employment  of  aliens;  travel  expenses 

19  without  regard  to  the  Standardized  Government  Travel  Reg- 

20  ulations  and  without  regard  to  the  rates  of  per  diem  allow- 

21  ances  in  lieu  of  subsistence  expenses  under  the  Travel  Ex- 

22  pense  Act  of  1949;  transportation  of  families  and  effects 

23  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  pre- 

24  scribe;  not  to  exceed  $15  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  for 

25  persons  serving  without  compensation  in  an  advisory  ca- 
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pacity  while  away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of 
business;  stenographic  and  other  services;  rent  of  quarters 
by  contract  or  otherwise;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
contributions  for  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  expenses 
of  international  organizations ;  and  printing  and  binding 
without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  ftg^OQQjQOO  $ 2,800,000 ,  of  which  not 
to  exceed  a  total  of  $100,000  may  be  expended  for  repre¬ 
sentation  allowances  as  authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131)  and  for  enter¬ 
tainment. 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  United  States  to 
meet  its  obligations  under  the  treaties  of  1884,  1889,  1905, 
1906,  1933,  and  1944  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico,  and  to  comply  with  the  Act  approved  August  19, 
1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d) ,  including 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Rio  Grande  rectification, 
canalization,  flood  control,  bank  protection,  boundary  fence, 
and  sanitation  projects;  examinations,  preliminary  surveys, 
and  investigations;  detailed  plan  preparation  and  construc¬ 
tion  (including  surveys  and  operation  and  maintenance  and 
protection  during  construction)  ;  Rio  Grande  emergency 
flood  protection;  construction  and  operation  of  gaging 
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1  stations;  purchase  and  exchange  of  map-reproduction  ma- 

2  chines  and  other  equipment  and  machinery ;  personal  services 

3  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  in  accordance  with 

4  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  8.  C.  55a), 

5  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem; 

6  travel  expenses,  including,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 

7  sioner,  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $500)  of  attendance  at 

8  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  activities  of 

9  the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission  which 

10  may  be  necessary  for  the  efficient  discharge  of  the  respon- 

11  sibilities  of  the  Commission;  printing  and  binding;  purchase 

12  of  four  eight  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  six  shall 

13  be  for  replacement  only;  hire,  with  or  without  personal 

14  services,  of  work  animals,  and  animal-drawn  and  motor- 

15  propelled  vehicles  and  aircraft  and  equipment;  acquisition 

16  by  donation,  purchase,  or  condemnation,  of  real  and  per- 

17  sonal  property,  including  expenses  of  abstracts  and  certifi- 

18  cates  of  title;  purchase  of  ice  and  drinking  water;  inspec- 

19  tion  of  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials  by  contract; 

20  drilling  and  testing  of  foundations  and  dam  sites,  by  con- 

21  tract  if  deemed  necessary,  purchase  of  planographs  and 

22  lithographs;  leasing  of  private  property  to  remove  there- 

23  from  sand,  gravel,  stone,  and  other  materials,  without  regard 
21  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (41 
2®  U.  S.  0.  5)  {  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
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U.  S.  C.  2672),  and  the  Act  of  August  27,  1935,  as 
amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277e)  ;  and  payment  of  official  tele¬ 
phone  service  in  the  field  in  case  of  official  telephones 
installed  in  private  houses  when  authorized  under  regulations 
established  by  the  Commissioner;  as  follows: 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  and  expenses,  regular  boundary  activities, 
including  examinations,  preliminary  surveys,  and  investi¬ 
gations,  $1,000,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  detail  plan  preparation  and  construction  of  projects 
authorized  by  the  Convention  concluded  February  1,  1933, 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  the  Acts  approved 
August  19,  1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d), 
August  29,  1935  (Public  Law  392) ,  June  4,  1936  (Public 
Law  648),  June  28,  1941  (22  U.  S.  C.  277f) ,  and  the 
projects  stipulated  in  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico  signed  at  Washington  on  February  3,  1944, 
$5,035,000  $ 3,000,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  no  expenditures  shall  be  made  for  the  lower 
Kio  Grande  flood-control  project  for  construction  on  any 
land,  site,  or  easement  in  connection  with  this  project  except 
such  as  has  been  acquired  by  donation  and  the  title  thereto 
has  been  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
H.  II.  7786 - 4 
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States:  Provided  further,  That  expenditures  for  the  Rio 
Grande  bank-protection  project  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  conditions  contained  in  the  appropriation  for  said 
project  as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  April  25, 
1945  (59  Stat.  89)  :  Provided  further,  That  unex¬ 

pended  balances  of  appropriations  for  construction  under 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission  available 
for  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be  merged  with  this 
appropriation  and  shall  continue  available  until  expended. 

RIO  GRANDE  EMERGENCY  FLOOD  PROTECTION 
For  emergency  flood-control  work,  including  protection, 
reconstruction,  and  repair  of  all  structures  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commis¬ 
sion,  United  States  and  Mexico,  threatened  or  damaged  by 
floodwaters  of  the  Rio  Grande,  which  have  heretofore  been 
authorized  and  erected  under  the  provisions  of  treaties  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  or  in  pursuance  of 
Federal  laws  authorizing  improvements  on  the  Rio  Grande, 
$30,000,  to  be  merged  with  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation  for  this  purpose  for  the  next  preceding  fiscal 
year,  and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

American  Sections,  International  Commissions 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  per¬ 
form  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  con¬ 
ventions  between  the  United  States  and  Canada  signed  May 
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26,  1930  (50  Stat.  1355)  and  January  29,  1937  (50 
Stat.  1351),  and  treaties  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  in  respect  to  Canada,  signed  January  11, 
1909  (36  Stat.  2448)  and  February  24,  1925  (44  Stat. 
2102),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  ;  stenographic  reporting  services  by  contract ;  printing  and 
binding;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  the  United  States 
share  of  the  expenses  of  the  International  Pacific  Salmon 
Fisheries  Commission  and  the  International  Fisheries  Com¬ 
mission,  which  except  for  the  expenses  of  the  members,  may 
be  advanced  to  the  respective  Commissions;  $500j000 
$600,000,  to  be  disbursed  under  the  direction  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  to  be  available  also  for  additional  expenses 
of  the  American  Sections,  International  Commissions,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  except  that  $92,000  of  such  amount 
shall  be  available  upon  the  enactment  of  this  Act  and  until 
expended  only  for  the  examination  and  survey  of  the  Bed 
Biver  of  the  North  and  its  tributaries  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  what  action  should  be  taken  to  control  floods 
and  provide  proper  drainage  in  the  areas  through  which 
such  river  and  tributaries  flow : 

International  Joint  Commission,  United  States  and 
Canada,  the  salary  of  one  Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  who  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  ( the  other  Commissioners  to  serve  in  that  capacity  with- 
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out  compensation  therefor)  ;  salaries  of  clerks  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  with  the  approval  solely  of  the  Secretary  of 
State;  travel  expenses  and  compensation  of  witnesses  in 
attending  hearings  of  the  Commission  at  such  places  in  the 
United  States  and  Canada  as  the  Commission  or  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Commissioners  shall  determine  to  be  necessary;  and 
special  and  technical  investigations  in  connection  with  mat¬ 
ters  falling  within  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction,  including 
purchase  for  replacement  only  of  two  passenger  automo¬ 
biles:  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized  to 
transfer  to  any  department  or  independent  establishment  of 
the  Government,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  thereof,  funds 
from  this  appropriation  for  direct  expenditure  by  such  de¬ 
partment  or  establishment  for  such  investigations. 

International  Boundary  Commission,  United  States, 
Alaska,  and  Canada,  the  completion  of  such  remaining  work 
as  may  he  required  under  the  award  of  the  Alaskan  Bound¬ 
ary  Tribunal  and  the  existing  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain;  commutation  of  subsistence  to 
employees  while  on  field  duty,  not  to  exceed  $6  per  day  each 
(but  not  to  exceed  $3  per  day  each  when  a  member  of  a  field 
party  and  subsisting  in  camp)  ;  hire  of  freight  and  passenger 
motor  vehicles  from  temporary  field  employees ;  and  payment 
for  timber  necessarily  cut  in  keeping  the  boundary  line  clear. 
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International  Information  and  Educational 

Activities 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  tlie  Department  of 
State  to  carry  out  international  information  and  educational 
activities  as  authorized  by  the  United  States  Information 
and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of  1948  (22  U.  S.  C.  1431- 
1479)  and  the  Act  of  August  9,  1939  (22  U.  S.  C.  501), 
and  to  administer  the  program  authorized  by  section  32  (b) 
(2)  of  the  Surplus  Property  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  (50 
U.  S.  C.  App.  1641  (b)  )  and  the  program  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  August  24,  1949  (Public  Law  265),  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  employ¬ 
ment,  without  regard  to  the  civil-service  and  classification 
laws,  of  persons  on  a  temporary  basis  (not  to  exceed 
$60,000)  and  aliens  within  the  United  States;  salaries, 
expenses,  and  allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as 
authorized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 
801-1158)  ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  activities  provided  for  under  this  appropriation  (not 
to  exceed  $11,000)  ;  printing  and  binding;  entertainment 
within  the  United  States  (not  to  exceed  $5,000)  ;  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  j 
advance  of  funds  notwithstanding  section  3648  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  as  amended;  actual  expenses  of  preparing 
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and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of 
persons,  not  United  States  Government  employees,  who 
may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  participating  in 
activities  authorized  under  this  appropriation ;  establish¬ 
ment  and  operation  of  agricultural  and  other  experiment 
and  demonstration  stations  in  other  American  countries, 
on  land  acquired  by  gift  or  lease,  and  construction  of  neces¬ 
sary  buildings  thereon;  radio  activities  and  acquisition  and 
production  of  motion  pictures  and  visual  materials  and  pur¬ 
chase  or  rental  of  technical  equipment  and  facilities  therefor, 
narration  and  script-writing,  by  contract  or  otherwise;  and 
purchase  of  objects  for  presentation  to  foreign  governments, 
schools,  or  organizations;  $34,000,000  $ 32,700,000 ,  of 
which  sum,  $ 200,000  shall  he  used  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving  friendships  with  the  peoples  of  western  European 
countries  hg  means  of  radio  broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be 
created  and  produced  under  the  supervision  and  control  of 
the  Department  of  State  by  experienced  private  international 
broadcasting  organizations;  and  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$§7000,000  $ 2,875,000  may  be  transferred  to  other  appro¬ 
priations  of  the  Department  of  State:  Provided,  That,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  provisions  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  the  Department  of  State  is 
authorized  in  making  contracts  for  the  use  of  the  international 
short-wave  radio  stations  and  facilities,  to  agree  on  behalf 
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of  the  United  States  to  indemnify  the  owners  and  operators 
of  said  radio  stations  and  facilities  from  such  funds  as  may 
be  hereafter  appropriated  for  the  purpose  against  loss  or 
damage  on  account  of  injury  to  persons  or  property  aris¬ 
ing  from  such  use  of  said  radio  stations  and  facilities:  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  in  the  acquisition  of  leasehold  interests 
payments  may  be  made  in  advance  for  the  entire  term 
or  any  part  thereof:  Provided  further,  That  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  not  be  used  to  purchase  more  than  75 
per  centum  of  the  effective  daily  broadcasting  time  from 
any  person  or  corporation  holding  an  international  short¬ 
wave  broadcasting  license  from  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission  without  the  consent  of  such  licensee:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  herein  shall  be 
available  for  payment  to  private  organizations  abroad  in 
pursuance  of  contracts  entered  into  for  the  processing  and 
distribution  of  motion-picture  films. 

Philippine  Rehabilitation 
For  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of 
State  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  $1-3t000,0(X)  $10,000,000, 
to  be  consolidated  with  appropriations  heretofore  made  under 
said  head;  and  the  unobligated  balance  of  such  consolidated 
appropriation  shall  remain  available  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  specified  under  this  head 
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in  the  Department  of  State  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  sections  302  (a)  and  303  (a) 
of  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1946,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  App.  1782,  1783) ,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
September  7,  1949  (Public  Law  295),  and  for  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  section  311  of  the  Philippine  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Act  of  1946,  as  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
July  2,  1948  (Public  Law  882) . 

The  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs 
For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs  Act  of  August  5, 
1947  (22  U.  S.  C.  281-2811),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
September  3,  1949  (Public  Law  283),  including  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  eighteen  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  $5,50QyQ0Q  $5,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  and  in  addition,  the  Institute  is 
authorized,  'prior  to  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  the  purposes  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $7 ,000,000. 

General  Provisions — Department  of  State 
Sec.  102.  Contracts  entered  into  in  foreign  countries 
involving  expenditures  from  any  of  the  appropriations  under 
this  title  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3741 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  22) . 
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Sec.  103.  The  provision  of  law  prescribing  the  use  of 
vessels  of  United  States  registry  by  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  (46  U.  S.  C.  1241)  shall  not  apply  to 
any  travel  or  transportation  of  effects  payable  from  funds 
appropriated,  allocated,  or  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of 

v 

State  or  the  Department  of  State. 

Sec.  104.  The  exchange  of  funds  for  payment  of  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  diplomatic  and 
consular  establishments  abroad  shall  not  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  3651  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31 
U.  S.  C.  543). 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  expenses  in  connection  with  travel  of  personnel  outside 
the  continental  United  States,  including  travel  of  de¬ 
pendents  and  transportation  of  personal  effects,  household 
goods,  or  automobiles  of  such  personnel,  shall  be  available 
for  such  expenses  when  any  part  of  such  travel  or  transpor¬ 
tation  begins  in  the  current  fiscal  year  pursuant  to  travel 
orders  issued  in  that  year,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  such 
travel  or  transportation  may  not  be  completed  during  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  106.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  16a 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  78  (a)), 
Government-owned  vehicles  may  be  used  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  for  transportation  of  United  States  Government  em- 
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ployees  from  their  residence  to  the  office  and  return  when 
public  transportation  facilities  are  unsafe  or  are  not  available : 
Provided  That  each  Chief  of  Mission  shall  have  prior  au¬ 
thority  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  approve  such  trans¬ 
portation. 

Sec.  107.  Appropriations  under  this  title  for  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  “International  contingencies”,  and  “Missions 
to  international  organizations”  are  available  for  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  the  General  Services  Administration  for  security 
guard  services  for  protection  of  confidential  files. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  State 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  Geneeal  Administeation 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENEEAL  ADMINISTEATION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  for  investigation  of  the  official 
acts,  records,  and  accounts  of  officers  and  offices  of  United 
States  and  territorial  courts,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  at  not  to  exceed  $4,000,  for  replacement  only;  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency  expenses 
authorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Assistant;  special  attorneys  and  special  assistants 
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to  the  Attorney  General;  and  examination  of  estimates  of 
appropriations  in  the  field;  $2T1 75,000  $2,125,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  legal  activities  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency  expenses  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his  Admin¬ 
istrative  Assistant;  and  advances  of  public  moneys  pursuant 
to  law  (31  U.  S.  C.  529)  ;  ft^3QQ#0Q  $7,475,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  ANTITRUST  DIVISION 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  anti¬ 
trust  and  kindred  laws,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
$3,850,000  $3,750,000,  of  which  $125,000  shall  be  available 
exclusively  for  activities  in  connection  with  railroad  repara¬ 
tions  cases:  Provided,  That  none  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  expended  for  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of 
permanent  regional  offices  of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS 

AND  MARSHALS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  offices  of  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals  and  United  States  district  attorneys 
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in  Alaska,  including  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger 
motor  vehicles  (including  four  for  Alaska  at  not  to  exceed 
$2,200  each,  one  van  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed 
$2,500,  and  one  bus  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed 
$15,000)  ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  incident  to 
the  transfer  of  prisoners  in  the  custody  of  United  States 
marshals  to  narcotic  farms;  services  in  Alaska  in  collecting 
by  the  Attorney  General;  meals  and  lodging  for  deputy  mar¬ 
shals  in  attendance  upon  juries  when  ordered  by  the  court; 
notarial  fees  or  like  services;  and  firearms  and  ammunition; 
$j-2,6Q0y 000  $12,847 ,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $50,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  employment  of  temporary  deputy 
marshals  in  lieu  of  bailiffs  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  $10  per  day. 

FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 
For  expenses,  mileage,  and  per  diems  of  witnesses  and 
for  per  diems  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  law; 
and  not  to  exceed  $115,000  for  such  compensation  and 
expenses  of  witnesses  (including  expert  witnesses)  or  in¬ 
formants  as  may  be  authorized  or  approved  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General  or  his  Administrative  Assistant,  which 
approval  shall  be  conclusive;  $1,000,000  $ 1,250,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shall  be 
used  to  pay  any  witness  more  than  one  attendance  fee  for 
any  one  calendar  day. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  CLAIMS  OF  PERSONS  OF 

JAPANESE  ANCESTRY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  payment  of  claims  of  persons 
of  Japanese  ancestry,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948 
(50  U.  S.  C.  1981-1987),  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,000,000  $1,300,000,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $250,000  $300,000  shall  he  available  for 
administrative  expenses. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  detection  and  prose¬ 
cution  of  crimes  against  the  United  States;  protection 
of  the  person  of  the  President  of  the  United  States; 
acquisition,  collection,  classification  and  preservation  of 
identification  and  other  records  and  their  exchange  with 
the  duly  authorized  officials  of  the  Federal  Government,  of 
States,  cities,  and  other  institutions;  and  such  other 
investigations  regarding  official  matters  under  the  control  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Department  of  State  as 
may  be  directed  by  the  Attorney  General,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  five  hundred  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  at  not  to  exceed  $10,000, 
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for  replacement  only,  of  one  armored  motor  vehicle ;  firearms 
and  ammunition;  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  taxicab  hire  to 
be  used  exclusively  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  this  para¬ 
graph;  not  to  exceed  $4,500  for  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation;  not  to  exceed  $3,000 
for  membership  in  the  Internationa]  Commission  of 
Criminal  Police;  payment  of  rewards  when  specifically  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Attorney  General  for  information  leading 
to  the  apprehension  of  fugitives  from  justice;  and  not  to 
exceed  $70,000  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  con¬ 
fidential  character,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  to  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his 
certificate;  $57,400,000:  Provided,  That  of  the  amount 
herein  appropriated  $100,000  is  to  be  held  as  a  reserve  for 
emergencies  arising  in  connection  with  kidnaping,  extortion, 
and  bank  robbery,  to  be  released  for  expenditure  in  such 
amounts  and  at  such  times  as  the  Attorney  General  may 
determine:  Provided  further,  That  the  compensation  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  $20,000  per  annum  so  long 
as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present  incumbent. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of 
any  civil-service  employee. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


63 


Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary 
for  the  administration  and  enforcement  of  the  laws  relating 
to  immigration,  naturalization,  and  alien  registration,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  advance 
of  cash  to  aliens  for  meals  and  lodging  while  en  route;  pay¬ 
ment  of  allowances  (at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  $1  per  day) 
to  aliens,  while  held  in  custody  under  the  immigration  laws, 
for  work  performed;  payment  of  rewards  for  information 
leading  to  the  apprehension  or  conviction  of  violators  of 
the  immigration  laws;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  to  meet 
unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  confidential  character,  to  be 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General  and 
accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate ;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  fifty,  for  replacement 
only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  four  for  replacement  only)  and  maintenance  $nd 
operation  of  aircraft ;  firearms  and  ammunition ;  free  distribu¬ 
tion  of  citizenship  textbooks;  refunds  of  head  tax,  main¬ 
tenance  bills,  immigration  fines,  and  other  items  properly 
returnable,  except  deposits  of  aliens  who  become  public 
charges  and  deposits  to  secure  payment  of  fines  and  passage 
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money;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  operation,  maintenance, 
remodeling,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  the  purchase  of 
equipment  incident  thereto;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  and  maintenance,  care,  detention, 
surveillance,  parole,  and  transportation  of  alien  enemies  and 
their  wives  and  dependent  children,  including  return  of  such 
persons  to  place  of  bona  fide  residence  or  to  such  other  place 
as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General;  $31,400,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  may  contract  with  officers  and  employees  for 
the  use,  on  official  business,  of  privately  owned  horses: 
Provided  further,  That  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  re¬ 
stricting  the  employment  of  aliens  in  the  Government  serv¬ 
ice  shall  not  apply  to  the  employment  of  interpreters  in  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  (not  to  exceed  ten 
permanent  and  such  temporary  employees  as  are  required 
from  time  to  time)  where  competent  citizen  interpreters  are 
not  available. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional 
institutions,  including  not  to  exceed  $425,000  for  depart- 
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mental  personal  services;  not  to  exceed  $13,500  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  nineteen  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only, 
including  two  busses  at  not  to  exceed  $20,000  each ;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  0.  55a)  ;  compilation  of  statistics  relating  to 
prisoners  in  Federal  and  non-Federal  penal  and  correc¬ 
tional  institutions;  furnishing  of  insignia,  uniforms,  and 
other  distinctive  wearing  apparel  necessary  for  employees 
in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties;  payment  pursuant 
to  law  of  claims  of  employees  for  loss,  damage,  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  personal  property  (63  Stat.  167)  ;  firearms  and 
ammunition :  payment  of  rewards  for  the  apprehension,  or 
for  information  leading  to  the  recapture,  of  escaped  prison¬ 
ers;  purchase  and  exchange  of  farm  products  and  livestock; 
construction  of  buildings  at  prison  camps;  and  not  to  exceed 
$35,000  for  acquisition  of  land  adjacent  to  any  Federal 
penal  or  correctional  institution  when  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  the  additional  land  is  essential  for  health 
or  safety;  $21,730,000:  Provided,  That  collections  in  cash 
for  meals,  laundry,  barber  service,  uniform  equipment,  and 
any  other  items  for  which  payment  is  made  originally  from 
H.  K,  7786 - 5 
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appropriated  funds  may  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  the 
credit  of  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  there 
may  be  transferred  to  the  Public  Health  Service  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  discretion  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General,  for  direct  expenditure  by  that  Service  for 
medical  relief  for  inmates  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional 
institutions. 

BUILDINGS  AND  FACILITIES 
For  constructing,  remodeling,  and  equipping  necessary 
buildings  and  facilities  at  existing  penal  and  correctional 
institutions,  including  all  necessary  expenses  incident  thereto, 
by  contract  or  force  account,  $969y0O9  $ 800,000 ,  of  which 
$540,000  is  for  liquidation  of  authority  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1950, 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  replacement  of  a  power  plant  at 
the  United  States  Penitentiary,  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  and 
of  which  $-27TLOOQ  $. 170,000  is  for  replacement  of  a  power 
plant  at  the  United  States  Penitentiary,  Atlanta,  Georgia; 
and  in  addition,  the  Attorney  General  is  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts  and  incur  obligations  in  an  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $700,000  for  completion  of  the  latter  project  at  a  total 
cost  not  to  exceed  $97L97090  $ 870,000 :  Provided,  That  labor 
of  United  States  prisoners  may  be  used  for  work  performed 
under  this  appropriation. 
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SUPPOET  OF  UNITED  STATES  PEISONEES 
For  support  of  United  States  prisoners  in  non-Federal 
institutions  and  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  including  neces¬ 
sary  clothing  and  medical  aid,  and  payment  of  rewards  for 
the  apprehension,  or  for  information  leading  to  the  recap¬ 
ture,  of  escaped  prisoners;  $1,875,000. 

Office  of  Alien  Peopeety 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  Attorney  General,  or  such  officer  as  he  may  desig¬ 
nate,  is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other 
property  or  interest  vested  in  him  or  transferred  to  him 
pursuant  to  or  with  respect  to  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy 
Act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.), 
necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  powers  and 
duties  conferred  on  the  Attorney  General  pursuant  to  said 
Act:  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $4^4407000  $4,150,000 
shall  be  available  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  general 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property,  in¬ 
cluding  rent  of  private  or  Government-owned  space  in  the 
District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  authorization :  Provided  further,  That  on  or  before 
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November  1  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  Attorney  General 
shall  make  a  report  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  detailed 
information  on  all  administrative  and  nonadministrative  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  in 
connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property : 
Provided  further,  That  of  the  total  amount  herein  author¬ 
ized  the  amount  of  $100,000  is  to  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general  adminis¬ 
tration”,  Department  of  Justice. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  Justice 

Sec.  202.  Not  to  exceed  $350,000  in  the  aggregate 
from  the  appropriations  made  in  this  title  for  general  ad¬ 
ministration,  genera]  legal  activities,  and  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals  shall  be  available,  without  regard 
to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  for  compensation  (not  to 
exceed  $11,000  per  annum)  of  special  attorneys  and  special 
assistants  to  the  Attorney  General  and  to  United  States 
attorneys  not  otherwise  provided  for:  Provided,  That  reports 
be  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  the  1st  of  July  and  January 
showing  the  names  of  the  persons  employed  under  the  fore¬ 
going  limitation,  the  annual  rate  of  compensation  or  amount 
of  any  fee  paid  to  each,  together  with  a  description  of  their 
duties. 

Sec.  203.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
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title  may  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  person 
hereafter  employed  as  an  attorney  (except  foreign  counsel 
employed  in  special  cases)  unless  such  person  shall  be  duly 
licensed  and  authorized  to  practice  as  an  attorney  under  the 
laws  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  204.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for 
the  offices  of  the  United  States  attorney  and  the  United 
States  marshal  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from  all  appro¬ 
priations  in  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed  to  the  United 
States  from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
to  the  credit  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  a 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150). 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for 
printing  and  binding. 

Sec.  208.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  which  are  available  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  shall  be  expended  for  such  purposes  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Attorney  General. 
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This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  (hereafter  in  this  title 
referred  to  as  the  Secretary)  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $50 
per  diem;  and  teletype  news  service  (not  exceeding  $1,000)  ; 
fJrJOOyOOO  $1,400,000. 

Technical  and  scientific  services:  For  necessary 
expenses  in  the  performance  of  activities  and  services  relating 
to  the  collection,  compilation,  and  dissemination  of  tech¬ 
nological  information  as  an  aid  to  business  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  and  domestic  commerce,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $2,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  $225,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized, 
upon  request  of  any  public  or  private  organization  or  indi¬ 
vidual,  to  reproduce  by  appropriate  process,  independently 
or  through  any  other  agency  of  the  Government,  any 
scientific  or  technical  report,  document,  or  descriptive 
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material,  foreign  or  domestic,  which  has  been  released  for 
public  dissemination,  and  to  sell  such  reproductions  at  a 
price  not  less  than  the  estimated  total  cost  of  reproducing 
and  disseminating  same  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  moneys  received  from  such  sale  to  be  deposited 
in  a  special  account  in  the  Treasury,  such  account  to  be 
available  for  reimbursing  any  appropriation  which  may  have 
borne  the  expense  of  such  reproduction  and  dissemination 
and  making  refunds  to  organizations  and  individuals  when 
entitled  thereto. 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Salaries  and  expenses,  age  and  citizenship  certification: 
For  expenses  necessary  for  searching  census  records  and 
supplying  information  incident  to  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  and  other  statutory  requirements 
with  respect  to  age  and  citizenship  certification,  including 
personal  services  at  the  seat  of  government,  travel,  micro¬ 
film,  printing  and  binding,  and  photographic  supplies, 
$109,000:  Provided,  That  the  procedure  hereunder  for  the 
furnishing  from  census  records  of  evidence  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  age  of  individuals  shall  be  pursuant  to  regulations 
approved  jointly  by  the  Secretary  and  the  Social  Security 
Administration. 

Current  census  statistics:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
collecting,  compiling,  and  publishing  current  census  statistics 
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provided  for  by  law;  enumerators  at  rates  to  be  fixed  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  Classification  Act;  printing  and  binding; 
the  cost  of  obtaining  State,  municipal,  and  other  records; 
preparation  of  monographs  on  census  subjects  and  other 
work  of  specialized  character  by  contract;  and  purchase, 
construction,  repair,  and  rental  of  mechanical  and  electrical 
tabulating  equipment  and  other  labor-saving  devices; 
$6,000,000,  of  which  $100,000  shall  be  available  exclusively 
for  vessel  shipping  statistics. 

Seventeenth  decennial  census:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  taking,  compiling,  and  publishing  the  seventeenth  decen¬ 
nial  census  including  the  census  of  housing  as  authorized  by 
law  (13  U.  S.  C.  201-219;  Public  Law  171,  approved  July 
15,  194-9),  including  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  elsewhere  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended; 
printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  com¬ 
pensation  of  employees  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
other  departments  and  independent  establishments  of  the 
Government  who  may  be  detailed  for  field  work; 
$297500,000  $28,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  Decern- 
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ber  31,  1952,  and  to  be  merged  with  the  appropriation  made 
under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Commerce  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1950. 

$!£ 

General  administration,  Bureau  of  the  Census:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  for  general  administration,  and  printing 
and  binding,  $898,000. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(49  U.  S'.  C.  401) ,  and  other  Acts  incident  to  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  safety  regulations;  maintenance  and  operation  of 
air  navigation  facilities  and  air  traffic  control:  furnishing 
advisory  service  to  States  and  other  public  and  private  agen¬ 
cies  in  connection  with  the  construction  or  improvement  of 
airports  and  landing  areas;  and  the  disposal  of  surplus  air¬ 
ports  ;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  hire  of  aircraft  (not  exceeding  $420,000)  ;  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  eighty-five  aircraft;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  contract  stenographic  reporting  services; 
fees  and  mileage  of  expert  and  other  witnesses ;  examination 
of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  ten,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles ;  purchase  and  repair  of  skis  and 
snowshoes;  and  salaries  and  traveling  expenses,  together 
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with  tuition  (not  to  exceed  $20,000)  and  other  con¬ 
tractual  expenses  in  connection  therewith,  of  employees 
detailed  to  attend  courses  of  training  conducted  by  the 
Government  or  other  organizations  serving  aviation; 
$97^)OOtOGO  $90,775,000,  and  the  Departments  of  the  Air 
Force,  Army  and  Navy,  are  authorized  to  transfer  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  without  charge,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for 
replacement  only) ,  aircraft  engines,  parts,  flight  equipment, 
and  hangar,  line,  and  shop  equipment  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
such  Departments:  Provided,  That  there  may  he  credited 
to  this  appropriation,  funds  received  from  States,  counties, 
municipalities,  and  other  public  authorities  for  expenses 
incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  airport  traffic 
control  towers. 

Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities:  For  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  establishment  by  contract  or  purchase  and  hire 
of  air-navigation  facilities,  including  the  equipment  of  addi¬ 
tional  civil  airways  for  day  and  night  flying;  the  construction 
of  additional  necessary  lighting,  radio,  and  other  signaling 
and  communicating  structures  and  apparatus;  the  alteration 
and  modernization  of  existing  air-navigation  facilities;  the 
acquisition  of  the  necessary  sites  by  lease,  condemnation  or 
grant;  the  construction  and  furnishing  of  quarters  and  related 
accommodations  for  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
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nautics  Administration  and  the  Weather  Bureau  stationed  at 
remote  localities  not  on  foreign  soil  where  such  accommoda¬ 
tions  are  not  otherwise  available;  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $200,000  for  emer¬ 
gency  repairs  and  replacement  of  facilities  damaged  by 
fire,  flood,  or  storm;  $-3-9;000,000  $ 27,500,000 ,  of  which 
$26,500^000  $22,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  the  foregoing  purposes;  and,  in  addition,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts  and  incur  obligations  for  purposes  contained 
in  this  paragraph  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $4-§t4B4t§00 
$20,000,000 :  Provided,  That  authority  heretofore  granted 
under  this  head  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes 
may  be  exercised  until  June  30,  1951:  Provided  further, 
That  the  consolidated  appropriation  under  this  head  for 
the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  is  hereby  consolidated  with 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation  to  be  disbursed 
and  accounted  for  as  one  fund:  Provided  further,  That 
transfers  may  be  made  from  this  appropriation  to  the 
appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Ad¬ 
ministration,”  for  costs  of  maintenance  and  operation  of 
aircraft  for  initial  flight  checking  of  facilities  established  under 
this  appropriation  (not  to  exceed  $171,000)  ;  for  necessary 
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expenses  in  connection  with  the  transportation  by  air  to  and 
from  and  within  the  Territories  of  the  United  States  of 
materials  and  equipment  secured  under  this  appropriation 
(not  to  exceed  $115,000)  ;  and  for  necessary  administra¬ 
tive  costs  (not  to  exceed  $389,000)  :  Provided  further,  That 
the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are 
authorized  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  transfer  without 
charge,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
air-navigation  and  communication  facilities,  including  appur¬ 
tenances  thereto,  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration. 

Technical  development  and  evaluation:  For  expenses 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (49  U.  S.  C.  401),  rela¬ 
tive  to  such  developmental  work  and  service  testing  as 
tends  to  the  creation  of  improved  air-navigation  facilities, 
including  landing  areas,  aircraft,  aircraft  engines,  propellers, 
appliances,  personnel,  and  operation  methods,  and  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  acquisition  of  neces¬ 
sary  sites  by  lease  or  grant;  operation  and  maintenance  of 
five  aircraft,  which  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  number 
authorized  herein  under  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”;  and  printing 
and  binding;  $1,375,000. 

Maintenance  and  operation,  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port:  For  expenses  incident  to  the  care,  operation,  mainte- 
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nance,  and  protection  of  the  Washington  National  Airport, 
including  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $3,380  for 
the  purchase,  cleaning,  and  repair  of  uniforms;  and  arms 
and  ammunition;  $1,300,000. 

Construction,  Washington  National  Airport:  For  an 
additional  amount  for  construction  at  the  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport,  including  acquisition  of  an  existing  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  and  necessary  related  facilities,  $540,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Federal-aid  airport  program,  Federal  Airport  Act:  For 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act  of 
May  13,  1946  (except  section  5  (a) ) ,  to  be  available 
until  June  30,  1953,  $45,000^000  $37 ,000,000,  of  which 
$40t000j000  $34,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted  to 
enter  into  contract  for  the  foregoing  purposes;  and  in 
addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  author¬ 
ized  until  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into  contracts  and 
incur  obligations  for  purposes  of  this  paragraph  in  an  amount 
not  exceeding  $36,700,000,  of  which  $36,000,000  shall  be 
for  projects  in  the  States  in  accordance  with  section  6  of 
said  Act,  $500,000  for  projects  in  Puerto  Rico,  $150,000 
for  projects  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  $50,000  for 
projects  in  the  Virgin  Islands :  Provided,  That  of  the  amount 
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appropriated  herein,  $3,000,000  shall  be  available  as  one 
fund  for  necessary  planning,  research,  and  administrative 
expenses;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twenty-five  for  replace¬ 
ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  of  which  $3,000,000  not  to  exceed 
$600,000  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries 
and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”,  to  provide 
for  necessary  administrative  expenses,  including  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  aircraft  and  printing  and  binding: 
Provided  further ,  That  the  appropriation  under  this  bead  for 
the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  is  hereby  merged  with  this 
appropriation. 

Construction  of  public  airports,  Territory  of  Alaska: 
For  an  additional  amount  for  construction  of  public  airports, 
Territory  of  Alaska.  $3,200,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 
1948,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purpose. 

Air  navigation  development:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  planning  and  developing  a  national  system  of  aids 
to  air  navigation  and  air  traffic  control  common  to 
military  and  civil  air  navigation,  including  research,  ex¬ 
perimental  investigations,  purchase,  and  development,  by 
contract  or  otherwise,  of  new  types  of  air  navigation  aids 
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(including  plans,  specifications,  and  drawings)  ;  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess 
of  $50  per  diem;  acquisition  of  necessary  sites  by  lease  or 
grant;  payments  in  advance  under  contracts  for  research  or 
development  work;  and  not  to  exceed  $130,000  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  of  which  $ 35,000  may  he  transferred  to 
the  appropriation  “ Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  ’  for  such  expenses,  including  the  maintenance 
and  operation  of  aircraft;  $6,000,000,  of  which  $2,885,000 
is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  foregoing 
purposes,  and,  in  addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  incur  obli¬ 
gations  for  the  purposes  contained  in  this  paragraph  in 
an  amount  not  exceeding  $2,250,000. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  salaries  and  expenses:  For 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  contract  steno¬ 
graphic  reporting  services;  employment  of  temporary  guards 
on  a  contract  or  fee  basis;  salaries  and  traveling  expenses  of 
employees  detailed  to  attend  courses  of  training  conducted 
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by  the  Government  or  industries  serving  aviation;  expenses 
of  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  hire,  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  repair  of  aircraft;  and  printing  and  binding; 
^tI-OOtOOO  $ 4,000,000 :  Provided,  That  the  Departments 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  without  charge,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for  replace¬ 
ment  only),  aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  accessories  surplus 
to  the  needs  of  such  Departments. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Sukvey 

Salaries  and  expenses,  departmental:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  carry  out  in  the  District  of  Columbia  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  6,  1947  (33  U.  S.  C.  883a- 
883i),  including  personal  services;  purchase  of  maps 
and  nautical  and  aeronautical  charts;  maintenance  of  an 
instrument  shop  and  procurement  or  exchange  of  metal¬ 
working  and  woodworking  supplies  and  equipment;  chart 
paper,  drafting,  photographic,  photolithographic,  and  print¬ 
ing  supplies  and  equipment;  printing  and  binding;  instru¬ 
ments  (except  surveying  instruments)  ;  and  stationery  for 
field  use;  $3,800,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  field:  For  expenses  necessary 
to  carry  out  in  the  field  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August 
6,  1947  (33  U.  S.  C.  883a— 883i) ,  including  the  operation 
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and  maintenance  of  ships  and  other  field  units;  replacement 
of  observatories  and  auxiliary  buildings  where  necessary; 
purchase  of  plans  and  specifications  of  vessels;  lease  of  sites 
where  necessary  and  the  erection  of  temporary  magnetic 
and  seismological  buildings;  hire  of  aircraft;  operation, 
maintenance  and  repair  of  an  airplane  for  photographic  sur¬ 
veys;  packing,  crating,  and  transporting  personal  household 
effects  of  commissioned  officers  when  transferred  from  one 
official  station  to  another,  and  of  commissioned  officers  who 
die  on  active  duty,  and  funeral  expenses  of  commissioned 
officers,  as  authorized  by  law;  and  extra  compensation  at 
not  to  exceed  $15  per  month  to  each  member  of  the  crew 
of  a  vessel  when  assigned  duties  as  bomber  or  fathometer 
reader  or  duties  of  a  similar  nature,  and  at  not  to  exceed  $1 
per  day  for  each  station  to  employees  of  other  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  while  observing  tides  or  currents  or  tending  seismo¬ 
graphs;  $6,200,000:  Provided,  That  the  Departments  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  to  transfer  to  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
landing  craft,  launches,  marine  engines,  electronic  equip¬ 
ment,  automotive  vehicles,  parts,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
excess  to  the  needs  of  such  Departments,  which  will  serve  to 
expedite  surveys  in  Alaska  for  the  national  defense. 

Pay,  commissioned  officers:  For  pay  and  allowances 
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prescribed  by  law  for  not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  sev¬ 
enty-one  commissioned  officers  on  the  active  list  and  of 
officers  retired  in  accordance  with  existing  law,  including 
payment  of  six  months’  death  gratuity  as  authorized  by  law, 
$1,515,000. 

The  foregoing  appropriations  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
five  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and 
(not  to  exceed  $25,000)  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce 

Departmental  salaries  and  expenses:  For  personal  ser¬ 
vices  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign 
and  Domestic  Commerce  at  the  seat  of  government,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding,  the  purchase  of  commercial  and 
trade  reports,  and  not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
TJ.  S.  C.  55a),  SSyOOOyOOO  $ 5,300,000 :  Provided ,  That  ex¬ 
penses  of  field  studies  or  surveys  conducted  by  departmental 
personnel  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  payable  from  the  amount 
herein  appropriated. 

Field  office  service:  For  cxp'enses  necessary  to  operate 
and  maintain  regional,  district,  and  cooperative  branch  offices 
for  the  collection  and  dissemination  of  information  useful  in 
the  development  and  improvement  of  commerce  throughout 
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the  United  States  and  its  possessions,  including  not  to  exceed 
$90,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  printing  and  binding,  $g,Ot>OrOOO  $ 2,155,000 . 

Export  control:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out 
'the  provisions  of  the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949  (Public 
Law  11,  approved  February  26,  1949),  relating  to  export 
controls,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  to 
exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals,  and  printing  and 
binding,  $2,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $828,000 
may  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury 
Department,  for  enforcement  of  the  export  control  pro¬ 
gram,  and  of  which  not  to  exceed  $40,000  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses’' 
under  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

Patent  Office 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $75 
per  diem  (not  to  exceed  $25,000)  ;  expenses  of  transporting 
to  foreign  governments  publications  of  patents  issued  by  the 
Patent  Office;  defense  of  suits  instituted  against  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Patents;  travel;  printing  and  binding;  and  other 
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contingent  expenses  of  the  Patent  Office:  Provided ,  That 
the  headings  of  the  drawings  for  patented  cases  may  be 
multigraphed  in  the  Patent  Office  for  the  purpose  of  photo¬ 
lithography,  fhdroQOrQQQ  $ 11,530,000 . 

Bueeau  of  Public  Eoads 
General  administrative  expenses:  For  the  employment 
of  persons  and  means,  including  rent,  advertising  (including 
advertising  in  the  city  of  Washington  for  work  to  be  per¬ 
formed  in  areas  adjacent  thereto),  printing  and  binding, 
purchase  of  periodicals,  purchase  of  one  hundred  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  health  service  program 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  and  the  preparation, 
distribution,  and  display  of  exhibits,  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton  and  elsewhere  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  research 
and  investigational  studies,  either  independently  or  in  co¬ 
operation  with  State  highway  departments,  or  other  agencies, 
including  studies  of  highway  administration,  legislation, 
finance,  economics,  transport,  construction,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  utilization,  and  safety,  and  of  street  and  highway 
traffic  control;  investigations  and  experiments  in  the  best 
methods  of  road  making,  especially  by  the  use  of  local 
materials;  studies  of  types  of  mechanical  plants  and  appli¬ 
ances  used  for  road  building  and  maintenance,  and  of  methods 
of  road  repair  and  maintenance  suited  to  the  needs  of  dif¬ 
ferent  localities ;  for  maintenance  and  repairs  of  experimental 
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highways;  for  furnishing  expert  advice  on  these  subjects; 
for  collating,  reporting,  and  illustrating  the  results  of  same; 
and  for  preparing,  publishing,  and  distributing  bulletins  and 
reports;  to  be  paid  from  any  moneys  available  from  the 
administrative  funds  provided  under  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1916,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  G.  21),  or  as  otherwise 
provided. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  “An  Act  to  provide 
that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for  other  purposes”,  as 
amended  and  supplemented  (23  U.  S.  C.  1-117),  none 
of  the  money  appropriated  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads  during  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  paid 
to  any  State  on  account  of  any  project  on  which  con¬ 
vict  labor  shall  be  employed,  except  this  provision  shall 
not  apply  to  convict  labor  performed  by  convicts  on  parole 
or  probation :  Provided,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
whenever  performing  authorized  engineering  or  other  serv¬ 
ices  in  connection  with  the  survey,  construction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  improvement  of  roads  for  other  Government  agen¬ 
cies,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State  cooperating 
agencies  the  charge  for  such  services  may  include  depre¬ 
ciation  on  engineering  and  road-building  equipment  used, 
and  the  amounts  received  on  account  of  such  charges  shall 
be  credited  to  the  appropriation  concerned:  Provided 
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further,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  shall  be 
available  for  meeting  the  expenses  of  warehouse  mainte¬ 
nance  and  the  procurement,  care,  and  handling  of  supplies, 
materials,  and  equipment  stored  therein  for  distribution  to 
projects  under  the  supervision  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads, 
and  for  sale  and  for  distribution  to  other  Government  activi¬ 
ties,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State  cooperating 
agencies,  the  cost  of  such  supplies  and  materials  or  the 
value  of  such  equipment  (including  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion  and  handling)  to  be  reimbursed  to  appropriations  cur¬ 
rent  at  the  time  additional  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment 
are  procured,  from  the  appropriation  chargeable  with  the 
cost  or  value  of  such  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  appropriations  available  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Public  Roads  may  be  used  in  emergency  for  medical 
supplies  and  services  and  other  assistance  necessary  for  the 
immediate  relief  of  empIo3rees  engaged  on  hazardous  work 
under  that  Bureau,  and  for  temporary  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  but  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $50  per 
diem --Provided  fwriher-,  That  net  te  exceed  SSyQOQyQQcfe 
te  fee  derived  frem  the  administrative  funds  provided  under 
the  Aet  ef  duly  44-  feOddfe  as  amended  02'  SUipplci21C12  t^vl 
-f2d  fe  S:  fe  24r)-j  shah  fee  available  until  expended  fee 
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con  tinning  the  eeftfttmction  el  ft  iftbo-rftteryy  on  a  site  al¬ 
ready-  aeqniredj  fee  permanent  qaarters  for  the  testing  ft;+d 
research  week  ©I  the  Bureau  el  Buhlie  Beads. 

For  all  necessary  expenses  to  enable  the  President 
to  utilize  the  services  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
in  fulfilling;  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  under 
the  Convention  on  the  Pan-American  Highway  Between 
the  United  States  and  Other  American  Republics,  signed 
at  Buenos  Aires,  December  23,  1936,  and  proclaimed 
September  16,  1937  (51  Stat.  152),  for  the  continuation 
of  cooperation  with  several  governments,  members  of  the 
Pan  American  Union,  in  connection  with  the  survey  and 
construction  of  the  Inter-American  Highway  as  provided  in 
public  resolution,  approved  March  4,  1929  (Public  Resolu¬ 
tion  104) ,  as  amended  or  supplemented,  and  for  performing 
engineering  service  in  pan-American  countries  for  and  upon 
the  request  of  any  agency  or  governmental  corporation  of  the 
United  States,  $100,000  to  be  derived  from  the  administrative 
funds  provided  under  the  Act  of  July  11,  1916,  as  amended 
or  supplemented  (23  U.  S.  C.  21) ,  or  as  otherwise  provided. 

Federal-aid  postwar  highways:  For  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Acts  of  1944  and 
1948  (58  Stat.  838;  62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $4*05tOOOtOOO  $385,000,000,  which  sum 
is  composed  of  $263,491,000,  the  remainder  of  the  amount 
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authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  third  postwar  fiscal 
year  by  section  2  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of 
1944  $135,5097000  $. 115,509,000 ,  a  part  of  the  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for -the  fiscal  year  1950 
by  section  1  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948, 
and  $1,828,050  and  $4,171,950,  the  latter  sums  being 
for  reimbursement  of  the  sums  expended  for  the  repair 
or  reconstruction  of  highways  and  bridges  which  have 
been  damaged  or  destroyed  by  floods,  hurricanes,  or  land¬ 
slides,  as  provided  by  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June 
18,  1934,  and  section  7  of  the  Act  approved  July  13,  1943 
(23  U.  S.  C.  13a  and  13b) . 

Elimination  of  grade  crossings:  For  the  elimination  of 
hazards  to  life  at  railroad  grade  crossings,  including  the 
separation  or  protection  of  grades  at  crossings,  the  recon¬ 
struction  of  existing  railroad  grade-crossing  structures,  and 
the  relocation  of  highways  to  eliminate  grade  crossings,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $4,600,000,  which  sum  is 
a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the 
fiscal  year  1943  by  section  5  of  the  Act  approved  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1940  (54  Stat.  869). 

Forest  highways:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act 
of  November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a), 
in  accordance  with  section  3a  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway 
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Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $22,500,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of  $4,900,- 
000,  the  remainder  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section  9 
of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  842) 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  second  postwar  fiscal  year  and 
$17,600,000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section  3 
of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948,  to  be  appropriated 
for  the  fiscal  year  1950:  Provided ,'  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or 
alteration  of  buildings  and  sites  necessary  for  the  storage  and 
repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  construction 
and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  item  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $15,000. 

Access  roads:  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  not  to 
exceed  $70,000  of  funds  remaining  unexpended  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  access  road  projects  authorized  to  be  constructed 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1942  (23  U.  S.  C,  106), 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  bridges 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  on 
Government-owned  land  in  Arlington  County,  Virginia. 

NatioNxVl  BueExVu  of  Standards 

For  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  3,  1901  (5  U.  S.  C.  591,  597; 
15  U.  S.  C.  271-278),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto 
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1  affecting  the  functions  of  the  Bureau  and  the  functions  set 

2  forth  under  the  Bureau  of  Standards  in  the  “Department  of 

3  Commerce  Appropriation  Act,  1935”,  including  personal 

4  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  rental  of  laboratories 

5  in  the  field ;  repairs  and  alterations  to  buildings  and  other 

6  plant  facilities,  and  not  to  exceed  $540,000  $700,000 

7  for  improvements  to  buildings,  grounds,  and  other  plant 
3  facilities  including  construction  of  minor  buildings  and  other 
9  facilities  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  field  to  house 

10  special  apparatus  or  material  which  must  be  isolated  from 

11  other  activities;  building  of  temporary  experimental  struc- 

12  tures;  expenses  of  the  visiting  committee;  demonstration  of 

13  the  results  of  the  Bureau’s  work  by  exhibits  or  otherwise 

14  as  may  be  deemed  most  effective;  purchase,  repair,  and 

15  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards;  printing  and  binding;  not 

16  to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section 

17  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and 

18  purchase  of  reprints  from  trade  journals  or  other  periodicals 

19  of  articles  prepared  officially  by  Government  employees,  as 

20  follows : 

21  Operation  and  administration:  For  the  general  operation 

22  and  administration  of  the  Bureau;  improvement  and  care 

23  of  the  grounds;  plant  equipment;  maintenance  and  protection 

24  of  buildings,  including  repairs  and  alterations  thereto  ; 

25  $-1-^70,000  $ 1,430,000 . 
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Research  and  testing:  For  calibrating  and  certifying 
measuring  instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards  in  terms 
of  the  national  standards;  the  preparation  and  distribution 
of  standard  materials;  the  testing  of  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  in  connection  with  Government  purchases;  the 
improvement  of  methods  of  testing;  advisory  services  to 
governmental  agencies  on  scientific  and  technical  matters; 
the  maintenance  and  development  of  national  standards  of 
measurement;  the  development  of  improved  methods  of 
measurement;  the  determination  of  physical  constants  and 
the  properties  of  materials;  the  investigation  of  mechanisms 
and  structures,  including  their  economy,  efficiency,  and 
safety;  the  study  of  fluid  resistance  and  the  flow  of  fluids 
and  heat;  the  investigation  of  radiation,  radioactive  sub¬ 
stances,  and  X-rays;  the  development  of  methods  of 
chemical  analysis  and  synthesis,  and  the  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  properties  of  rare  substances;  investigations 
relating  to  the  utilization  of  materials,  including  lubricants 
and  liquid  fuels;  the  study  of  new  processes  and  methods 
of  fabrication;  the  solutions  of  problems  arising  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  standards;  cooperation  with  Government  purchas¬ 
ing  agencies,  industries,  and  national  organizations  in 
developing  specifications  and  facilitating  their  use;  encour¬ 
agement  of  the  application  of  the  latest  developments  in  the 
utilization  and  standardization  of  building  materials;  the 
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development  of  engineering  and  safety  codes,  simplified 
practice  recommendations,  and  commercial  standards  of 
quality  and  performance;  and  the  compilation  of  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  scientific  and  technical  data;  $4,300,000. 

Radio  propagation  and  standards:  For  development  and 
maintenance  of  primary  standards  of  measurement  of  elec¬ 
trical  quantities  at  radio  frequencies;  calibrating  and  certify¬ 
ing  radio  measuring  instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards 
in  terms  of  the  national  primary  standards;  investigation  of 
the  phenomena  affecting  the  propagation  of  radio  waves; 
the  broadcasting  of  radio  signals  of  standard  frequency;  the 
compilation  and  dissemination  of  scientific  and  technical  data 
relating  to  the  propagation  of  radio  waves,  and  measurement 
of  electrical  quantities  at  radio  frequencies:  Provided,  That 
for  employees  conducting  observations  on  radio  propagation 
phenomena  in  the  Arctic  region,  the  funds  appropriated  and 
the  funds  transferred  or  advanced  from  other  Government 
agencies  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  appointment  of  such  employees  at  base  rates 
not  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  without  regard  to  the  civil 
service  and  classification  laws  and  titles  II  and  III  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945;  and  for  the  furnishing 
of  food,  shelter,  and  protective  clothing  and  equipment, 
without  repayment  therefor,  to  employees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  assigned  to  Arctic  stations;  and  the  Departments  of 
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the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  transfer  without 
charge  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  surplus  to  their  needs  and  necessary 
for  the  establishment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  Arctic 
ionosphere  observation  stations,  $§t4-0Qt00Q  $3,000,000. 

Construction  of  laboratories:  For  the  acquisition  of  sites 
a  site,  the  preparation  of  drawings  and  specifications,  and 
the  construction  and  equipping  of  a  radio  laboratory  build¬ 
ing  and  a  guided  missile  laboratory  building,  together  with 
necessary  utilities  and  appurtenances,  as  authorized  by  Arts 
the  Act  of  October  25,  194-9  (Bufelie  haws  -396  Public  Law 
386) ,  $590t009  $134,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended;  and,  in  addition,  the  Secretary  cf  Commerce  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  to  incur  obligations 
for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $§^64^909  $1,766,000. 

Weather  Bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Weather  Bureau,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing 
and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $25,000  for  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  maintenance  of  a  printing  of- 
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fice  in  the  City  of  Washington,  as  authorized  by  law;  not  to 
exceed  $10,000  for  the  United  States  contribution  to  the 
cost  of  the  secretariat  of  the  International  Meteorological 
Committee;  $24,44-77006  $ 24,897,000 :  Provided,  That 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  maximum  amount  author¬ 
ized  under  section  3  (a)  of  the  Act  of  June  2,  1948  (Public 
Low  573),  for  extra  compensation  to  employees  of  other 
Government  agencies  for  taking  and  transmitting  meteoro¬ 
logical  observations,  shall  be  $5  per  day;  and  the  maximum 
base  rate  of  pay  authorized  under  section  3  (b)  of  said  Act, 
for  employees  conducting  meteorological  investigations  in 
the  Arctic  region,  shall  be  $5,000  per  annum,  except  that 
not  more  than  five  of  such  employees  at  any  one  time  may 
receive  a  base  rate  of  $7,500  per  annum,  and  such  employees 
may  he  appointed  ivithout  regard  to  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  Commerce 

Sec.  302.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  applicable  ap¬ 
propriations  and  funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  shall  be  available  for  the  activities  specified  in  the 
Act  of  October  26,  1949  (Public  Law  890),  to  the  extent 
and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  said  Act. 

Sec.  303.  The  appropriations  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  available  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  avail- 
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able  for  health  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150),  and  for  the  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  . 

Sec.  304.  Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  available  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available 
for  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with 
the  activities  for  which  the  appropriations  are  made. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  IV— THE  JUDICIAL Y 


Supreme  Court  of  the 


United  States 


salaries 

For  the  Chief  Justice  and  eight  Associate  Justices, 
and  all  other  officers  and  employees,  whose  compensation 
shall  be  fixed  by  the  Court,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
by  law,  and  who  may  be  employed  and  assigned  by  the 
Chief  Justice  to  any  office  or  work  of  the  Court,  $915,000. 
printing  and  binding  supreme  court  reports 
For  printing  and  binding  the  advance  opinions,  pre¬ 
liminary  prints,  and  bound  reports  of  the  Court,  $91,200. 
miscellaneous  expenses 
For  miscellaneous  expenses  to  be  expended  as  the  Chief 


Justice  may  approve,  $52,100. 
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CAEE  OF  THE  BUILDING  AND  GROUNDS 

For  such  expenditures  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  him  by  the  Act  approved  May  7,  1934  (40  U.  S.  C. 
13a-13d) ,  including  improvements,  maintenance,  repairs, 
equipment,  supplies,  materials,  and  appurtenances;  special 
clothing  for  workmen;  and  personal  and  other  services  (in¬ 
cluding  temporary  labor  without  reference  to  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Retirement  Acts,  as  amended) ,  and  for  snow 
removal  by  hire  of  men  and  equipment  or  under  contract 
without  compliance  with  sections  3709,  as  amended,  and 
3744  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  5,  16)  ; 
$159,200. 

Court  of  Customs  and  Fatent  appeals 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges, 
and  all  other  officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  court,  including  exchange  of  books, 
traveling  expenses,  and  printing  and  binding,  as  may  be 
approved  by  the  chief  judge,  $192,200. 

Customs  Court 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  eight  judges,  and  all 
other  officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  necessary 
expenses  of  the  court,  including  exchange  of  books,  traveling 
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expenses,  and  printing  and  binding,  as  may  be  approved 
by  the  chief  judge,  $41-7-, 4-65  $ 411,465 :  Provided,  That 
traveling  expenses  of  judges  of  the  Customs  Court  shall  be 
paid  upon  the  written  certificate  of  the  judge. 

Coukt  of  Claims 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges, 
seven  regular  and  six  additional  commissioners,  and  all  other 
officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  for  other  necessary 
expenses,  including  stenographic  and  other  fees  and  charges 
necessary  in  the  taking  of  testimony,  travel,  and  printing 
and  binding,  $587,990  $575,000. 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPEOVEMENTS 

For  necessary  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  Court 
of  Claims  buildings,  to  be  expended  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  $19,799  $140,700. 

Other  Courts  and  Services 

HAWAII 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  and  two  associate 
justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
of  judges  of  the  circuit  courts  in  Hawaii,  and  of  judges  re¬ 
tired  under  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  373, 
$196,599 
H.  R,  7786 - 7 
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SALARIES  OF  JUDGES 

For  salaries  of  circuit  judges;  district  judges  (including 
judges  of  the  district  courts  of  Alaska,  the  Virgin  Islands, 
and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone)  ;  and  justices  and  judges  re¬ 
tired  or  resigned  under  title  28,  United  States  Code,  sections 
371,  372,  and  373 ;  $5,095,000. 

SALARIES  OF  CLERKS  OF  COURTS 

For  salaries  of  clerks  of  United  States  courts  of  appeals 
and  United  States  district  courts,  their  deputies,  and  other 
assistants,  CUjGOGyGOG  $ 4,470,000 . 

PROBATION  SYSTEM 

For  salaries  of  probation  officers  and  their  clerical  assist¬ 
ants,  as  authorized  by  title  18,  United  States  Code,  sections 
3654  and  3656,  $2,145,000:  Provided ,  That  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  abridge  the  right 
of  the  district  judges  to  appoint  probation  officers,  or  to 
make  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  to  govern  probation 
officers  in  their  own  courts:  Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  probation  officer  who,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
chief  or  presiding  judge  certified  to  the  Attorney  General, 
fails  to  carry  out  the  official  orders  of  the  Attorney  General 
with  respect  to  supervising  or  furnishing  information  con- 
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cerning  any  prisoner  released  conditionally  or  on  parole  from 
any  Federal  penal  or  correctional  institution. 

SALARIES  OF  CRIERS 

For  salaries  of  criers  as  authorized  by  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  sections  713  (a)  and  755,  $540^009  $520,000. 

FEES  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

For  fees  of  the  United  States  commissioners  and  other 
committing  magistrates  acting  under  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  section  3041,  including  fees  and  expenses  of  concili¬ 
ation  commissioners,  United  States  courts,  including  the 
objects  and  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  for  such  fees 
and  expenses  of  conciliation  commissioners  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1937,  $475,000. 

FEES  OF  JURORS 

For  fees,  expenses,  and  costs  of  jurors;  meals  and  lodg¬ 
ing  for  jurors  in  Alaska,  as  provided  by  section  193,  title  II, 
of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.  362)  ;  and  compensa¬ 
tion  for  jury  commissioners;  $2,700,000:  Provided,  That 
the  compensation  of  jury  commissioners  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of  section  1401, 
title  11  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code,  but  such  com¬ 
pensation  shall  not  exceed  $250  each  per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  SALARIES 

For  salaries  of  all  officials  and  employees  of  the  Federal 
judiciary,  not  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  $2,600,- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


100 


000:  Provided,  That  the  compensation  of  secretaries  and 
law  clerks  of  circuit  and  district  judges  shall  he  fixed  by 
the  Director  of  the  Administrative  Office  without  regard 
to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  except  that  the  salary  of 
a  secretary  shall  conform  with  that  of  the  General  Schedule 
grades  (GS)  4,  5,  6,  7,  or  8,  as  the  appointing  judge  shall 
determine,  and  the  salary  of  a  law  clerk  shall  conform  with 
that  of  the  General  Schedule  grades  (GS)  5,  7,  9,  11,  or  12, 
as  the  appointing  judge  shall  determine,  subject  to  review 
by  the  judicial  council  of  the  circuit  if  requested  by  the 
Director,  such  determination  by  the  judge  otherwise  to  be 
final:  Provided  further,  That  (exclusive  of  step-increases 
corresponding  with  those  provided  for  by  title  VII  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  194-9  and  of  compensation  paid  for 
temporary  assistance  needed  because  of  an  emergency)  the 
aggregate  salaries  paid  to  secretaries  and  law  clerks  appointed 
by  one  judge  shall  not  exceed  $9,600  per  annum,  except  in 
the  case  of  the  chief  judge  of  each  circuit  and  the  chief  judge 
of  each  district  court  having  five  or  more  district  judges,  in 
which  case  the  aggregate  salaries  shall  not  exceed  $13,050 
per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  United  States  courts 
and  their  officers;  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing 
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and  binding;  purchase  of  firearms  and  ammunition;  and 
purchase  of  envelopes  without  regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1906  (34  Stat.  476)  ;  $7-2-5,- 000  $ 675,000 :  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  the  cost 
of  contract  statistical  services  for  the  Office  of  Register  of 
Wills  of  the  District  of  Columbia :  Provided  further,  That  not 
to  exceed  $1,000  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
the  payment  of  fees  to  attorneys  appointed  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  June  8,  1938  (52  Stat.  625) ,  not  exceeding 
$25  in  any  one  case. 

TRAVEL  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  traveling  expenses,  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  incurred  by  the  Judiciary,  including  traveling 
expenses  of  probation  officers  and  their  clerks,  $725,000 
$ 650,000 :  Provided,  That  this  sum  shall  be  available,  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $8,500,  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  Federal  probation 
when  incurred  on  the  written  authorization  of  the  Director 
of  the  Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States  Courts. 

SALARIES  OP  COURT  REPORTERS 
For  salaries  of  court  reporters  for  the  district  courts  of 
the  United  States,  as  authorized  by  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  section  753,  $972,000. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  T1IE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 
For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Administrative  Office  of 
the  United  States  Courts,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  travel,  printing  and  binding,  adver¬ 
tising,  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and 
examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field, 

$&307G'QQ  $ 520,000 . 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  DISTRICT  COURT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  courthouse,  includ¬ 
ing  repair  and  maintenance  of  the  mechanical  equipment, 
and  for  labor  and  material  and  every  ‘item  incident  thereto, 
$4#r600  $7,100,  to  he  expended  under  the  direction  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF 
APPEALS  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  Building,  including  repair  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  mechanical  equipment  and  for  labor  and  ma¬ 
terial  and  every  item  incident  thereto,  $6,200,  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  under  the  direction  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 
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SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 

For  salaries  of  referees  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1946  (11  U.  S.  0.  68),  $879,000  to  be  derived 
from  the  referees’  salary  fund  established  in  pursuance  of 
said  Act. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  referees,  United  States 
courts,  including  the  salaries  of  their  clerical  assistants, 
travel,  printing  and  binding,  purchase  of  envelopes  without 
regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26,  1906  (34  Stat.  476), 
$960,000  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946 
(11  U.  S.  C.  68  (c)  (4)  ). 

Any  surplus  arising  in  the  referees’  salary  and  expense 
funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1949  and  1950  shall  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the  payment  of  salaries  and 
expenses  of  referees  within  the  limitations  prescribed 
hereinbefore. 

General  Provisions—1 The  Judiciary 

Sec.  402.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  from  all  appropriations  under  this  title  and  30  per 
centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from  all  appropriations 
under  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed  to  the  United  States 
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from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Sec.  403.  The  reports  of  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  not  be  sold  for 
a  price  exceeding  that  approved  by  the  court  and  for  not 
more  than  $6.50  per  volume. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Judiciary  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  V— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations,  respectively,  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided 
by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act, 
as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
grams  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for 
each  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Department  of  Justice 

Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated:  Not  to  exceed 
$327,000  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  its  administrative  expenses,  and  not  to  exceed 
$388,000  for  the  expenses  of  vocational  training  of 
prisoners,  both  amounts  to  be  computed  on  an  accrual 
basis  and  to  be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  Cor- 
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poration’s  prescribed  accounting  system  in  effect  on  July  1, 
1946,  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  depreciation,  payment  of 
claims,  expenditures  which  the  said  accounting  system  re¬ 
quires  to  he  capitalized  or  charged  to  cost  of  commodities 
acquired  or  produced,  including  selling  and  shipping  ex¬ 
penses,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection, 
or  disposition  of  facilities  and  other  property  belonging  to 
the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest. 

Department  of  State 

The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs:  Not  to  exceed 
$664bQGQ  $ 767,500  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
its  administrative  expenses,  including  administrative  serv¬ 
ices  performed  for  the  Corporation  by  other  Government 
agencies. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  “Federal  Prison  Industries, 
Incorporated,  and  The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Departments  of 
State,  Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judiciary  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 
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1  CHAPTER  IV— TREASURY  AND  POST  OFFICE 

2  \  DEPARTMENTS 

3  \  TITLE  I— TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 


4 


Office  of  the  Secretary 


salaries 


6  For  persbqial  services  in  the  Distjm  of  Columbia, 

7  $940,000. 

8  ^AMAGE  CLARIS 

9  For  payment  of  claims  piysuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 

10  2672),  $30,000. 

11  HE  ALTHJSEKVICIV  PROGRAMS 

12  For  health  service  programs,  ^.authorized  by  law,  in 

18  the  District  of  pblumbia,  $80,000:  Pxovided,  That  other 

14  appropriations  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for  such  pro- 
10  grams  in  the  field. 

10  Office  of  General  Counsel 

17  /  salaries 

15  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  ColumOi^, 

P  $340,000. 


127 


tive  offices:  Provided  further ,  That  the  limiting  amount" 

A 

2  ft^-etofore  stated  for  administrative  expenses  shall  be 

3  increased  by  an  amount  which  does  not  exceed  the  aggre- 

4  gate  cosNmf  salaries,  wages,  travel,  and  other  expenses 

5  of  persons  employed  outside  the  continental  United 

6  States;  the  expenses  of  services  performed  on  a  contract 

7  or  fee  basis  in  connection  with  termination  of  contracts 

8  or  in  the  performance  of  Ibgal  services;  and  all  administra- 

9  tive  expenses  reimbursable  fromspther  Government  agencies : 

10  Provided  further,  That  the  distribution  of  administrative 

11  expenses  to  the  accounts  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  made 

12  in  accordance  with  generally  recognized  accounting 

13  principles  and  practices. 

/ 

14  /  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘‘Treasury-PosIs^Qffice 
Ah  Departments  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  V— DEPARTMENT  OE  LABOR  AND 
FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 
TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OE  LABOR 

OFFICE  OF  TFIE  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  expenses  necessary  for  tire 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (hereafter  in  this  title  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Secretary ) ,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only;  teletype  news  service;  and  payment  in 
advance  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  for  dues  or  fees 
for  library  membership  in  organizations  whose  publications 
are  available  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower 
than  to  the  general  public;  $1,382,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Solicitor:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,861,000: 
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Provided,  That  the  compensation  of  the  Solicitor  shall  he 
$ 14,000  per  annum. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  promotion  of  industrial  safety, 
employment  stabilization,  and  amicable  industrial  relations 
for  labor  and  industry ;  performance  of  the  functions 
vested  in  the  Secretary  by  title  I  of  the  Labor-Manage¬ 
ment  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  159  (f)  and 
(g)  )  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $75,000  for  the  work  of  the 
President’s  Committee  on  National  Employ  the  Physically 
Handicapped  Week,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1949  (63  Stat.  409) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  reports  and  of  material  for 
informational  exhibits;  $714,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemploy¬ 
ment  Rights:  For  expenses  necessary  to  render  assistance  in 
connection  with  the  exercise  of  reemployment  rights  of  vet¬ 
erans  under  section  8  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  308) ,  the  Serv¬ 
ice  Extension  Act  of  1941,  as  amended,  the  Army  Reserve 
and  Retired  Personnel  Service  Law  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  section  9  (h)  of  title  I  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  459  (h)  ),  and,  under  the  Act 
of  June  23,  1943,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  1472), 
of  persons  who  have  performed  service  in  the  Merchant 
H.  R.  7786 - 9 
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Marine,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $281,000. 

BUREAU  OF  APPRENTICESHIP 
Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable 
the  Secretary  to  conduct  a  program  of  encouraging  appren¬ 
tice  training,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  16,  1937 
(29  U.  S.  C.  50) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $2,788,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
general  administration  of  the  employment  service  and  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation  programs,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  temporary  employment  of 
persons,  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws,  for  the 
farm  placement  migratory  labor  program;  for  cooperation 
with  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  and  the  Secretary  of  State  in  negotiating  and  carry¬ 
ing  out  agreements  relating  to  the  employment  of  foreign 
agricultural  workers,  subject  to  the  immigration  laws  and 
when  necessary  to  supplement  the  domestic  labor  force; 
and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
$5,531,000,  of  which  $1,587,000  shall  be  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  title  IV  (except  section  602)  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944. 
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Grants  to  States  for  unemployment  compensation  and 
employment  service  administration :  For  grants  to  the  several 
States  (including  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  as  amended  (29 
U.  S.  C.  49-491) ,  for  carrying  into  effect  section  602  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  for  grants  to 
the  States  as  authorized  in  title  III  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  501-503),  including,  upon 
the  request  of  any  State,  the  purchase  of  equipment  and  the 
payment  of  rental  for  space  made  available  to  such  State  in 
lieu  of  grants  for  such  purpose,  and  for  necessary  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  operation  of  employment  office 
facilities  and  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  for 
use  in  carrying  into  effect  section  602  of  the  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944  in  Puerto  Rico,  $178,500,000, 
of  which  $8,500,000  shall  be  available  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  Secretary  finds  necessary  to  meet  increased  costs 
of  administration  resulting  from  changes  in  a  State  law  or 
increases  in  the  numbers  of  claims  filed,  and  claims  paid  or 
salary  costs  over  those  upon  which  the  State’s  basic  grant 
(or  the  allocation  for  the  District  of  Columbia  or  Puerto 
Rico)  was  based,  which  increased  costs  of  administration 
cannot  be  provided  for  by  normal  budgetary  adjustments: 
Provided ,  That  no  State  shall  be  required  to  make 
any  appropriation  as  provided  in  section  5  (a)  of  said 
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Act  of  June  6,  1933,  prior  to  July  1,  1952:  Provided 
further,  That,  notwithstanding  any  provision  to  the  contrary 
in  section  5  (a)  or  section  6  of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  or 
in  section  302  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  from  time  to  time  certify  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  to  each  State 
found  to  be  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  of  June  6,  1933,  and  with  the  provisions  of  section 
303  of  the  Social  Securit}7  Act,  as  amended,  such  amounts 
as  he  determines  to  he  necessary  for  the  proper  and  effi¬ 
cient  administration  of  its  unemployment  compensation  law 
and  of  its  public  employment  offices :  Provided  further , 
That  such  amounts  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  and  the  Post  Office  Department  shall  be 
used  for  the  payment,  in  such  manner  as  said  parties  may 
jointly  determine,  of  postage  for  the  transmission  of  official 
mail  matter  in  connection  with  the  administration  of  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation  systems  and  employment  services 
by  States  receiving  grants  herefrom. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said  Act  of  June  6, 
1933,  the  provisions  of  section  303  (a)  (1)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  nersonnel  standards  on  a  merit  basis,  shall 
apply. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  to  the 
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Bureau  of  Employment  Security  for  grants-in-aid  of  State 
agencies  to  cover,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  operation 
of  said  agencies  including  the  salaries  and  expenses  of 
officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies,  shall  be  withheld 
from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have  established 
by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation  a  merit 
system  and  classification  and  compensation  plan  covering 
the  selection,  tenure  in  office,  and  compensation  of  their 
employees,  because  of  any  disapproval  of  their  personnel 
or  the  manner  of  their  selection  by  the  agencies  of  the  said 
States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or  employees. 

Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For 
making,  after  May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year  payments 
to  States  under  title  III  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  and  under  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  as  amended, 
for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred  and  the 
expenditures  made  thereunder  for  payments  under  such  title 
and  under  such  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  to  be  charged  to 
the  appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year. 

BUREAU  OF  LABOR  STATISTICS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Bureau,  including  advances  or  reimbursement  to 
State,  Federal,  and  local  agencies  and  their  employees  for 
services  rendered ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
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bia;  and  not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
$5,720,700. 

Revision  of  consumers’  price  index:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  the  Bureau  to  revise  the  Consumers’  Price 
Index,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
temporary  employees  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
without  regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws 
and  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended; 
and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  $2,000,000. 

women’s  bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Women’s  Bureau,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
June  5,  1920  (29  U.  S.  C.  11-16),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  purchase  of  reports 
and  material  for  informational  exhibits;  $399,000. 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  per¬ 
forming  the  duties  imposed  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  to  provide  conditions 
for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by 
the  United  States,  approved  June  30,  1936  (41  U.  S.  C. 
38) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
reimbursement  to  State,  Federal,  and  local  agencies  and  their 
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employees  for  inspection  services  rendered;  and  expenses  of 
attendance  of  cooperating  officials  and  consultants  at  con¬ 
ferences  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division;  $9,396,400. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  function  or 
activity  for  which  any  such  appropriation  is  made. 

Sec.  103.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  stenographic 
reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and 
binding. 

Sec.  106.  Not  to  exceed  5  per  centum  of  any  appro¬ 
priation  in  this  title  may  be  transferred  to  any  other 
such  appropriation  but  no  such  appropriation  shall  be  in¬ 
creased  by  more  than  5  per  centum  by  any  such  transfer: 
Provided,  That  no  such  transfer  shall  be  used  for  creation 
of  new  functions  within  the  Department. 
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This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Labor 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

AMERICAN  PRINTING  HOUSE  FOR  THE  BLIND 
Education  of  the  blind:  For  carrying  out  the  Act  of 
August  4,  1919,  as  amended  (20  U.  S.  C.  101) ,  $115,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYEES’  COMPENSATION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  administrative 
expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $49,600  for  the  Employees’ 
Compensation  Board  of  Appeals;  $1,935,000,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $119,000  to  be  derived  from  the  War 
Claims  Fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012). 

Employees’  compensation  fund:  For  the  payment  of 
compensation  and  other  benefits  and  expenses  (except  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses)  authorized  by  law  and  accruing 
during  the  current  or  any  prior  fiscal  year,  including  pay¬ 
ments  to  other  Federal  agencies  for  medical  and  hospital 
services  pursuant  to  agreement  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
Employees’  Compensation;  continuation  of  payment  of 
benefits  as  provided  for  under  the  head  “Civilian  War  Bene¬ 
fits”  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947 ;  the  advancement  of  costs  for  enforcement  of  recoveries 
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in  third-party  cases;  the  furnishing  of  medical  and  hospital 
services  and  supplies,  treatment,  and  funeral  and  burial 
expenses,  including  transportation  and  other  expenses  inci¬ 
dental  to  such  services,  treatment,  and  burial,  for  such 
enrollees  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  as  were  certified 
by  the  Director  of  such  Corps  as  receiving  hospital  services 
and  treatment  at  Government  expense  on  June  30,  1943, 
and  who  are  not  otherwise  entitled  thereto  as  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States,  and  the  limitations  and  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1916,  as  amended  (5 
U.  S.  C.  796) ,  shall  apply  in  providing  such  services,  treat¬ 
ment,  and  expenses  in  such  cases;  $25,000,000,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  to  be  derived  from  the  War 
Claims  Fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012)  and  to  be  available  for 
payments  pursuant  to  sections  4  (c)  and  5  (f)  of  such  Act, 
which  amounts  may  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund. 

COLUMBIA  INSTITUTION  FOR  THE  DEAF 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Institution  for  the  Deaf,  including  personal  services 
and  miscellaneous  expenses,  and  repairs  and  improvements, 
$368,200. 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for 
carrying  out  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 


138 


1  as  amended  (21  U.  8.  C.  801-392)  ;  the  Tea  Importation 

2  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  8.  C.  41-50)  ;  the  Import  Milk 

3  Act  (21  U.  S.  0.  141-149)  ;  the  Federal  Caustic  Poison 

4  Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  401-411)  ;  and  the  Filled  Milk  Act,  as 

5  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  61-64)  ;  including  personal  services 

6  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 

7  seventeen  passenger  meter  vehicles  fer  replacement  only 

8  sixty-five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  seventeen  shall 

9  he  for  replacement  only ;  reporting  and  illustrating  the  results 

10  of  investigations ;  purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus,  and  scien- 

11  tific  equipment;  not  to  exceed  $2,000  for  payment  in 

12  advance  for  special  tests  and  analyses  by  contract;  and  pay- 

13  ment  of  fees,  travel,  and  per  diem  in  connection  with  studies 

14  of  new  developments  pertinent  to  food  and  drug  enforce- 

15  ment  operations;  SOyOOOyTQO  $5,666 ,700. 

16  Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  serv- 

17  ices:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  certification  or  inspec- 

18  tion  of  certain  products  in  accordance  with  sections  406, 

19  504,  506,  507,  604,  702A,  and  706  of  the  Federal  Food, 

20  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  346, 

21  354,  356,  357,  364,  372a,  and  376) ,  the  aggregate  of  the 

22  advance  deposits  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  cover 

23  payment  of  fees  by  applicants  for  certification  or  inspection 

24  of  such  products,  to  remain  available  until  expended.  The 

25  total  amount  herein  appropriated  shall  be  available  for  per- 
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sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere; 
purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus,  and  scientific  equipment; 
and  the  refund  of  advance  deposits  for  which  no  service  has 
been  rendered. 

freedmen’s  hospital 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
operation  and  maintenance,  including  repairs ;  purchase  of  one 
passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  furnish¬ 
ing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of  wearing  apparel  used  by 
employees  in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties ;  transfer 
of  funds  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Howard  University”  for  salaries  of  technical  and  profes¬ 
sional  personnel  detailed  to  the  hospital;  payments  to  the 
appropriation  of  Howard  University  for  instruction  of  nurses 
and  actual  cost  of  heat,  light,  and  power  furnished  by  such 
university;  $2,600,000:  Provided,  That  no  intern  or  resident 
pltysician  receiving  compensation  from  this  appropriation 
on  a  full-time  basis  shall  receive  compensation  in  the  form 
of  wages  or  salary  from  any  other  appropriation  in  this  title. 

HOWARD  UNIVERSITY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of 
Howard  University,  including  personal  services  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  expenses  and  repairs  to  buildings  and  grounds, 
$2,500,000. 

Plans  and  specifications:  For  the  preparation  of  plans 
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and  specifications  for  construction,  under  the  supervision  of 
the  General  Services  Administration,  on  the  grounds  of 
Howard  University  of  a  preclinical  medical  building,  includ¬ 
ing  engineering  and  architectural  services,  printing  and 
binding,  advertising,  and  travel,  $100,000,  which  amount, 
except  such  part  as  may  he  necessary  for  the  incidental 
expenses  of  the  University,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  for  the  above  purposes,  to 
remain  available  until  expended. 

Construction  of  buildings:  For  construction  of  buildings 
on  the  grounds  of  Howard  University,  under  the  supervision 
of  the  General  Services  Administration,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  as  follows : 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
provided  under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  construction  of  a  law  school 
building,  biology  building  and  greenhouse,  administration 
building,  and  men’s  dormitory  units,  $1,250,000; 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
provided  under  this  head  in  the  First  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1948,  as  amended  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1949,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction 
of  an  engineering  building  and  women’s  dormitory  units, 
$412,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION 

Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational  edu¬ 
cation:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the 
Vocational  Education  Act  of  1946  (20  U.  S.  C.  15) ,  section 
4  of  the  Act  of  March  10,  1924  (20  U.  S.  0.  29),  and 
section  1  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1931  (20  U.  S.  C.  30), 
$19,977,760:  Provided ,  That  the  apportionment  to  the 
States  under  the  Vocational  Education  Act  of  1946  shall  be 
computed  on  the  basis  of  not  to  exceed  $19,842,760  for 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

Further  endowment  of  colleges  of  agriculture  and  the 
mechanic  arts :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  22 
of  the  Act  of  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  329) ,  $2,480,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Office  of  Education,  including  surveys,  studies,  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  reports  regarding  libraries;  fostering  coordination 
of  public  and  school  library  service;  coordination  of  library 
service  on  the  national  level  with  other  forms  of  adult  educa¬ 
tion;  developing  library  participation  in  Federal  projects; 
fostering  Nation-wide  coordination  of  research  materials 
among  libraries,  interstate  library  coordination  and  the 
development  of  library  service  throughout  the  country; 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase, 
distribution,  and  exchange  of  educational  documents,  motion- 
picture  films,  and  lantern  slides;  collection,  exchange,  and 
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cataloging  of  educational  apparatus  and  appliances,  articles 
of  school  furniture  and  models  of  school  buildings  illustrative 
of  foreign  and  domestic  systems  and  methods  of  education, 
and  repairing  the  same;  $1,900,000  $ 2,023,420 ,  of  which 
not  less  than  $533,700  shall  be  available  for  the  Division 
of  Vocational  Education  as  authorized:  Provided,  That  all 
receipts  from  non-Federal  agencies  representing  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees  of  the  Office  of 
Education  performing  advisory  functions  to  said  agencies 
shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the 
credit  of  this  appropriation. 

OFFICE  OF  VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION 
Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Rico)  :  For  payments  to  States  (including  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico)  in  accordance  with  the  Voca¬ 
tional  Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  ch.  4), 
including  payments,  in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the 
Administrator,  for  one-half  of  necessary  expenditures  for 
the  acquisition  of  vending  stands  or  other  equipment  in 
accordance  with  section  3  (a)  (3)  (C)  of  said  Act  for 
the  use  of  blind  persons,  such  stands  or  other  equipment 
to  be  controlled  by  the  State  agency,  $20,600,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $170,000  shall  be  available  to 
the  Federal  Security  Administrator  for  providing  re¬ 
habilitation  services  to  disabled  residents  of  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  as  authorized  by  section  6  of  said  Act,  which 
latter  amount  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  providing  such  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  reprints,  and  travel:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  15 
per  centum  of  the  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  adminis¬ 
trative  purposes. 

Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Rico) ,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For  making,  after 
May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  pajunents  to  States  in 
accordance  with  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  as 
amended  (including  the  objects  specified  in  the  preceding 
paragraph) ,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal 
year  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred 
and  the  expenditures  made  thereunder  to  be  charged  to  the 
appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year:  Provided,  That 
the  payments  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  not 
exceed  the  amount  paid  to  the  States  for  the  first  quarter 
of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  necessary  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act, 
as  amended,  and  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (20 
U.  S.  C.,  ch.  6A) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $3,000  for  production,  pur¬ 
chase,  and  distribution  of  educational  films;  $705,000. 
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PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  6A) 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act) ,  and  other  Acts,  in¬ 
cluding  (with  the  exception  of  the  appropriation  “Pay,  and 
so  forth,  commissioned  officers,  Public  Health  Service”) 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of 
reports,  documents,  and  other  material  for  publication; 
preparation  and  display  of  posters  and  exhibits  by  con¬ 
tract  or  otherwise;  packing,  unpacking,  crating,  uncrating, 
drayage,  and  transportation  of  personal  effects  of  commis¬ 
sioned  officers  and  transportation  of  their  dependents  on 
change  of  station;  and  increased  allowances  to  Reserve 
Officers  for  foreign  service ;  as  follows : 

Venereal  diseases:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  sections 
314  (a)  and  363  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  venereal  diseases, 
including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  centers  for  the 
diagnosis,  treatment,  support,  and  clothing  of  persons  afflicted 
with  venereal  diseases;  transportation  and  subsistence  of  such 
persons  and  their  attendants  to  and  from  the  place  of  treat¬ 
ment  or  allowance  in  lieu  thereof;  diagnosis  and  treatment 
(including  emergency  treatment  for  other  illnesses)  of  such 
persons  through  contracts  with  physicians  and  hospitals  and 
other  appropriate  institutions;  fees  for  case  finding 
and  referral  to  such  centers  of  voluntary  patients; 
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reasonable  expenses  of  preparing  remains  or  burial  of  de¬ 
ceased  patients;  recreational  supplies  and  equipment;  leasing 
of  facilities  and  repair  and  alteration  of  leased  facilities;  the 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  for  grants  of  money,  serv¬ 
ices,  supplies,  equipment,  and  use  of  facilities  to  States,  as 
defined  in  the  Act,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  respective 
State  health  authorities,  to  counties,  health  districts,  and 
other  political  subdivisions  of  the  States,  for  the  foregoing 
purposes,  in  such  amounts  and  upon  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  Surgeon  General  may  determine;  $-1-4,990,090 
$ 14,500,000 . 

Tuberculosis:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  314 
(b)  of  the  Act,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
two  passenger  motor  vehicles,  $10,000^090  $9,600,000. 

Assistance  to  States,  general:  To  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  section  314  (c)  of  the  Act;  to  provide  consultative  serv¬ 
ices  to  States  pursuant  to  section  311  of  the  Act;  to  make 
field  investigations  and  demonstrations  pursuant  to  section 
301  of  the  Act;  and  to  provide  for  collecting  and  compiling 
mortality,  morbidity,  and  vital  statistics  (including  procure¬ 
ment  by  contract  of  transcripts  of  State,  municipal,  and  other 
records ) ,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  fourteen 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  $16,915,000. 
H.  R.  7786 - 10 
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Communicable  diseases:  To  carry  out  those  provisions 
of  sections  301,  311,  361,  and  704  of  the  Act  relating  to  the 
prevention  and  suppression  of  communicable  diseases,  and 
the  interstate  transmission  and  spread  thereof,  including  the 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only;  and  hire,  maintenance,  and  operation 
of  aircraft;  $6,415,000. 

Engineering,  sanitation,  and  industrial  hygiene:  For 
expenses,  not  otherwise  provided,  necessary  to  carry  out 
those  provisions  of  sections  301,  311,  and  361  of  the  Act 
relating  to  sanitation  and  other  aspects  of  environmental 
health,  including  enforcement  of  applicable  quarantine  laws 
and  interstate  quarantine  regulations,  and  for  carrying  out 
the  functions  of  the  Surgeon  General  under  the  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.  S.  C.  466-466  (j)  ) ,  including 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty-one  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  of  which  seven  shall  be  for  replacement  only; 
$3,670,030. 

Grants,  water  pollution  control:  For  grants  to  carry  out 
section  8  (a)  of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.  S. 
C.  466-466  (j)),  $1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Disease  and  sanitation  investigations  and  control,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska:  To  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  conduct, 
in  the  Service,  and  to  cooperate  with  and  assist  the  Territory 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


147 


of  Alaska  in  the  conduct  of,  activities  necessary  in  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  prevention,  treatment,  and  control  of  diseases, 
and  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  health  and  sani¬ 
tation  services  pursuant  to  and  for  the  purposes  specified  in 
sections  301,  311,  314  (without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (d),  (f),  (h),  and  (j)  and  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  subsection  (c)  of  such  section),  361,  363,  and  704 
of  the  Act,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle,  and  hire,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  aircraft, 
$1,259,000:  Provided,  That  property  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  located  in  Alaska  and  used  in  carrying  out  the 
activities  herein  authorized  may  be  transferred,  without 
reimbursement,  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Surgeon  General. 

Grants  for  hospital  construction:  For  liquidation  of 
contractual  obligations  authorized  by  the  Congress  to  be 
incurred  during  the  fiscal  year  1948  or  any  subsequent  fiscal 
year  for  construction  grants  under  part  C,  title  VI,  of  the 
Act,  as  amended,  $100,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.  Allotments  under  such  part  C  to  the  several 
States  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  $150,000,000.  Whenever  the  Surgeon  General  shall  have 
approved  an  application  for  a  construction  project  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  625  of  the  Act,  subject  to  the  amount 
of  the  allotments  available  to  the  States  for  such  purposes, 
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the  Federal  share  of  the  cost  of  such  project,  as  provided 
by  the  Act,  shall  constitute  a  contractual  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  services: 
For  salaries  and  expenses  incident  to  carrying  out  title  VI 
of  the  Act,  as  amended,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only, 
$1,3-57t000  $ 2,107,000 . 

Hospitals  and  medical  care:  For  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  sections  321,  322,  324,  326,  331,  332,  341,  343, 
344,  502,  504,  and  710  of  the  Act,  and  Executive  Order 
9079  of  February  26,  1942,  including  purchase  and  ex¬ 
change  of  farm  products  and  livestock;  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles,  including  ten  am¬ 
bulances,  for  replacement  only;  and  firearms  and  ammunh 
tion;  $29,000,000. 

Foreign  quarantine  service:  For  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  sections  361  to  369  of  the  Act,  relating  to  preventing 
the  introduction  of  communicable  diseases  from  foreign 
countries,  the  medical  examination  of  aliens  in  accordance 
with  section  325  of  the  Act,  and  the  care  and  treatment 
of  quarantine  detainees  pursuant  to  section  322  (e)  of  the 
Act  in  private  or  other  public  hospitals  when  facilities  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  are  not  available,  including  in- 
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surance  of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when 
required  by  law  of  such  countries;  and  the  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  ten  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement 
only,  $3,104,000. 

Employee  health  service  programs:  For  carrying  out 
the  functions  of  the  Public  Health  Service  under  the  Act  of 
August  8,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  $50,000:  Provided , 
That  when  the  Public  Health  Service,  at  the  request  of 
any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government,  establishes 
or  operates  a  health  service  program  for  such  department 
or  agency,  payment  for  the  estimated  cost  shall  be  made 
in  advance  by  check  for  deposit  to  the  credit  of  this 
appropriation. 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  operating  expenses:  For 
the  activities  of  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  not  other¬ 
wise  provided  for,  including  research  fellowships  and  grants 
for  research  projects  pursuant  to  section  301  of  the  Act;  the 
regulation  and  preparation  of  biologic  products;  the  purchase 
of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace¬ 
ment  onlv;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment  of  visit- 
ing  scientists  when  specifically  approved  by  the  Surgeon 
General;  and  erection  of  temporary  structures  for  storage 
of  equipment  and  supplies  and  housing  of  animals, 
$15,750,000,  of  which  not  less  than  $3,600,000  shall  be 
available  exclusively  for  grants  for  studies  with  adreno- 
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corticotropic  hormone  (ACTH)  and  cortisone  (compound 
E),  including  grants  of  adrenocorticotripic  hormone 
(ACTH),  cortisone,  and  other  chemical  substances,  and  for 
development  of  other  related  compounds  for  treatment  of 
arthritis,  rheumatism,  multiple  sclerosis,  neurological  and 
metabolic  diseases,  and  including  studies  in  the  basic  sciences 
related  to  such  diseases  ami  including  nut  te  exceed 
fee  transfer  te  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
into  utilization  ef  plant  material  and  v< 
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National  Cancer  Institute:  To  enable  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral,  upon  the  recommendations  of  the  National  Advisory 
Cancer  Council,  to  make  grants-in-aid  for  research  and  train¬ 
ing  projects  relating  to  cancer;  to  cooperate  with  State 
health  agencies,  and  other  public  and  private  nonprofit 
institutions,  in  the  prevention,  control,  and  eradication  of 
cancer  by  providing  consultative  services,  demonstrations, 
and  grants-in-aid;  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  and  to 
otherwise  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  IV,  part  A,  of 
the  Act,  $2-9t080,000  $20,686,000,  of  which  not  less  than 
$5,000,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of 
obligations  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head. 

Mental  health  activities:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
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carrying  out  the  provisions  of  sections  301,  302,  303,  811, 
312,  and  314  (c)  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  mental  dis¬ 
eases,  $9,911,000  $10,000,000,  of  which  not  less  than 
$2,375,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of 
obligations  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head. 

National  Heart  Institute:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  National  Heart  Act,  including 
the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$44,150,000  $14,750,000,  of  which  $5,350,000  shall  be 
available  exclusively  for  payment  of  obligations  for  research 
and  training  grants  incurred  under  authority  heretofore 
granted  under  this  head. 

Dental  health  activities :  For  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  necessary  to  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  dental  diseases 
and  conditions,  including  the  purchase  of  twelve  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  $2t044j0Q9  $2,140,000. 

Construction  of  research  facilities:  For  construction  of 
research  facilities,  to  be  transferred  (except  such  part  as  may 
be  necessary  for  incidental  expenses  and  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment  by  the  Public  Health  Service)  to  the  General  Services 
Administration,  and  to  remain  available  until  expended,  as 
follows : 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
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heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction 
of  a  combined  hospital  and  research  building  as  authorized 
under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Acts  of  1949  and  1950,  $7,500,000. 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction  of 
auxiliary  service  area  structures,  as  authorized  under  this 
head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  $3,600,000. 

For  construction  of  additional  auxiliary  structures  to 
provide  station  quarters  for  personnel  and  a  grounds  main¬ 
tenance  building,  including  necessary  distribution  facilities 
and  roads  and  walks,  $1,025,000;  and  in  addition,  con¬ 
tracts  may  be  entered  into  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $350,- 
000  toward  completion  of  such  construction  at  a  cost  not 
to  exceed  $1,375,000:  Provided,  Thai  the  Surgeon  General 
is  authorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  he  may  prescribe  not  to  exceed  twenty-five 
thousand,  square  feet  of  land  presently  included  in  the  site  of 
the  National  Institutes  of  Health  to  the  Bethesda  Fire  De¬ 
partment,  a  body  corporate  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  for 
the  purpose  of  erecting  and  maintaining  a  fire  station  to 
provide  protection  for  the  facilities  of  the  National  Institutes 
of  Health  and  for  the  adjacent  community:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  such  terms  and  conditions  may  include  an  agree- 
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merit  by  the  Surgeon  General  to  pay  to  such  department  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  33$  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
the  construction  of  the  station  but  not  to  exceed  $ 20,000 , 
to  be  charged  to  the  maximum  limits  of  costs  set  out  in  this 
paragraph. 

For  purchase  and  installation  of  additional  equipment 
and  furnishings  to  partially  equip  and  furnish  structures 
heretofore  or  herein  provided  under  this  head  (except  struc¬ 
tures  for  station  quarters),  $3,000,000. 

Commissioned  officers,  pay,  and  so  forth:  For  pay,  uni¬ 
forms  and  subsistence  allowances,  increased  allowances  for 
foreign  service  and  commutation  of  quarters  for  not  to  exceed 
one  thousand  five  hundred  regular  active  commissioned 
officers;  for  medals,  decorations,  and  retired  pay  of  regular 
and  reserve  commissioned  officers;  for  payment  of  claims 
for  private  property  lost,  destroyed,  captured,  abandoned, 
or  damaged  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  as 
authorized  by  law  (31  U.  S.  C.  222c,  h;  42  U.  S.  C.  213)  ; 
and  for  six  months’  death  gratuity  pay  and  burial  payments 
for  regular  commissioned  officers;  $1,790,000,  and  the 
Surgeon  General  is  authorized  to  advance  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  from  appropriations  made  available  to  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  the  current  fiscal  year  such  additional 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  for  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
officers  herein  authorized. 
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Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  divisions  and  offices  of 
the  Office  of  the  Surgeon  General  and  for  miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Public  Health  Service  not  appropriated  for 
elsewhere,  including  conducting  research  on  technical  nursing 
standards  and  furnishing  consultative  nursing  services;  pre¬ 
paring  information,  articles,  and  publications  related  to  public 
health;  conducting  studies  and  demonstrations  in  public 
health  methods;  carrying  on  international  health  activities, 
including  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment  of  officials 
of  other  countries  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Sur¬ 
geon  General;  and  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  $2,918,000. 

SAINT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  the  hospital,  including  pur¬ 
chase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles,  includ¬ 
ing  one  bus-ambulance,  for  replacement  only,  clothing  for 
patients  and  cooperation  with  organizations  or  individuals 
in  scientific  research  into  the  nature,  causes,  prevention,  and 
treatment  of  mental  illness,  $37948,000  $ 2,005,000 . 

Construction  and  equipment,  building  for  the  housing, 
care,  and  treatment  of  mentally  sick  patients:  For  payment 
of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  provided  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  a  building  for  the  housing,  care,  and  treatment  of 
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mentally  sick  patients,  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  $100,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  any 
part  of  this  amount  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 

Major  repairs  and  preservation  of  buildings  and  grounds: 
For  miscellaneous  construction,  alterations,  repairs,  and 
equipment,  on  the  grounds  of  the  hospital,  including  prep¬ 
aration  of  plans  and  specifications,  advertising,  and  super¬ 
vision  of  construction,  $406,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  any  part  of  this  amount  may  be 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration. 

Construction  and  equipment  of  treatment  building:  For 
construction  and  equipment,  including  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  of  a  treatment  building  (providing  separate  male 
and  female  facilities),  and  demolition  and  removal  of  those 
buildings  designated  as  Oaks  and  Toner  Buildings  with 
their  appurtenances  and  attachments,  within  the  grounds 
of  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended;  and,  in  addition,  contracts  may  be 
entered  into  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,938,000 
toward  completion  of  such  work  at  a  total  cost  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $5,588,000:  Provided,  That  the  appropriation  in 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for 
preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  two  treatment 
buildings,  shall  be  consolidated  with  this  appropriation,  to 
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be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  as  one  fund  which  shall  be 
available  for  all  of  the  foregoing  purposes,  and  any  part  of 
such  consolidated  appropriation  may  be  transferred  to  the 
General  Services  Administration. 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions: 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  supervision  of  Federal  credit 
unions,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  $-26Qy 600  $ 300,000 ,  together  with  the  aggregate  of 
amounts  received  from  certificate,  supervision,  and  exami¬ 
nation  fees  collected  from  Federal  credit  unions  as  authorized 
by  law. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  and  furnish¬ 
ing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of  wearing  apparel  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  by  building  guards;  not  more  than  $45,988,000 
may  be  expended  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund,  of  which  not  more  than  $404  shall  be 
available  for  'payment  in  advance  when  authorized  by  the 
Federal  Security  Administrator  for  dues  or  fees  for  library 
membership  in  organizations  whose  publications  are  avail¬ 
able  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than 
to  the  general  public :  Provided,  That  any  sums  received  by 
the  Administrator  as  payment  for  services  performed  for 
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any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government  by  persons 
whose  salaries  are  paid  from  the  amount  made  available 
under  this  paragraph  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of 
this  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  sums 
are  received,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  same  purposes. 

Reimbursement  to  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insur¬ 
ance  trust  fund:  For  reimbursement  to  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund  for  benefits  paid  during 
the  fiscal  year  1949  to  the  survivors  of  veterans  of  World 
War  II  eligible  for  benefits  as  provided  under  section  210 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  410), 
$3,694,000. 

Grants  to  States  for  public  assistance:  For  grants  to 
States  for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  children,  and 
aid  to  the  blind  as  authorized  in  titles  I,  IV,  and  X  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  7,  subch. 
I,  IV,  and  X),  $1,200,000,000,  of  which  such  amount  as 
may  be  necessary  shall  be  available  for  grants  for  any 
period  in  the  prior  fiscal  year  subsecpient  to  March  31  of  that 
year. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$1,413,400. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau:  For  neces- 
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sary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  Act  of  April  9,  1912,  as 
amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  18a),  and  title  V  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  purchase  of  reports  and  material  for  the  publications 
of  the  Children’s  Bureau  and  of  reprints  for  distribution, 
SlySQOjQQQ  $ 1,510,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  any 
appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  used  to  promul¬ 
gate  or  carry  out  any  instruction,  order,  or  regulation  relating 
to  the  care  of  obstetrical  cases  which  discriminate  between 
persons  licensed  under  State  law  to  practice  obstetrics: 
Provided  further,  That  the  foregoing  proviso  shall  not  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  any  patient  from  having  the  services 
of  any  practitioner  of  her  own  choice,  paid  for  out  of  this 
fund,  so  long  as  State  laws  are  complied  with:  Provided 
further,  That  any  State  plan  which  provides  standards  for 
professional  obstetrical  services  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
of  the  State  shall  be  approved. 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child  welfare:  For 
grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child-health  services,  serv¬ 
ices  for  crippled  children,  and  child-welfare  services  as 
authorized  in  title  V,  parts  1,  2,  and  3,  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  0.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V),  $22,000,- 
000:  Provided,  That  any  allotment  to  a  State  pursuant  to 
section  502  (b)  or  512  (b)  of  such  Act  shall  not  be  included 
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in  computing  for  the  purposes  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
sections  504  and  514  of  such  Act  an  amount  expended  or 
estimated  to  be  expended  by  the  State. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner  for 
Social  Security,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $223,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $112,000 
to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund. 

Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For 
making,  after  May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  payments 
to  States  under  titles  I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respectively,  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  for  the  first  quarter  of 'the 
next  succeeding  fiscal  year,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary, 
the  obligations  incurred  and  the  expenditures  made  there¬ 
under  for  payments  under  each  of  such  titles  to  be  charged 
to  the  appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year. 

In  the  administration  of  titles  I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  payments  to 
a  State  under  any  of  such  titles  for  any  quarter  in  the 
period  beginning  April  1  of  the  prior  year,  and  ending 
June  30  of  the  current  year,  may  he  made  with  respect 
to  a  State  plan  approved  under  such  title  prior  to  or  during 
such  period,  but  no  such  payment  shall  be  made  with  respect 


160 


1  to  any  plan  for  any  quarter  prior  to  the  quarter  in  which 

2  such  plan  was  submitted  for  approval. 

3  OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

4  Salaries,  Office  of  the  Administrator:  Salaries,  Office 

5  of  the  Administrator,  including  personal  services  in  the 

6  District  of  Columbia,  $2,383,100,  together  with  not  to 

7  exceed  $334,900  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age 

8  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund :  Provided ,  That  the 

9  Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appropriation  from  appro- 

10  priations  of  constituent  organizations  of  the  Federal  Security 

11  Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  finance  the 

12  regional  office  activities  of  such  constituent  organizations. 

13  Salaries  and  expenses,  Division  of  Service  Operations: 

14  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Administrator, 

15  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for 

16  the  Division  of  Service  Operations,  $1,090,000,  together 

17  with  not  to  exceed  $165,600  to  be  transferred  from  the 

18  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund:  Pro- 

19  vided,  That  the  Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appro- 

20  priation  from  appropriations  of  constituent  organizations  of 

21  the  Federal  Security  Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  nec- 

22  essary  to  cover  the  charges  for  services,  supplies,  equip- 

23  ment  and  materials  furnished. 

24  Salaries,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  Salaries,  Office 

25  of  the  General  Counsel,  including  personal  services  in  the 
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District  of  Columbia,  $51-3-7106  $ 535,100 ,  together  with  not 
to  exceed  $22,950  to  be  transferred  from  the  appropriation 
“Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  services”, 
and  not  to  exceed  $321,100  to  be  transferred  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

Surplus  property  disposal:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  subsections  203  (j)  and  (k) 
of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  relating  to  disposal  of  real  and  personal  excess  property 
for  educational  purposes  and  protection  of  public  health, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$333,300. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  202.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  203.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  examination  of 
estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field,  for  exchange  of  books. 

Sec.  204.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  health  service 
programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  and  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  may  be  transferred  to  the 
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appropriations  of  the  organizational  units  operating  such 
programs. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  including  the  purchase  of  reprints. 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a) . 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  travel  expenses 
and  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  ivith 
the  function  or  activity  for  which  any  such  appropriation 
is  made. 

Sec.  208.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
title  to  the  Social  Security  Administration  for  grants  in 
aid  of  State  agencies  to  cover,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  cost 
of  operation  of  said  agencies  including  the  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies,  shall  be 
withheld  from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have 
established  by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation 
a  merit  system  and  classification  and  compensation  plan 
covering  the  selection,  tenure  in  office,  and  compensation  of 
their  employees,  because  of  any  disapproval  of  their  per- 
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sonnel  or  the  manner  of  their  selection  by  the  agencies  of  the 
said  States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or  employees. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Security  Agency 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  III— NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  carry  out 
the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Labor-Management 
Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  0.  141-167),  and 

other  laws,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  Board  when  specifically  authorized 
by  the  Chairman  or  the  General  Counsel ;  printing  and 
binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  a  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  $8,550,000 
$ 8,615,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  to  organize  or  assist  in  organizing  agricul¬ 
tural  laborers  or  used  in  connection  with  investigations,  hear¬ 
ings,  directives,  or  orders  concerning  bargaining  units 
composed  of  agricultural  laborers  as  referred  to  in  section  2 
(3)  of  the  Act  of  July  5,  1935  (49  Stat.  450),  and  as 
amended  by  the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947, 
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and  as  defined  in  section  3  (f)  of  the  Act  of  June  25,  1938 
(52  Stat.  1060) . 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Labor  Eolations 
Board  Appropriation  Act,  1951 

TITLE  IV— NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
National  Mediation  Board,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  ot  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  and  stenographic 
reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  $412,200. 

Arbitration  and  emergency  boards:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  arbitration  boards  established  under  section  7  of  the 
Railway  Labor  Act,  as  amended  (45  U.  S.  C.  157),  and 
emergency  boards  appointed  by  the  President  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  said  Act  (45  U.  S.  C.  160) ,  including  printing 
and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  $150,000. 

NATIONAL  EAILEOAD  ADJUSTMENT  BOAED 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board,  including  printing 
and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S. 
C.  55a),  $797,300,  of  which  not  less  than  $296,700,  shall 
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be  available  for  compensation  (at  rates  not  in  excess  of 
$75  per  diem)  and  expenses  of  referees  appointed  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act,  as  amended. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Mediation  Board 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  V— RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

,  ***■ 

■  '■* 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Railroad  Retirement  Board  (trust 
fund)  :  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Board  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Board;  printing  and  binding; 
stenographic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
$5,446,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement 
account. 

Railroad  retirement  account:  For  an  amount  sufficient 
as  an  annual  premium  for  the  payments  required  under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  August  29,  1935,  and  June 
24,  1937,  and  authorized  to  be  appropriated  to  the  railroad 
retirement  account  established  under  section  15  (a)  of  the 
latter  Act,  $457,832,724:  Provided ,  That  such  total 
amount  shall  be  available  until  expended  for  making 
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payments  required  under  said  retirement  Acts,  and  the 
amount  not  required  for  current  payments  shall  be  invested 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  said  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  June  24, 
1937. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘'Railroad  Retirement 
Board  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  VI— FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND 
CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Service  to  carry  out  the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  171-180, 
182),  including  expenses  of  the  Labor-Management  Panel 
as  provided  in  section  205  of  said  Act;  temporary  employ¬ 
ment  of  arbitrators,  conciliators,  and  mediators  on  labor  rela¬ 
tions  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $75  per  diem;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  labor  and  indus¬ 
trial  relations;  printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $2,949,700. 

Boards  of  inquiry:  To  enable  the  Service  to  pay  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  boards  of  inquiry  appointed  by  the  President 
pursuant  to  section  206  of  the  Labor-Management  Relations 
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1  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  176-180,  182),  including  printing 

2  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

3  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  rent  in  the  District 

4  of  Columbia,  $50,000. 

5  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Mediation  and 

6  Conciliation  Service  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

7  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Labor-Federal  Security 

8  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


168 


CHAPTER  VI— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

TITLE  I 


Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provi¬ 
sions  el  section  9  el  title  I  and  title  U  ol  the  Aet  ol  August? 
4A  494A  as  amended  -fr  IA  €k  TAG  TAUg  TATp  4624- 


■1629) ,  as 

Tor  payments  to  Statesy  Territories, ■  and  Puerto  Rieo 
lor  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9  ol 
the  Bankhead-J ones  Aet  approved  -June  297  IOTA  as 


amended  Tv  the  Aet  el 


tst  TTy  T9T67 


Tor  tbe  improvement  and  development,  independently 
or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State 
and  others^  ol  a  sound  and  efficient  system  lor  the  dh 
and  marketing  ol  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  ‘■Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Aet  ol  1946”  -(-title  IT  el  the  Aet  ol  Au¬ 


gust  TT-r  -1916,  as  amended)  >  including  the  objects  lor  which 
fimds  are  available  for  titles  IT  and  ITT  of  such  Aet  of  August 
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to  any 


44-j  4946,-  $6,000;000:  Provided;  -That  not  loss  than 
of  this  amount  shall  he  available  for  contracts  in 
with  tho  provisions  of  section  20b  of  sahl  Ae tt 
i  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available 
7  offiee,  or  agency  of  the  Department  sneh 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  he  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  -{he!  amounts 
made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor;  and  Office  of  Information;  shall  not  exceed  those 
which  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department;  shall  determine)-, 
and  any  such  amounts  shah  he  in  addition  to  amounts  trans- 

AT*  nflthVTTH  fjp  O  A  y  r>  ij  o  ]  >1  t\  1a  A  fit  AT*  O  UTlVf  nrtO  f  1  ATT, 
1  v.1  r Lu  U 1  UiiivJl  W  loU  llictuv  U  v  tlliU  UHj  tv  U  Lll L 1  n jTprT > TTTlcttinii 

if  ;  >  T  n  ^  A-£  ill  A  T)p43-4l- villi  All  I  *  P  )  VI  )'}/]/>/]  j  >  /!*/  ,p  i  11  A  TT  41  T*i 

liLmo  tix  T1  Hi  X7 cpTrrtrn HJ 1 1 1  •  x  /  U V (Lit  Ll  j  ct  i  t / to /  j  JL I Iitt  HU  l/tU  u 

/\ f-  t|i  i  c\  TlTl  VATIVT  ft  il  All  p-lxo  11  La  mT>»  1 1  a  1\1 {at*  \  y  a  T*1 !  t*a1  O  fill  rv 

Ui  tillu  cl U |/rlct  L1UJL1  oiTtixi  kJ U  cl  \  ullu  1 U1  IV  U1  A  1 l_  I  cl  1 1 1  i 

to  hsh  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof;  except  for  the 

of  equitable  transportation  rates  before  Bederal 
i  concerned  with  such  rates  and  for  development  of 
markets? 

In  ah;  $44,000,0001  Provided ;  That  no  part  of  this 
shah  he  used  for  beginning  construction  of 


any  building  costing  in  excess  of  $4f>;000,  except  that  a  poul¬ 
try  breeding  house  may  be  constructed  at  Dard-uc  University 
at  a  cost  to  this  appropriation  of  not  to  exceed  $-2 9,000? 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  improve  and  develop ,  vide - 
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pendently  or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State 
agencies ,  and  others,  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  under 
the  provisions  of  title  11  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1621-1629 ) ,  including  the  objects 
for  which  funds  are  available  for  titles  11  and  111  of  such 
Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $6,000,000 :  Provided,  That  not 
le$s  than  $650,000  of  this  amount  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
tracts  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  205  of  said 
Act :  Provided  further,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such 
amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts 
made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Information,  shall  not  exceed  those 
which  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine) , 
and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other  appro¬ 
priation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation  rates  before 
Federal  agencies  concerned  ivith  such  rates  and.  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  markets. 
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Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  establishing  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
(5  U.  S.  C.  673)  and  related  Acts,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in  their 
broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and  practice, 
utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing  of  farm 
supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor,  farm 
finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  production 
to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food  products ; 
land  ownership  and  values,  farm  structures,  costs,  prices  and 
income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  $2,600,099  $ 2,720,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made 
available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the 
heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State 
and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  sur¬ 
veys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
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1  stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 

2  value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc- 

3  tion,  distribution,  and  con-sumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 

4  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 

5  and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 

6  as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 

7  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957),  and  dota  on  farm 

8  construction  as  provided  by  title  A  of  the  Housing  Aet 

9  of  4949  -(HttWie  Haw  1^72^906  12,904,000:  Pro- 
40  vided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall 

11  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating, 

12  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to 

13  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 

14  production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

15  Agricultural  Research  Administration 

16  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

17  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Administrator, 

18  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle,  travel 

19  and  subsistence  expenses  of  Advisory  Committee  advisor y 

20  committees  authorized  by  title  III  of  the  Act  of  August  14, 

21  1946  (7  XJ.  S.  C.  1628-1629),  and  the  maintenance,  oper- 

22  ation,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agri- 

23  cultural  Research  Center,  $600,000:  Provided,  That  the 

24  appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered 

25  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements 
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based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appro¬ 
priations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and 
other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including 
depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  sup¬ 
plies,  equipment,  and  material  furnished:  Provided  further , 
That  of  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural 
Eesearch  Administration,  not  to  exceed  $15,000  shall 
be  available  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5 
U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided  further ,  That  the 
several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Eesearch  Adminis¬ 
tration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  alteration,  and 
repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided,  however, 
That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  constructing  any 
one  building  ( excepting  headhouses  connecting  greenhouses ) 
shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for  construction  of 
buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall  be  within  the 
limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved  therefor,  and 
the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the  fiscal  year 
shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  the 
building  as  certified  by  the  Eesearch  Administrator,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater. 
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WOE  KING  CAPITAL  FUNDj  AGEICULTUEAL  EESUAE0-H 

CBN-TE-E 

For  the  establishment  of  a  working  eapital  fundy  la  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitation?  for  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  fee  furnishing  facilities  and  services  hp  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center  te  Government  agencies,  $hOO?OO07  8aid 
fund  shall  he  reimbursed  from  applicable  appropriations  or 
ether  funds  te  cover  the  charges  for  such  facilities  and 
services,  including  handling  and  related  charges?  for  equip  ■ 
ment  rentals  (including  depreciation?  maintenance,  and 
repairs)  ?  for  supplies,  equipment  and  materials,  stores  of 
which  map  he  maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for 

priations  or  ether  funds  map  alse  he  charged  their  propor¬ 
tionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the  Center 
net  covered  hp  the  annual  appropriation? 

EESEAECH  ON  STKATEGIC  AND  CEITICAL  AGEICULTUEAL 


o 


mateeials 


For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
(50  U.  8.  C.  98f),  $399,000,  including  not  to  exceed 
$30,000  for  alterations  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research 
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Laboratory,  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania,  to  provide  pilot  plant 
facilities  for  tannin  extraction,  and  such  amount  shall  be  in 
addition  to  amounts  otherwise  available  for  alterations. 

EESEAECH  ON  AGEICULTUEAL  PEOBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 
W  Por  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
conduct  research  into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  through  such  agencies  of 
the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  independently  or  in 
cooperation  with  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $260,000  $280,000. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPEEIMENT  STATIONS 
Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Pico 
Por  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Pico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance  where  applicable,  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating 
to  agricultural  experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
U.  S.  C.  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  O.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  $-2-863,- 
■708  Sections  3  and  5 ,  $ 2,863,708 ,  and  sections  9  and  11 
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of  said  Act  as  added  by  the  Act  of  August  Id,  1946  (7 
U.  S.  C.  427h,  427j),  including  administration  by  the  Office 
of  Experiment  Stations  in  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  $ 5,000,000 ,  no  part  of  which  latter  amount 
shall  be  used  for  beginning  construction  of  any  building 
costing  in  excess  of  $ 15,000 ,  except  that  a  poultry  breeding 
house  may  be  constructed  at  Purdue  University  at  a  cost  to 
this  appropriation  of  not  to  exceed  $29,000;  Hawaii,  the 
Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b), 
extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Alaska,  the  Act 
approved  February  23,  1929  (7  IT.  8.  C.  386c), 

extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Territory 
of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  369a), 
extending  the  benefits  of  the  Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $2-77500  $37,500;  Puerto  Eico,  the 
Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Eico,  $90,000 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Eico,  $7;406-,208  $12,416,208. 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  adminis¬ 
tration' of  grants  and  coordination  of  research  with  States, 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
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1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928, 
February  23,  1929,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
383,  386— 386f ) ,  and  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29, 
1935,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  December  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g) ,  relative  to  their  administration 
and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experiment  sta¬ 
tion  in  Puerto  Pico,  $2-3-7,500  $ 252,500 ;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex¬ 
penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordinate 
the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  ex¬ 
periment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 
research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico 
For  expenses  necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an 
agricultural  experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including 
the  preparation,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and- 
bulletins,  and  not  to  exceed  $24,950  to  replace  water  supply 
line  and  increase  capacity  of  reservoir,  $175,000. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  conducting 
investigations  of  the  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricul- 


H.  R.  7786 - 12 
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tural  products  for  food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the 
home,  with  special  suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  such  products  for  these  pur¬ 
poses,  and  such  economic  investigations,  including  housing 
and  household  buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  rural  home,  for  coordinating  nutrition  services 
made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agencies,  and 
for  disseminating  useful  information  on  these  subjects, 
$lj500,000  $ 1,763,200 . 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  ont  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry, 
and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the 
livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of 
fur-bearing  animals,  as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  $2,-250,000  $2,319,000. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
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serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $-1,300, 090 
$ 1,350,000 ,  including  not  to  exceed  $8,000  for  the  purchase 
of  land  and  appurtenances  near  Ames,  Iowa,  for  continuation 
of  a  hog  cholera  experiment  station. 

Animal  disease  control  and  eradication:  For  the  control 
and  eradication,  including  inspections  and  quarantines,  of 
tuberculosis  and  paratuherculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuber¬ 
culosis,  Bang’s  disease  of  cattle,  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle, 
southern  cattle  ticks,  hog  cholera  and  related  swine  diseases, 
and  dourine  in  horses,  and  inspection  and  quarantine  work; 
for  supervision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  including 
administration  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law;  for  inspection 
of  vessels;  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  O.  151-158),  relating  to 
veterinary  biological  products,  $7,950,000,  including  not  to 
exceed  $307000  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and  construction 
of  four  buildings  for  inspection  of  livestock  at  Canadian 
border  ports  of  entry :  Provided,  That  no  payment  hereunder 
as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  for 
tuberculosis,  paratuherculosis,  or  Bang’s  disease  shall  exceed 
(1)  $25  for  any  grade  animal  or  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal,  ( 2 )  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised 
value  and  the  value  of  salvage  thereof,  or  (3)  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State  or  other  cooperating  agency, 
and  no  payment  hereunder  shall  be  made  for  any  animal  if 
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1  at  the  time  of  test  or  condemnation  it  shall  belong  to  or  be 

2  upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to 

3  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered  for  slaughter: 

4  Provided  further,  That  inspection  service  shall  be  maintained 

5  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 

6  year. 

7  Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 

8  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food 

9  products,  $12,800,000. 

10  Marketing  Agreements,  Hog  Cholera  Virus  and  Serum 

11  The  sum  of  $49,300  of  the  appropriation  made  by 

12  section  12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  ap- 
19  proved  May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  C.  612),  is  hereby  made 

14  available  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are 

15  herein  made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive, 

16  of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855) . 

17  Eradication  of  Foot-and-Mouth  and  Other  Contagious 

18  Diseases  of  Animals 

19  For  expenses  necessary  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 

20  foot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu- 

21  monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 

22  or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 

23  including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 

24  future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including 

25  poultry)  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contami- 
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nated  by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found 
and  irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially 
similar  circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with 
all  lawful  quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth 
disease  and  rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (21  U.  S.  C. 
Supp.  II,  114b-114d),  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122), 
including  expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Act 
of  February  28,  1947,  the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other 
appropriations  or  funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corpora¬ 
tions,  or  agencies  of  the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may 
deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which 
threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country, 
and  any  unexpended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under 
this  head  in  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be  merged 
with  such  transferred  amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for 
payments  made  pursuant  to  said  Act  of  February  28,  1947, 
the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter  purchased  may  be 
made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat,  egg-production, 
dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  appraisement  based 
on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any  such  animal  shall 
exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value, 
and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United 
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States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed 
one-half  of  any  such  appraisements:  Provided  further ,  That 
poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 
For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404), 
including  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations 
in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) , 
relating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended,  and  the 
Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  0.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it 
relates  to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter, 
not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  construction  of  ten  or  more  hous¬ 
ing  units  for  employees,  fj-jOOQxQOO  $1,735,000. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 
For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  established  under  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  202  (a)  to  202  (e),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292)  ;  for 
the  development  of  new  and  extended  food,  feed,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  uses  for  agricultural  commodities,  both  plant  and 
animal,  and  potential  replacement  crops,  and  processing, 
biological,  chemical,  physical,  pharmacological,  toxico¬ 
logical,  and  technological  investigation  thereof,  $77750,000 
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$ 8,500,000 :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $20,000  shall  he 
available  for  the  alteration  to  buildings  of  the  Naval  Stores 
Station  at  Olustee,  Florida. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ENGINEERING 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant 
industries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections,  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  including 
explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing  in 
this  country;  and  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn,  cotton, 
flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soybeans, 
sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other  field  crops, 
$3,400,009  $ 3,475,000 . 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investiga- 
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tions  on  tbe  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit, 
vegetable,  nut,  ornamental,  and  related  crops  and  plants, 

$2,950,009  $ 3,075,000 . 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $450;000  $ 455,000 . 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricul¬ 
tural  use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry 
and  irrigated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and 
its  use  by  crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a 
national  system  and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribu¬ 
tion  on  maps,  and  determination  of  their  potential  produc¬ 
tivity  under  adapted  cropping  and  improved  soil  manage¬ 
ment,  $2,080,000  $2,767,500,  including  not  to  exceed 
$100,000  for  construction  or  acquisition  of  buildings,  facili¬ 
ties,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley,  California. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture, 
including  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply 
and  sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and 
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their  appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing 
farm  products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  build¬ 
ing  plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engi¬ 
neering  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing, 
transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products; 
%U12010(K>  $ 1,140,000 . 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  0. 
191-194),  $152,700. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  149), 
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1  and  the  Organic  Act  of  1944.  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  as  amended, 

2  authorizing  the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread 

3  of  injurious  insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation 

4  and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 

5  exceed  two,  as  follows : 

6  Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 

7  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 

8  products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 

9  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 

10  plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 

11  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 

12  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 

13  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 

14  investigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 

15  enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 

16  exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 

17  and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 

18  and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 

19  the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  dis- 

20  eases;  and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides, 

21  including  methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the 

22  effects  of  their  application,  $4,400,-000  $ 4,165,000 :  Pro- 

23  vided,  That  of  the  amount  allotted  for  oriental  fruitfly,  not 

24  to  exceed  $250,000  may  be  used  for  contracts  with  public  or 

25  private  agencies  for  research  without  regard  to  provisions  of 
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existing  law,  and  tlie  amounts  obligated  for  contract  research 
shall  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided  fwikcri 
-That  $50,000  shah  be  transferred  to  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions  of  the  Public  Health  Service  for  investigations  and 
studies  of  eheets  of  insceticidal  and  fungicidal  residue  on 
human  health. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  opera¬ 
tions  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre¬ 
vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 
weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic, 
cereal  rusts,  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  golden 
nematode,  citrus  blackfly,  white-fringed  beetle,  and  the 
Hall  scale,  including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regu¬ 
lations  and  cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quaran¬ 
tines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  and  including 
the  establishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67), 
and  for  cooperation  with  States  in  the  compensation  of  grow¬ 
ers  for  losses  resulting  from  the  destruction  of  or  for  not  plant¬ 
ing  potatoes  and  tomatoes  on  lands  infested  or  exposed  to 
infestations  of  the  golden  nematode  for  the  purpose  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Golden  Nematode  Act  (Public  Law  645, 
approved  June  15,  1948) ,  and  for  the  enforcement 
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of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in 
transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of  ma¬ 
terials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  violation 
of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and  opera¬ 
tions  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166) , 
$lyl85,900  $ 4,651,000 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or  de¬ 
stroyed,  except  potatoes  and  tomatoes  as  authorized  under 
the  Golden  Nematode  Act:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in 
any  State  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary 
to  accomplish  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until 
a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have 
been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  coun¬ 
ties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for 
the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose,  or  with  respect  to  the 
golden  nematode  except  as  prescribed  in  section  4  of  the 
Golden  Nematode  Act. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quaran¬ 
tines  and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
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(7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
U.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7 
U.  S.  0.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quaran¬ 
tines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and 
enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of 
plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated 
under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  certification 
of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary  require¬ 
ments  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section  102  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a),  $2y3-S 5,000 
$ 2,384,400 . 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and  Plant 

Diseases 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 
148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes 
and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two,  and  surveys  and 
control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $850y000  $ 2,350,000 ,  of 
which  $1,500,000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes  of  said 
joint  resolution  only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary,  with  the 
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approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to  meet 
emergency  conditions. 

Control  of  Forest  Pests 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 
which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto  as 
may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three)  and  operation 
and  maintenance  of  airplanes,  construction  and  alteration 
of  necessary  buildings,  not  to  exceed  $23,500  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  one  building  at  Greenfield,  Massachusetts:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  cost  of  constructing  or  altering  any  one  build¬ 
ing  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  G}rpsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  C.  C.  147a) ,  $5397500  $ 590,000 . 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  approved  June  25,  1947  (16  U.  S.  C., 
Supp.  I,  594-1—594-5),  $900j000  $ 1,900,000 ,  of  which 
$1,000,000  shall  he  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes  of  said  Act 
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only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary ,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budciet.  finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency 
conditions. 

White  pine  blister  rust :  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 
$8,286,000  $ 3,700,000 ,  of  which  amount  $-508,750 
$ 565,350  shall  be  available  to  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  en¬ 
dangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of  that  De¬ 
partment  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United  States; 
$1,-7-27,800  $ 1,947,150  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering 
lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,0-48,150  $1,187,500  of 
said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quaran¬ 
tine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the  entire 
program,  method  development,  and  for  operations  conducted 
under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  con¬ 
fined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endanger¬ 
ing  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Foeest  Seevice 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section 
706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as 
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amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations 
and  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of  woodlands 
as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate  and  test 
American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses,  and 
methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost 
(not  to  exceed  $1,000)  of  constructing  a  water-supply 
shall  be  placed  in  reserve  pending  determination  by  the  Sec- 
such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  tower 
upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected,  shall  not 
exceed  $15,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$15,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  under  this  chapter  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service,  and 
that  not  to  exceed  $8,000  may  be  expended  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  an  elevator  in  the  Yeon  Avenue  warehouse  in  Port- 
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1  land,  Oregon;  to  protect,  administer,  and  improve  the 

2  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and  other  measures  to 

3  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil  waste,  and  the  forma- 

4  tion  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to  ascertain  the  natural 

5  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national  forests,  to  transport 

6  and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to  stock  the  national 

7  forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate,  digest,  report,  and 

8  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and  investigations  made 

9  by  the  Forest  Service,  as  follows: 

10  General  administrative  expenses:  For  genera]  adminis- 

11  tration,  including  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reserva- 

12  tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 

13  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514),  $665,000. 

14  National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 

15  administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

16  and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab- 

17  lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 

18  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 

19  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 

20  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 

21  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex- 

22  ceed  three;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 

23  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 

24  necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro- 
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tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  inelud¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical 
than  construction,  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the 
construction  (not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  any  one  structure), 
equipment,  and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational 
facilities;  timber  cultural  operations;  development  and  appli¬ 
cation  of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation 
and  transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid 
portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of 
timber  and  other  resources  and  development  and  application 
of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use;  ex¬ 
amination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land 
incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of 
lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may 
be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act 
of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16 
U.  S.  C.  506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment 
of  water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessa^  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and 
all  expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improve¬ 
ment,  protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national 
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forests,  $26,890#Q0  $29,320,500,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$75,000  shall  he  available  for  the  purchase  of  three  nursery 
sites,  and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  shall  he  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  administrative  sites. 

Cooperative  range  improvements:  For  artificial  revege¬ 
tation,  construction,  and  maintenance  of  range  improvements , 
control  of  rodents,  and  eradication  of  poisonous  and  noxious 
plants  on  national  forest  lands,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the 
Act  of  April  24,  1950  (Public  Law  Numbered  478), 
$ 750,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes,  and 
for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  in  the  preceding  fiscal 
year  for  such  purpose,  $6,000,000,  of  which  $2,500,000 
shall  be  apportioned  for  use,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i),  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 
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Forest  and  range  management  investigations :  Fire,  silvi¬ 
cultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  inves¬ 
tigations  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of 
management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at 
forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  $2,995,000. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,300,000,  of  which  $ 30,000 
shall  he  made  available  for  the  establishment  of  a  forest 
utilization  service  unit  in  the  Southwest. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $880t069  $ '1,000,000. 

FOREST  DEVELOPMENT  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved 
.November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a), 
relating  to  forest  development  roads  and  trails,  including  the 
construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads  and 
trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  $10,318,060  $12,000,000,  which  sum  is  authorized 
to  he  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1948  (Public  Law 
834) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase, 
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construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the 
storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road 
and  trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost 
of  any  such  building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $15,000  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the 
cost  of  which  was  $15,000  or  more,  may  be  improved 
within  any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per 
centum  of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the  Chief 
of  the  Forest  Service. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $40QT0QQ  $401,000,  to  be 
available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of  any 
lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection 
with  such  acquisition:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds 
shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of  Adair, 
Cherokee,  and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  with¬ 
out  the  specific  approval  of  the  Board  of  County  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated. 

Superior  National  Forest:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest 
land  within  the  Superior  National  Forest,  Minnesota,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  June  22,  1948  (Public 
Law  733),  $150,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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Special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facilitate 
the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating  with¬ 
in  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national  forests, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  au¬ 
thorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for  such 
purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts  from 
such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests,  Utah. 
Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as  amended, 
$40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of  May  11, 
1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000;  San  Ber¬ 
nardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside  County, 
California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634),  as 
amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toivabe  National  Forests. 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 
For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act  ap- 
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proved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  564-566), 
$9,500,000. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  in¬ 
dustries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of 
forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  indus¬ 
tries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937 
(16  U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  $4-907382  $ 785,034 ) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $£7-4?393 
$ 449,200 )  and  5  (not  to  exceed  $4-3&722£  $ 65,766 )  of  the 
Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and 
Acts  supplementary  thereto;  $1,300,000. 

Flood  Control 

For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the  Flood 
Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936  (Public  Law  738), 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  exam¬ 
inations  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
and  to  plan  the  agricultural  phases  of  the  development  of 
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the  Columbia  Basin  area  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  laws  relating  to  the  activities  of  the  Department,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $4Dt7-5QjG9'9  $ 9,880,000 , 
with  which  shall  be  merged  the  unexpended  balances  of 
funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  for  flood-control  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the 
Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific 
approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in 
which  such  lands  are  situated,  nor  shall  any  part  of  such 
funds  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of 
Adair,  Cherokee,  and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma, 
without  the  specific  approval  of  the  Board  of  County  Com¬ 
missioners  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  April  27,  f935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 
and  soil  and  water  conservation,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to 
employees,  operation  and  maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the 
purchase  and  erection  or  alteration  of  permanent  buildings: 
Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected, 
or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water 
supply  or  sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


201 


any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where 
buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  pur¬ 
chased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for  eight  buildings 
to  be  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000  per 
building:  Provided  further,  That  no  money  appropriated 
in  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of 
any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Government: 
Provided  further,  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where  the 
State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized 
to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of 
its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows: 

SALABIES  AXB  EXPENSES 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 
erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 
logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
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work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 
watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 
$1,500,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  pre¬ 
ventive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 
special  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$&2t900t000  -$52,400,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conserva¬ 
tion  operations  in  demonstration  projects:  Provided  further, 
That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  may  be  used  for  employment 
pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL 

LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions 
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of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  1011 
note) ,  $1,490,000  $1,665,175. 

WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZATION  PROJECTS 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  functions 
of  the  Department  under  the  Acts  of  May  10,  1939  (53 
Stat.  685,  719),  October  14,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  590y-z- 
10),  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  June  28,  1949 
(Public  Law  132),  relating  to  the  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  water  conservation  and  utilization  proj¬ 
ects,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $400j000  $ 500,000 , 
which  sum  shall  be  merged  with  the  unexpended  balances 
of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  said  De¬ 
partment  for  the  purposes  of  said  Act. 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 

RESOURCES 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29,  1936, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q),  including  not  to 
exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits, 
including  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international 
fairs  within  the  United  States;  $-2-82,-50Oj0Q0  $283,000,000, 
to  remain  available  until  December  31  of  the  next  succeeding 
fiscal  year  for  compliance  with  the  program  of  soil-building 
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practices  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  practices  authorized 
under  this  fiead  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1949,  to  December  31,  1950,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  $25,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this 
head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out 
such  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however, 
not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more  than 
$5,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account, 
“Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  con¬ 
servation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all 
other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and  that 
the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  application 
for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowl¬ 
edge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code:  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  or  made  available  for  the  functions  assigned 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the 
Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942, 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional 
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information  employees  or  any  State  information  employees, 
but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  oi 
supplying  of  information  at  the  county  level  to  individual 
farmers:  Provided  further ,  That  such  amount  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  formulation  and  administration  of  the 
1951  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and 
water-conserving  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29, 
1936,  as  amended  (amounting  to  $285,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution 
of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the 
several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  except  that  the  proportion 
allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15  per 
centum  from  the  distribution  for  the  next  ‘  preceding 
program  year,  and  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$2,500)  ;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  programs 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made  in  con¬ 
formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 
provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving 
practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and 
adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined 
and  approved  by  the  State  committees  appointed  pursuant 
to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
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Allotment  Act,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  5901)  (b)), 
for  the  respective  States:-  Provided  f-wrth-e-r^  That  not  to 
exeeed  o  per  eentnm  of  the  ahoeatfon  for  the  ngrkedtnra! 
eonaervation  program  for  any  eonnte  map  he  allotted  to  the 
Soil  hhniservathm  Serviec  for  aerviees  of  ha  teehmehma  in 
formulating  and  carrying  out  tire  agrieahnral  eonaervation 
program  and  the  hmda  ao  allotted  ahah  not  he  nthfoed  bp 
the  Soil  Gfonaervation  Service  for  anp  purpeae  other  then 
technical  and  other  assistance  in  suck  eonntp:  Provided 
further ,  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out 
farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau, 
office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of 
such  Department,  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person 
who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities’’,  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  section  1913,  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropria- 
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tions  for  the  payment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses 
designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress 
to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by  Con¬ 
gress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through  the 
proper  official  channels. 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  formulate  and  carry  out  acre¬ 
age  allotment  and  marketing  quota  programs  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1301-1393), 
$32,300,000,  of  which  not  more  than  $5,500,000  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938”:  Provided,  That  $4,000,000  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  placed  in  reserve  pending  determination  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  as  to  necessity  of  marketing  quotas  on  the  1951  crops 
of  wheat,  corn,  and  rice,  to  be  released  in  such  amounts  and 
at  such  times  as  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  be  necessary  in  connection  with  such  marketing  quotas. 

SUGAR  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948  (7  U.  S.  0.  1101-1160), 
$60,000^000  $63,750,000,  to  remain  available  until  June  30 
of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  Provided,  That  expendi¬ 
tures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for  other 
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than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,500,000. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  (42  U.  S.  C.  1751-1760), 
$83,500,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under  section  5  of  said 
Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

For  expenses  necessary  in  conducting  investigations, 
experiments,  and  demonstrations,  as  follows: 

•  Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products  (including  broilers),  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  ha}7,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
$276£Q7600  $2,187,000. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  ship¬ 
pers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and 
condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product, 
whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


209 


product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative 
thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received 
at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may 
from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be 
conveniently  reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees 
as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the 
cost  for  the  service  rendered,  $780,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) , 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) , 
inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291),  including  not  to  exceed  $25,000 
for  employment  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $100  per  diem,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a),  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) , 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 
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necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 
of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business,  $1,260,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and 
any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items 
in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of  classi¬ 
fication  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  511  —5 1 1  q ) ,  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516), 
$1,660,500. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
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476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by 
chapter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
futures  (26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65), 
$1,675,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  Acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricul¬ 
tural  Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) , 
the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  prod¬ 
uce  (7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards 
for  baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  the  Act  to  fix  standards 
for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for 
fruits  and  vegetables  (15  U.  S.  C.  257— 257i ) ,  the  Act  to 
provide  export  standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C. 
581-589),  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S. 
C.  71-87),  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
241-273),  the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610), 
the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
181-229),  the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(7  U.  S.  C.  135-135k) ,  $3,550,000  $ 3,495,000 . 
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Commodity  Exchange  Authority 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  $650,000. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
For  operating  and  administrative  expenses,  $678 5-4,000 
$ 7,204,000 . 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri- 
fication  Act  of  1936,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915), 
as  follows: 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  administrative  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $500 
for  financial  and  credit  reports,  SSyl^OyOOOj  $8,750,000. 

LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  in  accordance  with  said  Act,  and  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof,  to  be  borrowed  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act  as  follows:  Rural  electrifi¬ 
cation  program,  $350,000,000 ;  and  rural  telephone  program, 
$25,000,000  $ 40,000,000 ;  and  additional  amounts,  not  to 
exceed  a  total  of  $150,000,000  (including  the  uncommitted 
balance  available  as  a  carry-over  from  the  fiscal  year  1950) , 
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may  be  borrowed  for  tbe  rural  electrification  program 
under  the  same  terms  and  conditions  if  and  to  the 
extent  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  certify,  from 
time  to  time,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  such 
additional  amounts  are  required  during  the  fiscal  year  1951, 
under  the  then  existing  conditions,  for  the  expeditious  and 
orderly  development  of  the  program. 

Farmers’  Home  Administration 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  titles  I,  II,  and 
the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  1000-1031), 
the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1001,  note;  31  U.  S.  C.  82h;  12  U.  S.  C.  371;  35  H.  C. 
Code  535;  60  Stat.  1062-1080)  ;  the  Act  of  July  30,  1946 
(40  U.  S.  C.  436-439)  ;  the  Act  of  October  19,  1949 
(Public  Law  361)  ;  the  Act  of  August  28,  1937,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  for  the  development  of 
facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization  in  the  arid  and 
semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States;  and  the  provisions  of 
title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  relating  to  financial 
assistance  for  farm  housing  (Public  Law  171,  approved  July 
15,  1949) ,  as  follows: 

LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  (including  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  and 
taxes  under  section  50  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
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Act,  as  amended,  and  advances  incident  to  the  acquisition 
and  preservation  of  security  of  obligations  under  the  fore¬ 
going  several  authorities)  :  Title  I  and  section  43  of  title 
IV  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Barm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended 
and  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  (except  grants 
under  504  (a)  )  $5073507000  $71,350,000,  of  ivhich  not 
to  exceed  $3,500,000  of  the  amount  available  for  the  purposes 
of  title  1  and  section  43  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  may  be  distributed  to  States  and  Territories 
without  regard  to  farm  population  and  prevalence  of  tenancy , 
in  addition  to  the  amount  otherwise  distributed  thereto,  for 
loans  in  reclamation  projects  and  to  entrymen  on  unpatented 
public  land  (sums  available  for  loans  under  title  V  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949  to  remain  available  until 
expended)  ;  title  II  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Barm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  $85,000,000;  the  Act  of  August 
28,  1937,  as  amended,  $4,000,000:  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  the  foregoing  several  amounts  shall  be  borrowed 
in  one  account  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  such  rate  of 
interest  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  but  not  in  excess  of  3  per  centum  per  annum; 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  lend  such  sums  to  the  Secretary  upon  the 
security  of  any  obligations  of  borrowers  from  the  Secre- 
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tary  under  the  provisions  of  said  Acts:  Provided  further , 
That  the  Secretary  may  utilize  proceeds  from  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  under  such  Acts-  to  repay  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amounts  borrowed  therefrom 
for  the  purposes  of  such  Acts:  Provided  further,  That  for 
the  purpose  of  making  loans  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
authority,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any 
securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued 
under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  to  the 
Secretary:  Provided  further,  That  repayments  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  shall  be  treated  as  a  public- 
debt  transaction. 


GRANTS 

For  grants  and  for  the  grant  portion  of  combination 
loans  and  grants  for  the  purpose  of  section  504  (a)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  $650,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  the  making,  servicing,  and  collecting  of  loans  and 
insured  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made 
under  prior  authority,  the  liquidation  of  assets  transferred  to 
Farmers  Home  Administration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  Act  of  1946,  and  the  extension  of 
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financial  assistance  under  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  $27y- 
700j000  $ 29,000,000 ,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  item  of  not  to  exceed  $80,000  of  the  fees  and 
administrative  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsec¬ 
tions  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 

Farm  Credit  Administration 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000 
for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members  of  or¬ 
ganizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or  trans¬ 
acted  ;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations  which 
issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  lower 
price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may  be  made  in 
advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures  authorized 
by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C. 
833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  (for  replace¬ 
ment  only)  for  use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where;  garage  rental  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ;  payment 
of  actual  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  and 
not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons 
serving,  while  away  from  their  homes,  without  other  com¬ 
pensation  from  the  United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  except  that  such  expend¬ 
itures  shall  not  exceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations, 
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banks,  associations,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or 
regulated  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  $585,000, 
together  with  not  to  exceed  $2,325,000  of  collections  from 
Federal  Farm  Credit  agencies  of  assessments  and  charges, 
to  be  advanced  by  transfer  and  counter  warrant  to  this 
appropriation,  .to  cover  the  cost  of  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  facilities,  examinations,  and  other  services  rendered  to 
such  agencies;  $2,910,000. 

Extension  Service 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935, 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  IT.  S.  C. 
343d— 1 ) ,  $12,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act 
approved  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l), 
$555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith- 
Lever  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section 
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g  el  the  Aet  approved  June  207  4006  -f?  4L  Sr  6k  343eK 
Ore  benefits  el  the  Capped  Ketcham  Aet  to  the 
Territory  el  Alaska  $10,000  the  Act  approved  October  27, 
1949  (Public  Law  417),  extending  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  the  benefits  of  the  C apper-Ketcham  Act  and  sections 
21  and  23  of  title  11  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  $ 42,150 ; 
Puerto  Pico,  section  3  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1931  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386f),  authorizing  extension  of  the  C apper- 
Ketcham  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $ 31,348 ;  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) ,  extending  the 
benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  to  Puerto 
Bico,  $408,000,  and  the  Act  approved  October  26,  1949 
(Public  Law  406),  extending  the  benefits  of  section  23  of 
title  11  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $ 40,000 ; 
and  section  506a  of  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949 
(Public  Law  171),  $33,050;  in  all,  payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Bico,  $2-7,000-, 000  $27,103,498. 

SALAKIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Por  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of 
the  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  0. 
341-348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto, 
and  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department 


and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 
$900j000  $ 915,000 . 
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Office  of  the  Secketaky 
For  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including 
examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field; 
stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  ex¬ 
press,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise 
provided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient 
work  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  $2,1-13,300  $2,179,- 
300,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or 
authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  services  and  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $109,280, 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of 
such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts 
estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year, 
the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this 
appropriation  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
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appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 

Office  of  the  Solicitor 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  payment  of  fees  or 
dues  for  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field 
service,  $-2>45Oj0QQ  $ 2,675,000 ,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 
in  the  schedules  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
such  expenses  which  several  amounts  not  exceeding  a  total 
of  $207,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation. 

Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
cultural  Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to  coordi¬ 
nate  and  integrate  activities  of  the  Department  in  connection 
with  foreign  agricultural  work,  $600,000. 

Office  of  Information 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins, 
documents,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  ex¬ 
hibits,  and  the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the 
Department,  $1,265,800,  together  with  such  amounts  from 
other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the 
schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such 
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expenses,  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$16,200,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes  enumer¬ 
ated  as  follows:  For  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits, 
$109,959;  for  preparation,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion 
and  sound  pictures,  $58,700;  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which 
shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  country,  an  equal  proportion  of  four-fifths 
of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent  out  under  the 
addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall  direct  (7 
U.  S.  C.  417)  and  not  less  than  two  hundred  thirty  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  report  of 
the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture),  as 
authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  C.  241),  $611,128:  Provided,  That  when  and 
to  the  extent  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricul¬ 
tural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the 
authorized  programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  can  be  more  advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or 
distributed  by  the  Office  of  Information,  as  the  central 
agency  of  the  Department  therefor,  additional  funds  not 
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exceeding  $300,000  for  these  purposes  may  he  transferred 
to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  from  the  funds 
applicable,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  objects  specified 
herein:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  preparation  of  motion 
pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceeding  a 
total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for  employment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State 
field  offices,  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such 
offices  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to 
maintain  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

Library 


For  necessary  expenses,  including  dues,  for  library  mem¬ 
bership  in  societies  or  associations  which  issue  publications 
to  members  only  or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to 
subscribers  who  are  not  members;  $713,293. 

Act  to  eseeed  $457000^100  of  tko  funds  appropriated 


in  this  title  shah  he  available  for  travel  expenses?  Amounts 
available  from  appropriations  contained  in  this  title  are 
hereby  reduced  by  the  total  sum  of  $645t4067  such  amount 
to  he  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  entered  into  the 
Treasury  immediately  upon  approval  of  this  chapter? 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1G 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


223 


TITLE  II-COEPOBATIONS 

The  following  corporations  and  agencies  are  hereby 
authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits 
of  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such 
corporation  or  agency  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make 
such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal 
year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  such  corporation  or 
agency,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  chap¬ 
ter  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any 
program  authorized  by  law:  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed 
fl-GyQOOyOOO  $16,350,000  shall  be  available  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  of  the  Corporation:  Provided  further .  That  all 
necessary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  per¬ 
sonal  services)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  oper¬ 
ation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real 
or  personal  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in 
which  it  has  an  interest,  including  expenses  of  collections  of 
pledged  collateral,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative 
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expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof:  Provided  farther ,  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  discharge  $170,515,1^1  $ 66,698,457  of  the  in¬ 
debtedness  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  canceling  notes  in  such  amount 
issued  by  the  Corporation  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  8,  1938,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  713a-4) . 

Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed 
$1,280,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of 
the  funds  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  available  for 
administrative  expenses,  including  employment  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis  of  persons,  firms,  and  corporations  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  special  services,  including  legal  services,  and  the 
use  of  the  services  and  facilities  of  Federal  land  banks,  na¬ 
tional  farm  loan  associations,  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and 
agencies  of  the  Government  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
January  31,  1934  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020-1020h)  ;  and  said 
total  sum  shall  be  exclusive  of  services  and  facilities  furnished 
and  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
central  office,  interest  expense,  and  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  be¬ 
longing  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest: 
Provided,  That  promptly  after  June  30  of  each  fiscal  year 
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all  cash  funds  in  excess  of  the  estimated  operating  require¬ 
ments  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  declared  as  divi¬ 
dends  and  paid  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury:  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  That  the  aggregate  amount  of  bonds  the  Cor¬ 
poration  may  issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time 
shall  not  exceed  $500,000,000. 

Federal  intermediate  credit  banks:  Not  to  exceed 
$1,496,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the 
funds  of  the  banks  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses  and  services  performed  for  the  banks  by  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  (except  services  and  facilities  furnished  and 
examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  cen¬ 
tral  office,  and  services  performed  by  any  Federal  Reserve 
bank  and  by  the  United  States  Treasury  in  connection  with 
the  financial  transactions  of  the  banks)  ;  and  said  total  sum 
shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  expense,  legal  and  special  ser¬ 
vices  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  im¬ 
provement,  protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal 
property  belonging  to  the  banks  or  in  which  they  have  an 
interest. 

Production  credit  corporations:  Not  to  exceed  $1,358,- 
000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the 
corporations  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  and 
services  performed  for  the  corporations  by  other  Govem- 
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ment  agencies  (except  services  and  facilities  furnished  and 
examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
central  office)  ;  and  said  total  sum  shall  be  exclusive  of 
interest  expense,  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a 
contract  or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  pro¬ 
tection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging 
to  the  corporations  or  in  which  they  have  an  interest. 
TITLE  III— REDUCTIONS  IN  APPROPRIATIONS 

Amounts  available  from  appropriations  are  hereby  re¬ 
duced  in  the  sums  hereinafter  set  forth,  such  sums  to  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  upon  the  approval  of  this  Chapter: 

An  amount  of  $199,990,000  in  the  revolving  fund  held 
in  the  Treasury  available  to  the  Governor,  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  as  authorized  by  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage 
Corporation  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020b),  for 
resubscriptions  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation. 

The  total  amount  of  $125,000,000  in  the  revolving 
fund  appropriated  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Treasury 
Department,  as  authorized  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act, 
as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  698),  for  subscriptions  to  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Federal  land  banks. 
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TITLE  IV— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law, 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  and  authorizations  made  for 
the  Department  under  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for 
the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  497  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles, 
necessary  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  402.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting 
the  employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  ( 1 )  the  tem¬ 
porary  employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen 
translators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of 
emergency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employ¬ 
ment  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
cultural  Relations. 

Sec.  403.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  health  service  programs  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) . 

Sec.  404.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  405.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  during  the  current  fiscal  year  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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Sec.  406.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  may  be  used  for  printing  and  binding,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles. 

Sec.  407.  Of  appropriations  herein  made  which  are 
available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may 
be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract 
or  tracts  of  land. 

Sec.  408.  Fo  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
chapter  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  com¬ 
mission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued, 
any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to 
damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with 
respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same. 

Sec.  409.  Except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or 
incident  to  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable 
domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  by  this  chapter  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase 
of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or  materials  pro- 
duced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  410.  Kot  less  than  $575,000  shall  be  available  for 
contracts  in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  427i)  from  appropriations 
herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics; 
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Bureau  of  Animal  Industry;  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry; 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineer¬ 
ing;  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine;  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry ;  Bureau  of  Human 
Nutrition  and  Home  Economics;  and  the  Forest  Service. 

Sec.  411.  Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  for 
travel  expenses,  $ 791,888  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund 
and  covered  into  the  Treasury  on  or  before  August  1,  1950; 
but  such  amount  shall  be  credited  toward  any  other  reduction 
in  amounts  available  for  such  travel  expenses  resulting  from 
decreases  in  appropriations  made  by  this  Act  below  the 
budget  estimates. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  VII— DEPARTMENT  OE  THE  INTERIOR 

TITLE  I 

Office  of  tiie  Secretary 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  tlie  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  (hereafter  in  this  chapter  referred  to  as  the 
Secretary) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere ;  for  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed  $4,500 ;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  employment  of  a  Director  of  the  Oil  and 
Gas  Division  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws;  and 
teletype  rentals  and  service;  $2,-3  1  57000  $ 2,100,000 . 

STANDARDIZATION  OF  GEOGRAPHIC  NAMES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  July  25,  1947  (43  U.  S.  C.  364),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  printing 
and  binding,  $14,000. 

ENFORCEMENT  OF  THE  CONNALLY  HOT  OIL  ACT 
Eor  expenses  necessary  for  controlling  the  interstate 
shipment  of  contraband  oil  as  required  by  law  (15  U.  S.  C. 
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715),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only;  and  printing  and  binding;  $200,000 
$180,000. 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND 

For  establishment  of  a  working  capital  fund,  to  be  avail¬ 
able  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  for  expenses  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  ( 1 )  a  central  repro¬ 
duction  service;  (2)  communication  services;  (3)  a  central 
supply  service  for  stationery,  supplies,  equipment,  blank 
forms,  and  miscellaneous  materials,  for  which  adequate  stocks 
may  be  maintained  to  meet  in  whole  or  in  part  requirements 
of  the  bureaus  and  offices  of  the  Department  in  the  city  of 
Washington  and  elsewhere;  (4)  a  central  library  service; 

(5)  health  services;  and  (6)  such  other  similar  service 
functions  as  the  Secretary  determines  may  be  performed  more 
advantageously  on  a  reimbursable  basis;  $300,000.  Said 
fund  shall  be  reimbursed  from  available  funds  of  bureaus, 
offices,  and  agencies  for  which  services  are  performed  at 
rates  which  will  return  in  full  all  expenses  of  operation, 
including  reserves  for  accrued  annual  leave  and  depreciation 
of  equipment. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHEASTERN  POWER 

MARKETING  AREA 

For  necessary  expenses  of  marketing  electric  power  and 
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energy  produced  or  to  be  produced  at  multiple-purpose 
projects  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army, 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s) ,  as  applied  to  the 
area  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  including  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  two)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and 
printing  and  binding;  $100,000. 

CONSTRUCTION,  SOUTHWESTERX  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 
For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines, 
substations,  and  appurtenant  facilities,  and  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  connected  therewith,  in  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16 
U.  S.  C.  825s),  as  applied  to  the  southwestern  power  area, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  844^507000  ■$ 8,620,000 , 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of 
obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted; 
and,  in  addition,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  S6t0007090  $1,730,000 :  Provided,  That  the 
unexpended  balances  of  funds  appropriated  under  the  head 
“Construction,  operation,  and  maintenance,  power  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities'’  in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act,  1950,  for  the  foregoing  purposes  shall  be  transferred  to 
and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 
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OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHWESTERN  POWER 

ADMINISTRATION 

For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance 
of  power  transmission  facilities  and  of  marketing  electric 
power  and  energy  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5 
of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s), 
as  applied  to  the  southwestern  power  area,  ^vGOjOQO 
$ 660,000 . 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  of  the  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  eight,  of  which  six 
shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appropriations  made 
herein  to  the  Southwestern  Power  Administration  shall  be 
available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein 
made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only 
for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  made  necessary  by  the  Act  establishing 
a  Commission  of  Fine  Arts  (40  U.  S.  C.  104),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles,  printing  and  binding  and  payment 
of  actual  traveling  expenses  of  the  members  and  secretary 
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of  the  Commission  in  attending  meetings  and  committee 
meetings  of  the  Commission  either  within  or  outside  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  disbursed  on  vouchers  approved 
by  the  Commission,  $12,530. 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines, 
substations,  and  appurtenant  facilities,  as  authorized  by  law, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  $41,500,000  $39,500,- 
000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for  liquidation 
of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously 
granted;  and,  in  addition,  the  Administrator  is  authorized 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $21,750,000  $ 20,000,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  unexpended  balances  of  prior  year  appropria¬ 
tions,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract 
authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  Bonneville  transmission  system  and  of  marketing 
electric  power  and  energy,  $5,000,000  $ 4,500,000 . 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  of  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  to  carry  out  all  the  duties  imposed 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


235 


upon  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  law,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
seventeen  of  which  twelve  shall  be  for  replacement  only) 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  (not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  two)  of  aircraft;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appro¬ 
priations  made  herein  to  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  herein  made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall 
be  available  only  for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Kot  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  appropriation  for 
construction  herein  made  for  the  Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration  shall  be  available  for  construction  work  by  force 
account  or  on  a  hired-labor  basis,  except  in  case  of  emer¬ 
gencies,  local  in  character,  so  declared  by  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administrator. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  protection,  use,  improvement, 
development,  disposal,  cadastral  surveying,  classification,  and 
performance  of  other  functions,  as  authorized  by  law,  in  the 
management  of  lands  and  their  resources  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  $0-, 756, 800 
$ 7,127,810 :  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  on  a  reimbursable  basis  for  surveys  of  lands  other 
than  those  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
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Management:  Provided  further,  That  of  the  appropriations 
herein  made  in  connection  with  the  Revested  Oregon  and 
California  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road 
grant  lands,  expenditures  may  he  made  for  weed  control  on 
such  lands,  including  those  under  cooperative  weed  control 
agreements  with  the  State  and  counties. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  of  access  roads  on  the  revested  Oregon 
and  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon 
Road  grant  lands ;  acquisition  of  rights-of-way  and  of  existing 
connecting  roads  adjacent  to  such  lands;  and  for  acquisition, 
construction,  or  reconstruction  of  buildings  and  appurtenant 
facilities  in  Alaska ;  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$600,096  $800,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $200,000  is  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  under  the  head  “Revested  Oregon  and  California 
Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant 
lands”  in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950: 
Provided,  That  the  amounts  of  appropriation  made  herein 
for  road  construction  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twenty-eight  for  replace- 
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ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase 
of  two  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  and  alteration  and 
maintenance  of  necessary  buildings  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties  to  which  the  United  States  has  title:  Provided^  That  of 
appropriations  herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Band  Man- 

and  California  Bahread  and  rcconveycd  Coos  Bay 
Wagon  R.oad  grant  lands  shah  ho  reimbursed  from  the 
per  eenturn  referred  to  in  section  ey  thle  BT7  of  the  Aet 
approved  -August  h8y  1937,  of  the  special  fund  designated 
the  “Oregon  and  California  Band  Grant  Bund”  and  section 
4  of  the  Aet  approved  May  24y  1939y  of  the  special  fund 
designated  the  -Coos  Bay  Wagon  Bead  Grant  BunebM 
Provided  further ;  That  no  part  of  sueh  appropriations  shah 
he  available  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  such  lands 


in  excess  of  sueh  reimbursements  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  Provided,  That  of  appropriations  herein  made  for  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  expenditures  in  connection 
with  the  revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and  re¬ 
conveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands  for  payment 
of  current  expenses  in  connection  with  the  management  of 
such  lands  of  a  type  paid  from  the  separate  appropriation 
heretofore  made  in  connection  with  such  lands  shall  he  re¬ 
imbursed  from  the  25  per  centum  referred  to  in  section  c, 
title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937,  of  the  special 
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fund  designated  the  “ Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant 
Fund"  and  section  4  of  the  Act  approved  May  24,  1039,  of 
the  special  fund  designated  the  “ Coos  Bag  Wagon  Boacl 
Grant  Fund" :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations  for  such  current  expenses  shall  be  available  in  excess 
of  such  reimbursements  for  the  current  fiscal  year. 

RANGE  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  construction,  purchase,  and  maintenance  of  range 
improvements  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  3  and  10 
of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1934,  as  amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315) , 
sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  all  moneys  received  (not 
to  exceed  $350,000)  as  range  improvement  fees  under  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  said  Act  and  of  25  per  centum  of  all  moneys 
received  under  section  15  of  said  Act  during  the  current 
and  prior  fiscal  years  but  not  yet  appropriated,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  (PROCEEDS  OF  SALES) 

For  payment  to  the  several  States  of  5  per  centum  of 
the  net  proceeds  of  sales  of  public  lands  and  materials  lying 
within  their  limits,  for  the  purpose  of  education  or  of  making 
public  roads  and  improvements,  sums  equal  to  the  aggregate 
of  receipts  ( not  to  exceed  $20,000 )  covered  into  the  Treasury 
in  accordance  with  section  4  of  the  Act  of  June  26,  1934 
(31  U.  S.  0.  725c),  during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal 
years  but  not  yet  appropriated. 
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PAYMENT  TO  OKLAHOMA 

For  payment  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma  in  lieu  of  all 
State  and  local  taxes  upon  tribal  funds  accruing  under  the 
provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  of  June  12,  1926  (44  Stat. 
740) ,  to  be  expended  by  the  State  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
received  under  section  35  of  the  Act  approved  February  25, 
1920  (30  U.  S.  C.  191),  sums  equal  to  37|  per  centum  of 
the  royalties  received  (not  to  exceed  $4,000)  during  the 
current  and  prior  fiscal  years  (but  not  yet  appropriated) 
from  the  south  half  of  Red  River  in  Oklahoma  under  the 
provisions  of  said  joint  resolution  of  June  12,  1926. 

LEASING  OE  GEAZING  LANDS 
For  leasing  State,  county,  or  privately  owned  lands  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938 
(43  U.  S.  C.  315in-l),  sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  re¬ 
ceipts  (not  to  exceed  $6,000)  covered  into  the  Treasury  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938  (43  U.  S.  C. 
315m-4),  during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years  but  not 
yet  appropriated 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  (GEAZING  FEES) 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  33|-  per  centum  of  all  grazing 
fees  received  (not  to  exceed  $300)  during  the  current  and 
prior  fiscal  years  (but  not  yet  appropriated)  from  each  graz¬ 
ing  district  on  Indian  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States  for 
disposition  under  the  public-land  laws,  to  be  paid  to  the 
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State  in  which  said  lands  are  situated,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  11  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1934,  as 
amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315j). 

Bureau  of  Indian  AffxIirs 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  SERVICES 
For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  health,  education,  and 
welfare  services  for  Indians,  either  directly  or  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  States  and  other  organizations,  including  payment 
(in  advance  or  from  date  of  admission)  of  care,  tuition, 
assistance,  and  other  expenses  of  Indians  in  hoarding  homes, 
institutions,  or  schools;  grants  and  other  assistance  to  needy 
Indians;  maintenance  of  law  and  order,  and  payment  of 
rewards  for  information  or  evidence  concerning  violations 
of  law  on  Indian  reservations  or  lands;  research  among 
mixed  Indians  and  non-Indian  groups  including  cooperation 
in  medical  research  of  benefit  to  Indians;  operation  of  Indian 
arts  and  crafts  shops  and  museums;  and  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence  and  other  expenses  of  Indians  participating 
in  folk  festivals ;  $37,9-2-9,009  $ 40,252,328 . 


RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

For  expenses  necessary  for  management,  development, 
improvement,  and  protection  of  resources  and  appurtenant 
facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  including  payment  of  irrigation  assessments  and 
charges;  acquisition  of  water  rights;  conducting  agricultural 
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experiments  and  demonstrations;  furnishing  plants  or  seed 
to  Indians;  advances  for  Indian  industrial  and  business 
enterprises;  payment  of  expenses  of  Indian  fairs,  including 
premiums  for  exhibits;  and  development  of  Indian  arts  and 
crafts  as  authorized  by  law  (25  U.  S.  C.  305),  including 
expenses  of  exhibits;  $40j5d--T^00  $ 10,814,576 . 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction,  major  repair,  and  improvement  of 
irrigation  and  power  systems,  buildings,  utilities,  roads  and 
trails,  and  other  facilities;  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests 
in  lands;  preparation  of  lands  for  farming;  and  archi¬ 
tectural  and  engineering  services  by  contract;  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $22,4220000  $23,635,151,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $3,737,500  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted;  and, 
in  addition,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $2,500j000  $5,000,000 :  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shad  he  used  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  within  the  States  of  Arizona,  California , 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming 
outside  of  the  boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
he  used  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  lights  within 
H.  R.  7786 - 1G 
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the  States  of  Nevada ,  Oregon,  and  Washington  either  inside 
or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  reservations . 

The  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  heretofore 
made,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract  author¬ 
izations,  under  the  heads  “Construction,  and  so  forth,  build¬ 
ings  and  utilities,  Indian  Service,”  “Construction,  and  so 
forth,  irrigation  systems,  Indian  Service,”  “Roads,  Indian 
Service,”  “Navajo  and  Hopi  construction  and  maintenance 
services,”  and  “Acquisition  of  lands  for  Indian  tribes”,  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  general  administration 
of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  including  such  expenses 
in  field  offices,  $3t5QQJ)00  $ 3,644,000 . 

REVOLVING  FUND  FOR  LOANS 
For  an  additional  amount  for  loans  as  authorized  by 
sections  10  and  11  of  the  Act  of  June  18,  1934  (25 
U.  S.  C.  470,  471),  as  amended  and  supplemented, 
$2,400,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  (ex¬ 
cept  the  revolving  fund  for  loans)  shall  be  available  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  two  hundred  and  twenty-seven  two  hundred  and 
fifty,  of  which  two  hundred  and  twenty  shall  be  for  replace- 
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ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  which 
may  be  used  for  the  transportation  of  Indians;  printing  and 
binding,  including  illustrations  and  purchase  of  reprints; 
purchase  of  ice  for  official  use  of  employees;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
L.  S.  C.  55a,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  expendi¬ 
ture  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem 
on  irrigation  and  power  matters,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary;  and  expenses  required  by  continuing  or  perma¬ 
nent  treaty  provisions. 

CLAIMS  AND  TREATY  OBLIGATIONS 

For  fulfilling  treaties  with  Senecas  and  Six  Nations  of 
New  York,  Choctaws  and  Pawnees  of  Oklahoma,  and  pay¬ 
ment  to  Indians  of  Sioux  reservations,  to  be  expended  as 
provided  by  law,  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  during 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

PROCEEDS  FROM  POWER 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  power  revenues 
covered  into  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  each  of  the  power 
projects,  including  revenues  credited  prior  to  August  7, 
1946,  to  be  available  for  tbe  purposes  authorized  b}7  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946  (Public  Law  647), 
as  amended,  including  printing  and  binding,  in  connection 
with  the  respective  projects  from  which  such  revenues  are 
derived. 
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TRIBAL  FUNDS 

In  addition  to  the  tribal  funds  authorized  to  be  expended 
by  existing  law,  there  is  hereby  appropriated  $2^4-30, 905 
$ 2,437,965  from  tribal  funds  not  otherwise  available  for 
expenditure  for  the  benefit  of  Indians  and  Indian  tribes, 
including  pay  and  travel  expenses  of  employees;  care,  tui¬ 
tion  and  other  assistance  to  Indian  children  attending  public 
and  private  schools  (which  may  be  paid  in  advance  or  from 
date  of  admission)  ;  purchase  of  land  and  improvements  on 
land,  title  to  which  shall  be  taken  in  the  name  of  the  United 
States  in  trust  for  the  tribe  for  which  purchased;  lease  of 
lands  and  water  rights;  printing  and  binding;  compensa¬ 
tion  and  expenses  of  attorneys  and  other  persons  employed 
by  Indian  tribes  under  approved  contracts;  pay,  travel  and 
other  expenses  of  tribal  officers,  councils,  and  committees 
thereof,  or  other  tribal  organizations,  including  mileage  for 
use  of  privately  owned  automobiles  and  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence  at  rates  established  administratively  but  not 
to  exceed  those  applicable  to  civilian  employees  of  the 
Government;  relief  of  Indians,  without  regard  to  section 
7  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1930  (46  Stat.  391),  including 
cash  grants;  and  employment  of  a  recreational  director  for 
the  Menominee  Reservation  and  a  curator  for  the  Osage 
Museum,  each  of  whom  shall  be  appointed  with  the 
approval  of  the  respective  tribal  councils  and  without  re- 
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gard  to  the  classification  laws :  -Provided 7  Bbut  in 
tn  tbe  amount  appropriated  heremy  tribal  funds  may  be 
to  Indian  tribes  for  sneh  purposes  as  may  be 
by  tbe  governing  body  of  the  particular  tribe 
and  approved  by  die  Secretary-  Any  tribal  funds 
under  this  authority  shad  be  reported  to  tbe 
Congress  in  tbe  annual  Budget  for  tbe  next  succeeding  fiscal 
year:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he 
used  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  within  the 
States  of  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  either  inside 
or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation 


For  carrying  out  tbe  functions  of  tbe  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  as  provided  in  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act 
of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof 
or  supplementary  thereto)  and  other  Acts  applicable  to  that 
Bureau,  as  follows: 

GENERAL  INVESTIGATIONS 

For  engineering  and  economic  investigations  of  proposed 
Federal  reclamation  projects  and  studies  of  water  conserva¬ 
tion  and  development  plans;  engineering  and  economic 
investigations,  as  a  basis  for  legislation,  and  for  reports 
thereon  to  Congress,  relating  to  projects  for  the  development 
and  utilization  of  the  water  resources  of  Alaska;  formulating 
plans  and  preparing  designs  and  specifications  for  authorized 
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Federal  reclamation  projects  or  parts  thereof  prior  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  construction  of  such  projects  or  parts;  and 
activities  preliminary  to  the  reconstruction,  rehabilitation  and 
betterment,  financial  adjustment,  or  extension  of  existing 
projects;  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $5,4-50,000 
$ 6,500,000 ,  of  which  '$4,400t000  $, 5,791,000  shall  he  de¬ 
rived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $500,000  shall  be 
derived  from  the  Colorado  River  development  fund:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  expenditure  of  any  sums  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  for  investigations  of  an}7  nature  requested  by  States, 
municipalities,  or  other  interests  shall  be  upon  the  basis 
of  the  State,  municipality,  or  other  interest  advancing 
at  least  50  per  centum  of  the  estimated  cost  of  such  in¬ 
vestigations:  Provided  further,  That  the  limitation  on  the 
amount  available  for  surveys  and  preconstruction  work 
in  connection  with  the  North  Side  pumping  division, 
Minidoka  project,  Idaho,  stated  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  is  increased  from  $725,000 
to  $1,000,000:  Provided  further,  That,  except  as  herein  ex¬ 
pressly  provided  with  respect  to  investigations  in  Alaska, 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended  in  the 
conduct  of  activities  which  are  not  authorized  by  law. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  REHABILITATION 
For  construction  and  rehabilitation  of  authorized  recla- 
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mation  projects  or  parts  thereof  (including  power  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  and  emergency  reconstruction  of  the  La  Prele 
unit,  Wyoming)  and  for  other  related  activities,  as  authorized 
by  law,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $297,4677900 
$ 294,713,000 ,  of  which  $25,135,700  shall  be 

derived  from  the  reclamation  fund,  and  in  addition  thereto 
the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  is  hereby  authorized  to 
incur  obligations  and  enter  into  contracts  for  additional  work, 
materials,  and  equipment  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$3,000,000  for  power  transmission  lines  and  substations  in 
the  fiscal  year  1951 :  Provided,  That  hereafter  when  funds 
appropriated  under  this  head  are  transferred  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriate  regional  disbursing  officer  of  the  Treasury 
Department  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  Hoover  Dam 
and  related  works,  such  funds,  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
computing  interest  on  advances  under  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  the  Act  of  December  21,  1928,  as  amended 
(43  U.  S.  C.  617a  (b),  617a  (d),  618e),  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  if  advanced  to  the  Colorado  River  Dam  fund-i 
Provided-;  That  ^OOOyOOO  ef  tb-e  funds  presided  in  this 

a  > p  am»p  ixli  iV \i?  l] >  o ah  i*ii  oti  fvo  viot'nioQiAn  1  m  i  o cj  i  n 

p uTct ^Tupil  1  Ur  1 11 U  LUllibll  LiCilv/11  UT  LI  tllioill To olUf  1  1111  v, o  111 

South  Dakota  shah  he  available  only  for  connecting  the  load 
centers  of  Armour  with  Watertown  via  Sioux  Falls,  and  of 
Widland  with  Rapid  City,  and  of  Winner  with  Randall  Dam 
:  Provided  f  urther,  That  $3,000,000  of  the  funds  provided 
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in  this  paragraph  plus  $3,000,000  contract  authority  shall 
be  available  for  construction  of  transmission  lines  and  sub¬ 
stations  in  South  Dakota,  to  include  a  transmission  loop 
from  Fort  Randall  through  the  load  centers  of  Armour, 
Huron,  Aberdeen,  Andover,  Watertown,  Brookings,  Sioux 
Falls ,  and  Gavins  Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines  from 
Fort  Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid  City  to  Midland . 

Of  the  amount  appropriated  under  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph,  $1,600,000  is  for  liquidation  of  the  contract  au¬ 
thority  granted  under  the  appropriation  “Reclamation  fund, 
special  fund,  construction,  Santa  Barbara  County  project, 
California,  Cachuma  unit”,  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1949;  $225,700  is  for  partial  liquida¬ 
tion  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appropriation 
“General  fund,  construction,  advances  to  Colorado  River 
dam  fund,  Boulder  Canyon  project  (All-American  Canal)” 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950; 
$1,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  appropriation  “General  fund,  construction, 
Fort  Sumner  project,  New  Mexico”,  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  Appropriation  Act,  1950;  and  $1,770,000  is  for  partial 
liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appro¬ 
priation  “General  fund,  construction,  Missouri  River  Basin”, 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

Such  amount  of  the  $1,300,000  appropriated  in  the 
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Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  under  the 
heading  “ Bureau  of  Declamation  “General  fund ,  construc¬ 
tion “Fort  Peck  project,  Montana" ,  for  the  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line  and  substations  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  not  to  be  required  for  termination 
of  work  on  these  facilities  and  the  meeting  of  obligations 
heretofore  incurred,  against  said  appropriation  for  such  facili¬ 
ties  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the 
Treasury. 

OPEBATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  operation  and  maintenance  of  reclamation  projects 
or  parts  thereof  and  of  other  facilities,  as  authorized  by  law; 
and  for  a  soil  and  moisture  conservation  program  on  lands 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  $15,491,000,  of  which  $12,001,400  shall  be 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $1,808,000  shall 
be  derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund:  Provided, 
That  funds  advanced  for  operation  and  maintenance  of 
reclamation  projects  or  parts  thereof  shall  be  deposited  to 
the  credit  of  this  appropriation  and  may  be  expended  for  the 
same  objects  and  in  the  same  manner  as  sums  appropriated 
herein  may  be  expended,  and  the  unexpended  balances  of 
such  advances  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


250 


GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
Eor  necessary  expenses  of  general  administration  and 
related  functions  in  the  offices  of  the  Commissioner  of  Recla¬ 
mation  and  in  the  regional  offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  $7,-000,000  $7 ,400,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  recla¬ 
mation  fund  and  to  be  nonreimbursable  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  April  19,  1945  (43  U.  S.  C.  377)  :  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  any  other  appropriation  in  this  Act  shall  be  available 
for  activities  or  functions  budgeted  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
as  general  administrative  expenses:  Provided  further,  That 
not  exceeding  $ 150,000  of  funds  available  for  expenditure 
under  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  information  work. 

SPECIAL  FUNDS 

Sums  herein  referred  to  as  being  derived  from  the  recla¬ 
mation  fund,  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund,  or  the  Colorado 
River  development  fund,  are  appropriated  from  the  special 
funds  in  the  Treasury  created  by  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902 
(43  U.  S.  C.  391),  the  Act  of  December  21,  1928  (43 
U.  S.  C.  617a) ,  and  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940  (43  U.  S.  C. 
618a) ,  respectively.  Such  sums  shall  be  transferred,  upon 
request  of  the  Secretary,  to  be  merged  with  and  expended 
under  the  heads  herein  specified;  and  the  unexpended  bal- 
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ances  of  sums  transferred  for  expenditure  under  the  heads 
“Operation  and  maintenance”  and  “General  administrative 
expenses”  shall  revert  and  be  credited  to  the  special  fund 
from  which  derived. 


PRIOR  YEAR  APPROPRIATIONS 
Except  for  the  emergency  fund  established  in  the  First 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  on  June  30,  1950,  of  sums  heretofore  appropriated  for 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  which  were  made  available  until 
expended  shall  be  classified  under  the  corresponding  heads 
herein  established,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with 
the  amounts  appropriated  under  those  headings,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  purposes  therein  specified. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for  replacement 
only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  three  aircraft  for  replacement  only;  printing  and 
binding;  not  to  exceed  $75,000  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  45  of  the  A-et  of  August  A  4940  -f5  45  Sr  Gb  55a-)-,- 
including  sueh  services  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed 
$100  per  duy7  when  authorized  by  tbe  Secretary  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  JJ .  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of 
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$100  per  diem  (not  exceeding  $100,000  for  individuals)', 
payment  of  claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  of  property, 
personal  injury,  or  death  arising  out  of  activities  of 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation ;  payment,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  for,  of  compensation  and  expense  of  persons  on 
the  rolls  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  appointed  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  to  represent  the  United  States  in  the  negotiation 
and  administration  of  interstate  compacts;  and,  without  reim- 
bursement  or  return  under  the  reclamation  laws ;  rewards  for 
information  or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  law  involv¬ 
ing  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion;  payments  to  school  districts  as  authorized  hy  law  (43 
U.  S.  C.  385a  and  618  (a)  (e) ) ,  including  payments  on 
account  of  dependents  of  employees  in  field  offices  in  project 
areas  engaged  in  construction  and  related  activities;  per¬ 
formance  of  the  functions  specified  under  the  head  “Operation 
and  Maintenance  Administration”,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1945,  to  be 
reimbursable  to  the  extent  therein  provided;  preparation  and 
dissemination  of  useful  information  including  recordings, 
photographs,  and  photographic  prints;  and  studies  ef  reerea- 
tieual  uses  ef  reservoir  area-Sj  as  authorized  by  law:  Provided, 
That  funds  appropriated  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
shall  be  available  for  expenditure  through  the  facilities  of 
the  Rational  Park  Service  in  amounts  of  not  to  exceed 
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$ 25,000  for  any  one  reservoir  area  for  studies  of  recrea¬ 
tional  areas  and  'planning  for  their  utilization,  and  funds  so 
expended  shall  not  he  reimbursable  or  returnable  under  the 
reclamation  law~Provkled ,  Efeat  no  part  el  w  appropria¬ 
tion  made  herein  shah  fee  available  pursuant  to  the  Aet  el 
April  44fe  1-94-5  -ffefe  1— •  hfe  feb  -3  7  7-)-,-  lee  expenses  other  than 


those  incurred  ee  behall  el  specific  reclamation  projects 
except  $-7,0099190  under  the  head  -General  -Administrative 
Expenses1-  and  $3-7p000  ($175,000  lee  reconnaissance  and 


$OOOtOOO  lee  general  engineering  and  research)-  under  Ore 
head  -General  Investigations;” :  Provided  further,  That,  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  10,  1945 
(43  TJ.  S.  C.  377),  or  by  any  other  law,  no  part  of  any 
appropriation  made  herein  shall  be  available  pursuant  to 
the  said  Act  of  April  19,  1945,  for  expenses  other  than  those 
incurred  on  behalf  of  specific  reclamation  projects  except 
expenses  under  the  head  “ General  administrative  expenses  ’ 
and  under  the  head  uGeneral  investigations” . 

Allotments  to  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project  from  the 
appropriation  under  the  head  “Construction  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion”  shall  be  available  additionally  for  said  project  for  those 
functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  provided  for  under 
the  head  “General  investigations”  (but  this  authorization 
shall  not  preclude  use  of  the  appropriation  under  said  head 
within  that  area),  and  for  the  continuation  of  investigations 
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1  by  agencies  of  the  Department  on  a  general  plan  for  the 

2  development  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin.  Such  allotments 

3  may  be  expended  through  or  in  cooperation  with  State  and 

4  other  Federal  agencies,  and  advances  to  such  agencies  are 

5  hereby  authorized. 

6  Sums  appropriated  herein  which  are  expended  in  the 

7  performance  of  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  shall 

8  be  reimbursable  or  returnable  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner 

9  provided  by  law. 

10  Any  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  having  title 

11  thereto  is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 

12  without  reimbursement,  parts,  equipment  and  supplies  for 

13  aircraft  excess  to  its  needs. 

14  No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  Bureau  of  Recla- 

15  mation,  contained  in  this  chapter  or  in  any  prior  Act,  which 

16  represents  amounts  earned  under  the  terms  of  a  contract  but 

17  remaining  unpaid,  shall  be  obligated  for  any  other  purpose, 

18  regardless  of  when  such  amounts  are  to  be  paid:  Provided , 

19  That  the  incurring  of  any  obligation  prohibited  by  this 

20  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  a  violation  of  section  665  of 

21  title  31  of  the  United  States  Code. 

22  No  funds  appropriated  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

23  for  operation  and  maintenance,  except  those  derived  from 

24  advances  by  water  users,  shall  be  used  for  the  particular 

25  benefit  of  lands  (a)  within  the  boundaries  of  an  irrigation 
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district,  (b)  of  any  member  of  a  water  users’  organization, 
or  (c)  of  any  individual,  when  such  district,  organization, 
or  individual  is  in  arrears  for  more  than  twelve  months  in 
the  payment  of  charges  due  under  a  contract  entered  into 
with  the  United  States  pursuant  to  laws  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

Not  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  construction  allot¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  any  project 
from  the  appropriation  “Construction  and  Rehabilitation” 
contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  construction 
work  by  force  account  or  on  a  hired-labor  basis;  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $225,000  may  on  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  be  expended  for  construction  work  by  force  account 
on  any  one  project  or  Missouri  Basin  unit  when  the  work 
is  unsuitable  for  contract  or  when  excessive  bids  are  received; 
and  except  in  cases  of  emergencies  local  in  character,  so 
declared  by  the  Commissioner. 

APPROPRIATION  OF  CERTAIN  PAYMENTS 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  from  the  reclamation 
fund  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  after  June  30,  1950, 
to  make  payments,  to  the  extent  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
May  25,  1948  (62  Stat.  273),  to  the  Farmers’  Irrigation 
District  on  behalf  of  the  Northport  Irrigation  District 
(North  Platte  project,  Nebraska- Wyoming)  for  water  car- 
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riage  in  accordance  with  contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to 
said  Act. 

REFUNDS  AND  RETURNS 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  such  amounts  as  may  be 
necessary  after  June  30,  1950,  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  to  refund  overcollections,  and  to  return  deposits  in 
excess  of  amounts  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
deposits  were  accepted,  each  such  refund  or  return  to  be 
derived  from  the  account  into  which  such  overcollection  or 
deposit  shall  have  been  covered. 

TRANSFER  OF  EPURATA  AIR  FORCE  BASE 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance,  and  settlement  programs  on  the 
Columbia  Basin  project  in  the  State  of  Washington,  the 
Armed  Services,  General  Services  Administration,  or  other 
Federal  agency  having  ownership  or  custody  thereof  or 
interest  therein,  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  without  reimbursement  or  trans¬ 
fer  of  funds,  all  of  their  right,  title,  and  interest  to  certain 
buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  at  the  Ephrcita  Air 
Force  Base,  Ephrata,  Washington,  including  the  following 
buildings  in  accordance  with  block  and  building  numbers: 
Block  800,  building  numbered  68;  block  1900,  buildings 
numbered  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  16,  17;  block  2000,  four 
buildings  numbered  75,  two  buildings  numbered  56;  block 
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3000,  buildings  numbered  56,  131,  58;  block  2900,  buildings 
numbered  59,  53,  55,  57,  66,  89,  90,  85,  84,  124,  141, 
two  buildings  numbered  60,  two  buildings  numbered  64,  two 
buildings  numbered  65;  block  3300,  eleven  buildings  num¬ 
bered  28;  block  3400,  seven  buildings  numbered  28;  block 
3500,  buildings  numbered  43,  46;  block  3600,  buildings 
numbered  34,  35,  36,  38,  two  buildings  numbered  37;  block 
3700,  buildings  numbered  35,  38,  four  buildings  numbered 

31,  two  buildings  numbered  32,  two  buildings  numbered  34, 
two  buildings  numbered  37;  block  3800,  buildings  numbered 
35,  38,  39,  42,  two  buildings  numbered  37;  block  4300, 
buildings  numbered  19,  20,  21,  22;  block  4400,  buildings 
numbered  113,  114,  two  buildings  numbered  112;  block 
4600,  buildings  numbered  134;  block  4700,  buildings  num¬ 
bered  94,  95,  96,  99,  109,  100,  35,  108,  104,  110,  six 
buildings  numbered  97;  block  4800,  buildings  numbered  53, 
40,  102,  101,  103,  105,  107,  111,  two  buildings  numbered 

32,  five  buildings  numbered  106,  three  buildings  numbered 
98,  together  with  one  sewage-disposal  plant  numbered  116, 
one  water  tank  numbered  115,  one  well,  one  flag  pole  num¬ 
bered  118,  two  garbage  racks  numbered  155,  two  garbage 
racks  numbered  158,  one  wash  rack  numbered  63,  two 
grease  racks  numbered  62,  and  sewer  system,  water  lines, 
electric-power  lines,  railroad  spur  and  siding,  road  improve - 
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ments,  and  all  other  facilities  and  equipment  incident  to  the 
foregoing  property,  and  including  land  and  rights-of-way 
formerly  under  Reclamation  withdrawal  to  other  federally 
owned  land  on  which  said  buildings  are  situate,  which  have 
heretofore  or  which  may  hereafter  be  declared  surplus  to  the 
needs  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Geological  Suevey 

SUEVEYS,  INVESTIGATIONS,  AND  EESEAECH 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Geological  Survey  to  per¬ 
form  surveys,  investigations,  and  research  covering  topog¬ 
raphy,  geology,  and  the  mineral  and  water  resources  of 
the  United  States,  its  territories  and  possessions;  classify 
lands  as  to  mineral  character  and  water  and  power  resources ; 
give  engineering  supervision  to  power  permits  and  Federal 
Power  Commission  licenses;  enforce  departmental  regulations 
applicable  to  oil,  gas,  and  other  mining  leases,  permits, 
licenses,  and  operating  contracts ;  and  publish  and  disseminate 
data  relative  to  the  foregoing  activities;  $19,129,000  $19,- 
382,000,  of  which  $3,100,000  shall  be  available  only  for 
cooperation  with  States  or  municipalities  for  water  resources 
investigations:  Provided,  That  the  share  of  the  Geological 
Survey  in  any  topographic  mapping  or  water  resources  in¬ 
vestigations  carried  on  in  cooperation  with  any  State  or 
municipality  shall  not  exceed  50  per  centum  of  the  cost 
thereof. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
The  amount  appropriated  for  the  Geological  Survey 
shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine,  of  which  eighty-five  shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  in¬ 
cluding  purchase  of  reprints;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  service  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  contracting  for  the  furnishing 
of  topographic  maps  and  for  the  making  of  geophysical  or 
other  specialized  surveys  when  it  is  administratively  deter¬ 
mined  that  such  procedures  are  in  the  public  interest;  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  necessary  buildings  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities;  acquisition  of  lands  for  gaging  stations; 
and  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  (not  to  exceed 
$10,000)  of  the  person  appointed  by  the  President  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  the  representative  of  the  United  States  in  the 
administration  of  the  compact  consented  to  by  the  Act  of 
May  31,  1949  (Public  Law  82)  :  Provided,  That  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  President  is 
authorized  to  appoint  a  retired  officer  as  such  representative, 
without  prejudice  to  his  status  as  a  retired  Army  officer,  and 
he  shall  receive  such  compensation  and  expenses  in  addition 
to  his  retired  pay. 
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Bureau  of  Mines 

CONSERVATION  AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  MINERAL 

RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  promoting  the  conservation, 
exploration,  development,  production,  and  utilization  of 
mineral  resources,  including  fuels,  in  the  United  States,  its 
Territories,  and  possessions;  developing  synthetics  and  sub¬ 
stitutes;  producing  and  distributing  helium;  and  controlling 
fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  on  public  lands,  and  on  private 
lands,  with  the  consent  of  the  owner;  $17,758,000:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Secretary  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  suitable  arrangements  with  owners  of  private 
property  or  with  a  State  or  its  subdivisions  for  payment  in 
the  current  fiscal  year  of  a  sum  equal  to  not  less  than  one- 
half  the  amount  of  expenditure  to  be  made  for  control  or 
extinguishment  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  from  funds 
provided  under  the  authorization  of  this  Act  except  that 
expenditure  of  Federal  funds  for  this  purpose  in  any  pri¬ 
vately  owned  operating  coal  mine  shall  be  limited  to  in¬ 
vestigation  and  supervision. 

HEALTH  AND  SAFETY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  promotion  of  health  and 
safety  in  mines  and  in  the  minerals  industries  as  authorized 
by  law,  $3,805,000. 
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CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  improvement  of  facilities  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $1,372,600  $ 1,268,100 ,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$550,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant 
to  authority  granted  under  the  heads  “Anthracite  research 
laboratory”  and  “Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville,  Colorado”,  in 
The  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  hereto¬ 
fore  made,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract 
authorizations,  under  the  heads,  “Synthetic  liquid  fuels”, 
“Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville,  Colorado”,  “Lignite  research 
laboratory”,  and  “Anthracite  research  laboratory”  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  including  such  expenses  in  the  regional 
offices,  $1,300,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  and  funds  available  to  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  ferty- 
hve  one  hundred  and  fifty,  of  which  one  hundred  and  forty- 
five  shall  he  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  purchase  of 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


262 


reprints;  providing  transportation  services  in  isolated  areas 
for  employees,  student  dependents  of  employees,  and  other 
pupils,  and  such  activities  may  be  financed  under  coopera¬ 
tive  arrangements;  temporary  and  emergency  contracts  for 
personal  services  and  employment  of  persons  without  regard 
to  civil-service  regulations  as  required  in  the  conduct  of 
programs  for  the  control  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits 
and  flood  prevention  in  anthracite  mines;  purchase  and 
bestowal  of  certificates  and  trophies  in  connection  with  mine 
rescue  and  first-aid  work:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
is  authorized  to  accept  lands,  buildings,  equipment  and  other 
contributions  from  public  and  private  sources  and  to  prosecute 
projects  in  cooperation  with  other  agencies,  Federal,  State, 
or  private:  Provided  further,  That  power  produced  in  the 
operation  of  the  power  plant  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  at 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  in  excess  of  the  Bureau’s  needs  may 
be  sold  to  non-Federal  purchasers,  but  the  expenses  of  the 
Bureau  in  the  production  and  sale  of  such  excess  power 
shall  not  exceed  the  total  amount  of  such  sales,  and  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  production  of  excess  power  shall  not  be  deemed 
a  charge  against  the  total  appropriations  authorized  by  the 
Synthetic  Liquid  Fuels  Act,  as  amended:  Provided  further, 
That  the  sums  made  available  for  the  current  fiscal  year  in 
the  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  Departments  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  the  acquisition  of  helium 
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from  the  Bureau  of  Mines  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  on  July  1  of  said  fiscal  year:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Bureau  of  Mines  is  authorized,  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  to  sell  directly  or  through  any  Government 
agency,  including  corporations,  any  metal  or  mineral  prod¬ 
uct  that  may  be  manufactured  in  pilot  plants  operated  by 
the  Bureau  of  Mines,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall 
be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

The  Veterans'  Administration  is  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  use  of  the  Bureau 
of  Mines,  without  compensation  therefor,  full  jurisdiction, 
possession,  and  control  of  a  parcel  of  forty-three  acres,  more 
or  less,  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Fort  Snelliny  Govern¬ 
ment  Reservation  in  Hennepin  County,  Minnesota. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  management  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  areas  and  facilities  administered  by  the  National 
Park  Service,  including  protection  of  lands  in  process  of 
condemnation;  and  for  plans,  investigations,  and  studies  of 
the  recreational  resources  (exclusive  of  preparation  of  de¬ 
tailed  plans  and  working  drawings)  and  archaeological 
values  in  river  basins  of  the  United  States  (except  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  Basin)  ;  $7,688,700:  Provided,  That  the  unex¬ 
pended  balance  of  the  appropriation  under  the  head  “Missis- 
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sippi  River  Parkway”  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with 
this  appropriation. 

maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical 

FACILITIES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation,  maintenance, 
and  rehabilitation  of  roads,  trails,  buildings,  utilities,  and 
other  physical  facilities  essential  to  the  operation  of  areas 
administered  pursuant  to  law  by  the  National  Park  Service, 
$7,350,-000  $7, MS, 100. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  improvement,  without  regard  to 
the  Act  of  August  24,  1912,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  451) , 
of  roads,  trails,  parkways,  buildings,  utilities,  and  other 
physical  facilities;  and  the  acquisition  of  lands,  interests 
therein,  improvements,  and  water  rights;  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $20,542,000  -$19,667 ,000,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $St945j000  $7,935,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the  heads 
‘‘Independence  National  Historical  Park,  Pennsylvania”, 
“Parkways,  National  Park  Service”,  and  “Roads  and  Trails, 
National  Park  Service”,  in  the  Interior  Department  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  and,  in  addition,  the  Secretary  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  incur  obligations  and  enter  into  contracts,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $100,000  for  the  construction  of  a  public 
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information  building  in  the  Theodore  Roosevelt  National 
Memorial  Park,  North  Dakota :  Provided,  That  the  unex¬ 
pended  balances  of  prior  year  appropriations,  including  un¬ 
used  balances  of  related  contract  authorizations,  for  the 
foregoing  purposes,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with 
this  appropriation:  Provided  further ,  That  not  to  exceed 
$ 150,000  of  the  funds  available  for  the  Independence  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park,  Pennsylvania,  shall  be  available  after 
January  1,  1951,  for  the  management,  protection,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  rehabilitation  of  Independence  Hall,  grounds,  and 
structures  in  that  Park. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of 
the  National  Park  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the 
regional  offices,  $ 1,314,500 . 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  the  National  Park  Service  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  nineteen,  of  which  sixteen  shall 
be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehi¬ 
cles;  printing  and  binding;  cleaning  and  repair  of  uniforms 
for  National  Capital  Parks  police  and  guards;  and  the 
objects  and  purposes  specified  in  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946 
(16  U.  S.  C.  1 7j— 2 ) . 
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Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

MANAGEMENT  OF  RESOURCES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  conservation,  management, 
protection,  and  utilization  of  fisli  and  wildlife  resources,  and 
for  the  performance  of  other  authorized  functions  related  to 
such  resources;  operation  of  the  industrial  properties  within 
the  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge  (61  Stat.  770)  ; 
maintenance  of  the  herd  of  long-horned  cattle  on  the 
Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge;  purchase  or  rent  of 
land,  and  functions  related  to  wildlife  management  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  (16  U.  S.  C.  695-695c)  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $ 30,000 
for  payment,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  for  informa¬ 
tion  or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  laws  administered 
by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  $7,157,000  $7 ,082,000. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  RESOURCES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  scientific  and  economic 
studies  and  investigations  respecting  conservation,  manage¬ 
ment,  protection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources, 
including  related  aquatic  plants  and  products;  collection, 
compilation,  and  publication  of  information  concerning  such 
studies  and  investigations;  and  the  performance  of  other 
functions  related  thereto;  as  authorized  by  law;  $-37900,000 
$4,125,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  buildings  and  other 
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facilities  required  in  the  conservation,  management,  pro¬ 
tection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  and 
the  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests  therein,  including 
continuing  the  construction  of  fish  cultural  facilities  on  lands 
owned  by  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $2,401,000  $2,423,450,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $50,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the  head  “Investiga¬ 
tions  respecting  food  fishes”  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the 
regional  offices,  $917,500. 

FEDERAL  AID  IN  WILDLIFE  RESTORATION 
For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1937,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  O.  669— 669j ) , 
amounts  equal  to  the  sums  credited  during  the  next  preceding 
fiscal  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  to  the  special  fund 
created  by  said  Act. 

MIGRATORY  BIRD  CONSERVATION  FUND 
For  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March 
4th  1934,  as  amended  -(46  IF  Sr  718--718h)-,  an  amount 
equal  to  the  stun  received  during  the  current  ffseal  yea? 
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from  tire  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  stamps,  to  be  warranted 
monthly  and  te  remain  available  until  expended? 

For  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March 
16,  1934,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  718-718h) ,  amounts 
equal  to  the  sums  received  during  the  current  year  and  each 
fiscal  year  thereafter  from  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
stamps,  to  be  warranted  monthly  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGES 
For  management  of  national  wildlife  refuges,  including 
the  construction,  improvement,  repair,  and  alteration  of 
buildings,  roads,  and  other  facilities,  and  enforcement  of  the 
Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  of  July  3,  1918,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  703-711),  amounts  equal  to  75  per  centum 
of  the  net  proceeds  received  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal 
year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  under  the  provisions  of 
section  401  of  the  Act  of  June  15,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  715s) , 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  ninety,  of  wdiicli  sixty  shall  be  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  ten,  of  which  six  shall  be  for  replace- 
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ment  only)  of  aircraft;  printing  and  binding,  including 
purchase  of  reprints;  publication  and  distribution  of  bulle¬ 
tins  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.  S.  0.  417)  ;  rations  or 
commutation  of  rations  for  officers  and  crews  of  vessels  at 
rates  not  to  exceed  $2  per  man  per  day;  repair  of  damage 
to  public  roads  within  and  adjacent  to  reservation  areas 
caused  by  operations  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
options  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  not  to  exceed  $1  for 
each  option;  facilities  incident  to  such  public  recreational 
uses  on  conservation  areas  as  are  not  inconsistent  with  their 
primary  purposes;  and  the  maintenance  and  improvement 
of  acquaria,  buildings,  and  other  facilities  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  to  which  the 
United  States  has  title,  and  which  are  utilized  pursuant  to 
law  in  connection  with  management  and  investigation  of  fish 
and  wildlife  resources. 

Territories  and  Island  Possessions 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  TERRITORIES  AND  POSSESSIONS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  Terri¬ 
tories  and  possessions  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  including  expenses  of  the  Offices  of 
the  Governors  of  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Guam,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  including  the  agricultural 
station;  compensation  and  mileage  of  members  of  the  legis¬ 
latures  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii;  compensation  of  members  of 
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the  Supreme  Court  and  the  legislature  in  Guam;  care  of 
insane  as  authorized  by  law  for  Alaska  (48  U.  S.  C.  46- 
50)  ;  grants  to  the  Virgin  Islands  and  Guam,  in  addition  to 
current  local  revenues,  for  support  of  governmental  functions ; 
personal  services,  household  equipment  and  furnishings,  and 
utilities  necessary  in  the  operation  of  the  several  Governors’ 
houses;  and  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
$3> -329,500  ■$ 3,392,180 :  Provided,  That  the  territorial  and 
local  governments  of  the  Virgin  Islands  and  Guam  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  purchases  for  their  public  institutions 
through  the  General  Services  Administration. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  ROADS,  ALASKA 
For  construction  of  roads,  tramways,  buildings,  ferries, 
bridges,  and  trails,  including  surveys  and  plans  for  new  road 
construction;  acquisition  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  by 
purchase,  donation,  condemnation,  or  otherwise;  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $20,400,000  $ 18,883,212 ,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $8,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted;  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$8,000,000:  Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  prior 
year  appropriations,  including  unused  balances  of  related 
contract  authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 
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OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  ROADS,  ALASKA 
For  operation  and  maintenance  of  roads,  tramways, 
buildings,  femes,  bridges,  and  trails,  $2,600,000. 

The  total  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  construction, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  roads  in  Alaska  shall  be 
available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein 
made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only 
for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

CLAIMS,  ALASKA  ROAD  COMMISSION 
For  'payment  of  claims  certified  by  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  to  be  due  for  overtime  compensation 
earned  in  1945  and  prior  fiscal  year's  under  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Act  of  March  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  522), 
$12,893,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1952:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  received  by  any  claimant 
in  excess  of  10  per  centum  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  any  such  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand¬ 
ing,  and  any  person  violating  this  provision  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

CONSTRUCTION,  ALASKA  RAILROAD 
For  the  authorized  work  of  the  Alaska  Railroad,  in¬ 
cluding  improvements  and  new  construction,  to  remain 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


272 


available  until  expended,  $3  I-OOOtOOO  $ 28,700,000 ,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  in  the  Interior  De¬ 
partment  Appropriation  Act,  1950:  Provided ,  That  funds 
appropriated  under  this  head  may  he  transferred  to  the  Alaska 
Railroad  Special  Fund  for  purposes  of  accounting  and  ad¬ 
ministration. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  ALASKA  RAILROAD 

The  Alaska  Railroad  Special  Fund  shall  continue  avail¬ 
able  until  expended  for  the  work  authorized  by  law,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  operation  of 
facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  railroad  in  Mount 
McKinley  National  Park;  operation  and  maintenance  of 
oceangoing  or  coastwise  vessels  by  ownership,  charter,  or 
arrangement  with  other  branches  of  the  Government  service, 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  additional  facilities  for  trans¬ 
portation  of  freight,  passengers,  or  mail,  when  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  benefit  and  development  of  industries  or  travel 
in  the  area  served;  and  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  as  authorized  by  section  42  of  the  Act  of  September 
7,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C.  793) ,  to  be  reimbursed  as  therein  pro¬ 
vided  :  Provided,  That  no  one  other  than  the  general  manager 
of  said  railroad,  and  one  assistant  general  manager  at  not 
to  exceed  $13,000  per  annum,  shall  be  paid  an  annual  salary 
out  of  said  fund  of  more  than  $11,000. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  Territories  and  island  possessions 
shall  be  available  for  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and 
printing  and  binding. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  the  Interior 
Sec.  102.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  station  wagons  without  such 
vehicles  being  considered  as  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  103.  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  law  to  the 
contrary,  aliens  may  be  employed  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods  of 
not  more  than  thirty  days  in  cases  of  emergency  caused  by 
fire,  flood,  storm,  act  of  God,  or  sabotage. 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  in  this  chapter  available  for 
travel  expenses  shall  be  available,  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary,  for  expenses  of  attendance  of 
officers  and  employees  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  societies  or  associations  concerned  with  the  work  of 
the  bureau  or  office  for  which  the  appropriation  concerned 
is  made. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall 
be  available,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  for  the 
emergency  reconstruction,  replacement  or  repair  of  build¬ 
ings,  utilities,  or  other  facilities  or  equipment  damaged  or 
destroyed  by  fire,  flood,  storm,  or  other  unavoidable  causes: 
II.  R.  7786 - 18 
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1  Provided,  That  no  funds  shall  be  made  available  under  this 

2  authority  until  funds  specifically  made  available  to  the 

3  Department  of  the  Interior  for  emergencies  shall  have  been 

4  exhausted. 

5  Sec.  106.  The  Secretary  may  authorize  the  use  of  any 

6  appropriation  in  this  chapter,  in  addition  to  the  amounts 

7  included  in  the  budget  programs  of  the  several  agencies,  for 

8  the  suppression  or  emergency  prevention  of  forest  or  range 

9  fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 

10  ment  of  the  Interior:  Provided,  That  appropriations  made 

11  in  this  chapter  for  fire  suppression  purposes  shall  be  avail- 

12  able  for  the  payment  of  obligations  incurred  during  the 

13  preceding  fiscal  year. 

14  Sec.  107.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 

15  available  for  operation  of  warehouses,  garages,  shops,  and 

16  similar  facilities,  wherever  consolidation  of  activities  will 

17  contribute  to  efficiency  or  economy,  and  said  appropriations 
13  shall  be  reimbursed  for  services  rendered  to  any  other 
19  activity  in  the  same  manner  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
26  June  30,  1932  (31  U.  S.  C.  686)  :  Provided,  That  reim- 

21  bursements  for  cost  of  supplies,  materials  and  equipment, 

22  and  for  services  rendered  may  be  credited  to  the  appro- 

23  priation  current  at  the  time  such  reimbursements  are  received. 

24  Sec.  108.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 

25  available  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
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of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  exami¬ 
nation  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field;  payment 
for  telephone  service  in  private  residences  in  the  field,  when 
authorized  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary; 
health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  and  the  payment  of  dues,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 
to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  members. 

Sec.  109.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  head  of  any 
Department  or  establishment  of  the  Government  having  funds 
available  for  scientific  and  technical  investigations  within  the 
scope  of  the  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  may, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  transfer  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  therefor,  which  sums  so 
transferred  may  be  expended  for  the  same  objects  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  sums  appropriated  herein  but  without  their 
limitations. 

Sec.  110.  Transfers  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949,  of  equipment,  material  and  supplies,  excess 
to  the  needs  of  Federal  agencies  may  be  made  at  the  request 
of  the  Secretary  without  reimbursement  or  transfer  of  funds 
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when  required  by  the  Department  for  operations  conducted 
in  Territories  and  island  possessions. 

TITLE  II— VIRGIN  ISLANDS  CORPORATION 

GRANTS 

For  payment  to  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  in  the 
form  of  grants,  $474,000,  for  estimated  losses  to  be  sus¬ 
tained  during  the  fiscal  years  1950  and  1951,  as  authorized 
by  section  8  (a)  of  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  Act,  in 
the  conduct  of  activities  budgeted  as  predominantly  revenue 
producing. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  Virgin  Islands  Cor¬ 
poration  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures, 
within  the  limits  of  funds  available  to  it  and  in  accord  with 
law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal-year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  its  programs  as  set  forth 
in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 :  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  $121,480  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration,  covering  the  categories  set  forth  in  the  1951 
Budget  estimates  for  such  expenses. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  VIII— EXECUTIVE  AND  INDEPENDENT 

OFFICES 
TITLE  I 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 
compensation  of  the  president 

For  compensation  of  the  President,  including  an  expense 
allowance  at  the  rate  of  $50,000  per  annum,  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  January  19,  1949  (Public  Law  2) ,  $150,000. 

THE  WHITE  HOUSE  OFFICE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  The 
White  House  Office,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $100,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  such  per  diem  rates  for 
individuals  as  the  President  may  specify,  and  other  personal 
services  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  law  regulating 
the  employment  and  compensation  of  persons  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  service;  and  travel  and  official  entertainment  expenses 
of  the  President,  to  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his  cer¬ 
tificate;  $1,585,553. 
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EMERGENCY  FUND  FOR  THE  PRESIDENT 
To  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  interest 
or  security,  without  regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regu¬ 
lating  the  expenditure  of  Government  funds  as  the  President 
may  specify,  and  for  supplementing  the  efforts  and  available 
resources  of  State  and  local  governments  or  other  agencies 
in  alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  flood,  fire, 
hurricane,  earthquake,  or  other  catastrophe  in  any  part  of 
the  United  States,  $1,000,000:  Provided,  That  assistance  in 
alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  such  a  catastrophe 
may  be  rendered  through  such  agency  or  agencies  as  the 
President  may  designate  and  in  such  manner  as  he  shall 
determine,  without  regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regu¬ 
lating  the  expenditure  of  Government  funds  or  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  persons  in  the  Government  service  as  he  shall 
specify,  whenever  he  finds  that  such  a  catastrophe  is  of 
sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  emergency 
assistance  by  the  Federal  Government  in  alleviating  hard¬ 
ship  or  suffering  caused  thereby,  and  if  the  Governor  of  any 
State  in  which  such  a  catastrophe  shall  occur  shall  certify 
that  such  assistance  is  required,  and  shall  have  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  such  agency  of  the  Government  as  the 
President  may  designate,  giving  assurance  of  expenditure  of 
a  reasonable  amount  of  the  funds  of  the  government  of  such 
State,  local  governments  therein,  or  other  agencies,  for  the 
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same  or  similar  purposes  with  respect  to  such  catastrophe: 
Provided  further ,  That  within  any  affected  area  Federal 
agencies  are  authorized  to  participate  in  any  such  emergency 
assistance:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  which  may  be  allocated  for  alleviating  hardship  or 
suffering  caused  by  a  catastrophe  shall  be  expended  for 
departmental  personal  services  or  for  permanent  construc¬ 
tion:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  allocation  to  finance  a  function  or 
project  for  which  function  or  project  a  budget  estimate  of 
appropriation  was  transmitted  pursuant  to  law  during  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  or  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  and  such  appropriation  denied  after  consideration 
thereof  by  the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  or  by 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  either  body. 

EXECUTIVE  MANSION  AND  GROUNDS 

For  the  care,  maintenance,  repair  and  alteration,  refur¬ 
nishing,  improvement,  heating  and  lighting,  including 
electric  power  and  fixtures,  of  the  Executive  Mansion  and 
the  Executive  Mansion  groimds,  and  traveling  expenses,  to 
be  expended  as  the  President  may  determine,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  any  other  Act,  $266,000. 

BUREAU  OF  THE  BUDGET 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia  and  elsewhere;  exchange  of  books;  newspapers 
and  periodicals  (not  exceeding  $200)  ;  teletype  news  serv¬ 
ice  (not  exceeding  $900)  ;  printing  and  binding;  not  to 
exceed  $20,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates 
not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals;  a  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  the 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
$3,- -386-,- 000  $3,412,000. 

COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISEES 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Council  in  carrying  out  its  functions  under  the  Employment 
Act  of  1946  (15  U.  S.  C.  1021),  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  expenses;  purchase 
of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not  exceeding 
$200)  ;  press  clippings  (not  exceeding  $300)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  $300,000. 

Office  for  Emergency  Management 

PHILIPPINE  ALIEN  PROPERTY  ADMINISTRATION 
Administrative  expenses,  Philippine  Alien  Property 
Administration:  The  Philippine  Alien  Property  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other 
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property  or  interest  vested  in  him  or  transferred  to  him, 
necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  powers  and 
duties  conferred  on  him  pursuant  to  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.),  and  the 
Philippine  Property  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  418)  :  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  •$ 1-60, 000  $215,500  shall  he  available  for 
the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  general  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administration; 
printing  and  binding;  rent  of  private  or  Government- 
owned  space  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  employment 
outside  the  United  States  of  persons  without  regard 
to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws  including  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S  C.  55a)  ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organ¬ 
izations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  agency:  Provided 
further,  That  on  or  before  November  1  of  the  current  fiscal 
year  the  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administrator  shall 
make  a  report  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  detailed 
information  on  all  administrative  and  nonadministrative 
expenses  incurred  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year, 
in  connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Philippine  Alien 
Property  Administration :  Provided  further,  That  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Alien  Property  Administration  shall  cease  to  exist  after 
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June  30,  1951,  and  all  duties  being  performed  by  such 
Administration  as  of  that  date  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Office  of  Alien  Property  Custodian,  including  all  records, 
files,  and  other  property. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

AMERICAN  BATTLE  MONUMENTS  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  26,  1946  (36  U.  S.  C.  121, 
123-132,  138) ,  including  the  acquisition  of  land  or  interest 
in  land  in  foreign  countries;  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  purchase  and  repair  of  uniforms  for  caretakers 
of  national  cemeteries  and  monuments  outside  of  the  United 
States  and  its  Territories  and  possessions  at  a  cost  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $4,845;  travel  expenses;  rent  of  office  and  garage  space 
in  foreign  countries;  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle ;  insurance  of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign 
countries  when  required  by  law  of  such  countries ;  and 
printing,  binding,  engraving,  lithographing,  photographing, 
and  typewriting ;  $695,000  $670,000 :  Provided ,  That  where 
station  allowance  has  been  authorized  by  the  Department 
of  the  Army  for  officers  of  the  Army  serving  the  Army  at 
certain  foreign  stations,  the  same  allowance  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  for  officers  of  the  armed  forces  assigned  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  while  serving  at  the  same  foreign  stations,  and  this 
appropriation  is  hereby  made  available  for  the  payment  of 
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such  allowance:  Provided  further ,  That  when  traveling  on 
business  of  the  Commission,  officers  of  the  armed  forces  serv¬ 
ing  as  members  or  as  secretary  of  the  Commission  may  be 
reimbursed  for  expenses  as  provided  for  civilian  members 
of  the  Commission. 

Construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries:  Tor  the  per¬ 
manent  design  and  construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries 
in  foreign  countries  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1946  (36  U.  S.  C.  121,  123-132,  138),  and  the  Act  of 
August  5,  1947  (50  U.  S.  C.  1819),  and  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  $8,680,000 
$8,500,000,  of  which  $5,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  authority  provided  under  this  head  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  to  remain 
available  until  expended;  and  in  addition  the  Commission 
is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount  of 
$1,500,000  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  ’  Columbia  and  employment  of 
aliens ;  purchase  of  land  and  interests  in  land ;  services 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  one  hundred 
and  fifty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only; 
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1  purchase,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing 

2  and  binding;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 

3  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  publication  and  dissemination  of  atomic 

4  information;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law;  pur- 

5  chase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms;  purchase  of  news- 

6  papers  and  periodicals  (not  to  exceed  $8,000)  and  travel  ex- 

7  penses;  official  entertainment  expenses  (not  to  exceed 

8  $5,000)  ;  reimbursement  of  the  General  Services  Administra- 

9  tion  for  security  guard  services;  and  payment  of  obligations 

10  incurred  under  prior  year  contract  authorizations;  $647,820,- 

11  000,  together  with  the  unexpended  balances,  as  of  June  30, 

12  1950,  of  prior  year  appropriations  to  the  Atomic  Energy 

13  Commission,  of  which  amounts  $100,000  may  be  expended 

14  for  objects  of  a  confidential  nature  and  in  any  such  case 

15  the  certificate  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  amount  of  the 

16  expenditure  and  that  it  is  deemed  inadvisable  to  specify 

17  the  nature  thereof  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient  voucher 

18  for  the  sum  therein  expressed  to  have  been  expended;  from 

19  which  appropriation  transfers  of  sums  may  be  made  to 

20  other  agencies  of  the  Government  for  the  performance  of 

21  the  work  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  in  such 

22  cases  the  sums  so  transferred  may  be  merged  with  the 

23  appropriation  to  which  transferred;  and  in  addition  to  the 

24  amount  herein  provided,  the  Commission  is  authorized 

25  to  contract  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  during 
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the  current  fiscal  year  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$300,150,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  of  any  officer  or  employee 
(except  such  officers  and  employees  whose  compensation 
is  fixed  by  law,  and  scientific  and  technical  personnel) 
whose  position  would  be  subject  to  the  Classification  Act 
of  1923,  as  amended,  if  such  Act  were  applicable  to  such 
position,  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  the  rate  payable  under  such 
Act  for  positions  of  equivalent  difficulty  or  responsibility: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  or 
contract  authorization  shall  be  used — 

(A)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  for 
which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for 
the  current  fiscal  year; 

(B)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  the  cur¬ 
rently  estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  the  estimated 
cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget ;  or 

(C)  to  continue  any  community  facility  construc¬ 
tion  project  whenever  the  currently  estimated  cost 
thereof  exceeds  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in 
such  budget; 

unless  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically 
approves  the  start  of  such  construction  project  or  its  continu¬ 
ation  and  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  is  submitted  forth- 
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with  by  the  Director  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy;  the  limitations  contained  in 
this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  any  construction  project  the 
total  estimated  cost  of  which  does  not  exceed  $500,000; 
and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  “construction  project”  includes 
the  purchase,  alteration,  or  improvement  of  buildings,  and 
the  term  “budget”  includes  the  detailed  justification  support¬ 
ing  the  budget  estimates:  Provided  further,  That  whenever 
the  current  estimate  to  complete  any  construction  project 
(except  community  facilities)  exceeds  by  15  per  centum 
the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  or  the 
estimated  cost  of  a  construction  project  covered  by  clause 
(A)  of  the  foregoing  proviso  which  has  been  approved  by 
the  Director,  the  Commission  shall  forthwith  submit  a  de¬ 
tailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy:  Provided  further,  That  the 
two  foregoing  provisos  shall  have  no  application  with  re¬ 
spect  to  technical  and  production  facilities  (1)  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  certifies  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
that  immediate  construction  or  immediate  continuation  of 
construction  is  necessary  to  the  national  defense  and  security, 
and  (2)  if  the  Director  agrees  that  such  certification  is  justi- 
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fied:  Provided  further-,  That  ft e  part  of  the  foregoing  appro¬ 
priation  or  cofttra-et  authorization  shah  he  used  m  connection 
wkh  the  pay  incut  of  any  contractor  or  hrm  of  contractors 
engaged  under  a  eest-plus-  a -fixed-  fee  contract  or  contracts 
at  any  installation  of  the  Commisskntj  where  the  fee  for 
community  management  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $-90,000 
per  an  lump  or  for  the  operation  of  a  transportation  system 


the  fee  is  at  a  rate  in.  excess  of 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 


per  annum. 


Salaries  and  expenses :  E or  necessary  expenses,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed 
$28,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  for  medical  examinations  performed  for  veterans  by 
private  physicians  on  a  fee  basis ;  travel  expenses  of  examiners 
acting  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  and  expenses 
of  examinations  and  investigations  held  in  Washington  and 
elsewhere;  payment  in  advance  for  library  membership  in 
societies  whose  publications  are  available  to  members  only  or  to 
members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $5^000  $ 80,000  for  perform¬ 
ing  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of 
July  19,  1940  (54  Stat.  767)  ;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  a  health  service  program  as 
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authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  0.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  actuarial  services  by  contract,  without  regard  to 
section  3709,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  $1 5,2-01 ,9143 
$15,761,913:  Provided,  That  no  details  from  any  executive 
department  or  independent  establishment  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  elsewhere  to  the  Commission’s  central  office 
in  Washington  or  to  any  of  its  regional  offices  shall  be  made 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  but  this  shall  not  affect  the 
making  of  details  for  service  as  members  of  the  boards  of 
examiners  outside  the  immediate  offices  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington  or  of  the  regional  directors,  nor  shall  it  affect 
the  making  of  details  of  persons  qualified  to  serve  as  expert 
examiners  on  special  subjects:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  shall  have  power  in  case  of 
emergency  to  transfer  or  detail  any  of  its  employees  to  or 
from  its  office  or  field  force:  Provided  further,  That  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Loyalty  Review  Board  in  Washington  and  of 
the  regional  loyalty  boards  in  the  field  may  be  paid  actual 
transportation  expenses,  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  sub¬ 
sistence  authorized  by  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949 
while  traveling  on  official  business  away  from  their  homes 
or  regular  places  of  business,  and  while  en  route  to 
and  from  and  at  the  place  where  their  services  are  to  be 
performed:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  section  281 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


289 


or  283  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  or  in  section  190  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S.  C.  99)  shall  be  deemed  to 
apply  to  any  person  because  of  his  appointment  for  part-time 
or  intermittent  service  as  a  member  of  the  Loyalty  Review 
Board  or  a  regional  loyalty  board  in  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission. 

No  part  of  the  appropriations  herein  made  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  shall  be  available  for  the  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Legal  Examining  Unit  in  the  Examining 
and  Personnel  Utilization  Division  of  the  Commission, 
established  pursuant  to  Executive  Order  Numbered  9358 
of  July  1.  1943,  or  for  the  compensation  or  expenses  of 
any  member  of  a  board  of  examiners  ( 1 )  who  has  not 
made  affidavit  that  he  has  not  appeared  in  any  agency 
proceeding  within  the  preceding  two  years,  and  will  not 
thereafter  while  a  board  member  appear  in  any  agency 
proceeding,  as  a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  before  an  agency  in  which  an  applicant  is  em¬ 
ployed  who  has  been  rated  or  will  be  rated  by  such  member; 
or  (2)  who,  after  making  such  affidavit,  has  rated  an 
applicant  who  at  the  time  of  the  rating  is  employed  by  an 
agency  before  which  the  board  member  has  appeared  as 
a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party,  within  the  preceding  two 
years:  Provided,  That  the  definitions  of  “agency”,  “agency 
H.  R.  7786 - 19 
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proceeding”  and  “party”  in  section  2  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  shall  apply  to  these  terms  as  used  herein. 

No  part  of  appropriations  herein  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  compensation  of  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  who  allocate  or  reallocate  supervisory 
positions  in  the  classified  civil  service  solely  on  the  size 
of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization  unit, 
or  on  the  number  of  subordinates  supervised.  References 
to  size  of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization 
unit  or  the  number  of  subordinates  supervised  may  be  given 
effect  only  to  the  extent  warranted  by  the  work  load  of 
such  organization  unit  and  then  only  in  combination  with 
other  factors,  such  as  the  kind,  difficulty,  and  complexity 
of  work  supervised,  the  degree  and  scope  of  responsibility 
delegated  to  the  supervisor,  and  the  kind,  degree,  and  value 
of  the  supervision  actually  exercised. 

Panama  Canal  construction  annuity  fund:  For  pay¬ 
ment  of  annuities  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  29,  1944,  as 
amended  (48  U.  S.  C.  1373a),  $2,803,177. 

Civil-service  retirement  and  disability  fund:  For  financ¬ 
ing  the  liability  of  the  United  States,  created  by  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1920,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof  (5 
U.  S.  C.  chap.  14),  $305,000,000,  which  amount  shall  be 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  “civil-service  retirement  and  dis¬ 
ability  fund”. 
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COMMISSION  ON  RENOVATION  OE  THE 
EXECUTIVE  MANSION 

Eor  all  expenses  of  the  Commission  on  Renovation  of  the 
Executive  Mansion  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  40,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  $SOyOOO  $ 50,000 ,  together  with  not  exceeding 
$30,000  of  the  unobligated  balances  of  funds  appropriated  for 
such  purpose  in  the  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act, 

1949,  and  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 

1950. 

DISPLACED  PERSONS  COMMISSION 


Gommission-v  Per  expenses  n 
to  earry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Aet 
of  4-948  (P-ublio  Law  444}  approved  Tune  267  1-9-48) ,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  and  rents  in  the  District  of 
da-j  travel  expenses,  including  travel  expenses  outside 
United  States  without  regard  to  the  Standardized 
Government  Travel  Regulations^-  as  amended^  and  the  rates 

/v-p  vq  a  V  /I  t  /  \  i  v  i  nil  AAe_?  1111  (\  A  T*  I  la  A 

vi  1) C  1  vl 11  1  11  U11U  >V  ttllLL  o  llIluLi  1 1 1  v 

of  19-26,  as  amended^  hire  of 
ing  and  binding,  ineioding  printing  and  binding  outside  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States  without  regard  to  sec¬ 
tion  44  of  the  Act  of  March  Ty  -1-919  -(44  44  Sr  G:  4 1 4) 
services  as  authorized  by  section  45  of  the  Act  of  August  2y 
4946  -(5  Ur  St  Gt  55a)  -f  payment  of  tort  Maims  pursuant  to 


Act 

motor  vehicles^  print- 
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law  2672)- )  health  seroee  program  as  author¬ 

ised  fey  law  -f5  life  Sr  Cfe  150)  ;  employment  ol  aliens ;  and 
payment  ol  rent  in  foreign  eoanti-ics  in  advance-*  $455, 100a 
Provided,  That  allocations  may  fee  made  from  this  appropri¬ 
ation  fey  tfee  Commission  upon  approval  fey  the  Barean  of  the 


I  / 1  ry/vfe  f  rv  ftvi  t r 
XTttttgTTt  I7t7  ctll  y 


agenevT 


ent  estafelishment  of  tfee  Government  for  dfreet  expenditure  for 
tfee  purposes  of  tins  appropriation,  and  any  saefe 

i~v~>  n  tt  ]  \  r\  m  .y  /I 1 11 1  >  i]  /'>!*  fell  a  oyto/n  P i  r*  O  life!  I  Al*l  1 1 1  >1*/U  1  > 

1 1  lie  \  t/u  lllUHL  ill  Rill  til U  uptv  Titu  iilLlilvJlIl  >  11L  I  Gill 

or  under  tfee  authority  governing  tfee  aetivities  of  tfee  de¬ 
partment  agency,  corporation  or  independent  establishment 
to  which  amounts  are  a  hoc  a  teds  Provided  further,  That  tfee 
Commission  mav  enter  into  agreements  with  governmental 
and  private  ageneies  and  may  make  payment  in  advance  or 
fey  reimbursement  for  expenses  inear  red  fey  saefe  ageneies  in 

in  carrying  oat  tfee 


rendering  assistance  to  tfee  G 


parposes  of  this  Aefe 

Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  expenses  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and  rents  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  travel  expenses  without  regard  to  the 
Standardized  Government  Travel  Regulations,  as  amended , 
and  the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances  under  the  Subsistence 
Expense  Act  of  1926 ,  as  amended;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
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1  three),  and  hire  of  'passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and 

2  binding,  including  printing  and  binding  outside  the  conti- 

3  nental  limits  of  the  United  States  without  regard  to  section  11 

4  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  G.  Ill);  expenses 

5  incident  to  the  primary  and  secondary  education  of  Ameri- 

6  can  children  who  are  dependents  of  Government  personnel 
1  paid  from  this  appropriation  and  stationed  overseas;  serv- 

8  ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 

9  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a);  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 

10  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service  program  as  au- 

11  thorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  employment  of  aliens; 

12  and  payment  of  rent  in  foreign  countries  in  advance; 
12  $9,000,000 :  Provided,  That  allocations  may  be  made  from 

14  this  appropriation  by  the  Commission  upon  approval  by  the 

15  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  any  department,  agency,  corpora- 

16  tion,  or  independent  establishment  of  the  Government  for 

17  direct  expenditure  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation, 

18  and  any  such  expenditures  may  be  made  under  the  specific 

19  authority  herein  contained  or  under  the  authority  governing 

20  the  activities  of  the  department,  agency,  corporation,  or  inde- 

21  pendent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are  allocated :  Pro- 

22  vided  further,  That  the  Commission  may  enter  into  agree- 

23  meats  with  international,  governmental,  and  private  agencies 

24  and  may  make  payment  in  advance  or  by  reimbursement  for 
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expenses  incurred  by  such  agencies  in  rendering  assistance 
to  the  Commission  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  in  per¬ 
forming  the  duties  imposed  by  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  approved  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1064) ,  the 
Ship  Act  of  1910,  approved  June  24,  1910,  as  amended 
(46  U.  S.  C.  484-487),  the  International  Radiotelegraphic 
Convention  (45  Stat.,  pt.  2,  p.  2760),  Executive  Order 
3513,  dated  July  9,  1921,  as  amended  under  date  of  June 
30,  1934,  relating  to  applications  for  submarine  cable 
licenses,  and  the  radiotelegraphy  provisions  of  the  Conven¬ 
tion  for  Promoting  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  ratified  by  the 
President  July  7,  1936,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  contract  stenographic  reporting  serv¬ 
ices,  special  counsel  fees,  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  improvement  and  care  of  grounds 
and  repairs  to  buildings  (not  to  exceed  $17,500) ,  purchase  of 
not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace¬ 
ment  only,  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $93,000),  and 
printing  and  binding,  $6,625,000,  of  which  $25,000  shall  be 
available  only  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  for  a  survey  as  to 
ways  and  means  of  expediting  business:  Provided ,  That 
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funds  appropriated  under  this  paragraph  may  be  used  for 
application  processing  and  hearings  in  connection  with  broad¬ 
cast  activities  and  for  application  processing  in  connection 
with  safety  and  special  services  without  regard  to  the 
apportionment  of  funds  required  by  the  Act  of  February  27, 
1906  (31  U.  S.  C.  665). 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Commission,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  as 
authorized  by  law,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $24-7-, 599  $256,500  for  travel; 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  printing  and  binding;  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
two,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  $3,9-38,- 
399  $4,013,300,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
shall  be  available  for  special  counsel  and  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a ) ,  but  at  rates  not  exceeding  $50  per  diem  for 
individuals. 

Flood-control  surveys:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  4  of  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1938  (33  U.  S.  C.  701j),  and  similar 
provisions  in  subsequent  Acts,  including  personal  services 
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1  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  contract  stenographic  reporting 

2  services,  and  printing  and  binding,  $351,700. 

3  FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

4  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ- 

5  ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase 

6  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle;  health  service  program  as 

7  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 

8  pursuant  to  law?  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  contract  stenographic 

9  reporting  services;  and  printing  and  binding;  and  not  to 

10  exceed  $700  for  newspapers;  $-3,866,695  ■$ 3,916,695 ,  of 

11  which  not  less  than  $223,473  shall  be  available  to  the  Bureau 

12  of  Trade  Braetiee  Conferences  for  trade  practice  agreement 
18  work:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated 

14  herein  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  shall  be  expended 

15  upon  any  investigation  hereafter  provided  by  concurrent 

16  resolution  of  the  Congress  until  funds  are  appropriated  sub- 

17  sequently  to  the  enactment  of  such  resolution  to  finance  the 

18  cost  of  such  investigation. 

19  GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

20  Salaries:  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum- 

21  bia  and  elsewhere,  $31,500,096  $ 32,689,500 . 

22  Miscellaneous  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ- 

23  ing  printing  and  binding  and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger 

24  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only,  $1,750,000. 

25  Appropriations  for  the  General  Accounting  Office  shall 
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be  available  for  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  for  newspapers  and  periodicals 
(not  exceeding  $600),  and  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 
GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Sites  and  planning,  public  buildings  outside  the  District 
of  Columbia:  For  expenses  necessary  for  continuing  the 
program  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  and  the  preparation  of 
drawings  and  specifications  for  Federal  public  building  proj¬ 
ects  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  authorized  and 
provided  for  by  title  I  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1949  (Public 
Law  105) ,  and  by  the  Act  of  May  25,  1926  (44  Stat.  630) , 
as  amended,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $2 8,000-, -000  $22,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

Renovation  and  improvement  of  federally  owned  build¬ 
ings  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia :  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  continuing  the  program  for  the  renovation  and 
improvement  of  federally  owned  buildings  outside  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  which  funds  are  not  otherwise  available, 
including  appurtenances  and  approaches  thereto,  that  are 
under  the  control  of  the  General  Services  Administration 
for  repair  and  preservation,  as  authorized  by  title  III  of  the 
Act  of  June  16,  1949  (Public  Law  105) ,  including  personal 
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services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $10,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Repair,  preservation,  and  equipment,  outside  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  For  the  repair,  alteration,  improvement, 
preservation,  and  equipment,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
of  completed  Federal  buildings,  the  grounds  and  approaches 
thereof,  wharves,  and  piers,  together  with  the  necessary 
dredging  adjacent  thereto,  and  care  and  safeguarding  of 
sites  acquired  for  Federal  buildings  and  of  surplus  real 
property,  the  custody  of  which  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
General  Services  Administration  under  the  Act  of  August  27, 
1935  (40  U.  S.  C.  304) ,  and  Public  Law  152,  Eighty-first 
Congress,  pending  sale  or  disposition;  the  demolition  of  build¬ 
ings  thereon;  the  purchase  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
fixtures  in  buildings  under  the  administration  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration;  and  for  changes  in,  main¬ 
tenance  of,  and  repairs  to  the  pneumatic-tube  system 
in  New  York  City  installed  under  franchise  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  approved  June  29,  1909,  and  June  11,  1928, 
and  the  payment  of  any  obligations  arising  thereunder  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  August 
5,  1909  (36  Stat.  120) ,  and  May  15,  1928  (45  Stat.  533)  ; 
$10,000,000. 

Federal  office  building,  Nashville,  Tennessee:  For  com- 
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pletion  of  construction  of  a  Federal  office  building  in 
Nashville,  Tennessee,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$1,200,000,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

Buildings  and  facilities,  Cincinnati,  Ohio:  For  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction  of  buildings  and  facilities  at  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  for  the  use  of  the  Public  Health  Service,  as  authorized 
by  section  8  (b)  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (Public  Law 
845),  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  and 
in  addition  thereto  the  General  Services  Administration  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $2,400,000. 

Federal  Courts  Building,  District  of  Columbia:  For 
completion  of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  14,  1948  (Public 
Law  527),  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $6,000,000, 
which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948. 

Genera]  Accounting  Office  Building,  District  of  Columbia : 
For  completion  of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  on  square  518,  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  18,  1948 
[(Public  Law  533  )\  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$15,358,194,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948. 

Renovation  and  modernization,  Executive  Mansion:  For 
completing  the  renovation,  repair,  and  modernization  of  the 
Executive  Mansion,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$3,400,000,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of 
July  23,  1946,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  five 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding;  $6-33 r 
608,2-40  $605,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
of  which  not  to  e-xeeed  $25^060,600  may  be  expended  in 
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curred  pursuant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this 
head;  and  in  addition  to  the  amount  herein  appropriated, 
contracts  may  he  entered  into  for  the  purposes  of  the 
said  Act  of  Julj  23,  1946,  in  an  amount  not  in 
excess  of  $400/100,000  $ 125,000,000 :  Provided,  That  any 
funds  received  as  proceeds  from  sale  or  other  disposition  of 
materials  on  account  of  the  rotation  of  stocks  under  said 
Act  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit,  and  be  available  for 
expenditure  for  the  purposes,  of  this  appropriation :  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  there 
shall  be  no  limitation  on  the  value  of  surplus  strategic  and 
critical  materials  which,  in  accordance  with  subsection  6  (a) 
of  the  Act  of  July  23,  1946  (60  Stat.  598) ,  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  stock  piles  established  in  accordance  with  said  Act. 

For  refunds  under  section  403  (a)  (4)  (D)  (relating 
to  tbe  recomputation  of  the  amortization  deduction)  and  by 
the  last  sentence  of  section  403  (i)  (3)  (relating  to  excess 
inventories)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act;  and  to  refund  any 
amount  finally  adjudged  or  determined  to  have  been  erro¬ 
neously  collected  by  the  United  States  pursuant  to  a  uni¬ 
lateral  determination  of  excessive  profits,  with  interest  there¬ 
on  (at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  4  per  centum  per  annum)  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjustment 
Board,  computed  to  the  date  of  certification  to  the  Treasury 
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Department  for  payment;  $7,400,000:  Provided,  That 
to  the  extent  refunds  are  made  from  this  appropriation 
of  excessive  profits  collected  under  the  Renegotiation  Act 
and  retained  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
or  any  of  its  subsidiaries,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo¬ 
ration  or  the  appropriate  subsidiary  shall  reimburse  this 
appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  refunds  made  here¬ 
under  shall  be  based  solely  on  the  certificate  of  the  War 
Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board  or  its  duly  authorized 
representatives. 

To  increase  the  General  Suppty  Fund  established  by 
section  109  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  152,  approved  June  30, 
1949),  $4,000,000. 

Alaska  public  works:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  August  24,  1949  (Public  Law  264) ,  relating  to  the 
development  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1955,  $9,000,000,  of  which  $4,000,000 
shall  be  for  the  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant 
to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  and  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $500,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  and ,  in  addition ,  the  General 
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Services  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $ 4,000,000  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation :  Provided ,  Phot  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  ho  available  for  expenditure  on  any  project 
until  a  certificate  has  boon  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  tho  installation  of  snob  facility  will  bo  of  value 
in  connection  with  national  defense. 

Advance  planning  of  non-Federal  public  works:  For 
an  additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  October  13,  1949  (Public  Law 
352),  relating  to  the  advance  planning  of  public  works,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  SSBAKXbOOO  $ 20,000,000 , 
of  which  $14,100,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  pursuant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this 
head  and  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,704,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  administrative  expenses,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and,  in  addition,  the  General 
Services  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts, 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $32,000,000  $27,000,000,  for 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Grants  for  plan  preparation,  water  pollution  control: 
For  an  additional  amount  for  grants  to  States,  municipalities, 
or  interstate  agencies  to  aid  in  financing  the  cost  of  action 
preliminary  to  the  construction  of  projects  for  water  pollution 
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control  as  authorized  by  section  8  (c)  of  the  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (62  Stat.  1155),  $906^66 
$750,000. 

Administrative  expenses,  water  pollution  control:  For 
expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  administrative  functions 
of  the  General  Services  Administration  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (62 
Stat.  1155),  as  authorized  by  section  8  (e)  of  said  Act, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
travel;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  health  service  pro¬ 
grams  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  exchange 
of  books ;  $60,000  $ 52,285 . 

Virgin  Islands  public  works:  For  an  additional  amount 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  December  20,  1944 
(58  Stat.  827) ,  $l,300r000  $1,000,000,  and  in  addition,  the 
General  Services  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,467,000,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Public  works  advance  planning:  The  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  on  June  30,  1950,  of  funds  made  available  for 
public  works  advance  planning  under  title  V  of  the  War 
Mobilization  and  Reconversion  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  791), 
are  hereby  continued  available  for  expenditure  until  June  30, 
1951. 

Liquidation  of  public  works  advance  planning:  Not  to 
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exceed  $125,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  on  June  30, 
1950,  of  the  funds  made  available  for  public  works  advance 
planning  under  title  Y  of  the  War  Mobilization  and  Recon¬ 
version  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  791)  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  administrative  expenses 
incident  to  the  liquidation  of  the  activity  for  which  said 
funds  were  appropriated,  including  the  objects  specified  under 
this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1946. 

War  public  works  (community  facilities)  liquidation: 
For  administrative  expenses  necessary  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  the  liquidation  of  all  activities  under  titles  II, 
III,  and  IV  of  the  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534,  1541,  and  1562) ,  except  expenses 
related  to  the  maintenance,  operation  and  disposal  of  Fed¬ 
eral  project  properties,  and  those  in  connection  with  the 
management  and  disposal  of  project  securities,  including 
personal  services  and  rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
printing  and  binding ;  and  a  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$40,000  of  the  unobligated  balances  of  the  funds  here¬ 
tofore  appropriated  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  titles 
II,  III,  and  IV  of  the  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534,  1541,  and  1562)\ 

Operating  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Gen¬ 
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eral  Services  Administration  not  otherwise  provided  for,  in¬ 
cluding:  Operation,  maintenance,  protection,  repair,  and 
improvement  of  public  buildings  and  grounds  to  tbe  extent 
that  sucb  buildings  and  grounds  are  under  tbe  control  of 
tbe  General  Services  Administration  for  any  of  sucb  pur¬ 
poses  (including  tbe  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection 
of  the  District  Court  Building  in  tbe  District  of  Columbia)  ; 
rental  of  buildings  or  parts  thereof  in  tbe  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere;  tbe  restoration  of  leased  premises;  moving 
Government  agencies  in  connection  with  tbe  assignment, 
allocation,  and  transfer  of  building  space ;  ground  rent,  which 
may  be  paid  in  advance  where  required ;  demolition  of  build¬ 
ings;  furnishings  and  equipment;  acquisition  by  purchase  or 
otherwise  and  disposal  by  sale  or  otherwise  of  real  estate  and 
interests  therein;  payment  of  sums  in  lieu  of  taxes  accruing 
against  real  property  declared  surplus  by  Government  cor¬ 
porations  under  the  Surplus  Property  Act  of  1944,  where 
legal  title  to  such  property  remains  in  the  Government  cor¬ 
poration;  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  National 
Industrial  Deserve  Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  451ff)  ;  pay¬ 
ment  of  per  diem  employees  employed  in  connection  with 
any  of  the  foregoing  functions  at  rates  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  or  his  designee  not  exceed¬ 
ing  current  rates  for  similar  services  in  the  place  where  such 
services  are  employed;  arms  and  ammunition  for  the  guard 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


307 


force;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards 
and  elevator  operators;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty- 
three  passenger  motor  vehicles;  processing  and  determining 
net  renegotiation  rebates;  liquidation  of  activities  under  the 
Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States  (55  Stat. 
31)  ;  scientific,  technical  and  other  apparatus  and  materials 
for  the  arrangement,  titling,  scoring,  repair,  editing,  process¬ 
ing.  duplication,  and  reproduction  of  photographic  and  other 
records  (including  motion-picture  and  other  films  and  sound 
recordings)  in  the  custody  of  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States  and  preparation  of  guides  and  other  finding  aids  to 
records  of  the  Second  World  War;  $76,590,000  $ 82,725,000 . 

Section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended 
(40  U.  S.  C.  278a)  shall  not  apply  to  any  lease  entered  into 
by,  or  transferred  to,  the  General  Services  Administration, 
for  the  housing  of  agencies  specifically  exempted  from  the 
requirements  of  said  section. 

The  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  credited  with  (1) 
advances  or  reimbursements  for  salaries  and  administrative 
expenses  chargeable  against  other  appropriations  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  and  such  salaries  and  expenses 
may  be  paid  from  this  appropriation;  (2)  advances  or  reim¬ 
bursements  for  services,  quarters,  maintenance,  or  other  facili¬ 
ties  furnished  other  agencies  on  a  reimbursable  basis;  (3) 
cost  of  maintenance,  upkeep,  and  repair  included  as  part  of 
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rentals  received  from  Government  corporations  pursuant  to 
law  (40  U.  S.  C.  129)  ;  (4)  reimbursements  for  services 
performed  in  respect  to  bonds  and  other  obligations  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  General  Services  Administration,  issued 
by  public  authorities,  States,  or  other  public  bodies,  and  such 
services  in  respect  to  such  bonds  or  obligations  as  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  deems  necessary  and  in  the  public  interest  may,  upon 
the  request  and  at  the  expense  of  the  issuing  agencies,  be  pro¬ 
vided  from  this  appropriation;  and  (5)  as  respects  property 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  451ff),  (a) 
advances  or  reimbursements  for  necessary  utilities  and  serv¬ 
ices  furnished  private  occupants  of  industrial  plants,  and 
such  utilities  and  services  may  be  provided  at  cost  from  this 
appropriation;  (b)  proceeds  received  from  insurance  against 
damage  to  such  property,  and  such  proceeds  may,  at  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  used  to  repair  or  restore 
the  damaged  property;  and  (c)  appropriations  or  funds 
available  to  other  agencies,  and  transferred  to  the  General 
Services  Administration,  in  connection  with  such  property, 
and  such  appropriations  or  funds  may,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  be  so  transferred. 

Appropriations  or  other  funds  available  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  shall  be  available  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia;  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals  (not  to  exceed  $400)  ;  preparation, 
shipment,  and  installation  of  photographic  displays,  exhibits, 
and  other  descriptive  materials;  and  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

During  the  current  fiscal  year,  ne  part  of  any  money 
appropriated  m  this  or  any  other  Act  shah  he  used  during 
any  quarter  ef  such  hseal  year  to  purehasc  typewriting 
machines  (except  bookkeeping  and  hiding  machines)-  at  a 
price  which  exceeds  90  per  centum  ef  the  fewest  net  cash 
pricey  pfus  applicable  federal  excise  taxes,  accorded  the 
most  favored  customer  -(ether  than  the  Government,  the 
American  Xational  Eed  Cross,  and  the  purchasers  ef  type¬ 
writing  machines  fer  educational  purposes  only)-  ef  the 
manufacturer  ef  such  machines  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  preceding  such  quarter? 

Ae  part  ef  any  money  appropriated  by  this  er  any  other 
Act  fer  any  agency  ef  the  executive  braneh  ef  the  Govern¬ 
ment  -(which  shall  include  all  departments;  independent 
establishments,  and  wholly  owned  Government  corporations) 
shall  he  used  during  the  current  ffseal  year  fer  the  purehaso 
within  the  continental  limits  ef  the  United  States  ef  any 
typewriting  machines  (except  typewriting  machines  fer 
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under  piddle  laws  administered  by  the 
Administration)-  unless  Ike  Administrator  oi  General  Serv- 
iees  certifies  tkat  ke  is  unakie  to  furnish  suek  agency  with 
suitable  typewriting  machines  out  of  stock  on  hand?  The 
Administrator  of  General  Services  is  authorized  and 
at  suek  times  as  ke  may  determine  to  be  necessary  to  smo 
and  determine  the  numbers  and  kinds  of  typewriting  ma¬ 
chines  located  in  the  continental  limits  of  the  -United  States 
which  are  at  any  time  surplus  to  the  requirements  of  any 
agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  -{which 
shad  include  all  departments,  independent  establishments? 
and  wholly  owned  Government  corporations) Upon  seek 
determination?  the  Administrator  of  General  Services  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  direct,  upon  suek  notice  and  in  suek  manner  as 
ke  may  prescribe,  the  head  of  any  suek  agency  to  surrender 
to  the  General  Services  Administration  any  and  all  type¬ 
writing  machines  surplus  to  its  requirements?  the  eosts  of 
paeking,  skipping?  and  handling  thereof  to  be  charged  to 
the  general  supply  fund:  Each  suek  ageney  shah  furnish 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  suek  information  re¬ 
garding  typewriting  machines?  wherever  located,  as  ke  may 
from  time  to  time  request,  dke  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  reeeivc,  hold?  sell? 
exchange?  or  supply  to  any  branch  of  the  Government, 
ig  the  District  of  Golumbia,  typewriting  machines 
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surrendered  to  it  hereunder  The  Administrator  el  General 
Services  is  authorized  te  charge  each  ngeney  te  which  type¬ 
writing  machines  ore  supplied  hereunder  amounts  equal  to 
the  fair  value  thereof,  as  determined  by  him,  and  such 
amounts  shell  he  credited  to  the  general  supply  fund; 
HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTEATOE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  the  Administrator,  including  personal  services  and 
rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle,  for  replacement  only;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Agency; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  and  transportation  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $25 
per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  section  5 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  73b-2),  for 
persons  serving  without  compensation  as  members  of  any 
advisory  committee  established  pursuant  to  Title  VI  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949;  $1,200,600  $4,900,000 :  Provided , 
That  the  Administrator  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  transfer  to  this  account 
from  funds  of  the  constituent  agencies  such  sums  as  relate  pri- 
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1  manly  to  functions  which  are  consolidated  in  the  Office  of 

2  the  Administrator  as  authorized  by  Title  III  of  the  Housing 

3  Act  of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided  further,  That  necessary 

4  expenses  of  inspections  of  projects  financed  through  loans  to 

5  educational  institutions  authorized  by  Title  IV  of  the  Housing 

6  Act  of  1950  shall  be  compensated  by  such  institutions  by  the 

7  payment  of  fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  relation  to 

8  the  development  costs  of  such  projects  will  cover  the  costs 

9  of  rendering  such  services,  and  expenses  for  such  purpose 

10  shall  be  considered  non  administrative,  and  for  the  purpose 

11  of  providing  such  inspections,  the  Administrator  may  utilize 

12  any  agency  and  such  agency  may  accept  reimbursement  or 

13  payment  for  such  services  from  such  institutions  or  the  Ad- 

14  ministrator,  and  shall  credit  such  amounts  to  the  appropria- 

15  tions  or  f  unds  against  which  such  charges  have  been  made. 

16  PUBLIC  HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION 

17  Annual  contributions:  For  the  payment  of  annual  con- 

18  trihutions  to  public  housing  agencies  in  accordance  with  sec- 

19  tion  10  of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937,  as 

20  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  1410),  fTyoOOjOOO  $9,250,000: 

21  Provided,  That  except  for  payments  required  on  contracts 

22  entered  into  prior  to  April  18,  1940,  no  part  of  this  appro- 

23  priation  shall  be  available  for  payment  to  any  public  housing 

24  agency  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  any  low-rent  hous- 

25  mg  project,  unless  the  public  housing  agency  shall  have 
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adopted  regulations  prohibiting  as  a  tenant  of  any  such  proj¬ 
ect  by  rental  or  occupancy  any  person  other  than  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  but  such  prohibition  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  case  of  a  family  of  any  serviceman  or  the  family 
of  any  veteran  who  has  been  discharged  (other  than  dishon¬ 
orably)  from,  or  the  family  and  any  serviceman  who  died 
in,  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  within  four  years 
prior  to  the  date  of  application  for  admission  to  such  housing: 
Provided  further,  That  all  expenditures  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  subject  to  audit  and  final  settlement  by 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act  of  1921,  as 
amended. 

Administrative  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Public  Housing  Administration,  $8t7 59,000  $11,- 
500,000,  to  be  merged  with  and  expended  under  the  author¬ 
ization  for  such  expenses  contained  in  title  II  of  this  chapter. 
INDIAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (25  U.  S.  0. 
70),  creating  an  Indian  Claims  Commission,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  printing  and 
binding,  $91,700,  together  with  not  exceeding  $7,300  of 
the  unobligated  balance  available  for  such  purpose  contained 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

General  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  in  perform¬ 
ing  the  functions  vested  by  law  in  the  Commission  (49  U. 
S.  C.  1-24,  301-327,  901-923,  1001-1022),  except  those 
otherwise  specifically  provided  for  in  this  Act,  and  for 
general  administration,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000 
for  the  employment  of  special  counsel;  contract  stenographic 
reporting  services;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $200)  ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  purchase 
of  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only; 
and  printing  and  binding;  $9t889-,6Q0  $ 10,002,600 ,  of  which 
$100,000  shall  be  available  for  valuations  of  pipe  lines,  and 
$3,831,920  shall  be  available  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carriers :  Provided,  That  Joint  Board  members  and  co¬ 
operating  State  commissioners  may  use  Government  trans¬ 
portation  requests  when  traveling  in  connection  with  their 
duties  as  such. 

Railroad  safety:  Eor  expenses  necessary  in  performing 
functions  authorized  by  law  (45  U.  S.  C.  1-15,  17-21, 
35-46,  61-64;  49  U.  S.  C.  26)  to  insure  a  maximum  of 
safety  in  the  operation  of  railroads,  including  authority  to 
investigate,  test  experimentally,  and  report  on  the  use  and 
need  of  any  appliances  or  systems  intended  to  promote  the 
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safety  of  railway  operation,  including  those  pertaining  to 
block-signal  and  train-control  systems,  as  authorized  by  the 
joint  resolution  approved  June  30,  1906,  and  the  Sundry 
Civil  Act  of  May  27,  1908  (45  U.  S.  C.  35-37),  and  to 
require  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  the  Act  to  install 
automatic  train-stop  or  train-control  devices  as  prescribed 
by  the  Commission  (49  U.  S.  C.  26),  including  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  inspectors,  engineers,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672),  ^riOjOriO  $1,016,000. 

Locomotive  inspection:  For  expenses  necessary  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  Act  of  February  17,  1911,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  promote  the  safety  of  employees  and  travelers  upon 
railroads  by  compelling  common  carriers  engaged  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  to  equip  their  locomotives  with  safe  and 
suitable  boilers  and  appurtenances  thereto”,  as  amended  (45 
U.  S.  C.  22-34),  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  $706,000  $718,600. 

INTERSTATE  COMMISSION  ON  THE  POTOMAC 

RIVER  BASIN 

Contribution  to  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac 
River  Basin :  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  pay  in  advance  to  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin  the  Federal  contribution  toward 
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the  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  in  the  administration  of  its  business  in  the  conserv¬ 
ancy  district  established  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1940  (54  Stat.  748),  $5,000. 

MOTOR  CARRIER  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  established  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (Public 
Law  880),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  travel,  printing  and  binding,  and  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  $175,000  $ 227,800 . 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR 
AERONAUTICS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Committee,  including  contracts  for  the  making  of  spe¬ 
cial  investigations  and  reports  and  for  engineering,  draft¬ 
ing  and  computing  services;  equipment,  maintenance,  and 
operation  of  the  Langley  Aeronautical  Laboratory,  the  Ames 
Aeronautical  Laboratory,  and  the  Lewis  Flight  Propulsion 
Laboratory;  purchase  and  maintenance  of  cafeteria  equip¬ 
ment;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  purchase  of 
eight  passenger  motor  vehicles  of  which  seven  shall  be 
for  replacement;  printing  and  binding;  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
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15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  0. 
2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  for  employees  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  in  all,  $10,890,630 
$ 44,225,630 :  Provided,  That  statutory  provisions  prohibit¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  compensation  to  aliens  shall  not  apply  to 
any  person  whose  employment  by  the  Committee  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Chairman  thereof  to  be  necessary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  aircraft  and  parts,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  may  be  transferred  to  the  Committee  by  the  Air  Force, 
Army,  and  Navy  without  reimbursements  Provided  fur¬ 
ther-,  That  no  pari  of  this  appropriation  shall  he 
for  the  operation  of  a  held  office  outside  the 
or  territorial  limits  of  the  hunted  States. 

Construction  and  equipment:  For  construction  and 
equipment  at  laboratories  and  research  stations  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  to  be  available  until  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding 
year,  $15,500,000,  of  which  $10,000,000  and  $5,000,000 
shall  be  available  for  payments  under  contracts  entered  into 
pursuant  to  the  contract  authority  under  this  head  in  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Acts,  1949  and  1950 
respectively:  Provided,  That  in  addition,  the  Committee 
may  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  $1-6,600, 000  $ 12,500,000 . 
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NATIONAL  CAPITAL  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  properties:  For  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  properties  under  title  I  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Alley  Dwelling  Authority  Act, 
$35,000  $ 39,600 :  Provided,  That  all  receipts  derived  from 
sales,  leases,  or  other  sources  shall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  monthly:  Provided  further, 
That  so  long  as  funds  are  available  from  appropriations 
for  the  foregoing  purposes,  the  provisions  of  section  507  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (Public  Law  175,  Eighty-first 
Congress)  shall  not  be  effective. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PARK  AND  PLANNING 

COMMISSION 

Land  acquisition,  National  Capital  and  metropolitan 
area:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the  National  Capital  Park 
and  Planning  Commission  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
of  land  for  the  park,  parkway,  and  playground  system  of 
the  National  Capital,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  29, 
1930  (46  Stat.  482),  and  amendment  of  August  8,  1946 
(60  Stat.  960),  including  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
and  real  estate  appraisers,  by  contract  or  otherwise  without 
regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws,  at  rates 
of  pay  or  fees  not  to  exceed  those  usual  for  similar  services ; 
and  purchase  of  options  and  other  costs  incident  to  the 
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acquisition  of  land;  $724,500,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $480,500  of  said  sum  to  be  used  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  1  (b)  of  said  Act  and  $244,000 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  said  Act: 
Provided ,  That  not  exceeding  $29,000  of  the  funds  available 
under  the  above  appropriation  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
may  be  used  for  regular  and  part-time  personal  services  of 
the  Commission,  excepting  services  by  contract. 

OFFICE  OF  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  RECORDS 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service 
Records,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  31,  1947  (61 
Stat.  31) ,  and  by  section  10  (a)  (4)  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  $4,954,000. 

PHILIPPINE  WAR  DAMAGE  COMMISSION 
Philippine  War  Damage  Commission:  For  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act 
of  1946,  $40,200,000,  to  remain  available  until  April  30, 
1951,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,620,000  shall  be  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Philippine  War  Damage  Com- 
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mission  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals  not  to  exceed  $200;  housing  of 
American  employees  by  rental  or  lease  and  necessary  repairs 
and  alterations  to  and  maintenance  of  quarters,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  section  322  of  the  Act*  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended 
(40  U.  S.  C.  278a)  ;  printing  and  binding  without  regard  to 
section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ; 
and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided,  That  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  29,  1936  (46  U.  S.  C.  1241) , 
shall  not  apply  to  any  travel  or  transportation  of  effects  pay¬ 
able  from  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  no 
payment  shall  be  made  under  the  provisions  of  such  title  of 
such  Act  to  any  person  who,  by  a  civil  or  military  court 
having  jurisdiction,  has  been  found  guilty  of  collaborating 
with  the  enemy  or  of  any  act  involving  disloyalty  to  the 
United  States  or  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  or,  in  the 
absence  of  such  finding  by  such  court,  the  Commission  after 
hearing  finds  upon  evidence  that  such  person  was  guilty  of 
such  collaboration  or  act  of  disloyalty :  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
engaging  in  any  phase  of  activity  or  for  undertaking  any 
phase  of  activity  authorized  by  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation 
Act  of  1946  which  would  result  in  obligating  the  Govern- 
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ment  of  the  United  States  in  any  sense  or  respect  to  the 
future  payment  of  amounts  in  excess  of  the  amounts  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  in  such  Act. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
not  to  exceed  $1,150  for  the  purchase  of  newspapers;  printing 
and  binding;  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  $6,430,000 
$ 6,330,000 . 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 
Salaries  and  expenses,  Smithsonian  Institution:  For 
all  necessary  expenses  for  the  preservation,  exhibition,  and 
increase  of  collections  from  the  surveying  and  exploring 
expeditions  of  the  Government  and  from  other  sources;  for 
the  system  of  international  exchanges  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  countries;  for  anthropological  researches 
among  the  American  Indians  and  the  natives  of 
lands  under  the  jurisdiction  or  protection  of  the  United 
States,  independently  or  in  cooperation  with  State,  educa¬ 
tional,  and  scientific  organizations  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  excavation  and  preservation  of  archeological  re¬ 
mains;  for  maintenance  of  the  Astrophysical  Observatory  and 
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making  necessary  observations  in  high  altitudes;  for  the 
administration  of  the  National  Collection  of  Fine  Arts;  for 
the  administration,  and  for  the  construction  and  maintenance, 
of  laboratory  and  other  facilities  on  Barro  Colorado  Island, 
Canal  Zone,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  2,  1940, 
as  amended  by  the  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan  Num¬ 
bered  3  of  194-6;  for  the  maintenance  and  administration 
of  a  national  air  museum  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August 
12,  1946  (20  U.  S.  C.  77)  ;  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  traveling  expenses;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
printing  and  binding,  including  printing  the  report  of  the 
American  Historical  Association;  purchase,  repair,  and  clean¬ 
ing  of  uniforms  for  guards  and  elevator  conductors;  repairs 
and  alterations  of  buildings  and  approaches;  and  preparation 
of  manuscripts,  drawings,  and  illustrations  for  publications; 
$-2*^06^490  $2,770,000. 

Paleontological  investigations:  For  payments  to  non- 
Federal  agencies  for  cooperative  paleontological  investiga¬ 
tions  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  August  15,  1949  (Public 
Law  228),  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $20,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art:  For  the 
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upkeep  and  operation  of  the  National  Gallery  of  Art,  the 
protection  and  care  of  the  works  of  art  therein,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  incident  thereto,  as  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  March  24,  1937  (50  Stat.  51),  as  amended  by  the 
public  resolution  of  April  13,  1939  (Public  Resolution  9, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
traveling  expenses;  payment  in  advance  when  author¬ 
ized  by  the  treasurer  of  the  Gallery  for  membership  in 
library,  museum,  and  art  associations  or  societies  whose 
publications  or  services  are  available  to  members  only,  or 
to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public; 
purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
elevator  operators;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  or  rental 
of  devices  and  services  for  protecting  buildings  and  contents 
thereof,  and  maintenance  and  repair  of  buildings,  approaches, 
and  grounds;  and  not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  restoration  and 
repair  of  works  of  art  for  the  National  Gallery  of  Art  by 
contracts  made,  without  advertising,  with  individuals,  firms, 
or  organizations  at  such  rates  or  prices  and  under  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Gallery  may  deem  proper; 
$1-1-587660  $ 1,200,000 . 
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TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  including  personal  services  in  the  District, 
of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  subscriptions  to  news¬ 
papers  (not  to  exceed  $250),  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and  contract  steno¬ 
graphic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  $1,290,700 
$ 1,340,700 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  of  any  member  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  who  shall  hereafter  participate  in  any  proceed¬ 
ings  under  sections  336,  337,  and  338  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  wherein  he  or  any  member  of  his  family  has  any 
special,  direct,  and  pecuniary  interest,  or  in  which  he  has 
acted  as  attorney  or  special  representative. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A),  including  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
two)  and  hire,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  air¬ 
craft;  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  and 
twenty-five  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  $102,714,000  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  and  to  be  available  for  the  payment  of  obligations 
chargeable  against  prior  appropriations. 
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THE  TAX  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding  and  contract  stenographic  reporting 
services,  $8207000  $ 826,900 :  Provided ,  That  travel  expenses 
of  the  judges  shall  be  paid  upon  the  written  certificate  of  the 
judge. 

UNITED  STATES  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


Ship  construction:  For  new  ship  construction,  including 
reconditioning  and  betterment,  as  authorized  by  title  V  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936  (except  for  construction  of 
one  prototype  vessel  under  title  VII  of  said  Act) ,  $35,- 
000,000,  of  which  $30,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  for  new  ship  construction  incurred  under  authority 
granted  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1948; 
and,  in  addition,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  new  ship  construction  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $63,000,000 :  Provided^  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  or  contract  authorization  shah  ho  used  to  start  any 
new  ship  construction  for  which  an  estimate  was  not  included 
in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  yeap  nor  to  start  any 
new  ship  construction  the  currently  estimated  cost  of  which 


exceeds  by  40  per 


eest  included  there¬ 


for  in  such  budget  unless  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 


Budget 


approves  the  start  of  such  ship 


tioa  and  the  Director  shah  submit  forthwith  a  detailed 
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the  Senate  and  el  the  Sense  el  Representatives^  an  cl  ,  ii  3 
used  herein,  the  term  -budget-  includes  the  detailed  justih- 
eation  sapper  ting  the  bndget  estimates :  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  or  contract  authorization  shall  he 
used  (1)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  for  which  an 
estimate  ivas  not  included  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  or  (2)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  the  currently 
estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10  per  centum  the  estimated 
cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  unless,  in  either  case, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  approves 
the  start  of  such  ship  construction  and  the  Director  shall 
submit  forthwith  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  “ budget ” 
includes  the  detailed  justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  $ 64,875,000 
of  the  funds  and  contract  authority  made  available  for  new 
ship  construction,  including  reconditioning  and  betterment, 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall 
continue  to  be  available  until  December  31,  1950. 

Operating-differential  subsidies:  For  operating-differen¬ 
tial  subsidies,  as  authorized  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended,  $26,450,000  $ 30,108,000 ,  together  with 
funds  appropriated  under  this  head  in  the  Supplemental  Inde- 
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1  pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  Independent 

2  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  not  to  exceed  $10,770,000 

3  from  the  special  deposit  account  established  with  receipts  from 

4  sales  under  Public  Laws  44  and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth 

5  Congress,  and  not  to  exceed  $3,529,000  from  the  special 

6  deposit  account  established  from  the  refund  of  unobligated 

7  amounts  out  of  the  working  fund  established  with  the  Corps 

8  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  for  development 

9  of  reserve  fleet  sites,  all  to  be  available  until  expended  for 

10  payment  of  operating-differential  subsidies  for  the  fiscal  years 

11  1949,  1950,  and  1951,  to  grant  operating-differential  sub- 

12  sidies  on  a  long-term  basis  and  to  obligate  the  United  States 

13  to  make  future  payments  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 

14  such  contracts:  Provided,  That  to  the  extent  that  the 

15  operating-differential  subsidy  accrual  (computed  on  the  basis 

16  of  parity)  is  represented  on  the  operator’s  books  by  a 

17  contingent  accounts  receivable  item  against  the  Coinmis- 

18  sion  as  a  partial  or  complete  offset  to  the  recapture  accrual, 

19  the  operator  (1)  shall  be  excused  from  making  deposits  in 

20  the  special  reserve  fund,  and  (2)  as  to  the  amount  of  such 

21  earnings  the  deposit  of  which  is  so  excused  shall  be  entitled 

22  to  the  same  tax  treatment  as  though  it  had  been  deposited 

23  in  said  special  reserve  fund.  To  the  extent  that  any  amount 

24  paid  to  the  operator  by  the  Commission  reduces  the  balance 

25  in  the  operator’s  contingent  receivable  account  against  the 
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Commission,  such  amount,  unless  it  is  forthwith  deposited 
in  the  fund,  shall  be  considered  as  withdrawn  under  section 
607  (h)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended: 
Provided  further,  That  nothing  contained  in  this  Act,  or 
in  any  prior  appropriation  Act,  shall  be  construed  to  affect 
the  authority  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  603  (a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  (1)  to  grant  operating-differential  subsidies  on 
a  long-term  basis,  and  (2)  to  obligate  the  United  States 
to  make  future  payments  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
such  operating-differential  subsidy  contracts :  Provided  fttr- 
td-m  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  shall  he 
available  for  ohUgatieup  nor  any  obligation  madeT  for  the 
payment  of  an  operating-differential  subsidy  for  any  number 
of  ships  in  excess  of  the  number  of  ships  which  are  entitled 
to  receive  an  opera  tin  g-differ  enti  al  subsidy  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  any  eentraetj  authorizatiorp  commitment  or  obli¬ 
gation  by  the  Commission  in  existence  on  January  -1-  4fkr07 
■including  within  said  limitation  as  to  number  any  ships 


being 


or  contracted  for  on  said  date  under  a 
subsidy  eon  tract  and  ineluding  also 
any  ships  the  operation  of  which  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Commission  under  anv  eontraets  which  mav  result  from 

%j  %j 

any  formal  applications  filed  with  the  Commission  prior  to 
J anuary  4-j  -1950:  Provided  further,  That  the  balance  in 
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excess  of  $16,770,000  as  of  June  30,  1950,  in  the  special 
deposit  account  established  with  receipts  from  sales  under 
Public  Laws  44  and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress, 
together  with  any  receipts  after  that  date  from  such  sales, 
shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  car- 
rying  into  effect  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  and  other 
laws  administered  by  the  United  States  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  $19,903,300,  within  limitations  as  follows: 

Administrative  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $2,000  for  newspapers  and  periodicals;  purchase  of 
five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  for  replacement  only;  not 
to  exceed  $17,700  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not 
to  exceed  $1,125  for  entertainment  of  officials  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and 
$50,000  to  be  available  exclusively  for  ship  structure  re¬ 
search,  testing  and  models;  $9,271,700:  Provided,  That  the 
Maritime  Commission  is  authorized  to  dispense  with  the 
administrative  audit  of  agents’  accounts  covering  voyages 
beginning  prior  to  April  1,  1949; 

Maintenance  of  shipyard  facilities,  $452,000; 

Operation  of  warehouses,  $436,000; 
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Reserve  fleet  expense,  $8,978,600; 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  terminals,  $765,000. 
Maritime  trainings  Kor  training  personnel  for  the  man¬ 
ning  of  the  merchant,  marine 


at  -Kings  -Pointy  -New  -York ;  Sheepshead  Rayy  Move 
York;  Alameday  California,  and  the  United  States  Mari¬ 
time  Service  Institute)-  hndnding  not  to  exceed  $2y229,bOO 

personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
purchase  of  three  passenger  motor  ve- 
only ;  printing  and  binding-;  health 
as  antherDed  hy  lave  -{-5  kb  St  Cb  P5Q-)p  not 
to  exceed  $2,500  for  contingencies  for  the  Superintendent, 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy,  to  he  expended 
in  his  discretion-;  not  to  exceed  SYTy-OoO  for  transfer  to 
applicable  appropriations  of  the  Pnhlie  Health  Service  for 
dered  the  Commission;  $Oytb42yO60y  including 
and  textbooks  for  eadet  midshipmen,  to  be  provided 
in  kind  at  an  average  yearly  east  of  not  to  exceed  $200  per 
cadet-;  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
used  for  compensation  or  allowances  for  trainees  or  eadetsr 
Maritime  training:  For  training  personnel  for  the  man¬ 
ning  of  the  merchant  marine  (including  operation  of  training 
stations  at  Kings  Point,  New  York;  Sheepshead  Bay,  New 
York;  Alameda,  California,  and  the  United  States  Maritime 
Service  Institute),  including  not  to  exceed  ■$ 2,477,000  for 
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administrative  personal  services  ( exclusive  of  pay  of  cadet 
midshipmen  and  other  trainees)  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere;  purchase  of  three  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
for  replacement  only;  printing  and  binding;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  not  to 
exceed  $ 2,500  for  contingencies  for  the  Superintendent, 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy,  to  be  expended 
in  his  discretion;  not  to  exceed  $ 77,000  for  transfer  to  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  of  the  Public  Health  Service  for  serv¬ 
ices  rendered  the  Commission;  $ 3,930,520 ,  including  the 
pay  of  cadet  midshipmen  and  other  trainees. 

State  marine  sckeoi-s-r  4a  reknknrse  tke  State  ef  Okii- 
fernkp  $5(0000-;  the  State  ef  Manny  SeOyOOOy  tke  State  ef 
Massachusetts?  $50,000-;  and  tke  State  ef  -New  4-erk,  $50r 
OOO-j  fee  expenses  inenrred  m  tke  maintenance  and  support 
ef  marine  sekeels  in  seek  States  as  peeked  in  tke  Net 
tke  establishment  ef  marine  sekeels,  and  se  fertkj 
^farek  A-,  -3-94— as  amended  -(34  4k  Sr  Or  3444— 
1123)  ;  $3-5-34300  fee  tke  maintenance  and  repair  ef  vessels 
'leaned  by  tke  fJnfted  States  te  tke  said  States  fee  nse  in 
eenneetien  with  seek  State  marine  sekeelsy  and  $340j000 
fee  nnifermsy  textbeoks,  and  snksistenee  ef  cadets  at  an 
average  yearly  eest  ef  net  te  exceed  $-47-5  pee  cadet;  $G0Sp 
OOO7  tegetkee  with  net  te  exceed  $2-5,000  ef  tke 
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baknee  for  this  purpose  contained  m  the 


AeU  ±950r 


State  marine  schools:  To  reimburse  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  $ 50,000 ;  the  State  of  Maine,  $ 50,000 ;  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  $ 50,000 ;  and  the  State  of  New  York,  $50,- 
000;  for  expenses  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  support 


of  marine  schools  in  such  States  as  provided  in  the  Act 


authorizing  the  establishment  of  marine  schools,  and  so  forth, 
approved  March  4,  1911,  as  amended  (34  U.  S.  C.  1121- 
1123) ;  $153,000  for  the  maintenance  and,  repair  of  vessels 


loaned  by  the  United  States  to  the  said  States  for  use  in 


connection  with  such  State  marine  schools,  and  $749,050 
for  the  pay  of  seven  hundred  and  ten  cadet  midshipmen  at 
$65  per  month  and  $275  per  annum  for  the  subsistence  of 
each  cadet  midshipman;  $1,102,050. 

Vessel  operating  functions:  For  expenses  (other  than 
administrative  expenses)  necessary  for  liquidating  the  oper¬ 
ating  functions  transferred  to  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  by  section  202  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 
Act,  1947  (60  Stat.  501),  $764,760,  together  with  not 
to  exceed  $150,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  for  this 
purpose  contained  in  the  Independent  Offices  


tien  Aety  F95Q  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949, 
which  latter  sum,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $150,000 
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of  the  amount  herein  appropriated,  shall  be  available  for 
liquidation  of  liens  or  claims  which  may  take  prece¬ 
dence  over  the  Government’s  preferred  mortgage  on 
vessels,  and  other  expenses  necessary  to  protect  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  interest  in  vessels  sold  or  chartered :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  receipts  from  such  functions  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous 
receipts. 

No  additional  vessels  shall  be  allocated  under  charter, 
nor  shall  any  vessel  be  continued  under  charter  by  reason 
of  any  extension  of  chartering  authority  beyond  June  30, 
1949,  unless  the  charterer  shall  agree  that  the  Commission 
shall  have  no  obligation  upon  redelivery  to  accept  or  pay 
for  consumable  stores,  bunkers,  and  slop-chest  items,  except 
with  respect  to  such  minimum  amounts  of  bunkers  as  the 
Commission  considers  advisable  to  be  retained  on  the  vessel 
and  that  prior  to  such  redelivery  all  consumable  stores, 
slop-chest  items,  and  bunkers  over  and  above  such  mini- 
mums  shall  be  removed  from  the  vessel  by  the  charterer 
at  his  own  expense. 

War  Shipping  Administration  liquidation:  The  unex¬ 
pended  balance  of  the  appropriation  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1948,  for  liquidation  of  obligations  approved  by  the  General 
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1  Accounting  Office  as  properly  incurred  against  funds  of  the 

2  War  Shipping  Administration  prior  to  January  1,  1947,  is 

3  hereby  continued  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

4  Construction  fund:  For  an  additional  amount  for  pay- 

5  ment  of  obligations  (exclusive  of  obligations  for  ship  con- 

6  struction,  reconditioning,  and  betterments  incurred  pursuant 

7  to  authority  contained  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria- 

8  tion  Act,  1948)  incurred  prior  to  July  1,  1948,  against 

9  the  Construction  fund  established  pursuant  to  the  Merchant 

10  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  $10,000,000,  to  be  avail- 

11  able  until  June  30,  1951,  for  expenditure  only. 

12  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  chapter,  the 

13  Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  utilities  and  services  and 

14  make  necessary  repairs  in  connection  with  any  lease,  con- 

15  tract,  or  occupancy  involving  Government  property  under 

16  control  of  the  Commission,  and  payments  received  by  the 

17  Commission  for  utilities,  services,  and  repairs  so  furnished  or 

18  made  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  charged  with  the 

19  cost  thereof :  Provided ,  That  rental  payments  under  any  such 

20  lease,  contract,  or  occupancy  on  account  of  items  other  than 

21  such  utilities,  services,  or  repairs  shall  be  covered  into  the 

22  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

23  The  United  States  Maritime  Commission  shall  not  incur 

24  any  obligations  during  the  current  fiscal  year  from  the  con- 

25  struction  fund  established  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
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or  otherwise,  in  excess  of  the  appropriations  and  limitations 
contained  in  this  chapter,  or  in  any  prior  appropriation  Act, 
and  all  receipts  which  otherwise  would  be  deposited  to  the 
credit  of  said  fund  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as 
miscellaneous  receipts. 

VETERANS’  ADMINISTRATION 
Administration,  medical,  hospital,  and  domicil’ ary  serv¬ 
ices:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion,  including  maintenance  and  operation  of  medical,  hos¬ 
pital,  and  domiciliary  services,  in  carrying  out  the  functions 
pursuant  to  all  laws  for  which  the  Administration  is  charged 
with  administering,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  purchase  of  ninety-three  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  one  without  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  Act;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  maintenance  and  operation  of  farms; 
recreational  articles  and  facilities  at  institutions  maintained 
by  the  Veterans’  Administration;  expenses  incidental  to 
securing  employment  for  wrar  veterans;  funeral,  burial, 
and  other  expenses  incidental  thereto  for  beneficiaries  of 
the  Veterans’  Administration  except  burial  awards  author¬ 
ized  by  Veterans’  Administration  Regulation  Numbered  9 
(a),  as  amended;  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes  in  con- 


1 

2 

O 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


formity  with  the  Act  approved  August  27,  1888,  as  amended 
(24  U.  S.  C.  134),  for  the  support  of  veterans  eligible  for 
admission  to  Veterans’  Administration  facilities  for  hospital 
or  domiciliary  care;  not  to  exceed  $5,600  for  newspapers 
and  periodicals;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  not  to  exceed  $44,000  for  the  prep¬ 
aration,  shipment,  installation,  and  display  of  exhibits,  photo¬ 
graphic  displays,  moving  pictures,  and  other  visual  educa¬ 
tional  information  and  descriptive  material,  including  the 
purchase  or  rental  of  equipment ;  and  not  to  exceed  $800,000 
for  research  work  in  connection  with  prosthetic  appliances; 
$87-5,847T795  $887,621,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed 
$179,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  funds  appropriated 
for  this  purpose  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1950,  from  which  allotments  and  transfers  may  be  made 
to  the  Federal  Security  Agency  (Public  Health  Service), 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Interior  Departments,  for  disburse¬ 
ments  by  them  under  the  various  headings  of  their  applicable 
appropriations,  of  such  amounts  as  are  necessary  for  the  care 
and  treatment  of  beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he 
used  to  pay  in  excess  of  seventy  persons  engaged  in  public 
relations  work :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  expended  for  the  purchase  of  any  site  for  or 
toward  the  construction  of  any  new  hospital  or  home,  or  for 


1 

2 

o 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


337 


the  purchase  of  any  hospital  or  home;  and  not  more  than 
$4,708,000  of  this  appropriation  may  be  used  to  repair,  alter, 
improve,  or  provide  facilities  in  the  several  hospitals  and 
homes  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’  Administration 
either  by  contract  or  by  the  hire  of  temporary  employees  and 
the  purchase  of  materials:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter 
the  Administrator  shall  assign  as  his  representatives,  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  last  sentence  of  section  1100  (a)  of  the  Serv¬ 
icemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38  U.  S.  C.  696f) , 
only  such  numbers  of  regional  or  sectional  representatives 
as  he  finds  necessary  to  provide  for  the  processing  of  read¬ 
justment  allowances  in  an  efficient  and  economical  manner. 

Compensation  and  pensions:  For  the  payment  of  com¬ 
pensation,  pensions,  gratuities,  and  allowances  (including 
subsistence  allowances  authorized  by  part  VII  of  Veterans 
Regulation  la,  as  amended) ,  authorized  under  any  Act  of 
Congress,  or  regulation  of  the  President  based  thereon,  in¬ 
cluding  emergency  officers’  retirement  pay  and  annuities, 
the  administration  of  which  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
placed  in  the  Veterans’  Administration,  and  for  the  payment 
of  adjusted-service  credits  as  provided  in  sections  401  and 
601  of  the  Act  of  May  19,  1924,  as  amended  (38  U.  S.  C. 
631  and  661) ,  $2,147,520,000,  to  be  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Readjustment  benefits:  For  the  payment  of  benefits  to 
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or  on  behalf  of  veterans  as  authorized  by  titles  II,  III,  and 
V,  of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944, 
$2,505,600,000,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  for  education  and  training  under  title  II  of 
the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended,  shall  be 
expended  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other  charges,  or  for  sub¬ 
sistence  allowance,  for  any  course  elected  or  commenced 
by  a  veteran  on  or  subsequent  to  July  1,  1948,  and  which 
is  determined  by  the  Administrator  to  be  avocational  or 
recreational  in  character.  For  the  purposes  of  this  proviso, 
education  or  training  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  a  veteran 
to  fly  or  related  aviation  courses  in  connection  with  his 
present  or  contemplated  business  or  occupation  shall  not, 
in  the  absence  of  substantial  evidence  to  the  contrary,  be 
considered  avocational  or  recreational  when  a  certificate  in 
the  form  of  an  affidavit  supported  by  corroborating  affidavits 
by  two  competent  disinterested  persons,  has  been  furnished 
by  a  physically  qualified  veteran  stating  that  such  education 
or  training  will  be  useful  to  him  in  connection  with  earning 
a  livelihood:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  for  education  and  training  under  title  II  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended,  shall  be  ex¬ 
pended  subsequent  to  the  effective  date  of  this  chapter  for 
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subsistence  allowance  or  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other  charges  in 
any  of  the  following  situations: 

(1)  For  any  veteran  for  a  course  in  an  institution 
which  has  been  in  operation  for  a  period  of  less  than  one 
year  immediately  prior  to  the  date  of  enrollment  in  such 
course  unless  such  enrollment  was  prior  to  August  24,  1949; 

(2)  For  any  course  of  education  or  training  for 
which  the  educational  or  training  institution  involved  has 
no  customary  cost  of  tuition,  until  a  fair  and  reasonable 
rate  of  payment  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other  charges  for 
such  course  has  been  determined.  In  any  case  in  which 
one  or  more  contracts  providing  a  rate  or  rates  of  tuition 
have  been  executed  for  two  successive  years,  the  rate 
established  by  the  most  recent  contract  shall  be  considered 
to  be  the  customary  cost  of  tuition  notwithstanding  the 
definition  of  “customary  cost  of  tuition”  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  If  the  Administrator  finds  that  any  institution 
has  no  customary  cost  of  tuition  he  shall  forthwith 
fix  and  pay  or  cause  to  be  paid  a  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  rate  of  payment  for  tuition,  fees,  and  other  charges 
for  the  courses  offered  by  such  institution.  Any  educa¬ 
tional  or  training  institution  which  is  dissatisfied  with  a 
determination  of  a  rate  of  payment  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other 
charges  under  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
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shall  be  entitled,  upon  application  therefore  therefor,  to  a  re¬ 
view  of  such  determination  (including  the  determination  with 
respect  to  whether  there  is  a  customary  cost  of  tuition) 
by  a  board  to  be  known  as  the  “Veterans’  Tuition  Appeals 
Board”  consisting  of  three  members,  appointed  by  the 
Administrator  for  such  purpose.  Such  board  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject,  in  respect  to  appointmenf,  hearings,  appeals,  and 
all  other  actions  and  qualifications,  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  5  to  11,  inclusive,  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act, 
approved  June  11,  1946,  as  amended.  The  decision  of  such 
board  with  respect  to  all  matters  shall  constitute  the  final  ad¬ 
ministrative  determination.  In  no  event  shall  the  board  fix 
a  rate  of  payment  in  excess  of  the  maximum  amount  allow¬ 
able  under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended. 
The  term  “customary  cost  of  tuition”  as  employed  herein 
and  in  paragraph  5,  part  VIII,  Veterans  Regulation 
Numbered  1  (a),  as  amended,  is  regarded  as  that  charge 
which  an  educational  or  training  institution  requires  a  non- 
veteran  enrollee  similarly  circumstanced  to  pay  as  and  for 
tuition  for  a  course,  except  that  the  institution  (other  than 
a  nonprofit  institution  of  higher  learning)  is  not  regarded 
as  having  a  “customary  cost  of  tuition”  for  the  course  or 
courses  in  question  in  the  following  circumstances : 

(a)  Where  the  majority  of  the  enrollment  of  the  edu¬ 
cational  and  training  institution  in  the  course  in  question  con- 
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sists  of  veterans  in  training  under  Public  Laws  16  and  346, 
Seventy-eighth  Congress,  as  amended;  and 

(b)  One  of  the  following  conditions  prevails: 

1.  The  institution  has  been  established  subsequent 
to  June  22,  1944. 

2.  The  institution,  although  established  prior  to  June 
22,  1944,  has  not  been  in  continuous  operation  since 
that  date. 

3.  The  institution,  although  established  prior  to 
June  22,  1944,  has  subsequently  increased  its  total 
tuition  charges  for  the  course  to  all  students  more  than 
25  per  centum. 

4.  The  course  (or  a  course  of  substantially  the  same 
length  and  character)  was  not  provided  for  non  veteran 
students  by  the  institution  prior  to  June  22,  1944, 
although  the  institution  itself  was  established  before  June 
22,  1944:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  the  fore¬ 
going  proviso  shall  be  construed  to  affect  adversely  any 
legal  rights  which  have  accrued  prior  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  chapter,  or  to  affect  payments  to 
educational  or  training  institutions  under  contracts  in 
effect  on  such  date. 

Military  and  naval  insurance:  For  military  and  naval 
insurance,  $6,830,000  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
Hospital  and  domiciliary  facilities:  For  hospital  and 
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domiciliary  facilities,  $160,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended  for  the  payment  of  obligations  hereto¬ 
fore  or  herein  authorized  to  be  incurred  under  this  head, 
for  extending,  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  any 
of  the  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  or  for  any  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tions  1  and  2  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931  (38 
U.  S.  C.  438  j-k)  or  in  section  101  of  the  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38  U.  S.  C.  693a)  :  Provided , 
That  the  authority  contained  in  the  Third  Urgent  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1946,  the  Independent  Offices  Appro¬ 
priation  Act.  1948,  the  Supplemental  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  1949,  and  the  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  to  incur  obligations  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  specified  in  those  Acts,  is  hereby  extended  to 
July  1,  1952:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  -4-  6.7 
per  centum  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  and  contract  au¬ 
thorizations  shall  be  available  for  the  employment  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  field  of  all  necessary  tech¬ 
nical  and  clerical  personnel  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications  for  the  projects  as  approved  hereunder  and  in 
the  supervision  of  the  execution  thereof,  and  for  all  travel 
expenses,  field  office  equipment,  and  supplies  in  connection 
therewith,  except  that  whenever  the  Veterans’  Administra- 
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tion  finds  it  necessary  in  the  construction  of  any  project  to 
employ  other  Government  agencies  or  persons  outside  the 
Federal  service  to  perform  such  services  not  to  exceed  7-  10 
per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  projects  may  be  expended  for 
such  services:  Provided  further,  That  the  amount  of  the 
foregoing  contract  authorizations  available  for  obligation  for 
portable  initial  equipment,  is  increased  from  $10,000,000  to 
$25,000,000,  including  the  purchase  of  one  hundred  and 
seventy-six  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

National  service  life  insurance:  For  the  payment  of 
benefits  and  for  transfer  to  the  national  service  life  insurance 
fund,  in  accordance  with  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  $31,600,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended:  Provided,  That  certain  premiums  shall  be 
credited  to  this  appropriation  as  provided  by  the  Act. 

Veterans’  miscellaneous  benefits:  For  the  payment  of 
burial  awards  authorized  by  Veterans’  Administration  Regu¬ 
lation  Numbered  9  (a) ,  as  amended,  and  for  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  tuition  authorized  by  part  VII  and  payments 
authorized  by  part  IX  of  Veterans’  Administration  Regula¬ 
tion  Numbered  1  (a) ,  as  amended,  $71,100,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Grants  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines :  For  payments 
to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  of  grants  in  accordance 
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with  the  Act  of  July  1,  1948  (Public  Law  865),  for 
expenses  incident  to  medical  care  and  treatment  of  veterans, 
$3,285,000. 

No  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriations  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  hospitalization  or  examination  of  any  persons  except 
beneficiaries  entitled  under  the  laws  bestowing  such  benefits 
to  veterans,  unless  reimbursement  of  cost  is  made  to  the 
appropriation  at  such  rates  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs. 

WAR  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

PAYMENT  OF  CLAIMS 

For  payment  of  claims,  as  authorized  by  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  from  funds  deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  the 
credit  of  the  war  claims  fund  created  by  section  13  (a) 
of  said  Act,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  to  be  available 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  of  claims  under 
sections  4  (a) ,  4  (b)  (2),  5  (e) ,  6  (b) ,  and  7  of  said 
Act  to  the  payees  named  and  in  the  amounts  stated  in  certi¬ 
fications  bv  the  War  Claims  Commission  and  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  or  their  duly  authorized  represent¬ 
atives,  which  certifications  shall  be  in '  lieu  of  any  vouchers 
which  might  otherwise  be  required:  Provided,  That  this 
appropriation  shall  not  be  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  :  Provided  further,  That  no  claims  shall  be  allowed  or 
paid  under  the  provisions  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of  1948 
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from  any  funds  other  than  those  covered  into  the  Treasury 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  39  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  as  provided 
by  section  13  (a)  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  War  Claims  Commission, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
travel;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appro¬ 
priation;  and  advances  or  reimbursements  to  other  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  for  use  of  their  facilities  and  services  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  functions  of  the  Commission ;  8UOOJ4QO 
$ 700,000 ,  to  be  derived  from  the  war  claims  fund 
created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948 
(Public  Law  896,  approved  July  3,  1948) . 

Independent  Offices — General  Provisions 
Sec.  102.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 
in  this  title  for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  shall  he 
used  to  confer  a  fellowship  on  any  person  who  advo¬ 
cates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  or  party  that 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  or  with  respect  to  whom  the 
Commission  finds,  upon  investigation  and  report  by  the 
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Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  on  the  character,  asso¬ 
ciations,  and  loyalty  of  whom,  that  reasonable  grounds 
exist  for  belief  that  such  person  is  disloyal  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That 
any  person  who  advocates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  or  party  that  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and 
accepts  employment  or  a  fellowship  the  salary,  wages, 
stipend,  grant,  or  expenses  for  which  are  paid  from  any 
appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penal  clause  shall  be  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law. 

Sec.  103.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  ex¬ 
pendable  for  travel  expenses  of  employees  and  no  specific 
limitation  has  been  placed  thereon,  the  expenditures  for  such 
travel  expenses  may  not  exceed  the  amount  set  forth  therefor 
in  the  budget  estimates  submitted  for  the  appropriations. 

Sec.  104.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  ex¬ 
pendable  for  the  purchase  of  newspapers  and  periodicals  and 
no  specific  limitation  has  been  placed  thereon,  the  expendi¬ 
tures  therefor  under  each  such  appropriation  may  not  exceed 
the  amount  of  $50:  Provided,  That  this  limitation  shall  not 
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apply  to  the  purchase  of  scientific,  technical,  trade,  or  traffic 
periodicals  necessary  in  connection  with  the  performance  of 
the  authorized  functions  of  the  agencies  for  which  funds  are 
herein  provided. 

Sec.  105.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 
in  this  title  shall  be  available  to  pay  the  salary  of  any 
person  filling  a  position,  other  than  a  temporary  position, 
formerly  held  by  an  employee  who  has  left  to  enter  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  has  satisfactorily  com¬ 
pleted  his  period  of  active  military  or  naval  service  and  has 
within  ninety  da}^s  after  his  release  from  such  service  or  from 
hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not 
more  than  one  year  made  application  for  restoration  to  his 
former  position  and  has  been  certified  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  as  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  his 
former  position  and  has  not  been  restored  thereto. 

Sec.  106.  Appropriations  contained  in  this  title, 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  shall  be  available,  when 
specifically  authorized  b}^  the  head  of  the  activity  or  estab¬ 
lishment  concerned,  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
of  organizations  concerned  with  the  function  or  activity  for 
which  the  appropriation  concerned  is  made;  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations 
and  activities  in  the  field. 

Sec.  107.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  or  fund 
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contained  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for  installing  or 
maintaining  systems  for  administrative  appropriation,  fund, 
or  inventory  accounting  except  such  systems  as  are  pre¬ 
scribed  or  approved  by  the  Comptroller  General:  Provided, 
That  all  agencies,  for  whose  activities  provision  is  made  in 
this  title,  shall  hereafter  maintain  fiscal-accounting  control 
of  all  inventories  of  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment  which 
may  be  owned  by  or  be  iii  the  custody  of  such  agencies. 

Sec.  108.  No  part  of  any  appropriations  made 
available  by  the  provisions  of  this-  title  shall  be  used  for 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  real  estate  or  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  new  offices  outside  the  District  of  Columbia: 
Provided,  That  this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  programs 
which  have  been  approved  by  the  Congress  and  appropria¬ 
tions  made  therefor. 

Sec.  109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any 
employee  engaged  in  personnel  work  in  excess  of  the  num¬ 
ber  that  would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of  one  such  employee 
to  one  hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full-time,  part- 
time,  and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned: 
Provided,  That  for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall 
be  considered  as  engaged  in  personnel  work  if  they  spend 
half  time  or  more  in  personnel  administration  consisting  of 
direction  and  administration  of  the  personnel  program; 
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employment,  placement,  and  separation;  job  evaluation  and 
classification;  employee  relations  and  services;  training; 
committees  of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service 
examiners;  wage  administration;  and  processing,  recording, 
and  reporting. 

Sec.  110.  None  of  the  sections  under  the  head  “ Inde¬ 
pendent  offices,  General  'provisions ”  in  this  title  shall  apply 
to  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  the  Inland 
W aterways  Corporation,  or  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
TITLE  II— CORPORATIONS 
The  following  corporations  and  agencies,  respectively, 
are  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within 
the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to 
each  such  corporation  or  agency  and  in  accord  with  law, 
and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth 
in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  each  such  corpo¬ 
ration  or  agency,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 
HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board:  Not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
$455,000  to  he  derived  from  the  special  deposit 
account  established  under  the  provisions  under  the  head 
“Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration”  in  the  Inde- 
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pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1944,  and  from  receipts 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration,  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  or  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  prior  fiscal  years,  shall  he 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  including  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150), 
and  the  Board  may  utilize  and  may  make  payment  for 
services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  tnc 
Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation,  the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government:  Provided ,  That 
all  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  conservator- 
ship  of  institutions  insured  by  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  and  all  necessary  expenses  (including 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  in¬ 
cluding  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with  the 
handling,  including  the  purchase,  sale,  and  exchange,  of 
securities  on  behalf  of  Federal  home-loan  banks,  and  the 
sale,  issuance,  and  retirement  of,  or  payment  of  interest  on, 
debentures  or  bonds,  under  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Act,  as  amended,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative 
expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof:  Provided  further,  That  not¬ 
withstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for 
the  limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  admin- 
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istrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of  the  Board  shall  be 
incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  of  July  22,  1932,  as 
amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1421-1449). 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation: 
Not  to  exceed  $635,000  shall  be  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  including  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  which  shall  be  on 
an  accrual  basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid, 
depreciation,  properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  in 
connection  with  liquidation  of  insured  institutions,  liquida¬ 
tion  or  handling  of  assets  of  or  derived  from  insured  insti¬ 
tutions,  payment  of  insurance,  and  action  for  or  toward 
the  avoidance,  termination,  or  minimizing  of  losses  in  the 
case  of  specific  insured  institutions,  and  legal  fees  and 
expenses,  and  said  Corporation  may  utilize  and  may  make 
payment  for  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan 
banks,  the  Federal  Reserve  hanks,  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Government:  Provided ,  That  notwithstanding  any 
other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for  the  limitation 
in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  administrative  expenses 
and  other  obligations  of  said  Corporation  shall  be  incurred, 
allowed  and  paid  in  accordance  with  title  IV  of  the  Act 
of  June  27,  1934,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1724-1730). 
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Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation:  Hot  to  exceed 
$1,400,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  including  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  which  shall  be  on  an  accrual 
basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid,  depreciation, 
properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  (including  per¬ 
sonal  services)  in  connection  with  the  termination  or  liquida¬ 
tion  of  accounts  carried  on  the  books  of  the  Corporation 
not  to  exceed  $500,000,  expenses  (including  services 
performed  on  a  force  account,  contract,  or  fee  basis,  but 
not  including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition,  protection,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement, 
or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  said 
Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  and  legal  fees 
and  expenses,  and  said  Corporation  may  utilize  and  may 
make  payment  for  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home- 
loan  banks,  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government:  Provided,  That, 
notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except 
for  the  limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of  said  Corpora¬ 
tion  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with 
the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (12 
U.  S.  C.  1461-1468)  . 
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Federal  Housing  Administration:  In  addition  to  the 
amounts  available  by  or  pursuant  to  law  (which  shall  be 
transferred  to  this  authorization)  for  the  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  in  carrying 
out  duties  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  law,  not  to  exceed 
$5,425,000  of  the  various  funds  of  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  expenditure,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12 
U.  S.  C.  1701)  :  Provided,  That,  except  as  herein  other¬ 
wise  provided,  all  expenses  and  obligations  of  said  Admin¬ 
istration  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  said  Act:  Provided,  further,  That 
funds  available  for  expenditure  shall  be  available  for  contract 
actuarial  services  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  purchase  of 
periodicals  and  newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and 
the  purchase  of  two  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  one 
shall  be  for  replacement  only. 

Public  Housing  Administration:  Of  the  amounts 
available  by  or  pursuant  to  law  for  the  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Public  Housing  Administration  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  duties  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  law  including 
funds  appropriated  by  title  I  of  this  chapter,  not  to  exceed 
$17,72-1,000  $ 17,524,000  shall  be  available  for  such  ex¬ 
penses,  including  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  nine  passenger 
H.  E.  7786 - 23 
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motor  vehicles,  of  which  eight  shall  be  for  replacement  only ; 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  Administration;  and  a  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  :  Provided, 
That  necessary  expenses  of  providing  representatives  of  the 
Administration  at  the  sites  of  non-Federal  projects  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  construction  of  such  non-Federal  projects  b}7 
public  housing  agencies  with  the  aid  of  the  Administration, 
shall  be  compensated  by  such  agencies  by  the  payment  of 
fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  relation  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  costs  of  such  projects  will  cover  the  costs  of  render¬ 
ing  such  services,  and  expenditures  by  the  Administration 
for  such  purpose  shall  be  considered  nonadministrative 
expenses,  and  funds  received  from  such  payments  may  be 
used  only  for  the  payment  of  necessary  expenses  of  provid¬ 
ing  representatives  of  the  Administration  at  the  sites  of 
non-Federal  projects  or  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Administration  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  authorized  bv 
the  Congress:  Provided  further,  That  the  Administrator 
of  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  may  relinquish 
and  transfer,  pursuant  to  the  same  general  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  subsections  505  (a)  and  (b)  of  the 
Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  added  by  the  Act  of  June  28, 
1948  (Public  Law  796) ,  title  to  temporary  housing  pro¬ 
vided  for  certain  veterans  and  their  families  under  title 
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V  of  said  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended,  to  any 
State,  county,  city,  other  public  body,  educational  institution, 
or  nonprofit  organization :  Provided  further,  That  any  appli¬ 
cation  for  such  relinquishment  and  transfer  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Administrator  by  December  31,  1950:  Provided  further, 
That  funds  made  available  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1936  (49 
Stat.  2035)  shall  be  available  for  necessary  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  administrative  expenses,  of  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  19,  1949  (Public  Law  65) . 

INLAND  WATERWAYS  CORPORATION 
Inland  Waterways  Corporation  (administered  under 
the  supervision  and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce)  : 
Not  to  exceed  $542,000  shall  be  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  to  be  determined  in  the  manner  set 
forth  under  the  title  “General  expenses”  in  the  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  for  Carriers  by  Water  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  (effective  January  1,  1947)  :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  funds  shall  be  used  to  pay  compensation  of 
employees  normally  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949  at  rates  in  excess  of  rates  fixed  for  similar  services 
under  the  provisions  of  said  Act,  nor  to  pay  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  vessel  employees  and  such  terminal  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  as  are  not  covered  by  said  Act,  at  rates  in  excess 
of  rates  prevailing  in  the  river  transportation  industry  in 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 


356 


the  area  (including  prevailing  leave  allowances  for  vessel 
employees,  but  the  granting  of  such  allowances  shall  not  he 
construed  as  establishing  a  different  leave  system  within  the 
meaning  of  that  term  as  used  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5.  U.  S.  C.  61d)  ). 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
Not  to  exceed  $4,026,000  of  the  funds  available 
to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  all  administrative  and 
general  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  which  expenses  shall 
be  inclusive  of  costs  of  all  administrative  offices  and  other 
activities  representing  management  and  other  functions  serv¬ 
ing  the  programs  and  projects  of  the  Corporation  in  general. 

Corporations — General  Provision- 
Sec.  202.  No  part  of  the  funds  of,  or  available  for  ex¬ 
penditure  by,  any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this 
title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  employee 
engaged  in  personnel  work  in  excess  of  the  number  that 
would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of  one  such  employee  to  one 
hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full-time,  part-time, 
and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall  be 
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1  considered  as  engaged  in  personnel  work  if  they  spend  half- 

2  time  or  more  in  personnel  administration  consisting  of  di- 

3  rection  and  administration  of  the  personnel  program; 

4  employment,  placement,  and  separation;  job  evaluation  and 

5  classification;  employee  relations  and  services;  training; 

6  committees  of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service 

7  examiners;  wage  administration;  and  processing,  recording, 

8  and  reporting. 

9  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Independent  Offices 
10  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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1  CHAPTER,  IX— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,  DEPARTMENT 


/ 


o 

O 


OE  THE  ARMY 


Quartermaster  Corps 


CEMETEEIAL  EXPENSES 


Cemen^rial  expenses:  Eor  maintaining  and  improving 
6  national  cemeteries,  including  personal  services  and  fuel  for 


5. 


I  superintendents ;  purchase  of  grave  sites/maintenance  of  the 
8  Arlington  Memorial  ^Vmphitheater,  ^napel,  and  grounds  in 
3  the  Arlington  NationaUCemeter^and  that  portion  of  Con- 

10  gressional  Cemetery  to  wliihjr  the  United  States  has  title  and 

11  the  graves  of  those  buried  therein,  including  Confederate 

12  graves,  and  the  burial  site  of  Pusmgiataha,  a  Choctaw  Indian 

13  chief;  repair  to  roadways  but  not  'to  more  than  a  single 
11  approach  road  to  any  national  cemeteiyu  for  headstones  or 

15  markers  for  unmarked  graves  of  members  of  the  armed  forces 

16  under  the  Act  of  July  1,  1948  (24  U.  S.  ’Q.  279a,  b), 

17  and  civilians  interred  in  post  cemeteries;  for  maintenance 

18  of  monuments,  tablets,  roads,  fences,  and  so  forth,  made  and 

19  constructed  by  the  United  States  in  Cuba  and  China  to  mark 

20  the  places  where  American  soldiers  fell;  maintenance  of  they 
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year  1950  and  the  current  fiscal  year,  upon  certification  by 

2  Yhe  appropriate  agency  of  the  department  concerned. 

3  \  Sec.  -030  629.  Not  more  than  $15,000,000  of.  the 

4  amounts  received  during  the  current  fiscal  year  hv  each  of  the 

5  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  a i  proceeds 

6  from  the  sVe  of  scrap  or  salvage  material,  shall  be  available 

7  during  the  cim'ent  fiscal  year  for  expenses  of  transportation, 

8  demilitarization, Yind  other  preparation  for  sale  or  salvage  of 

9  military  supplies,  equipment,  and  materiel:  Provided ,  That  a 

10  report  of  receipts  arM  disbursements  under  this  limitation 

11  shall  be  made  quarterly  \>  the  Appropriation  Committees  of 

12  the  Congress. 

13  TITLE  VII— REDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATIONS 

14  Sec.  701.  The  contract  autl\rization  granted  under  the 

15  head  “Ordnance  for  New  Construction,”  in  title  IV  of  the 

16  “National  Military  Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,” 

17  is  reduced  by  the  sum  of  $31,460,000  and,  the  amount  of  the 

18  limitation  imposed  by  the  proviso  under  said  head  on  the 

19  total  obligations  to  be  incurred  for  armor,  ai\nament,  and 

20  ammunition,  for  construction,  conversion,  or  replacement  ap- 

21  proved  during  the  fiscal  year  1950,  is  also  reducedvby  the 
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22  sum  of  $31,460,000. 

23  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Defense  Appropriat¬ 
ed  tion  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  X  A  GENERAL  REDUCTIONS  IN  AN 
PROPRIATIOX&  AND  CONTRAO-T  APIIORI- 
ZATIONS 


4i  All  C* 
llUllu 


tiens  m  appropriations  and  contract 

in  this  Act  ace  herebv  made  m  the  sum 


Net  more  than  the  following  seme  may  he  obligated  by 
any  agency  or  department  provided  for  in  this  Aety  vfo-j 
-f4)-  Eer  civilian  personnel  net  mere  than  an  amount  40 
per  centum  below  the  amount  proposed  in  the  President’s 
js  for  hseal  year  495  fo  except  that  in  the  Pe- 
ei  Defense  where  no  mere  than  the  amount  of  the 
Presidents  budget  estimate  minus  h  per  eentu-m  shah  he 
obligated:  This  paragraph  shah  net  apply  to  nurses?  doe- 
tors?  or  ether  medical  personnel,-  including  orderlies,-  in  the 

-(h)-  Per  travel  net  mere  than  a  total  for  ah  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  of  $£49,000,000?  and  net  mere  than  5 
per  centum  less  than  the  estimates  provided  fer  military 
personnel  travel  and  net  mere  than  TO  per  centum  less  than 
the  amount  provided  for  civilian  personnel  travel,-  than  the 
estimates  therefor  contained  in  the  President’s  budget  mes¬ 
sage  for  the  hseal  year  495 It 
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-fO)-  Pee  teaaspeetatiea  el  tkmgSj  fee  ak 
sad  ageaeiesy  aet  meee  tkaa  $720,000,000:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther  Pkat  in  ae  ease  shall  ike  ftmewri  akkgated  exeeed  a 
kgn-ee  1-0  pee  eeatnm  helew  Ike  estimates  sab  netted  bp  Ike 
dkesideat  in  his  bwlget  message  fee  4054  lee  eaek  item 
fee  all  ageneies  except  tke  Pepaetarent  el  Pcfcnscy  and  fee 
tke  Pepartment  el  Pefcasc  net  more  than  5  pee  eeatnm  leas 
than  tke  estimates  el  tke  Ikesidenty  teansnntted  Wfc  Sft'Kl 

I  A1-1./J  mnefi  »->  . 

t/Ctu^v  l  Ill  v  o • 

-f-t)-  Pee  eomnmnieatiens  see¥ieesT  net  meee  than  $59y- 
b  and  net  aeeee  fee  anp  department  etkee  tkaa  tke 
el  Pefease  tkaa  tke  aaeeaat  el  tke  T)' 


Irak  get  estimates  fee  4054  naans  40  pee  eeatum,  and  fee 
tke  Pepartment  ef  Pefense  aet  nmre  tkaa  a  fig-are  5  pee 
ecntmn  kelow-  the  Pres-identh  budget  estimates  fee  4951. 

-(5)-  Pee  reats  and  atilities,  aet  nmre  tkaa  $305y- 
OOOyOOOy  and  fee  ak  establishments  other  tkaa  tke  Pepart- 
ment  ef  Pefease  aet  mere  tkaa  tke  Presidents  bndget 
estimates  fee  kseal  pear  1054  mmns  40  pee  centum. 

-fOf  Pee  printing  and  reprednetieny  aet  aeeee  tkaa 
$52y000,000,  aad  aet  nmre  ia  anp  ease  tkaa  tke  President’s 
badget  esfaaates  fee  4054  naans  40  pee  eeataaa 

-fa)-  Pee  etkee  eeateaetaal  servicesy  aet  meee  tkaa 
$1 ,3Q4,OOOyOOOy  aad  fee  ak  depaetments  etkee  tkaa  tke 
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el  ©eleese  eel  mere  tbae  Ike  President’s  badge t 
estimates  lei1 1054  miens  40  per  centem. 

_  /  S"v  \  l^Ay  o  1 1  yvi'tl  v/in  o  l  \  f  1  111  ft  f  AVI  il  1  ‘71  V>  Af  1^1  Ayn  f  1  p  n  QQQ 

TCy^  JL  Ur  orrtTpiitro  turtt  llicl  LG  1  itllib ^  11  Ue  liiUl  U  11 i till  tJP eJ  j O OOj 

000,000,-  aed  ley  ab  depertmeets  el  tbe  Government  except 
tbe  Department  el  ©eleese  aed  tbe  Veterans’  hospitals  eel 
mere  tbae  0+e  President’s  budget  estimates  ler  4901  minus 
40  per  centum 

-(Of  Per  equipment,  eel  mere  tb-ae  $3-, 074, 000, 000, 
aed  ler  ab  departments  elber  tbae  Ibe  ©apartment  el  ©e- 
lense,-  eel  erere  lhae  ibe  President-4  bedgel  estimates  ler 
1951  minus  40  per  ecetum.- 

(40)  Per  laeds  aed  structures?  ler  ad  departments  el 
ibe  Government,  except  ibe  Department  el  Defense  eel 
mere  tbae  ibe  PresideePs  budget  estimates  ler  4901  eeeus  0 


per  centum. 
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CHAPTER  X-B-FOEEIGN  AID 
TITLE  I— FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE 

PRESIDENT 

ECONOMIC  COOPERATION 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  19,  1949  (Public  Law  47), 
and,  as  further  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  5,  1950  (Public  . 
Law  535),  including  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  (not  to 
exceed  $30,000);  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  and  hire  of  aircraft;  payment  of  damage 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  rents  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  transportation  of  privately  owned 
automobiles;  entertainment  (not  to  exceed  $20,000); 
exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the 
Revised  Statutes;  and  loss  by  exchange;  $ 2,391,930,000 ,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $50,000  shall  be  available  for  expendi¬ 
tures  of  a  confidential  character  (other  than  entertainment) 
under  the  direction  of  the  Administrator  or  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  who  shall  make  a  certificate  of  the  amount 
of  each  such  expenditure  which  he  may  think  it  advisable  not 
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to  specify,  and  every  such  certificate  shall  he  deemed  a  suffi¬ 
cient  voucher  for  the  amount  therein  specified:  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  he  consolidated  and  merged 
with  funds  heretofore  made  available  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and 
such  consolidated  appropriation  may  he  used  during  the 
fiscal  year  1951  within  the  limitations  herein  specified:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  $15,255,000  of  such  con¬ 
solidated  appropriation  shall  he  available  for  administrative 
expenses  during  the  fiscal  year  1951,  of  which  not  more  than 
$25,000  shall  he  available  to  the  Administrator  for  any 
further  action  he  may  consider  advisable  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  section  115  (f)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided  further,  That  not  to 
exceed  $600,000,000  shall  he  available  for  transfers  under 
section  111  (d)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  shall  he  expended  in  a  manner  that  will 
permit  any  of  the  local  currency  equivalents,  derived  there¬ 
from  in  compliance  with  section  115  (h)  (6)  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  to  he  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  any  recipient  country  so  long  as  any  depend¬ 
ent  area  of  such  country  fails  to  comply  with  any  treaty  to 
which  such  dependent  area  and  the  United  States  are  parties. 

ASSISTANCE  TO  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 
For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  assistance  to  the 
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Republic  of  Korea,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  programs  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  TJ.  S.  C.  150);  transportation  of  privately 
owned  automobiles;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and 
aircraft;  exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651 
of  the  Revised  Statutes;  and  loss  by  exchange;  $90,000,000 : 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000  shall  be  available 
for  administrative  expenses. 

INTERNATIONAL  CHILDREN’S  WELFARE  WORK 
To  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  V  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  $12,500,000 : 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  contributions  to  any  agency  or  to  any  subordinate  body 
of  the  United  Nations  other  than  to  the  United  Nations 
International  Children’s  Emergency  Fund. 

INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  for  International  Development 
(title  IV  of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twelve),  and  hire  of 
H.  R.  7786 - 29 
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passenger  motor  vehicles  for  use  outside  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States;  printing  and  binding;  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service 
programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  insurance 
of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by 
law  of  such  countries;  acquisition  of  temporary  quarters  out¬ 
side  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  to  house  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States  Government  by  rental  (with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as 
amended  (40  U.  S.  C.  278a)),  lease,  or  construction,  and 
necessary  repairs  and  alterations  to  such  temporary  quarters; 
exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  543);  entertainment  (not 
to  exceed  $2,000)  ;  health  and  accident  insurance  for  foreign 
trainees  and  technicians  while  absent  from  their  own 
countries  participating  in  activities  authorized  under  this 
appropriation,  and  actual  expenses  of  preparing  and  trans¬ 
porting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of  such  persons 
who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  participating  in 
such  activities;  services  of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  and  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
for  purposes  of  providing  such  services  the  Public  Health 
Service  may  appoint  not  to  exceed  twenty  officers  in  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Corps  to  grades  above  that  of  senior  assistant,  but  not 
above  that  of  director,  as  otherwise  authorized  in  accordance 
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with  section  711  of  the  Act  of  July  1 ,  1944,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.  211a),  and  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
may  appoint  for  such  purposes  not  to  exceed  twenty  com¬ 
missioned  officers  in  addition  to  those  otherwise  authorized; 
$10.000,000 ;  and,  in  addition,  there  may  he  transferred 
to  this  appropriation  for  the  purposes  hereof  not  to  exceed 
$2,600,000  from  the  appropriation  to  the  Department  of  State 
for  “ International  information  and  educational  activities,” 
fiscal  year  1951:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  he 
available  for  contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  during  the 
fiscal  year  1951  pursuant  to  section  405  (e)  of  the  Act  for 
International  Development  which  entail  commitments  for  the 
expenditure  of  funds  for  not  to  exceed  three  years :  Provided, 
however,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may  he  expended 
for  the  duplication  of  any  program  being  carried  on  by  any 
other  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  or  any  inter¬ 
national  agency  to  which  the  United  States  is  a  major  con¬ 
tributor,  nor  for  the  construction  of  any  project,  nor  for  any 
purpose  except  administrative  expenses  (not  to  exceed  10 
per  centum),  and  preliminary  surveys  and  technical  coop¬ 
eration  programs  upon  which  reports  shall  be  made  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  quarterly:  Provided  further, 
That  the  making  of  any  survey  or  the  advancement  of  any 
technical  cooperation  program  or  the  preparation  of  plans 
for  projects  does  not  constitute  any  obligation  whatsoever  on 
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the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  make  any 
loan  or  grant  for  the  execution  or  construction  of  any  project 
or  for  the  completion  of  any  program  devised  under  title  IV 
of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950:  Provided 
further,  That  it  shall  he  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  give  written  notice  to  each  recipient  of  funds  or 
beneficiary  under  said  title  that  such  assistance  shall  not  he 
construed  as  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  United,  States 
to  make  funds  available  for  the  construction  or  execution  of 
any  project  and  to  report  such  action  to  Congress. 

MUTUAL  DEFENSE  ASSISTANCE 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  for  the  period  through  June  30,  1951, 
$ 1,678,023,729 ,  of  which  (a)  $1,000,000,000  shall  be 
available,  in  accordance  with  section  102  (b),  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  title  I,  including  expenses,  as  authorized 
by  section  408  (b),  of  administering  the  provisions  of  said 
Act  and  the  Act  of  May  22,  1947  (61  Stat.  103),  as 
amended;  (b)  $131,500 ,000  shall  be  available  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  title  II;  (c)  $91,000,000  shall  be 
available  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  111,  includ¬ 
ing  $16,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  302  (b)  and 
$ 75,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  303  (b) ;  and  (d) 
$455,523,729  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  obligations 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


453 


incurred  under  the  authority  to  enter  into  contracts  granted 
under  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1950:  Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  ap¬ 
propriations  and  contract  authorizations  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950, 
shall  continue  available  until  June  30,  1951. 

TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 

GOVERNMENT  AND  RELIEF  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government  or  occupation  of  certain 
foreign  areas  (except  Germany) ,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  and,  subject  to 
such  authorizations  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned,  tuition, 
personal  cdlowances  ( not  to  exceed  $10  per  day),  travel 
expenses  ( not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for  like  United 
States  military  or  civilian  personnel),  and  fees  incident  to 
instruction  in  the  United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons 
as  may  be  required  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appro¬ 
priation;  travel  expenses  and  transportation ;  services  as 

0 

authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
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law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  'payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  translation  rights,  photographic  work, 
educational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  in¬ 
cluding  preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  expenses 
incident  to  the  operation  of  schools  in  Japan  for  American 
children  who  are  dependents  of  Government  personnel ;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  aircraft;  repair  and  maintenance  of  buildings, 
utilities,  facilities,  and  apurtenances;  contingencies  for  the 
United  States  commanders,  commissioners,  or  other  adminis¬ 
trators  of  foreign  areas,  to  be  expended  in  their  respective 
discretions  (not  exceeding  amounts  authorized  or  approved 
by  the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned) ;  such 
minimum  supplies  for  the  civilian  populations  of  such  areas 
as  may  be  essential  to  prevent  starvation,  disease,  or  unrest , 
prejudicial  to  the  objectives  sought  to  be  accomplished;  and 
such  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  be  essential 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $288,000,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $18,200,000  shall  be  available  for 
administrative  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  general  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 
for  the  military  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
shall  apply  to  expenditures  n nade  by  that  Department 
from  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  from  this  appropriation  may  be  made  out- 
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side  continental  United  States,  when  necessary  to  carry 
out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sections  355,  1136, 
3648,  and  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil 
service  or  classification  laws,  or  provisions  of  law  prohibiting 
payment  of  any  person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States: 
Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  may  be  made,  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its 
purposes,  without  regard  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  and  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of 
1947  (41  U.  S.  C.  151-161) :  Provided  further,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  eco¬ 
nomic  rehabilitation  in  such  occupied  areas  in  such  manner 
as  to  be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided  further, 
That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  and  unexpended  at  the 
time  of  the  termination  of  occupation  by  the  United  States,  of 
any  area  for  which  such  funds  are  made  available,  may  be 
expended  by  the  President  for  the  procurement  of  such  com¬ 
modities  and  technical  services,  and  commodities  procured 
from  funds  herein  or  heretofore  appropriated  for  government 
and  relief  in  occupied  areas  and  not  delivered  to  such  an  area 
prior  to  the  time  of  the  termination  of  occupation,  may  be 
utilized  by  the  President,  as  may  be  necessary  to  assist  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  political  and  economic  stability  of  such 
areas:  Provided  further,  That  before  any  such  assistance  is 
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made  available,  an  agreement  shall  be  entered  into  between 
the  United  States  and  the  recognized  government  or  authority 
with  respect  to  such  area  containing  such  undertakings  by 
such  government  or  authority  as  the  President  may  deter¬ 
mine  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  assure  the  efficient  use  of 
such  assistance  in  furtherance  of  such  purposes:  Provided 
further,  That  such  agreement  shall,  when  applicable,  include 
requirements  and  undertakings  corresponding  to  the  require¬ 
ments  and  undertakings  specified  in  sections  5,  6,  and  7 
of  the  Foreign  Aid  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  389,  approved 
December  17,  1947):  Provided  further,  That  funds  appro¬ 
priated  hereunder  may  be  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned  to  pay 
ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States  ports,  in¬ 
cluding  territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  Japan  and  the  Ryukyus 
for  the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased 
by,  United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  regis¬ 
tered  with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned 
to  individuals  residing  in  such  countries:  Provided  further, 
That  under  the  rides  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the 
head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned  shall  fix  and 
pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound  for  the  ocean  transportation 
of  all  relief  packages  of  food  or  other  general  classification 
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of  commodities  shipped  to  Japan  or  the  Ryukyus  regardless 
of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates  charged  by  par¬ 
ticular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this  proviso  shall  not 
apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to  individuals:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  President  may  transfer  to  any  other 
department  or  agency  any  function  or  functions  provided  for 
under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to  any 
such  department  or  agency  such  unobligated  balances  of  this 
appropriation  and,  without  reimbursement  and  without  regard 
to  the  appropriation  from  which  procured,  such  property 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  determine 
to  relate  primarily  to  any  function  or  functions  so  transferred; 
and  any  funds  so  transferred  may  be  expended  either  under 
the  authority  contained  herein  or  under  the  authority  govern¬ 
ing  the  activities  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned. 
TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

GOVERNMENT  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS  OF  GERMANY 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government,  occupation,  and  control 
of  occupied  areas  of  Germany,  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  one  deputy  to  the  United 
States  High  Commissioner  for  Germany  at  a  salary  of 
$17,500;  tuition,  personal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10 
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per  day),  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for 
United  States  civilian  personnel) ,  health  and  accident  insur¬ 
ance,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere,  of  such  persons  as  may  he  required  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  actual  expenses  of  pre¬ 
paring  and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains 
of  persons  who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  partici¬ 
pating  in  activities  authorized  under  this  appropriation ; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per 
diem  for  individuals;  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  and  payment  of  tort  claims  in 
the  manner  authorized  in  the  first  paragraph  of  section  2672, 
as  amended,  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  when  such 
claims  arise  in  foreign  countries;  expenses  for  translation 
and  reproduction  rights;  acquisition,  maintenance,  operation, 
and  distribution  of  educational,  informational,  reorientation, 
and  rehabilitation  materials  and  equipment  for  Germany, 
including  grants;  medical  and  health  assistance  for  the 
civilian  population  of  Germany;  expenses  incident  to  the 
operation  of  schools  for  American  children  who  are  depend¬ 
ents  of  Government  personnel;  expenses  incident  to  main¬ 
taining  discipline  and  order  in  occupied  areas  (including 
trial  and  punishment  by  courts  established  by  or  under 
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1  authority  of  the  President);  printing  and  binding ,  includ- 

2  mg  printing  and  binding  outside  continental  United  States 

3  without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1 ,  1919 

4  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  purchase,  rental,  operation,  and  mainte- 

5  nance  of  printing  and  binding  machines,  equipment,  and 

6  devices  abroad;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  ve- 
1  hides;  transportation  to  occupied  Germany  of  property 

8  donated  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  unforeseen 

9  contingencies  (not  to  exceed  $ 100,000 )  for  the  United  States 

10  High  Commissioner  for  Germany,  to  be  accounted  for  pur- 

11  suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes 

12  (31  U.  S.  C.  107);  and  representation  allowances  (not  to 
12  exceed  $ 20,000 )  similar  to  those  authorized  by  section  901 

14  (3)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 

15  1131);  $27,000,000:  Provided,  That  provisions  of  law , 

16  including  current  appropriation  Acts,  applicable  to  the  De¬ 
ll  partment  of  State  shall  be  available  for  application  to 

18  expenditures  made  from  this  appropriation:  Provided  fur- 

19  ther,  That  when  section  601  of  the  Economy  Act  of  1932, 

20  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  686),  is  employed  to  carry  out 

21  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  the  requisitioned  agency 

22  may  utilize  the  authority  contained  in  this  appropriation: 

23  Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  appropriation 
21  may  be  made  outside  the  continental  United  States,  when 
25  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sec- 
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tions  355  and  3648,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Department  of  State  is  authorized  to  utilize 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation,  includ¬ 
ing  unforeseen  contingencies,  without  dollar  reimbursement 
from  this  or  any  other  appropriation  (1)  currencies  de¬ 
posited  in  Germany  by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany 
in  accordance  with  section  115  (b)  (6)  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  which  may  be 
made  available  by  the  Economic  Cooperation  Administration , 
(2)  currencies  otherwise  deposited  in  Germany  by  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany  and  which  become  available 
for  use  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  its  repre¬ 
sentatives  or  agencies  in  Germany,  in  such  quantities  and 
under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  after  consultation  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Economic  Cooperation,  and  (3)  other  currencies 
derived  from  activities  carried  on  under  this  appropriation: 
Provided  further,  That  civilian  employees  of  the  United 
States  serving  in  Germany  who  received  appointments  in 
October  1949  to  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States 
for  service  in  Germany  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
625  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  be  considered  to 
have  been  in  class  on  September  30,  1949:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  appoint¬ 
ments  may  be  made  to  the  Foreign  Service  Reserve  without 
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regard  to  the  four-year  limitation  contained  in  section  522 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946 :  Provided  further,  That 
in  the  event  the  President  assigns  to  the  Department  of  State 
responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  government,  occupation,  or  control  of  foreign 
areas  in  addition  to  Germany,  the  authorities  contained  in 
this  appropriation  may  be  utilized  by  the  Department  of 
State  in  connection  with  such  government,  occupation,  or 
control  of  such  foreign  areas:  Provided  further,  That  when 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  under  the  authority  of  the  Act 

of  March  3,  1911,  as  amended  (10  U.  S.  C.  1253),  fur- 

% 

nishcs  subsistence  supplies  to  personnel  of  civilian  agencies 
of  the  United  States  Government  serving  in  Germany,  pay¬ 
ment  therefor  by  such  personnel  shall  be  made  at  the  same 
rate  as  is  paid  by  civilian  personnel  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army  serving  in  Germany. 

AID  TO  PALESTINE  REFUGEES 

For  contributions  by  the  United  States  to  the  United 
Nations  for  the  United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency 
for  Palestine  Refugees  in  the  Near  East,  as  authorized  by 
title  111  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  $24,705,000. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  uForeign  Aid  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,.  1951”, 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


462 


CHAPTER  XI— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Departments  and  Agencies 
Sec.  1101.  Unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  the 
maximum  amount  allowable  during  the  current  fiscal 
year,  in  accordance  with  section  16  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  78),  for  the  purchase  of  any  passenger 
motor  vehicle  (exclusive  of  busses,  ambulances,  and  station 
wagons) ,  is  hereby  fixed  at  $1,400. 

Sec.  1102.  Unless  otherwise  specified  and  during  the 
current  fiscal  year,  no  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 
in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  (including  any  agency  the  majority  of  the 
stock  of  which  is  owned  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States)  whose  post  of  duty  is  in  continental  United  States 
unless  such  person  (1)  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
(2)  is  a  person  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  who,  being  eligible  for 
citizenship,  had  filed  a  declaration  of  intention  to  become 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  prior  to  such  date,  or  (3) 
is  a  person  who  owes  allegiance  to  the  United  States: 
Provided,  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  an  affidavit 
signed  by  any  such  person  shall  be  considered  prima  facie 
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evidence  that  the  requirements  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  his  status  have  been  complied  with:  Provided  further, 
That  any  person  making  a  false  affidavit  shall  be  guilty 
of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $4,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year, 
or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the  above  penal  clause 
shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That 
any  payment  made  to  any  officer  or  employee  contrary 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  recoverable  in 
action  by  the  Federal  Government.  This  section  shall  not 
apply  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  or  to 
nationals  of  those  countries  allied  with  the  United  States 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

Sec.  1103.  Appropriations  of  the  executive  departments 
and  independent  establishments  for  the  current  fiscal  year, 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  or  for  the  expenses  of  the 
activity  concerned,  are  hereby  made  available  for  living 
quarters  allowances  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1930  (5  U.  S.  C.  118a),  and  regulations  prescribed  there¬ 
under,  and  cost-of-living  allowances  similar  to  those  allowed 
under  section  901  (2)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946, 
in  accordance  with  and  to  the  extent  prescribed  by  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  President,  for  all  civilian  officers  and  employees 
of  the  Government  permanently  stationed  in  foreign  coun- 
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tries :  Provided,  That  the  availability  of  appropriations  made 
to  the  Department  of  State  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  shall  not  be  affected  hereby. 

Sec.  1104.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  paid 
to  any  person  for  the  filling  of  any  position  for  which  he  or 
she  has  been  nominated  after  the  Senate  has  voted  not  to 
approve  of  the  nomination  of  said  person. 

Sec.  1105.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  to  pay  in  excess  of  $4 
per  volume  for  the  current  and  future  volumes  of  the  United 
States  Code  Annotated  and  such  volumes  shall  be  purchased 
on  condition  and  with  the  understanding  that  latest  pub¬ 
lished  cumulative  annual  pocket  parts  issued  prior  to  the 
date  of  purchase  shall  be  furnished  free  of  charge,  or  in 
excess  of  $4.25  per  volume  for  the  current  or  future  volumes 
of  the  Lifetime  Federal  Digest. 

Sec.  1106.  Funds  made  available  b}r  this  or  any  other 
Act  for  administrative  expenses  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
of  the  corporations  and  agencies  subject  to  the  Government 
Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  841), 
shall  be  available,  in  addition  to  objects  for  which  such  funds 
are  otherwise  available,  for  personal  services  and  rent  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  examination 
of  budgets  and  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field; 
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services  in  accordance  with  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  the  objects 
specified  in  the  sections  of  this  title  under  the  head 
“Departments  and  agencies”,  all  the  provisions  of 
which  shall  be  applicable  to  the  expenditure  of  such 
funds  unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  Act  by  which 
they  are  made  available:  Provided,  That  in  the  event  any 
functions  budgeted  as  administrative  expenses  are  subse¬ 
quently  transferred  to  or  paid  from  other  funds,  the  limita¬ 
tions  on  administrative  expenses  shall  be  correspondingly 
reduced. 

Sec.  1107.  No  part  of  any  funds  of  or  available  to  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation  shall  be  used  for 
the  purchase  or  construction,  or  in  making  loans  for  the 
purchase  or  construction  of  any  office  building  at  the  seat 
of  government  primarily  for  occupancy  by  any  department 
or  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any  cor¬ 
poration  owned  by  the  United  States  Government. 

Sec.  1108.  Funds  of  corporations  and  agencies,  subject 
to  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
covered  by  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  Act  shall 
be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  1109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
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or  any  other  Act,  or  of  the  funds  available  for  expenditure 
by  any  corporation  included  in  this  or  any  other  Act,  shall 
be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wage's  of  any  person  who  engages 
in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or 
who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 
that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  or¬ 
ganization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for 
the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima 
facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the 
right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
or  that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided 
further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 
to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that 
advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts  employment  the  salary 
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or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation  or  fund 
contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony 
and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided 
further ,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to, 
and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing 
law:  Provided  further,  That,  as  applicable  to  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Agriculture  and  Interior,  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency 
work  involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of 
property,  and  the  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made 
to  such  persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services 
rendered  in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit 
contemplated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  1110.  No  funds  made  available  by  this  or  any  other 
Act  shall  be  withdrawn  from  one  appropriation  account  for 
credit  to  another,  or  to  a  working  fund,  except  as  authorized 
by  law:  Provided,  That,  except  as  otherwise  specifically^ 
provided  by  law^,  any  funds  so  withdrawn  and  credited  shall 
be  available  for  the  same  purposes,  and  subject  to  the  same 
limitations,  conditions,  and  restrictions,  as  provided  by  the 
Act  appropriating  such  funds:  Provided  further,  That  any 
such  withdrawal  and  credit  shall  be  made,  without  warrant 
action,  by  check :  Provided  further,  That  no  funds  withdrawn 
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and  credited  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Act  of  June 
80,  1932,  as  amended  (47  Stat.  417;  31  U.  S.  C.  686), 
shall  be  available  for  any  period  beyond  that  provided  by  the 
Act  appropriating  such  funds. 

Sec.  1111.  Section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  is  hereby  further  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3679.  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  shall  make  or  authorize  an  expenditure  from  or  create 
or  authorize  an  obligation  under  any  appropriation  or  fund 
in  excess  of  the  amount  available  therein;  nor  shall  any 
such  officer  or  employee  involve  the  Government  in  any 
contract  or  other  obligation,  for  the  payment  of  money  for 
any  purpose,  in  advance  of  appropriations  made  for  such 
purpose,  unless  such  contract  or  obligation  is  authorized 
by  law. 

“(b)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
accept  voluntary  service  for  the  United  States  or  employ 
personal  service  in  excess  of  that  authorized  by  law,  except 
in  cases  of  emergency  involving  the  safety  of  human  life  or 
the  protection  of  property. 

“(c)  (1)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section, 
all  appropriations  or  funds  available  for  obligation  for  a 
definite  period  of  time  shall  be  so  apportioned  as  to  prevent 
obligation  or  expenditure  thereof  in  a  manner  which  "would 
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indicate  a  necessity  for  deficiency  or  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  such  period;  and  all  appropriations  or  funds  not 
limited  to  a  definite  period  of  time,  and  all  authorizations  to 
create  obligations  by  contract  in  advance  of  appropriations, 
shall  be  so  apportioned  as  to  achieve  the  most  effective  and 
economical  use  thereof.  As  used  hereafter  in  this  section,  the 
term  ‘appropriation’  means  appropriations,  funds,  and  au¬ 
thorizations  to  create  obligations  by  contract  in  advance  of 
appropriations. 

“(2)  In  apportioning  any  appropriation,  reserves  may 
be  established  to  provide  for  contingencies,  or  to  effect  sav¬ 
ings  whenever  savings  are  made  possible  by  or  through 
changes  in  requirements?  requirements  or  greater  efficiency  of 
operations^-er  ether  developments  subsequent  to  the  date  on 
which  such  appropriation  was  made  available.  Whenever  it 
is  determined  by  an  officer  designated  in  subsection  (d)  of 
this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportiomnents 
that  any  amount  so  reserved  will  not  be  required  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  appropriation  concerned,  he  shall 
recommend  the  rescission  of  such  amount  in  the  manner 
provided  in  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921,  for 
estimates  of  appropriations. 

“  ( 3 )  Any  appropriation  subject  to  apportionment  shall 
be  distributed  by  months,  calendar  quarters,  operating  sea¬ 
sons,  or  other  time  periods,  or  by  activities,  functions,  proj- 
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ects,  or  objects,  or  by  a  combination  thereof,  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate  by  the  officers  designated  in  subsection 
(d)  of  this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reappor¬ 
tionments.  Except  as  otherwise  specified  by  the  officer 
making  the  apportionment,  amounts  so  apportioned  shall 
remain  available  for  obligation,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  appropriation,  on  a  cumulative  basis  unless 
reapportioned. 

“(4)  Apportionments  shall  be  reviewed  at  least  four 
times  each  year  by  the  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d) 
of  this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments, 
and  such  reapportionments  made  or  such  reserves  established, 
modified,  or  released  as  may  be  necessary  to  further  the 
effective  use  of  the  appropriation  concerned,  in  accordance 
with  the  purposes  stated  in  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection. 

“(d)  (1)  Any  appropriation  available  to  the  legisla¬ 

tive  branch,  the  judiciary,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  which 
is  required  to  be  apportioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  thi's 
section,  shall  be  apportioned  or  reapportioned  in  writing  by 
the  officer  having  administrative  control  of  such  appropria¬ 
tion.  Each  such  appropriation  shall  be  apportioned  not  later 
than  thirty  days  before  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  the  appropriation  is  available,  or  not  more  than  thirty 
days  after  approval  of  the  Act  by  which  the  appropriation 
is  made  available,  whichever  is  later. 
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1  “  ( 2 )  Any  appropriation  available  to  an  agency,  which 

2  is  required  to  be  apportioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  this 

3  section,  shall  be  apportioned  or  reapportioned  in  writing  by 

4  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  head  of 

5  each  agency  to  which  any  such  appropriation  is  available 

6  shall  submit  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  information,  in 

7  such  form  and  manner  and  at  such  time  or  times  as  the 

8  Director  may  prescribe,  as  may  be  required  for  the  appor- 

9  tionment  of  such  appropriation.  Such  information  shall  be 

10  submitted  not  later  than  forty  days  before  the  beginning 

11  of  any  fiscal  year  for  which  the  appropriation  is  available, 

12  or  not  more  than  fifteen  days  after  approval  of  the  Act  by 
12  which  such  appropriation  is  made  available,  whichever  is 

14  later.  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall 

15  apportion  each  such  appropriation  and  shall  notify  the  agency 

16  concerned  of  his  action  not  later  than  twenty  days  before 

17  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  appropriation 

18  is  available,  or  not  more  than  thirty  days  after  the  approval 

19  of  the  Act  by  which  such  appropriation  is  made  available, 

20  whichever  is  later.  When  used  in  this  section,  the  term 

21  ‘agency’  means  any  executive  department,  agency,  commis- 

22  sion,  authority,  administration,  board,  or  other  independent 

23  establishment  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government, 

24  including  any  corporation  wholly  or  partly  owned  by  the 

25  United  States  which  is  an  instrumentality  of  the  United 
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States.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  so  construed 
as  to  interfere  with  the  initiation,  operation,  and  adminis¬ 
tration  of  agricultural  price  support  programs.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  corporation 
which  obtains  funds  for  making  loans,  other  than  paid  in 
capital  funds,  without  legal  liability  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States. 

“(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment  which, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  officer  making  such  apportionment 
or  reapportionment,  would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a  de¬ 
ficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall  be  made  except  upon 
a  determination  by  such  officer  that  such  action  is  required 
because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the  trans¬ 
mission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative  con¬ 
trol;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 
life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 
of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been 
made  to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or 
contributions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to 
individuals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in 
accordance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law. 

“(2)  In  each  case  of  an  apportionment  or  a  reappor¬ 
tionment  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  officer  making  such 
apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate  a  nefces- 
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sity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate,  such  officer 
shall  immediately  submit  a  detailed  report  of  the  facts  of 
the  case  to  the  Congress.  In  transmitting  any  deficiency 
or  supplemental  estimates  required  on  account  of  any  such 
apportionment  or  reapportionment,  reference  shall  be  made 
to  such  report. 

“(f)  (1)  The  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d)  of 
this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments 
may  exempt  from  apportionments  trust  funds  and  working 
funds  expenditures  from  which  have  no  significant  effect  on 
the  financial  operations  of  the  Government,  working  capital 
and  revolving  funds  established  for  intra-governmental 
operations,  receipts  from  industrial  and  power  operations 
available  under  law  and  any  appropriation  made  specifically 
for— 

“(1)  interest  on,  or  retirement  of,  the  public  debt; 

“(2)  payment  of  claims,  judgments,  refunds,  and 
draw-backs ; 

“(3)  any  item  determined  by  the  President  to  be 
of  a  confidential  nature; 

“(4)  payment  under  private  relief  Acts  or  other 
laws  requiring  payments  to  designated  payees  in  the 
total  amount  of  such  appropriation'; 

-  (5)  eon-tin  gent  expenses  of  the  Senate  or  of  the 
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“(2)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  appropriations  to  the  Senate  or  House  of 
Representatives  or  to  any  Member ,  committee,  Office  (includ¬ 
ing  the  office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol),  officer,  or 
employee  thereof. 

“(g)  Any  appropriation  which  is  apportioned  or  reap¬ 
portioned  pursuant  to  this  section  may  be  divided  and 
subdivided  administratively  within  the  limits  of  such  appor¬ 
tionments  or  reapportionments.  The  officer  having  admin¬ 
istrative  control  of  any  such  appropriation  available  to  the 
legislative  branch,  the  judiciary,  or  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  the  head  of  each  agency,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  shall  prescribe,  by 
regulation,  a  system  of  administrative  control  (not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  any  other  accounting  procedures  prescribed  by 
or  pursuant  to  law)  which  shall  be  designed  to  (A)  restrict 
obligations  or  expenditures  against  each  appropriation  to  the 
amount  of  apportionments  or  reapportionments  made  for  each 
such  appropriation,  and  (B)  enable  such  officer  or  agency 
head  to  fix  responsibility  for  the  creation  of  any  obligation 
or  the  making  of  any  expenditure  in  excess  of  an  apportion¬ 
ment  or  reapportionment. 

“(h)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
authorize  or  create  any  obligation  or  make  any  expenditure 
(A)  in  excess  of  an  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or 
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(B)  in  excess  of  the  amount  permitted  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  pursuant  to  subsection  (g)  of  this  section. 

“(i)  (1)  In  addition  to  any  penalty  or  liability  under 
other  law,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  who 
shall  violate  subsection  (a) ,  (b) ,  or  (h)  of  this  section  shall 
be  subjected  to  appropriate  administrative  discipline,  includ¬ 
ing,  when  circumstances  warrant,  suspension  from  duty  with¬ 
out  pay  or  removal  from  office;  and  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  who  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  violate 
subsection  (a),  (b),or  (h)  of  this  section  shall,  upon  con¬ 
viction,  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  two  years,  or  both. 

“(2)  In  the  case  of  a  violation  of  subsection  (a),  (b), 
or  ( h )  of  this  section  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  an  agency, 
or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  head  of  the  agency  con¬ 
cerned  or  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
shall  immediately  report  to  the  President,  through  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  to  the  Congress  all 
pertinent  facts  together  with  a  statement  of  the  action  taken 
thereon.” 

Sec.  1112.  Xo  part  of  the  funds  of,  or  available  for 
expenditure  by  any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this 
Act,  including  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
shall  be  available  to  pa}^  for  annual  leave  accumulated  by 
any  officer  or  employee  during  the  calendar  year  1950  and 
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unused  at  the  close  of  business  on  Dee  ember  My  4050  J  une 
30,  1951 :  Provided,  That .  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
officers  and  employees  whose  post  of  duty  is  outside  the 
continental  United  States. 

Sec.  1113.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6 
of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the 


provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Secretary  of  State  may, 
in  his  absolute  discretion,  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
terminate  the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Department  of  State  or  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
United  States  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termination 
necessary  or  advisable  in  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act 
of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the  provisions  of 
any  other  law,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  may,  in  his 
absolute  discretion,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  terminate 
the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termination 
necessary  or  advisable  in  the  best  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

SeOt  1114.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  Ant  shah  he  nsod  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any 
incumbent  appointed  to  any  civil  office  or  position  under 
the  United  States  Government  which  may  become  vacant 
during  the  fiscal  year  beginning  on  duly  47  4950s  Provided; 
That  this  inhibition  shah  not  apply — 
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-(a)-  to  not  to  exceed  40  per  eentum  el  all  sack 
vaeaneies  kt  any  ageney  caascd  ky  separation  from 
seek  agency; 

-fkf  to  positions  filled  from  wit-kin  tke  agency; 

-(e)-  to  offices  or  positions  repaired  ky  kw  to  ke 
idled  ky  appointment  ol  tke  President  ky  and  wkk  tke 
advice  and  consent  of  tke  Senate; 

-(d)-  to  scientific  and  technical  positions  in  tke 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  and  tke  Armed  Services, 
-(e)-  to  nnrses;  doctors,  or  otker  medical  personnel, 

414  f*l  II  fl  1 11  (T  1  444.  flip  Pul  vli  / «  T-Tpiti  ]  f  ]i  Qpi'yppA  niiil 

lilL  ILLillll  ^  U1  vlv.  1 11C  iby  111  lllC  xiUJilU  lit  ell  III  kjt  1  V  let  IMlvl 

tke  Veterans’  Administration, 

-fgf  to  temporary,  emergency;  seasonal;  or  eoopera- 
positions, 

-(kf  to  commissioned,  commissioned  warrant;  war¬ 
rant,-  and  enlisted  personnel;  and  cadets  of  tke  Coast 
Cnard;  and  tke  undergradnates  of  tke  -United  States 
litarv  and  Uaval  Academies,  or 


-(i)-  to  any  agency  in  tke 


or 


of  tke 


or  ffie 


ment  of  tke  Uistriel  of  Colamkia-.- 
Sec.  1114.  During  the  current  fiscal  year ,  no  part  of 
any  money  appropriated  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  he 
used  during  any  quarter  of  such  fiscal  year  to  purchase 
typewriting  machines  (except  bookkeeping  and  hilling  ma- 
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chines)  at  a  'price  which  exceeds  90  per  centum  of  the  lowest 
net  cash  price,  plus  applicable  Federal  excise  taxes,  accorded 
the  most-favored  customer  (other  than  the  Government,  the 
American  National  Bed  Cross,  and  the  purchasers  of  type¬ 
writing  machines  for  educational  pur  posse  only)  of  the 
manufacturer  of  such  machines  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  preceding  such  quarter. 

Sec.  1115.  No  payment  shall  be  made  from  appro¬ 
priations  in  this  Act  to  any  officer  on  the  retired  lists  of 
the  Regular  Army,  Regular  Navy,  Regular  Marine  Corps, 
Regular  Air  Force,  Regular  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geo¬ 
detic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service  for  a  period  of 
two  years  after  retirement  who  for  himself  or  for  others 
is  engaged  in  the  selling  of  or  contracting  for  the  sale  of 
or  negotiating  for  the  sale  of  to  any  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  and  the  Public  Health  Service  any  supplies  or  war 
materials. 

This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “General  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  May  10,  1950. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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Senate 


Tuesday,  July  11, 1950 
( Legislative  day  of  Saturday,  July  1,  1950\ 


.The  Senate  met  at  12  o’clock  meridian, 
on 'the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris\D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

EternalNGod,  who  committest  to  us 
the  swift  aWi  solemn  trust  of  life,  so 
teach  us  to  ftumber  our  days  that  we 
may  apply  our  Hearts  unto  wisdom.  In 
all  the  perplexities  of  these  confused 
times  may  we  not  lose  our  perspective. 
In  these  fateful  dajH  lead  us  to  right 
decisions  and  to  thatVisdom  which  is 
from  above.  As  we  remen^ber  here  those 
'  of  our  own  fellow  countrymen  who,  in 
far  places,  are  laying  downV^their  lives 
for  the  preservation  of  our  hb^itage  of 
freedom,  save  us  from  lowering  the 
shield  of  national  solidarity,  just'Ss  the 
air  is  filled  with  the  poisoned  arrows 
of  determin  J  foes.  In  these  days 
crisis  and  alarm,  help  us  to  play  th? 
man  and  so  help  others  to  face  with 
good  cheer  and  courage  whatever  to¬ 
morrow  may  bring.  We  ask  it  in  the 
name  of  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Lucas,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
July  10,  1950,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre¬ 
taries. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  request  of  Mr.  Wherry,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Tobey  was  ex¬ 
cused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions 
of  the  Senate  today  and  the  remainder 
of  this  week. 

COMMITTEE  MEETING  DURING  SENATE*. 

SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Lucas,  and 
unanimous  consent,  a  subcommittee  o 
the  Committee  on  Education  andXabor 
was  authorized  to  sit  during  Jjfve  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Senate  today 

CALL  OF  THE  RO. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre-. 
tary  will  call  the  rq 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  follow-: 
ing  Senators  answered  to  their  names:: 

Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butleja 
Byr<J»' 

Cain 

Qrfpehart 
Chapman 


©havez 

Frear 

‘uonnally 

Fuibright 

Cordon 

George 

Donnell 

Gillette 

Douglas 

Graham 

Dworshak 

Green 

Eastland 

Gurney 

Ecton 

Haydeh 

Ellender 

Hendrickson 

Ferguson 

Hickenlocper 

Flanders 

Hiil 

Hoey 

McCarran 

Saltonstall 

Holland 

McCarthy 

Schoeppel 

Humphrey 

McClellan 

Smith,  Maine 

Hunt 

McFarland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ives 

McKellar 

Sparkman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

McMahon 

S  tennis 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Magnuson 

Taft 

Kefauver 

Malone 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Kem 

Martin 

Thomas,  Utah 

Kerr 

Miilikin 

Thye 

Kilgore 

Morse 

Ty  dings 

Know!  and 

Mundt 

Watkins 

Langer 

Murray 

Wherry 

Leahy 

Myers 

Wiley 

Lehman 

Neely 

Williams 

Lodge 

O’Mahoney 

Young 

Lucas 

Russell 

I  > 


Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  IMr.  Downey! 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senators  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Johnston  and  Mr.  MaybankI,  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor],  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  With¬ 
ers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Ionor]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen-i 
ateNwi  official  business,  attending  the  ses- 
sions\uf  the  International  Labor  Or¬ 
ganization  at  Geneva,  Switzerland,  as  a 
delegateHepresenting  the  United  States. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Pepper]  is  absent  because  of  the  death 
of  Judge  Curti^  Waller,  a  close  personal 
friend. 

The  Senator  Hrom  Virginia  [Mr. 
Robertson]'  is  absbct  on  Government 
business.  ,  \ 

Mr.  SALTONSXALL.\j  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Kansalkf Mr.  Darby], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hafrjpshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  and  the  Senator  frorn  Michigan 
[Mr.  Vanjkenberg]  are  absent  bXleave  of 
the  Se: 


enator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
ner/  is  necessarily  absent.  \ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
hrpspnt  .  . 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  un¬ 
finished  business,  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  to  con¬ 
sider  Senate  bill  1728,  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  bill  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Record  show 
that  the  unanimous-consent  request  was 
made  immediately  after  a  quorum  call. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Record 
will  show  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
request  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee.  I  believe  the  appropriation  bill 
should  be  made  the  temporary  business 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  with 
amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Swanson,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment 
the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  180)  to 
suspend  until  December  31,  1950,  the 
application  of  certain  Federal  laws  with 
respect  to  attorneys  employed  by  the 
Subcommittee  on  Labor-Management 
Relations  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare  in  connection 
with  the  study  and  investigation  ordered 
by  Senate  Resolution  140,  Eighty-first 
Congress. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills  of 
the  Senate,  severally  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Senate: 

S.  1049.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amy  Alex- 
!<rmdrovna  Taylor  and  Myrna  Taylor; 

%S.  1792.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thcmas 
Nicholas  Epiphaniades  and  Wanda  Julia 
Epipfeaniades;  and 

S.  2^3.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tevfik 
Kamil  Butay. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  l\d  passed  the  following  bills 
of  the  Senauit  severally  with  amend¬ 
ments,  in  whicKit  requests  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Senate: 

S.  441.  An  act  to  redefine  the  units  and 
establish  the  standards  of  electrical  and 
photometric  measurement; 

S.  2046.  An  act  to  proiHie  authority  for 
;  certain  functions  and  actimies  of  the  Na- 
!  tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

S.  2160.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  authorize  annual  Hid  sick 
leave  with  pay  for  commissioned  officers  of 
the  Public  Health  Service,  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  accumulated  and  accrued  annual 
leave  in  excess  of  60  days,  and  for  other, 
purposes; 
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S.  2201.  An  act  amending  section  2  of  the 
act  ,§f  March  3,  1901  (31  Stat.  1449),  to  pro¬ 
vide*  basic  authority  for  the  performance  of 
certain,  functions  and  activities  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  and  for  other 
purposes-^ 

S.  2507.  An  act  to  authorize  the  United 
States  Maritime  Commission  to  grant  to  the 
East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District,  an  agency 
of  the  State  of  ^California,  an  easement  for 
the  construction  land  operation  of  an  inter¬ 
ceptor  sewer  pipe  fine  in  and  under  certain 
Government- owned  tands  comprising  a  part 
of  the  Maritime  Alameda  Shipyard,  Alameda, 
Calif.; 

S.  2591.  An  act  to  amenfo  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  support  research  and  training 
in  arthritis  and  rheumatism,  multiple  scle¬ 
rosis,  cerebral  palsy,  epilepsy! Vnd  blindness, 
and  other  diseases,  and  for  otagr  purposes 
and 

S.  2864.  An  act  to  authorize  cdttain  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  for  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  ^he 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  (S.  Con.  Res.  91)  favoring  the, 
suspension  of  deportation  of  certain  % 
aliens,  with  amendments,  in  which  it  re¬ 
quested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  the  following  bills 
and  joint  resolution,  in  which  it  request¬ 
ed  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate : 

H.  R.  649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Alice  N.  Kozma; 

H.  7’,.  661.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
A.  Trulove,  postmaster,  and  Nolen  J.  Sal- 
yards,  assistant  postmaster,  at  Inglewood, 
Calif.; 

H.  R.  1130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hanna 
Mussbach; 

H.  R.  1500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Barbara  Guanapoulos; 

H.  R.  1503.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George 
Washington; 

H.  R.  1585.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leilah 
begum  Alaoui  Mullin; 

H.  R.  1586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
E.  Trantwein; 

H.  R.  1611.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter 
E.  Miller; 

H.  R.  1616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  L. 
Ayres  &  Co.,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  1618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kenneth 
J.  MacKenzie; 

H.  R.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Warren 
P.  Hoover; 

H.  R.  1988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leslie  A,/ 
Fry; 

H.  R.  2350.  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Marion  M.  Martin  Jones; 

H.  R.  2805.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jphn  P. 
Oettl;  / 

H.  R.  3132.  An  act  for  the  relief  .of  Sergio 
and  Mara  Lamberti; 

H.  R.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose 
Cotto  Santiago; 

H.  R.  3412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  N.  H. 
Kelley,  Eernice  Kelley,  Clyde  D.  Farquhar, 
and  Gladys  Farquhar; 

H.  R.  3611.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prepa¬ 
ration,  printing,  and  distribution  of  a  list 
of  all  persons  who  died  at  any  time  after 
May  26,  1941,  and  before  December  31,  1946, 
while  serving  on  active  duty  with  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  3664.  Ajrf  act  for  the  relief  of  Bruce 
M.  Stern; 

H.  R.  3906.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Aid  to  Wildlife  Restoration  Act,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  3919.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  S. 
Steber; 

H.  H.  3921.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
C.  Hadjipateras,  Pipitsa  N.  Hadjipateras,  and 
Costas  N.  Hadjipateras; 

H.  R.  4014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Hoffman; 
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H.  R.  4045.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kath¬ 
erine  L.  Anderson,  a  civil-service  employee, 
permanently  injured  through  negligent 
treatment  at  the  Army  Advisory  Group  Sta¬ 
tion  Hospital  in  Nanking,  China; 

H.  R.  4136.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helen 
M.  Booth; 

H.  R.  4142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ralph 
D.  McKinney; 

H.  R.  4221.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Patricia  Joyce  Dunn,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  4542.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  public  lands  in  Alaska; 

H.  Rf  4601.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean¬ 
nette  Passayanni-Capodistria; 

H.  R.  4657.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  R. 
Fleming  &  Co.; 

H.  R.  4709.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Massachusetts  to  hear,  deter¬ 
mine,  and  render  judgment  upon  claims 
arising  out  of  certain  blasting  operations  on 
the  Merrimack  River; 

H.  R.  4775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Har¬ 
old  L.  Corzett,  commander.  United  States 
Naval  Reserve; 

H.R.  4832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.,  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  4954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacob 
:5F.  Hutt  and  Anderson  E.  Humphrey; 

H.  R.  4989.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pay^ 
mant  of  just  compensation  to  John  Ii  “ 
tatekLtd.,  a  Hawaiian  corporation,  for 
takinVby  the  United  States  of  private/nsh- 
ery  rigfifs  in  Pearl  Harbor,  Island  of^Oahu, 
T.  H.;  \ 

H.R.  5008.  An  act  to  provide  fc$f  the  ex¬ 
change  between  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Newteork  of  certain  lands  and  in¬ 
terests  in  lan»t  at  Manhattan’ Beach,  Kings 
County,  N.  Y.; 

H.  R.  5507.  An  Stjt  to  aniend  an  act  en¬ 
titled  “An  act  for  tlte  projection  of  the  Bald 
Eagle,”  approved  Junte#;  1940; 

H.  R.  5981.  An  act  £&■  the  relief  of  Clai¬ 
borne  V.  Wagley; 

H.  R.  6020.  An  aqtf for  tRe  relief  of  Richard 
H.  Sears; 

H.  R.  6038.  An  "act  to  provfye  for  issuance 
of  a  supplemental  patent  to  Clmrles  A.  Gann, 
patentee  Ng/  152,419,  for  certWn  land  in 
Calif  orniajj 

H.  R.  6Q02.  An  act  for  the  relief  ol^John  M. 
Vick; 

H.  R/6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Univer¬ 
sal  06rp.,  James  Stewart  Corp.,  and  Agues 
Stewart  &  Co.,  Inc.; 

R.  6312.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdictid 
tipon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determined 
and  render  judgment  upon  a  certain  claim 
of  Joseph  Lundborg  and  others  against  the 
United  States; 

H.  R.  6417.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Frieda  Gray  (formerly  Frieda  Putman); 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Martha  Reid; 

H.  R.  6463.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Shikaju  Nakashima; 

H.R.  6533.  An  act  to  provide  that  the 
United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  fish 
restoration  and  management  projects,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gunnbord  Janzon  Hamilton; 

H.  R.  6586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stama- 
tie  Amersonis; 

H.  R.  6606.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  dis¬ 
trict  judge  of  the  eastern,  middle,  and  wes¬ 
tern  districts  of  Pennsylvania  shall  become  a 
district  judge  for  the  middle  district  of 
Pennsylvania  alone  when  the  first  vacancy 
occurs  in  that  district; 

H.  R.  6657.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Georges 
Jules  Louis  Sauvage; 

H.  R.  6707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sirius 
Proestopoulos; 

H.  R.  6750.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Achlleus 

Maroulis; 

H.  R.  6804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Italian  aliens; 


H.R.  6861.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws 
relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public 
domain;  Jr 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  ^flmer 
Mynatt;  / 

H.  R.  7012.  An  act  for  the  relief  fit  Anna 
Ellero  and  Clara  Ellero; 

H.  R.  7043.  An  act  to  provide  oi/the  grant¬ 
ing  of  an  easement  for  a  public  i»ad  or  public 
toll  road  through  the  wildlif^refuge  located 
in  Princess  Anne  County,  V,a 

H.  R.  7146.  An  act  to  amfend  section  3  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act/to  provide  for  the 
disposal  of  materials  ox/ the  public  lands  of 
the  United  States,”  so  as  to  provide  that 
moneys  received  frorj/the  disposal  of  material 
from  reserved  scho^  section  lands  in  Alaska 
shall  be  credited Jfo  the  Territory; 

H.  R.  7192.  An/act  to  provide  benefits  for 
the  widows  of/certain  persons  who  were  re¬ 
tired  or  arer  eligible  for  retirement  under 
section  6  of  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  au¬ 
thorize  aids  to  navigation  and  for  other 
works  in  the  Lighthouse  Service,  and  for 
other  .purposes,”  approved  June  20,  1918,  as 
amenftied; 

:  R.  7202.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex- 
rfder  Newman; 

H.  R.  7209.  An  act  authorizing  and  direct¬ 
ing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  undertake 
continuing  studies  of  Atlantic  coast  fish 
species  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and 
protecting  fish  resources; 

H.  R.  7268.  An  act  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  so  as  to  provide  a 
more  effective  distribution  of  mortgage  loans 
insured  under  title  I,  to  give  holders  of  such 
mortgage  loans  preference  in  the  refinancing 
of  loans  on  a  noninsured  basis,  to  adjust  the 
loan  limitations  governing  title  II  loans  so  as 
to  provide  more  effective  assistance  to  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  loan  borrowers,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7282.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cor¬ 
nelius  Ver  Sluis; 

H.  R.  7297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ignas 
Malcius; 

H.  R.  7364.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jenny 

Irene  Benson; 

H.  R.  7613.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Miyako  Horikoshi  Spaulding  and  Mabel  Miya 
Spaulding; 

H.  R.  7675.  An  act  to  authorize  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  certain  land  to  Chickamauga  and 
Chattanooga  National  Military  Park,  in  the 
State  of  Tennessee; 

H.R.  7689.  An  act  to  amend  certain  acts 
relating  to  the  retired  status  of  the  Director 
of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey; 

H.  R.  7709.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acqui- 
ition,  investigation,  and  preservation  of 
lands  to  commemorate  the  historic  Fort 
Ca'fcoline  settlement,  St.  Johns  Bluff,  Fla.; 

H.'fi.  7810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M..S. 
DavisN 

H.R. '1814.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stella 
Matutina^JCazuko  Yamazaki; 

H.  R.  78at>  An  act  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  amendment 
to  the  AtlantiVstates  Marine  Fisheries  Com¬ 
pact,  and  repeWing  the  limitation  on  the 
life  of  such  compact; 

H.  R.  7921.  An  alj  for  the  relief  of  Eva 

T.  Ross; 

H.  R.  7954.  An  act  to  authorize  the  com¬ 
mercial  operation  of  certain  vessels  on  the 
Great  Lakes; 

H.  R.  7977.  An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of 
Buffalo,  Wyo.,  to  make  additional  uses  of 
certain  lands,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8009.  An  act  for  the  r«4ff  of  Enrlca 
Gianoli; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  dispose  of  the'remaln- 
ing  Government  lots  in  the  town  Bite  of 
St.  Marks,  Fla.; 

H.  R.  8061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Yuki  Sugimoto  Murphy  and  David  MurpJ 

H.  R.  8069.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr! 
Michiki  Kohga  Brooks; 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
38SHj)  to  authorize  a  preliminary  exam- 
inatren  and  survey  for  flood  control  and 
allied 'purposes  of  Las  Vagas  Wash  and 
its  tributaries,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and 
vicinity,  introduced  by  Mr.  Malone,  was 
read  twice' 'hy  its  title,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of^Public  Works,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  iriythe  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  is  authorised  and  directed  to  cause 
a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  for 
flood  control  and  allied  purposes  of  Las 
Vegas  Wash  and  its  tributaries,  Las  Vegas 
and  vicinity,  Nevada,  to  b'e  made  under  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  cause  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  to  be  made  for  run-off&nd  water- 
flow  retardation  and  soil-erosion  prevention 
on  such  drainage  area,  the  cost  thereof  to  be 
paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  oKhere- 
after  made  for  such  purposes. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  is  to  urge  a  favorable  report  from 
the  Senate  Public  Works  Committee  to 
the  end  that  the  Army  engineers  may 
proceed  with  preliminary  examination 
and  report  on  this  important  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  area. 

REDUCTION  OF  EXCISE  TAXES— 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  SPARKMAN  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Maybank,  Mr.  Hill,  and  Mr.  Frear)  sub¬ 
mitted  amendments  intended  to  be  pro¬ 
posed  by  them,  jointly,  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8920)  to  reduce  excise  taxes,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
House  bill  8920,  supra,  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS— 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  wlrich 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  an  amendment  intended  .to  be  pro¬ 
posed  by  me  to  the  bill  (H.  R.-7786)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  th£  support  of 
the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1951,  an£  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  Th^y  amendment  would  restore 
the  cut  in  the  point  4  program.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  amendment  prepared 
by  me  be  prin^ra  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  he  received,  printed,  and  lie 
on  the  table;  and,  without  objection,  the 
statemejrft  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

rae  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  is  as  follows: 


Statement  by  Senator  Lehman  in  Connec¬ 
tion  With  Amendment  To  Restore  Cut  in 

the  Point  4  Appropriation 

Mr.  President,  I  am  submitting  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  H.  R.  7786,  the  appropriation  act, 
for  the  purpose  of  restoring  to  the  full  $26,- 
900,000  requested  by  the  budget,  the  amount 
to  be  expended  under  the  point  4  program, 
which  is  title  4  of  Public  Law  535,  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1950. 

It  is  inconceivable  to  me,  Mr.  President, 
at  this  time  when  we  stand  in  the  great¬ 
est  need  of  the  friendship  and  support  of 
all  the  peoples  of  the  world,  that  we  should 
attempt  to  save  $15,000,000  at  the  expense 
of  one  of  the  most  vital  programs  in  our 
whole  plan  of  action  to  assist  the  freedom- 
loving  peoples  of  the  earth. 

The  action  of1  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  in  cutting  $15,000,000  off  the  pro¬ 
posed  expenditure  has  echoed  around  the 
world  and  has  been  magnified  by  Radio  Mos¬ 
cow  and  its  subsidiary  organs  of  propa¬ 
ganda  into  a  deed  of  cynical  contempt  for 
the  interests  of  all  the  nations  whom  we 
have  pledged  to  assist  in  raising  their  stand¬ 
ard  of  living. 

%  While  we  willingly  and  even  anxiously 
'  spend  millions  in  arms  and  guns  and  planes 
and  bombs,  we  strain  at  the  spending  of 
$15,000,000  which  can  save  us,  I  hope,  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  in  military  expenditures. 

This*  is  not  an  extravagant  statement.  I 
shall  support  it  in  the  course  of  the .-debate 
on  this  icten.  I  understand  that  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  have  indicated  their  in¬ 
tention  of  introducing  similar  amendments. 
I  shall  suppo?^  any  of  these  which  is  called 
up  for  a  vote, 

HOUSE  BILLS  Atop  JOINT  RESOLUTION 

The  following  bih§  and  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  were  severally  rbad  twice  by  their 
titles,  and  referred,  as  indicated: 

H.  R.  649.  An  act  for  tmV  relief  of  Mrs. 
Alice  N.  Kozina; 

H.  R.  661.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
A.  Trulove,  .postmaster,  and  Niton  J.  Sal- 
yards,  assistant  postmaster,  at  Inglewood, 
Calif.;  / 

H.  R.  lf30.  An  act  for  the  relief  ofNganna 
Mussbach; 

H.R.  1500.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Barbara  Guanapoulcs; 

ti.  R.  1503.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Georg! 
Washington; 

H.  R.  1585.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leilah 
begum  Alaoui  Mullin; 

H.  R.  1586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
E.  Trautwein; 

H.R.  1611.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter 

E.  Miller; 

H.  R.  1616.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  L. 
Ayres  &  Co.,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  1618.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ken¬ 
neth  J.  MacKenzie; 

H.  R.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Warren 
P.  Hoover; 

H.  R.  1988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leslie 
A.  Fry; 

H.  R.  2350.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Marion  M.  Martin  Jones; 

H.  R.  2805.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 

F.  Oettl; 

H.R.  3132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sergio 
and  Mara  Lamberti; 

H.  R.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose 
Cotto  Santiago; 

H.  R.  3412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  N.  H. 
Kelley,  Bernice  Kelley,  Clyde  D.  Farquhar, 
and  Gladys  Farquhar; 

H.  R.  3664.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bruce 
M.  Stern; 

H.  R.  3919.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  S. 
Steber; 


H.  R.  3921.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nichola 
C.  Hadjipateras,  Pipitsa  N.  Hadjipateras,  aftd 
Costas  N.  Hadjipateras; 

H.R.  4014,  An  act  for  the  relief  ofyfliaria 
Hoffman; 

H.  R.  4045.  An  act  for  the  reliefyCf  Kath¬ 
erine  L.  Anderson,  a  civil-servicy/employee, 
permanently  injured  through  negligent 
treatment  at  the  Army  Advisory  Group  Sta¬ 
tion  Hospital  in  Nanking,  China; 

H.  R.  4136.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helen 
M.  Booth;  Jr 

H.  R.  4142.  An  act  for  J3ie  relief  of  Ralph  D. 
Kinney; 

H.  R.  4221.  An  act  fdr  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Patricia  Joyce  Dunn,  a  minor; 

H.R.  4601.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jean¬ 
nette  Passayanal-Capodistria; 

H.  R.  4657.  fyh  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  R. 
Fleming  &  Cfi.; 

H.  R.  47oaf  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction 
upon  the/United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Disjfict  of  Massachusetts  to  hear,  deter - 
miney'and  render  judgment  upon  claims 
arising  out  of  certain  blasting  operations  on 
tha- Merrimack  River; 

,  H.  R.  4775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold 
/  Corzett,  commander,  United  States  Naval 
f  Reserve; 

H.  R.  4832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Graphic 
Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  4954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacob 
F.  Hutt  and  Anderson  E.  Humphrey; 

H.  R.  4989.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  just  compensation  to  John  Ii  Estate, 
Ltd.,  a  Hawaiian  corporation,  for  the  taking 
by  the  United  States  of  private  fishery 
rights  in  Pearl  Harbor,  Island  of  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii; 

H.R.  5981.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clai¬ 
borne  V.  Wagley; 

H.  R.  6020.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Richard 
H.  Sears; 

H.  R.  6052.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
M.  Vick; 

H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Univer¬ 
sal  Corp.,  James  Stewart  Corp.,  and  James 
Stewart  &  Co.,  Inc.; 

H.R.  6312.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  deter¬ 
mine,  and  render  judgment  upon  a  certain 
claim  of  Joseph  Lundborg  and  others  against 
the  United  States; 

H.R.  6417.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Frieda  Gray  (formerly  Frieda  Putman); 

H.  R.  6442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Martha  Reid; 

H.  R.  6463.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
likaju  Nakashima; 

I.  R.  6578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Guhnbord  Janzon  Hamilton; 

H.  It  6586.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stamatie 
Amersdijis; 

H.  R.  6066.  An  act  to  provide  that  the  dis¬ 
trict  judge^f  the  eastern,  middle,  and  west¬ 
ern  districts'^!  Pennsylvania  shall  become 
a  district  jud^e  for  the  middle  district  of 
Pennsylvania  alqne  when  the  first  vacancy 
occurs  in  that  diMrict; 

H.  R.  6657.  An  acTOsfor  the  relief  of  Georges 
Jules  Louis  Sauvagep 

H.  R.  6707.  An  act  fdl^  the  relief  of  Sirius 
Proestopoulos; 

H.  R.  6750.  An  act  for  th&relief  of  Achileus 
Maroulis; 

H.  R.  6804.-  An  act  for  the  r&tief  of  certain 
Italian  aliens; 

H.  R.  6885.  An  act  for  the  relief "V  E.  Elmer 
Mynatt; 

H.  R.  7012.  An  act  for  the  relief  di.  Anna 
Ellero  and  Clara  Ellero; 

H.  R.  7202.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex¬ 
ander  Newman; 

H.  R.  7282.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cor¬ 
nelius  VerSluis; 
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H.R.  7297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ignas 
Malfeius; 

H.  R.^7364.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jenny 
Irene  Benson; 

H.  R.  78,13.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Miyako  Horikoshi  Spaulding  and  Mabel  Miya 
Spaulding;  * 

H.  R.  7810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  S. 
Davis; 

H.  R.  7814.  An:  act  for  the  relief  of  Stella 
Matutina  Kazuko'-  Yamazakl; 

H.  R.  7921.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eva  T. 
Ross; 

H.  R.  8009.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Enrlca 
Gianoli; 

H.  R.  8061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Yuki  Sugimoto  Murphy  arid  David  Murphy. 

H.  R.  8069.  An  act  for  the,  relief  of  Mrs. 
Michikl  Kohga  Brooks; 

H.  R.  8073.  An  act. for  the  relief  of  Kimiko 
Iso  and  her  minor  daughter,  Midori; 

H.  R.  8134.  An  act  for  the  relief  ,  of  Elona 
Schwietza  and  her  son;  \ 

H.  R.  8153.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chiyoko 
Akashi;  \ 

H.  R.  8219.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  TadSusz 
Herka;  \ 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yuriko 
Mizumoto;  \ 


works  in  the  Lighthouse  Service,  and  for 
other  purposes,”  approved  June  20,  1918,  as 
amended; 

H.  R.  7209.  An  act  authorizing  and  direct¬ 
ing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  under¬ 
take  continuing  studies  of  Atlantic  coast 
fish  species  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
and  protecting  fish  resources; 

H.  R.  7689.  An  act  to  amend  certain  acts 
relating  to  the  retired  status  of  the  Director 
of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey; 

H.  R.  7887.  An  act  granting  the  consent 
and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  amendment 
to  the  Atlantic  States  Marine  Fisheries  Com- . 
pact,  and  repealing  the  limitation  on  the 
life  of  such  compact; 

H.  R.  7954.  An  act  to  authorize  the  com¬ 
mercial  operation  of  certain  vessels  on  the 
Great  Lakes; 

H.  R.  8417.  An  act  to  amend  part  II  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  with  respect  to 
the  regulation  of  motor  carriers  engaged  in 
commerce  to  and  from  the  Territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  8617.  An  act  to  amend  title  14,  United 
States  Code,  entitled  “Coast  Guard";  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce.  - 

H.  R.  4542.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  clas- 


H.  R.  8450.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raief  'Wfication  of  the  public  lands  in  Alaska; 


Neahem,  Iffef  Neahem,  and  Ihsen  Neahem; 

H.  R.  8477.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marcel 
Rene  de  Romanett; 

H.  R.  8584.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Tokie  Sato  Keating,  Terry  Yoichi  Keating, 
and  Betty  Jean  Keating; 

H.  R.  8741.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Nobuko  Yonashiro  Martin  and  Gerald  Philip 
Martin; 

H.  R.  8751.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Yoshiko  Ogiso  Peterson; 

H.  R.  8759.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rev. 
Andrew  Chai  Kyung  Whang; 

H.  R.  8772.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ah-Kim 
Wong; 

H.  R.  8792.  An  act  to  amend  the  statute 
relating  to  certificates  of  trade-mark  reg¬ 
istrations; 

H.  R.  8794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Eiko  Yoshizawa  Lendrum  and  Charles  Robert 
Lendrum,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8795.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ben¬ 
jamin  Paglinaman; 

H.  R.  8824.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tokuko 
Murayama; 

H.  R.  8929.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vincent 
F.  Leslie; 

H.  R.  8935.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Jaye  Kurusu  Maddox; 

H.  R.  8956.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 


jH.  R.  6C38.  An  act  to  provide  for  issuance^ 
or\  a  supplemental  patent  to  Charles 
Garin,  patentee  No.  152,419,  for  certain  lg4d 
in  California; 

H.  R?4i861.  An  act  to  repeal  certaiiy’laws 
relating 'to  timber  and  stone  on  thq/public 
domain; 

H.  R.  714(3\An  act  to  amend  section  3  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for  the 
disposal  of  materials  on  the  pilblic  lands  of 
the  United  Stales,”  so  as  tjf  provide  that 
moneys  received  ftom  the  disposal  of  mate¬ 
rial  from  reserved  sechool/section  lands  in 
Alaska  shall  be  credited  JSo  the  Territory; 

H.  R.  7675.  An  act  wl/Authorize  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  certain  land /tie  Chickamauga  and 
Chattanooga  Natioiyn  Military  Park,  in  the 
State  of  Tennessee 

H.  R.  7709.  An  s£t  to  provide  for  the  acqui¬ 
sition,  investigation,  -and  preservation  of 
lands  to  commemorate  the  Historic  Fort 
Caroline  settlement,  St.  Johns  BM,  Fla.; 

H.  R.  797/T  An  act  to  authorize  trite  city  of 
Buffalo,  Svyo.,  to  make  additional  *uses  of 
certain  lands,  and  for  other  purposes? 

H.  Rre028.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary jof  the  Interior  to  dispose  of  the  rema 
ins/ Government  lots  in  the  town  site 
SjT  Marks,  Fla.;  and 


,  .  ..  H.  R.  8366.  An  act  to  supplement  the  act 

Claude  Morita  and  Rodney  Morita;  to  the  Xof  June  2g,  1936  (49  Stat.  2029),  relating  to 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  J  the  Castillo  de  San  Marcos  National  Monu- 

H.  R.  3611.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prep? 
aration,  printing,  and  distribution  of  a  list 
of  all  persons  who  died  at  any  time  after 
May  26,  1941,  and  before  December  31,  1946, 
while  serving  on  active  duty  with  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  8816.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
veyance  of  certain  hospital  supplies  and 
equipment  of  the  United  States  to  the  city 
of  Gulfport  and  to  Harrison  .County,  Miss.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

H.  R.  3906.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal 
Aid  to  Wildlife  Restoration  Act,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  5507.  An  act  tar  amend  an  act  en¬ 
titled  “An  act  for  thq-'protection  of  the  Bald 
Eagle,”  approved  Jurie  8,  1940; 

H.  R.  6533.  An  act  to  provide  that  the 
United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  fish 
restoration  and  management  projects,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7043,  An  act  to  provide  for  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  an  easement  for  a  public  road  or 
public  toil  road  through  the  wildlife  refuge 
located  in  Princess  Anne  County,  Va.; 

H.  E.  7192.  An  act  to  provide  benefits  for 
thet<Widows  of  certain  persons  who  were  re¬ 
tired  or  are  eligible  for  retirement  under 
section  6  of  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  au¬ 
thorize  aids  to  navigation  and  for  other 


ment,  in  the  State  of  Florida;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  5003.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  ex¬ 
change  between  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  New  York  of  certain  lands  and  in¬ 
terests  in  lands  at  Manhattan  Beach,  Kings 
County,  N.  Y.;  to  the  Committee  qn  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

H.  R.  7268.  An  act  to  amend  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  so  as  to  provide  a 
more  effective  distribution  of  mortgage  loans 
insured  under  title  I,  to  give  holders  of  such 
mortgage  loans  preference  in  the  refinancing 
of  loans  on  a  noninsured  basis,  to  adjust  the 
loan  limitations  governing  title  II  loans  so 
as  to  provide  more  effective  assistance  to 
production  and  subsistence  loan  borrowers, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

H.  R.  8767.  An  act  to  authorize  the  exclu¬ 
sion  from  the  mails  of  all  obscene,  lewd,  las¬ 
civious,  indecent,  filthy,  or  vile  articles,  mat¬ 
ters,  things,  devices,  or  substances,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  8845.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
veyance  of  a  tract  of  land  in  Kennebec 
County,  Maine,  to  the  town  of  Chelsea;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 


H.  J.  Res.  434.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  recognition  and  endorsement  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  World  Progress  Exposition;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFEEJitED 

As  in  executive  session,  / 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  werereferred  to  the 
appropriate  committee^] 

(For  nominations  tjns  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

As  in  executive  session, 

The  followyflg  favorable  reports  were 
submitted:  /  . 

By  Mr.  QoNNALLY,  from  the  Committee 

on  ForeigjrRclations. 

Charlaif  M.  Spofford,  of  New  York,  to  be 
the  United  States  deputy  representative  on 
the  North  Atlantic  Council,  with  the  rank 
ancLetatus  of  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary. 

3y  Mr.  GREEN,  from  the  Committee  on 
foreign  Relations: 

Executive  J,  Eighty-first  Congress,  second 
session,  the  texts  of  the  Telegraph  Regula¬ 
tions  (Paris  Revision,  1949)  and  final  protocol 
annexed  to  the  International  Telecommuni¬ 
cation  Convention,  which  were  signed  in  the 
French  language  at  Paris  on  August  5,  1949; 
with  reservations  (Ex.  Rept.  No.  9). 

ORIGIN  OF  FEPC  LEGISLATION— STATE¬ 
MENT  BY  SENATOR  LEHMAN  AND  PRO¬ 
GRAM  OF  ACTION  ADOPTED  BY  THE 
NAACP 

[Mr.  LEHMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
regarding  the  ideological  origin  of  FEPC 
legislation,  prepared  by  him.  and  also  a  copy 
of  a  program  of  action  adopted  by  the  NAACP 
in  1919,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

AN  EXCELLENT  APPOINTMENT— EDI¬ 

TORIAL  FROM  THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES 

[Mr.  LEHMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “An  Excellent  Appointment,”  pub¬ 
lished  today  in  the  New  York  Times,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SOUTH  KOREAN  MANPOWER  RE¬ 
SOURCES— ARTICLE  BY  HENRY  G.  MAZ- 
LEN 

[Mr.  LEHMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
l^e  printed  in  the  Record  a  paper  entitled 
“Sauth  Korean  Manpower  Resources,”  writ¬ 
ten '<by  Henry  G.  Mazlen,  social  scientist- 
demographer,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix^ 

ON  THE  HOME  FRONT— EDITORIAL  FROM 
OIL  CITY  COURIER 

[Mr.  MARTTN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  iiVthe  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “On  the  Some  Front,”  published  re¬ 
cently  in  the  Oil riSity  (Pa.)  Courier,  which 
appears  in  the  Apjmndlx.] 

VETERANS’  PREFERENCE— ARTICLE  FROM 
VFW  MAGAZINE 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  ancTtebtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Recoil  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Tricking  the  Veterak  Out  of  His 
Job,”  written  by  Omar  B.  KetcVpm,  director, 
national  legislative  service,  VFWL  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  VFW  magazine,  whfojj  appears 
-4n~the~App&ndix4- 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  formal  reading  of  the 
bill  be  dispensed  with,  that  it  be  read  for 
amendment,  and  that  the  committee 
amendments  be  first  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
practice,  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  such 
a  request. 

The  Secretary  will  proceed  to  state  the 
amendments  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  was,  under  the 
heading  “Chapter  I — District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,”  on  page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word 
“Columbia”,  to  strike  out  “$9,800,000” 
and  insert  “$11,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Chapter  II — Legislative 
Branch,”  on  page  3,  after  line  1,  to  in¬ 
sert: 

—  Senate 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSE  ALLOWANCE  OF  SENATORS, 

MILEAGE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  SENATE 

AND  OF  SENATORS,  AND  EXPENSE  ALLOWANCE 

OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

For  compensation  of  Senators,  $1,230,000. 

For  mileage  of  the  President  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  'and  of  Senators,  $51,000. 

For  expense  allowance  of  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  $10,000. 

For  expense  allowance  of  Senators, 
$240,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

3,  after  line  11,  to  insert: 

Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 

For  compensation  of  officers,  employees, 
clerks  to  Senators,  and  others,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  including  increased  and  addi¬ 
tional  compensation  provided  by  the  Feder¬ 
al  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended, 
and  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1950,  as  follows: 

OFFICE  OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

For  compensation  of  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States,  $30,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  4,  to  insert: 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  at  rates  of  compensation  to  be  fixed  by 
him  in  multiples  of  $5  per  month,  $50,370. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

4,  after  line  3,  to  insert: 

CHAPLAIN 

Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  $2,646. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  5,  to  insert: 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

For  office  of  the  Secretary,  $355,230. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  7,  to  insert: 

COMMITTEE  EMPLOYEES 

For  professional  and  clerical  assistance  to 
standing  committees,  $1,441,040. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  10,  to  insert: 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

For  professional  and  clerical  assistance  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business, 
$88,645,  authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  272, 
agreed  to  May  26.  1950.  at  rates  of  compen¬ 


sation  to  be  fixed  hereafter  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Legislative  Reor¬ 
ganization  Act  of  1946,  approved  August  2, 
1946,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  standing 
committees. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amenment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

CONFERENCE  COMMITTEES 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference 
of  the  Majority,  at  rates  of  compensation  to 
be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  committee, 
$30,280. 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference 
of  the  Minority  at  rates  of  compensation  to 
be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  committee, 
$30,280. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  5,  to  insert: 

ADMINISTRATIVE  AND  CLERICAL  ASSISTANTS  TO 
SENATORS 

For  administrative  and  clerical  assistants 
and  messenger  service  for  Senators,  $5,036,- 
185. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
after  line  4,  to  insert: 

OFFICE  OF  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 

For  office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Door¬ 
keeper,  including  three  in  lieu  of  two  assist¬ 
ant  chief  telephone  operators  at  $2,400  each 
and  thirty-three  in  lieu  of  twenty-six  tele¬ 
phone  operators  at  $1,800  each,  $1,025,789. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
after  line  9,  to  insert: 

OFFICES  OF  THE  SECRETARIES  FOR  THE  MAJORITY 
AND  THE  MINORITY 

For  the  offices  of  the  secretary  for  the  ma¬ 
jority  and  the  secretary  for  the  minority, 
$57,060. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  beginning 
on  page  5,  after  line  13,  to  insert: 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OF  THE  SENATE 

Legislative  reorganization:  For  salaries 
and  expenses,  legislative  reorganization,  in¬ 
cluding  the  objects  specified  in  Public  Law 
663,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  $100,000. 

Senate  policy  committees :  For  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Majority  Policy  Committee 
and  the  Minority  Policy  Committee,  $45,715 
for  each  such  committee;  in  all,  $91,430. 

Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Report: 
For  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Economic  Report,  $125,585. 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy:  For 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Atomic  Energy,  including  the  objects 
specified  in  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  $160,135. 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing:  For  salaries 
for  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  $22,080, 
for  expenses  of  compiling,  preparing,  and 
indexing  the  Congressional  Directory,  $1,600, 
and  for  travel  and  subsistence  expenses  at 
rates  provided  by  law  for  Senate  committees, 
$4,500;  in  all,  $28,180. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce :  To  enable  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  to  engage 
by  contract  the  services  of  private  firms  or 
corporations  for  making  a  survey  of  certifi¬ 
cated  interstate  and  overseas  air  carrier 
operations,  with  a  view  to  drafting  legisla¬ 
tion  requiring  the  separation  of  mail  com¬ 
pensation  from  any  Federal  subsidy  pay¬ 
ments,  $200,000. 

Vice  President’s  automobile :  For  purchase, 
exchange,  driving,  maintenance,  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  an  automobile  for  the  Vice  President, 
$5,480. 


Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore : 
For  purchase,  exchange,  driving,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  operation  of  an  automobile  for 
the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate. 
$5,480. 

Automobiles  for  majority  and  minority 
leaders:  For  purchase,  exchange,  driving, 
maintenance,  and  operation  of  two  auto¬ 
mobiles,  one  for  the  majority  leader  of  the 
Senate,  and  one  for  the  minority  leader  of 
the  Senate,  $10,960. 

Reporting  Senate  proceedings:  For  report¬ 
ing  the  debates  and  proceedings  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  payable  in  equal  monthly  installments, 
$122,785. 

Furniture:  For  services  in  cleaning,  repair¬ 
ing,  and  varnishing  furniture,  $2,900. 

Furniture:  For  materials  for  furniture 
and  repairs  of  same,  and  for  the  purchase 
of  furniture,  $18,000. 

Inquiries  and  investigations:  For  expenses 
of  inquiries  and  investigations  ordered  by 
the  Senate  or  conducted  pursuant  to  section 
134  (a)  of  Public  Law  C01,  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  including  compensation  for  steno¬ 
graphic  assistance  of  committees  at  such 
rates  and  in  accordance  with  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration,  but  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  the  rate  of  25  cents  per  hundred 
words  for  the  original  transcript  of  reported 
matter;  and  including  $50,000  for  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  to  be  available 
also  for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  Senate 
Resolution  No.  193,  agreed  to  October  14, 
1943,  and  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth  Congress, 
$832,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  expended  for  per  diem 
and  subsistence  expenses  (as  defined  in  the 
Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949)  at  rates  in  excess 
of  $9  per  day  except  that  higher  rates  may 
be  established  by  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  in  the  case  of  travel 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  continental  United 
States:  And  provided  further,  That  here¬ 
after  the  provisions  of  section  134  (a)  of 
Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress, 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Small  Business. 

Folding  documents:  For  folding  speeches 
and  pamphlets  at  a  basic  rate  not  exceeding 
$1  per  thousand  $28,875. 

Materials  for  folding:  For  materials  for 
folding,  $1,E00. 

Fuel,  and  so  forth:  For  fuel,  oil,  cotton 
waste,  and  advertising,  exclusive  of  labor, 
$2,000. 

Senate  restaurants:  For  repairs,  improve¬ 
ments,  equipment,  and  supplies  for  Senate 
kitchens  and  restaurants,  Capitol  Building 
and  Senate  Office  Building,  including  per¬ 
sonal  and  other  services,  to  be  expended 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  United  States 
Senate,  $42,500. 

Motor  vehicles:  For  maintaining,  exchang¬ 
ing,  and  equipping  motor  vehicles  for  carry¬ 
ing  the  mails  and  for  official  use  of  the  offices 
of  the  Secretary  and  Sergeant  at  Arms, 
$9,560. 

Miscellaneous  items:  For  miscellaneous 
items,  exclusive  of  labor,  $786,895. 

Packing  boxes:  For  packing  boxes,  $3,000. 

Postage  stamps:  For  office  of  Secretary, 
$500:  office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms,  $225;  offices 
of  the  secretaries  for  the  majority  and  the 
minority,  $100;  in  all,  $825. 

Air-mail  and  special-delivery  stamps:  For 
air-mail  and  special-delivery  stamps  for 
Senators  and  the  President  of  the  Senate  as 
authorized  by  law,  $10,250. 

Stationery:  For  stationery  for  Senators  and 
for  the  President  of  the  Senate,  including 
$10,000  for  stationery  for  committees  and 
offices  of  the  Senate,  $58,500. 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  secure  suitable  office  space  in  post 
office  or  other  Federal  buildings  in  the  State 
of  each  Senator  for  the  use  of  such  Senator 
and  in  the  city  to  be  designated  by  him: 
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Provided,  That  In  the  event  suitable  space  is 
not  available  in  such  buildings  and  a  Sen¬ 
ator  leases  or  rents  office  space  elsewhere, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized  to  approve 
for  payment,  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate,  vouchers  covering  bona  fide  state¬ 
ments  of  rentals  due  in  an  amount  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $900  per  annum  for  each  Senator. 

Commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  1949  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  is  authorized  and  di¬ 
rected  to  protect  the  funds  of  his  office  by 
purchasing  insurance  in  an  amount  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  said  funds  against  loss. 
Premiums  on  such  insurance  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

Salaries  or  wages  paid  out  of  the  fore¬ 
going  items  under  “Contingent  expenses  of 
the  Senate”  shall  be  computed  at  basic  rates 
as  authorized  by  law,  plus  increased  and 
additional  compenstion  as  provided  by  the 
“Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,”  as 
amended,  and  the  “Second  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act,  1950.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  19, 
after  line  7,  to  insert: 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES 

For  an  amount  to  enable  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  it  by  section  601  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1941  (55  Stat.  726),  to  remain  available  dur¬ 
ing  the  existence  of  the  committee,  $20,000, 
to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  El- 
lender]  with  reference  to  an  item  ap¬ 
pearing  on  page  4.  I  realize  we  have 
passed  beyond  that  point,  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  relating  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  making  appropriations  for  the 
Select  Committee  on  Small  Business. 
The  question  I  desire  to  ask  is  this:  Un¬ 
der  the  language  of  the  provision  will 
the  employees  of  the  Small  Business 
Committee  be  on  the  same  basis  as  em¬ 
ployees  of  a  regular  standing  committee 
so  far  as  retirement  benefits  are  con¬ 
cerned? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing.  They  are  in  the  same  cate¬ 
gory. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  was  the  intention 
of  the  committee  to  make  them  so. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  The  reason  I  asked 
the  question  is  that  it  is  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  this  committee’s  employees,  who 
are  paid  out  of  the  contingent  funds  of 
the  Senate,  are  paid  as  employees  of  a 
separate  committee,  such,  for  instance, 
as  the  employees  of  the  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Economic  Report;  that  the 
latter  employees  are  not  eligible  for 
retirement  because  they  are  regarded, 
I  assume,  as  being  more  or  less  tem¬ 
porary  employees,  whereas  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Business  of  the 
Senate,  when  it  was  established  by  the 
Senate,  was  set  up  as  a  permanent  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  it  was  to  have 
the  same  status  as  a  permanent  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  was  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  that  that  be  true. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  on  page  19,  after 
line  7,  is  agreed  to.  The  next  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Capitol  buildings  and  grounds,” 
on  page  22,  after  line  6,  to  insert: 

Subway  transportation,  Capitol  and  Senate 
Office  Buildings:  For  maintenance,  repairs, 
and  rebuilding  of  the  subway  transportation 
system  connecting  the  Senate  Office  Building 
with  the  Capitol,  including  personal  and 
other  services,  $2,600. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22, 
after  line  11,  to  insert: 

Senate  Office  Building:  For  maintenance, 
miscellaneous  items  and  supplies,  including 
furniture,  furnishings,  and  equipment,  and 
for  labor  and  material  incident  thereto,  and 
repairs  thereof;  for  purchase  of  waterproof 
wearing  apparel  and  for  personal  and  other 
services,  including  four  female  attendants 
in  charge  of  ladies’  retiring  rooms  at  $1,500 
each  and  one  a.,  $1,560,  for  the  care  and  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Senate  Office  Building;  to  be 
expended  under  the  control  and  supervision 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol;  in  all, 
$643,900. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  deals  with  the  proposal  to 
erect  a  new  Senate  Office  Building.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  Sen¬ 
ators  on  that  subject.  The  subcommit¬ 
tee  made  a  study  of  the  proposed  plan 
and  recommended  to  the  full  commit¬ 
tee  by  a  vote  of  4  to  3  that  the  building 
be  erected.  Then  the  full  committee 
voted,  11  to  7,  as  I  remember,  to  report 
the  item  favorably  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  as  chairman  of  the 
Legislative  Subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  I  opposed  the 
appropriation  for  the  erection  of  this 
new  Senate  Office  Building.  I  should 
like  at  this  time  to  read  the  sum  and 
substance  of  remarks  made  by  me  last 
year  when  the  same  item  was  rejected 
by  the  Senate. 

In  May  of  1949  I  made  a  survey  of  the 
space  presently  assigned  and  occupied 
by  Senators  and  committees.  The  re¬ 
sults  of  my  study  indicated  rather  force¬ 
fully  to  me  that  if  the  proper  committees 
of  the  Senate  should  carefully  investi¬ 
gate  the  matter  they  would  find  that  the 
Senate’s  space  needs  could  be  solved  by 
a  more  equitable  distribution  of  space 
already  available — and  all  without  the 
necessity  for  expensive  new  construction. 

The  following  are  the  results  of  my 
study,  and  prompted  me  to  oppose  the 
appropriation  of  funds  last  year  to  con¬ 
struct  an  elaborate  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

At  the  time  of  my  survey  there  were 
390  rooms  assigned  to  Senators^  328  in 
regular  suites  in  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  31  detached  rooms  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building,  and  31  rooms  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  wing  of  the  Capitol.  I  should  like  to 
emphasize  that  these  rooms  are  assigned 
to  Senators,  and  not  to  committees  or 
any  other  type  of  activity. 

If  these  rooms  were  equally  divided 
among  the  96  Senators,  each  Senator 
would  have  4  rooms,  with  6  rooms  re¬ 
maining.  Under  the  present  assign-  * 
ment,  however,  about  one-third  of  the  ' 
Senators  have  3  rooms,  one-third  have 


4  rooms,  and  one-third  have  5  and  6 


rooms,  as  indicated  below: 

Number  of  Senators  with  6  rooms -  5 

Number  of  Senators  with  5  rooms -  26 

Number  of  Senators  with  4  rooms -  85 

Number  of  Senators  with  3  rooms -  30 

Total _ _ - . .  96 


It  seems  that  space  is  assigned  to  Sen¬ 
ators  on  the  basis  of  seniority.  This  is 
wrong.  In  general,  space  should  be  as¬ 
signed  on  the  basis  of  need  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  size  of  the  Senator’s 
State  in  terms  of  population.  To  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent  the  Senate  has  previously 
recognized  this  formula  as  being  fair  and 
logical  by  providing  proportionately 
more  money  for  clerical  assistance  to 
Senators  from  large  States  as  compared 
to  Senators  from  smaller  States.  We 
have,  as  a  result  of  this,  several  Senators 
with  many  staff  members  in  a  few  rooms, 
and  at  the  same  time,  Senators  with  a 
few  staff  members  in  more  rooms  than 
may  be  needed.  It  is  certainly  reason¬ 
able  to  assume  that  6,000,000  residents 
of  a  State  will  write  more  letters  and 
demand  more  from  their  Senators  than 
will  500,000  inhabitants  of  another  State. 

I  find  that  the  present  system  of  as¬ 
signment  brings  about  several  gross 
inequities,  such  as  these: 

A  Senator  from  New  York  with  a  pop¬ 
ulation  of  13,500,000,  has  4  rooms.  His 
staff  numbers  15,  Allowing  one  room 
for  himself,  the  number  of  persons  per 
room  is  five. 

A  Senator  from  a  New  England  State, 
however,  with  a  population  of  about 
800,000,  has  5  rooms.  His  staff  numbers 
only  seven,  and  the  number  of  persons 
per  room,  excluding  the  Senator’s  room, 
is  1.75.  This  is  merely  one  instance 
among  many  of  this  sort. 

I  feel  that  the  principle  of  the  formula 
by  which  Senators  are  provided  clerical 
assistance  is  correct  and  logical,  in  that 
it  recognizes  that  Senators  from  large 
States  are  likely  to  have  more  office  work 
to  do.  Certainly  thesame  formula  should 
be  applied  in  assigning  space  where  their 
assistants  work. 

My  survey  showed,  as  of  May  15,  1949, 
that  the  96  Senators  employed  801  people 
in  their  offices.  That  total  was  obtained 
from  information  furnished  me  by  each 
office.  As  previously  indicated,  there  are 
390  rooms  assigned  to  Senators.  Allow¬ 
ing  1  room  for  each  Senator’s  own  use, 
294  are  available  for  the  staffs.  That 
would  reflect  an  average  of  2.7  persons 
per  room,  if  rooms  were  more  equitably 
assigned  and  all  rooms  properly  and 
wisely  utilized. 

Three  persons  per  room  is  not  an 
unduly  crowded  situation.  I  have  yet  to 
see  a  room  either  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building  or  in  the  Capitol  that  will  not 
adequately  and  comfortably  accommo¬ 
date  three  persons. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  even  under  the 
present  allocation  of  space,  most  offices 
are  not  overcrowded.  My  survey  shows 
that  in  the  offices  of  67  Senators — more 
than  two-thirds — the  average  number  of 
persons  per  room,  excluding  the  Senator 
and  his  room,  is  three  or  fewer.  In  the 
offices  of  another  18  Senators  the  average 
is  between  three  and  four  persons.  In 
only  11  offices  does  the  average  run 
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higher  than  four  persons  per  room,  and 
only  one  of  those  runs  higher  than  five. 

In  addition,  I  am  convinced  that  there 
is  considerable  space,  in  both  the  Capitol 
and  the  Senate  Office  Building,  presently 
occupied  by  activities  having  little  rela¬ 
tive  importance.  This  space  could  be 
used  by  Senators.  I  refer  specifically  to 
space  occupied  by  liaison  activities  of 
Government  agencies  and  overage  in 
space  occupied  by  committees  whose 
work  has  considerably  declined. 

One  of  the  reasons  advanced  for  the 
new  building  is  to  provide  a  suite  of  five 
rooms  for  each  standing  committee 
chairman.  This  is  regardless  of  the 
amount  of  business  the  Senator  or  the 
committee  may  have,  and  is,  therefore, 
basically  and  fundamentally  inequitable. 
My  survey  shows  that  most  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  chairmen  already  have  five  rooms 
or  more.  Of  the  15  committee  chairmen, 
3  have  6  rooms,  8  have  5  rooms,  3 
have  4  rooms,  and  1  has  3  rooms. 
Their  offices  do  not  appear  crowded.  The 
average  number  of  persons  per  room  in 
offices  of  committee  chairmen  is  2.14, 
ranging  from  the  lowest  average  of  1.60 
to  the  highest  of  3,  except  for  the  one 
chairman  with  only  three  rooms,  where 
the  average  is  3.50. 

As  to  the  committees  proper,  there  are 
52  rooms  assigned  to  the  15  committees, 
which  employ  124  persons.  Thus,  the 
average  number  of  persons  per  room  is 
2.4.  In  this  connection,  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  of  11  of  the  com¬ 
mittees,  each  has  a  very  large  commit¬ 
tee  room.  The  same  wide  variation  that 
was  noted  among  Senators’  offices  is  ap¬ 
parent  in  committees,  and  very  clearly  a 
reassignment  of  committee  space  is  de¬ 
sirable.  For  instance,  the  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee  has  five  rooms  and  four  employ¬ 
ees,  an  average  of  0.8  per  room.  The 
average  per  room  ranges  up  to  five  in  the 
case  of  Expenditures  in  Executive  De¬ 
partments. 

To  my  mind,  the  above  data  proves  that 
adequate  space  is  available  for  Senators’ 
offices  and  for  committees.  Our  real 
problem  is  not  the  acquisition  of  more 
space,  but  better  utilization  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  the  space  we  already  have. 

Mr.  President,  that,  in  substance,  was 
the  statement  made  by  me  last  year  in 
opposition  to  the  appropriation  of 
$10,000,000  for  a  start  toward  the  erec¬ 
tion  of  the  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

This  year  our  subcommittee  went  into 
detail  in  order  to  try  to  determine  how 
the  required  space  could  best  be 
provided. 

I  realize  that  some  Senators  are 
cramped  for  space;  but  I  think  it  is  on 
the  verge  of  folly  for  us  to  erect  the 
elaborate  building  now  in  contempla¬ 
tion,  just  to  take  care  of  the  few  Sena¬ 
tors  who  require  extra  office  rooms. 

In  our  investigation  we  requested  the 
architects  to  devise  some  way  by  which 
the  present  plans  could  be  modified  in 
such  a  manner  that  the  building  could 
be  reduced  in  size  and  in  cost.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  our  request,  they  submitted  a 
modified  plan,  which  is  called  plan  4-B, 
under  which  the  large  number  of  office 
and  hearing  rooms  originally  contem¬ 
plated  were  reduced  in  number,  and  the 


two  extra  large  hearing  rooms,  the  audi¬ 
torium,  the  swimming  pool,  and  the 
physical-therapy  department  were  elimi¬ 
nated.  Even  with  these  modifications, 
however,  the  cost  of  erecting  the  build¬ 
ing  would  be  only  $4,600,000  under  the 
cost  of  the  originally  planned  structure. 

We  also  had  the  architects  submit  an 
estimate  on  what  we  classified  as  a 
utility  building,  comprising  one  wing 
facing  on  First  Street,  in  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  additional  office  space  for  the  Sena¬ 
tors.  We  tried  to  get  the  architects  to 
use  the  same  plans,  if  that  were  possi¬ 
ble.  However,  we  were  told  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  same  plans  to  be 
used  if  only  the  building  facing  First 
Street  were  erected,  and  if  the  wings 
facing  on  B  and  C  Streets  were  elimi¬ 
nated. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  architects  took 
the  position  that  it  would  be  necessary 
for  them  to  scrap  the  present  plans  and 
specifications  if  we  were  to  build  a  simple 
structure  of  the  kind  which,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  would  suffice  to  give  to  all  Senators 
adequate  space,  and  leave  some  extra 
space  remaining  for  future  needs. 

At  this  time  I  should  like  to  review  the 
specifications  of  the  three  plans  we  now 
have  before  us,  namely,  the  ones  which 
were  studied  by  the  subcommittee  of 
which  I  am  chairman. 

The  first  plan  is  for  the  complete  new 
building  which  was  authorized,  as  will  be 
recalled,  in  an  appropriation  bill  in  1948. 
Under  that  plan,  329  office  rooms  would 
be  provided. 

Next,  plan  B,  a  revision  of  the  first 
plan,  would  provide  for  220  office  rooms. 

And  lastly,  plan  C,  which  was  sug¬ 
gested  by  myself  and  other  members  of 
the  subcommittee,  would  provide  for  206 
rooms. 

With  respect  to  hearing  rooms,  in¬ 
stead  of  18,  as  called  for  by  the  original 
plan,  plan  4-B  would  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  to  9.  The  third  plan  or  plan  C, 
calls  for  from  six  to  nine  hearing  rooms. 
We  could  even  further  reduce  the  number 
if  we  deem  it  advisable. 

A  consideration  which  disturbs  me  is 
that  the  fine  building  we  now  have,  with 
all  its  magnificient  hearing  rooms, 
would  more  or  less  become  obsolete.  It 
was  the  idea  of  the  planners  of  the  new 
building — and  it  is  still  their  idea,  if  we 
should  go  through  with  the  plan  as  orig¬ 
inally  drafted — to  provide  hearing 
rooms  for  each  of  the  major  commit¬ 
tees  within  the  New  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  This  would  mean  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  each  comittee  and  his  entire  of¬ 
fice  force,  together  with  the  staff  of  the 
committee,  would  have  to  move  into  the 
new  building.  I  repeat,  the  new  build¬ 
ing  was  planned  originally  to  accommo¬ 
date  all  committees  with  their  staffs,  and 
the  committee  rooms  which  would  be 
left  vacant  in  the  present  building  would 
be  turned  over  to  subcommittees. 

In  addition  to  the  large  hearing  rooms 
with  which  the  committees  would  be 
provided  in  the  proposed  new  building, 
it  is  contemplated  that  there  will  be 
also  two  rooms  of  the  same  size  as  the 
caucus  room  in  the  present  Senate  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  v/hich  would  be  used  to  ac¬ 
commodate  any  committees  that  may  be 
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conducting  hearings  on  bills  in  which  a 
large  number  of  people  might  be  in¬ 
terested. 

And  further,  it  is  also  contemplated  in 
the  proposed  new  building  that  there 
will  be  a  large  auditorium  with  a  capaci¬ 
ty  of  500  persons,  equipped  for  radio, 
television,  and  motion  pictures.  Provi¬ 
sion  is  also  made  for  a  swimming  pool 
and  physical  therapy  department. 

As  I  expressed  myself  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  last  year,  the  building  orig¬ 
inally  contemplated  would  represent  the 
last  word  in  accommodations. 

Under  all  three  plans — that  is,  in  the 
plan  which  is  now  in  contemplation,  as 
well  as  the  4-B  plan  and  the  new  plan 
4-C  which  we  propose — a  cafeteria,  and 
a  school  for  pages  would  be  provided.  In 
all  the  plans  there  is  provision  for  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  facilities  to  accommodate 
the  building  guard  and  maintenance 
force;  receiving  and  shipping  facilities; 
extension  of  subways  to  the  new  build¬ 
ing;  a  telephone  exchange  and  other 
communication  facilities;  a  folding  room; 
storage  space,  and  additional  quarters 
for  the  Sergeant  at  Arms. 

With  respect  to  the  garage,  as  I 
pointed  out  last  year,  the  new  building 
would  provide  space  for  200  cars.  The 
garage  would  be  built  on  the  first  story. 
It  would  be  a  covered  garage,  whereas 
under  Plan  4-B,  although  the  garage 
would  be  constructed  in  the  same  place 
as  that  provided  under  the  original  plan, 
it  would  not  be  under  cover.  In  the  case 
of  the  third  plan  which  we  considered, 
an  open  parking  space  would  be  provided 
instead  of  a  garage.  Accomodations  for 
the  post  office  substation  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  both  under  the  original  plan  and 
under  plan  4-B.  There  would  be  no 
special  hearing  rooms,  either  in  plan 
4-B  or  under  the  new  plan  which  several 
of  us  in  the  subcomittee  propose.  The 
auditorium  would  be  eliminated,  as 
would  also  the  swimming  pool,  provided 
under  the  original  plans. 

The  overall  cost  of  the  originally  con¬ 
templated  building,  including  the  ac¬ 
commodations  I  have  just  enumerated, 
would  be  $18,600,000.  Under  plan  4-B, 
which,  as  I  indicated,  would  reduce  the 
number  of  office  rooms  from  329  to  220 
and  would  eliminate  half  the  hearing 
rooms,  as  well  as  the  large  auditorium, 
the  cost  would  be  $14,000,000.  The 
building  contemplated  under  plan  4-C, 
that  is,  the  new  plan,  which  as  I  indi¬ 
cated  at  the  beginning  of  my  remarks 
would  require  the  architects  to  start 
from  scratch,  would  be  erected  of  the 
same  materials  as  those  specified  in 
either  the  original  plan  or  plan  4-B. 
The  essential  difference  would  be  that 
the  new  building  would  be  a  utility  office 
building,  providing  206  office  rooms  and 
from  6  to  9  hearing  rooms,  together  with 
all  the  other  facilities  for  shipping  and 
receiving,  telephone  exchange,  cafeteria, 
page  school,  and  so  forth,  but  eliminating 
the  swimming  pool,  auditorium,  and  two 
extra  large  hearing  rooms.  The  number 
of  office  rooms  could  be  increased  by 
further  reducing  the  number  of  hearing 
rooms.  As  I  just  mentioned  the  new 
plans  considered  by  the  subcommittee 
contemplate  from  6  to  9  hearing  rooms. 
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The  number  could  be  reduced  to  three  or 
four  or  five,  and  the  additional  space 
converted  to  office  use.  The  cost  of  that 
building,  which  as  I  said  would  be  a 
building  that  will  meet  all  of  our  needs, 
but  without  the  frills,  would  be  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $11,700,000. 

As  I  indicated  a  moment  ago,  I  desire 
to  assist,  if  I  can,  in  the  erection  of  a 
new  office  building — if  one  is  actually 
needed.  I  am  frank  to  confess  that  some 
Senators  are  today  cramped  for  space. 
Additional  space  should  be  provided  for 
them.  However,  I  believe  it  would  be 
folly  for  us,  as  a  means  of  fulfilling  that 
need,  to  erect  the  grand  new  structure 
which  is  now  in  contemplation. 

The  alternative  which  I  wish  to  pro¬ 
pose  is  simply  that  the  provision  now 
under  consideration  be  stricken  from 
the  bill,  and  that  in  lieu  thereof  there 
be  inserted  an  amendment  which  I  in¬ 
tend  to  send  to  the  desk.  The  purpose 
of  my  amendment  is  to  appropriate  the 
remainder  of  the  sum  authorized  in  1948 
for  the  drafting  of  plans  for  the  proposed 
Senate  Office  Building.  It  will  be  re¬ 
called  that  the  Congress  in  1948  author¬ 
ized  an  appropriation  of  $25,000  for  the 
purpose  of  drafting  preliminary  plans  for 
a  new  building.  Under  this  authoriza¬ 
tion,  $15,000  was  appropriated,  which 
finally  led  to  the  drafting  of  the  present 
plans  for  an  $18,600,000  building.  There 
is  remaining  of  that  authorization  the 
sum  of  $10,000,  which  could  be  used  by 
the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
paring  additional  preliminary  plans. 

I  believe  that  in  the  light  of  present 
world  conditions  it  might  be  well  for  the 
Commission  to  look  further  into  the 
building  situation.  When  and  if  my 
amendment  is  adopted  in  lieu  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  it  is  my  purpose  to 
introduce  at  once  a  bill  which  will  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
with  a  view  of  reappraising  the  situation 
and  endeavoring  to  find  ways  and  means 
whereby,  if  it  be  found  that  a  building  is 
necessary,  one  can  be  constructed  more 
in  line  with  our  needs,  rather  than  the 
elaborate  structure  now  proposed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  there  any  doubt  in 
the  Senator’s  mind  that  the  Senators  of 
the  United  States  need  more  space? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
stated  a  moment  ago  that  I  realized  that 
some  Senators  are  in  need  of  more 
space;  and  the  Senator  knows  that  last 
year  I  made  a  suggestion  which  I  believe 
to  be  a  good  one  and  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  should  look  into  when  it  studies  the 
new  plans.  The  Senator  knows  that  the 
suggestion  was  discussed  before  the 
committee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  knows  the  action  which  the 
committee  took. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  know  that.  But 
the  point  I  want  to  make  is  this:  There 
has  been  under  consideration  for  many 
years,  as  the  Senator  knows,  a  proposal 
to  complete  the  Capitol  Building  by  ex¬ 
tending  the  east  wing.  The  plans  for 
this  extension  are  already  drafted,  and 
would  require  an  expenditure  in  the 


neighborhood  of  $6,000,000.  If  the  east 
wing  of  the  Capitol  is  completed  42  new 
rooms  will  be  made  available. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  we  want  to  use  the 
Capitol  of  the  United  States  for  that 
purpose;  yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  not.  Many,  if  not  most,  of  the 
Senators  who  preceded  us  at  the  time 
they  voted  for  the  present  office  building 
had  their  offices  in  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  to  continue,  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  the  Senators  consider  the 
advisability  of  making  the  addition  to 
the  east  wing  of  the  Capitol,  which  would 
provide  42  large  rooms,  and  also  two 
large  hearing  rooms.  It  would  provide 
for  a  large  dining  room  or  cafeteria 
which  could  be  used  by  both  the  House 
Members  and  the  Senate  Members.  It 
is  true  that  in  the  division  of  the  space 
contained  in  the  new  addition,  21  office 
rooms  and  1  hearing  room  would  have 
to  go  to  the  House.  But  the  space  on  the 
street  floor  now  occupied  by  the  dining 
room,  and  the  space  where  the  cooking 
is  done,  could  be  utilized  for  office  space, 
if  need  be,  either  to  house  a  special  com¬ 
mittee,  or  for  other  purposes. 

If  we  erect  the  addition  to  the  Capitol 
we  shall  be  doing  something  which  is 
already  in  contemplation,  something 
which  is  beyond  the  preliminary-plan¬ 
ning  stage.  Last,  but  not  least,  Mr. 
President,  it  will  provide  a  cafeteria  or 
a  dining  room  where  all  Senators  and 
all  Representatives  can  be  served,  along 
with  a  greater  number  of  other  cus¬ 
tomers,  and  thereby  the  deficit  which 
the  Senate  has  sustained  each  year  in 
having  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Senate  dining  room  can  be  obviated.  As 
I  recall  last  year,  $42,000  of  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  was  used  to  pay  off  the 
deficit  incurred  in  operation  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  dining  room. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course  every  Sena¬ 
tor  is  interested  in  saving  the  money  of 
the  taxpayers.  It  happens  that  this  body 
has  acted  on  chapter  I  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  which  we  are  now  considering. 
We  were  not  worried  one  bit  by  providing 
the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
with  $12,000,000  of  the  American  tax¬ 
payers’  money. '  Sixty-eight  Senators 
have  informed  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  that  they  need  space.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  decided,  prac¬ 
tically  unanimously,  that  there  is  need 
of  more  space  for  the  work  of  the  Sen¬ 
ators.  I  might  remind  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  representing  the  most  populous 
State  in  the  Union,  has  three  rooms  in 
which  to  carry  on  his  duties  and  respon¬ 
sibilities. 

We  do  ndt  have  to  spend  $18,000,000, 
Mr.  President.  We  could  spend  a  million 
dollars  and  provide  all  the  space  neces¬ 
sary.  But  was  that  the  dream  of  Wash¬ 
ington?  Was  that  the  dream  of  Jeffer¬ 
son?  Was  that  the  dream  of  Huey  Long, 
when  the  capitol  in  Baton  Rouge  was 
constructed? 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  desire  to  state  to 
my  distinguished  friend  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  which  I  am  now  making  to  the 
Senate;  if  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  is  convinced,  as  I  am  sure  it  will 
probably  be,  that  more  space  is  neces¬ 
sary,  would  mean  that  instead  of  con¬ 
structing  the  elaborate  building  which 
is  in  contemplation — we  can  save  mil¬ 
lions  of  dolars  and  provide  adequate 
space  to  house  or  to  take  care  of  all 
Senators.  One  great  difficulty  is  that 
the  building,  as  I  pointed  out  a  while  ago, 
would  be  an  edifice  constructed  to  the 
memory  of  someone. 

It  would  not  be  a  utilitarian  building 
by  any  means;  it  would  be  a  building 
which  would  provide  facilities  which  may 
never  be  used.  I  have  been  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  for  14  years,  and  on  only  three  oc¬ 
casions  has  it  been  necessary  for  us  to 
assemble  in  a  room  larger  than  the 
caucus  room.  On  those  occasions  we 
walked  over  to  the  Library  of  Congress 
and  utilized  its  auditorium.  What  is  the 
necessity  in  these  times  of  deficit  spend¬ 
ing  to  build  an  auditorium  for  Senators, 
an  auditorium  which  would  cost  a  huge 
sum  of  money,  and  provide  a  great  many 
plush  seats,  and  a  place  for  the  showing 
of  moving  pictures?  I  say  we  ought  to 
examine  our  consciences,  and  having  ex¬ 
amined  them,  eliminate  all  that  unnec¬ 
essary  expense. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  wish  to  reempha¬ 
size  one  further  point.  I  contend  that 
the  hearing  rooms  are  now  far  enough 
removed  from  the  Capitol  Building. 
Why  place  them  almost  a  block  farther 
away  than  they  are  now  by  locating 
them  in  the  proposed  new  office  building? 
As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the  purpose  of 
the  planners  of  this  new  building  was 
to  do  what — to  relegate  to  subcommittees 
all  the  fine  hearing  rooms  that  we  now 
have  in  the  present  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  and  to  build  18  brand-new  large  ones 
for  the  standing  committees,  and  bear 
in  mind,  that  would  be  done  irrespective 
of  the  needs  of  Congress.  While  it  is 
true  that  some  committees  need  larger 
space  than  other  committees,  under  the 
present  plan  all  of  them  would  be  put 
in  the  same  category.  All  of  them  would 
be  provided  with  large  desks  and  nice 
seats  and  each  room  would  accommodate 
anywhere  from  150  to  200  people. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  in  a  moment.  Some  of  the  rooms 
may  be  necessary,  but  I  say  if  we  must 
erect  a  structure  to  suit  our  needs  we 
could  provide  for  a  building  which  would 
be  just  as  substantial  as  the  one  which 
is  now  proposed,  and  we  could  just  as 
well  honor  Jefferson,  Huey  Long,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Monroe,  and  other  men  who  have 
in  times  past  served  their  country. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  in  a  moment.  What  I  have  in 
mind,  and  what  I  think  other  Senators 
should  consider,  is  the  erection  of  a 
building  which  would  be  utilitarian,  and 
in  which  every  single  cubic  inch  of  space 
would  be  used.  Some  of  the  rooms  which 
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would  be  provided  under  the  present 
plan  would  never  be  used,  or  at  best 
would  be  used  only  occasionally.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  upkeep  of  the  building, 
such  as  providing  heat  in  the  winter  and 
air  conditioning  in  the  summer,  would 
be  a  constant  expense  to  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Sena¬ 
tor  a  question,  because  evidently  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  not  read  the 
committee  report,  or  is  not  familiar  with 
the  committee’s  action. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  I  made  a  mis¬ 
statement  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  correct  me. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  has  been 
discussing  elaborate  and  detailed  plans. 
He  has  not  been  discussing  what  the 
committee  did.  On  page  11  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  report  I  find  the  following  lan¬ 
guage,  to  which  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  listen  as  I 
read  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  listening. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  read  the  following 
language: 

After  full  discussion — 

Not  after  listening  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  or  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  but  after  full  discussion — 
the  committee  voted  to  request  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  to  review  forth¬ 
with  the  detailed  plans  of  the  proposed  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building — 

For  what  purpose? — 
with  a  view — 

Not  with  a  view  to  carrying  out  the 
elaborate  plans  which  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  has  been  discussing  for  half 
an  hour — 

with  a  view  of  simplifying  the  building — 

To  bring  about  what? — 

to  bring  about  savings,  and  with  the  ex¬ 
pressed  desire  of  the  committee  to  make  the 
new  office  building  more  of  a  working  and 
utilitarian  unit  than  the  present  plans  con¬ 
template. 

That  is  what  the  committee  decided  to 
do.  The  committee  did  not  decide  to 
carry  out  the  elaborate  plans.  It  did  not 
decide  to  build  an  auditorium,  or  this  or 
that.  The  committee  instructed  the 
Building  Commission  to  do  what  it 
wanted. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  good  friend  from  New  Mexi¬ 
co  that  since  the  language  he  had  read 
was  incorporated  in  the  report  I  had 
occasion  to  discuss  the  matter  with  the 
legislative  counsel  of  the  Senate.  I  was 
informed  that  it  may  not  be  possible  for 
the  present  plans  to  be  materially  al¬ 
tered  because - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  looking  at  the 
law.  Under  the  original  plan - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
getting  to  be  a  little  personal. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
wish  to  make  it  personal? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Apparently  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  would  not  be  trusting  the 


chairman  of  the  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  IMr.  Bridges],  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman], 
and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  who  constitute  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  with  intending  to  carry  out  the  in¬ 
structions  of  the  committee,  irrespective 
of  what  counsel  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  may  be  met  by  the  General 
/  Accounting  Office  on  that  proposition.  I 
say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that 
the  law  provides  for  an  appropriation 
not  to  exceed  $20,000,000  and  in  substan¬ 
tial  accord  with  the  preliminary  plans 
prepared  under  the  authority  of  the  act 
of  June  11,  1947.  Those  preliminary 
plans  have  already  been  adopted.  They 
cannot  be  altered,  as  the  Senator  knows, 
except  perhaps  to  make  a  few  changes 
such  as  is  contemplated  under  plan  4-B. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  to  carry  out  the 
instructions  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  Is  it  the  understanding  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana,  and  was  it  the  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  committee,  that  the 
words  in  the  committee  report  would  per¬ 
mit  the  Building  Commission  to  scrap 
the  present  plans,  or  revise  them,  and 
then  go  ahead? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  not.  That  was 
the  understanding,  but  that  is  not 
written  in  the  law.  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend  from  Massachusetts 
that  I  am  hopeful  that  the  Senate  will 
stand  by  me  in  the  amendment  which  I 
shall  propose.  The  amendment  I  shall 
propose  will  strike  from  the  bill  the  au¬ 
thorization  to  go  on  with  the  present 
plans,  and  places  in  the  bill  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  a  provision  to  authorize  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $10,000  for  the  purpose  of  study¬ 
ing  new  plans. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  wish  to  be  perfectly 
frank  with  the  Senator  as  to  what  I  have 
in  mind. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  know  what  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  I  should  fail  in 
my  attempt  to  have  the  amendment  sub¬ 
stituted  for  the  present  languge  in  the 
bill,  I  intend  to  offer  another  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  permit  to  be  done  le¬ 
gally  what  is  contemplated  in  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill.  Under  the  provisions  of  my 
second  amendment,  any  necessary 
changes  could  be  made  in  the  present 
plans,  or  new  plans  could  be  drafted. 
I  am  sincere  in  saying  to  my  good  friend 
from  New  Mexico - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Why  does  the  Senator 
doubt  the  sincerity  of  the  majority  of 
the  committee? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  what  the  committee  wishes  to  do.  It 
is  whether  it  can  be  done.  I  say  a  ques¬ 
tion  arises  as  to  whether  it  is  possible  to 
do  what  is  contemplated  by  the  report. 


As  I  have  indicated,  the  language  of  the 
present  law  authorizes  the  appropria¬ 
tion.  It  does  not  call  for  the  making  of 
plans.  The  plans  have  already  been  ex¬ 
ecuted.  The  appropriation  act  states 
that  the  money  is  being  appropriated  for 
the  express  purpose  of — doing  what? 
For  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  building 
substantially  in  accordance  with  those 
plans. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Except  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  said - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  care  what 
the  committee  said.  I  am  reciting  what 
the  law  states. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Or  what  the  Senator 
thinks  the  law  is. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  SALTON¬ 
STALL  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
will  be  in  order.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  can  yield  only  for  a  question, 
and  he  can  yield  only  to  one  Senator  at 
a  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  first  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  if  he  has  fur¬ 
ther  questions  to  ask. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  true  that  after 
full  deliberation  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  the  hearings  before 
which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  at¬ 
tended  personally,  and  in  which  he  was 
very  active  in  discussing  the  law,  as  he 
understood  it,  it  was  decided  there  that 
within  the  law  that  was  passed  several 
years  ago,  not  by  the  present  Congress, 
but  a  previous  Congress,  directing  the 
construction  of  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  the  committee  itself  gave  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  definite 
plans  and  definite  instructions  as  to 
what  they  should  do  under  the  law? 
Why  does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
think  the  Commission  is  going  to  do 
something  different? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Let  me  tell  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that,  as  I  pointed  out  a  moment  ago, 
the  first  action  taken  by  the  Senate 
with  respect  to  this  matter  was  to  pass 
a  bill  authorizing  an  appropriation  of 
$25,000  for  the  preparation  of  plans — 
not  for  the  making  of  specifications  as 
we  now  have  them — but  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  plans.  Of  that  amount  only  $15,- 
000  was  actually  appropriated,  and  there 
remains  the  sum  of  $10,000  to  make  fur¬ 
ther  plans  if  the  Congress  desires  to  ap¬ 
propriate  it.  It  is  to  that  provision  I  am 
now  proposing  this  amendment. 

The  point  is  that  the  plans  which  have 
been  accepted  by  the  Building  Commis¬ 
sion  contemplate  the  erection  of  18  new 
hearing  rooms.  They  contemplate  mov¬ 
ing  all  committee  chairmen,  with  all  of 
their  forces,  into  the  new  office  building. 
I  say  that  if  we  destroy  all  that,  we  de¬ 
stroy  the  plans,  and  I  am  backed  in  that 
opinion  by  very  capable  lawyers  of  the 
legislative  counsel’s  office. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  and  Mr.  DOUGLAS  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield,  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  have  just  in¬ 
dicated,  if  I  should  fail  in  the  proposal  I 
am  now  making  to  the  Senate,  namely. 
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to  start  anew,  then  I  expect  to  offer  an¬ 
other  amendment  which  would  give  what 
I  believe  to  be  necessary  power  to  the 
Commission  to  do  what  is  contemplated 
by  the  report.  Unless  we  do  that,  I 
doubt  very  seriously  that  any  new  plans 
can  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the 
office  building. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  Sena¬ 
tors  address  the  Chair  and  the  Chair 
asks  the  Senator  having  the  floor  if  he 
yields,  the  Chair  would  like  to  have  the 
Senator  indicate  whether  he  will  yield  or 
not. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  believe  that  when 
a  Senator  is  engaged  in  speaking,  a  Sen¬ 
ator  desiring  to  ask  a  question  ought  to 
realize  that  the  Senator  having  the  floor 
cannot  proceed  with  his  remarks  and  an¬ 
swer  questions  at  the  same  time.  Sena¬ 
tors  ought  to  wait  at  least  until  I  could 
get  through  with  a  sentence,  or  until  I 
state  that  I  will  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  has  concluded  for  the  moment, 
will  he  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  first  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  if  the  cost  of 
the  proposed  Senate  Office  Building,  un¬ 
der  existing  plans,  would  not  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $21,000,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct,  if 
we  include  cost  of  the  ground,  the  bor¬ 
ings,  and  everything  else. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  even  if  the  plans 
were  to  be  simplified,  as  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico,  would  not  such  a  building 
cost  at  least  from  fifteen  to  eighteen 
million  dollars? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  the  modified  building? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes.  I  gave  the  ex¬ 
act  figures.  Exclusive  of  site,  it  would 
cost  $14,000,000  if  it  were  possible  to 
eliminate  9  out  of  the  18  contemplated 
hearing  rooms,  and  the  auditorium  and 
other  facilities. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  So  that  even  if  the 
plans  were  simplified,  there  would  be  re¬ 
quired  the  appropriation  of  a  very  large 
sum  of  money,  approximately  $15,- 
000,000? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  For  this  year  it 
would  probably  be  half  of  that,  but  ulti¬ 
mately  it  would  be  that;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  voted  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  against  this  appropriation,  I  will  say, 
but  I  believe  it  would  be  only  fair  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  point  out  to  him 
that  the  contemplated  building  would 
include  space  for  telephone  facilities,  for 
the  House  and  the  Capitol,  it  would  in¬ 
clude  a  tunnel,  a  new  subway,  electric 
lines,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  think  I  gave 
that  information  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  turn  to  page  23  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  is  a  heading, 
“Additional  office  building  for  the 
United  States  Senate.”  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  language  reads  as  follows : 

Construction  and  equipment  of  additional 
Senate  Office  Building:  To  enable  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission,  to 
continue  to  provide - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  “To  continue.” 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes— 

for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  a  fire¬ 
proof  office  building  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  $10,000,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Very  well.  Is  it  not 
true  that  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  is  given  the  authority  to  con¬ 
tinue'  that  work? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Of  course,  but  only 
under  the  plans  heretofore  submitted. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission 
was  instructed  on  page  11  of  the  report 
to  do  the  work  in  a  certain  way,  and  not 
the  way  that  was  originally  planned? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  consulted 
with  the  lawyers  of  the  legislative  coun¬ 
sel’s  office,  and  I  am  informed  that,  if  a 
substantial  change  is  made  in  the  plans, 
it  may  not  be  possible  to  have  them  pass 
the  scrutiny  of  the  General  Accounting 
Office. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  that  is  so,  what  has 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to  worry 
about?  Then  we  would  not  spend  the 
money. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  What  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  proposes  to  do  is  to 
erect  the  building  as  originally  planned. 
That  is  what  he  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator  has  any  justification  whatso¬ 
ever  to  say  what  I  have  in  mind. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  has 
been  working  pretty  hard  for  it,  and  I 
said  in  the  committee  that - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  me  advise  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  that  the  only  thing 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  in 
mind  is  to  carry  cut  the  wishes  of  the 
Senate,  and  not  the  wishes  of  lawyers 
employed  by  the  Senate.  The  Senate 
took  its  part  in  passing  the  law.  Others 
may  have  made  an  interpretation  of  that 
lav/,  but  I  still  have  lots  of  faith  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois  referred  to  the  cost 
of  the  building.  It  is  not  only  the  cost 
that  we  must  consider  now  but  also  the 
upkeep  of  the  building.  The  record 
shows  the  maintenance  of  this  building 
will  cost  from  $550,000  to  $600,000  a  year; 
and  that,  of  course,  is  in  addition  to  the 
funds  reauired.  to  erect  the  new  building. 

Where  are.  we  going  to  get  the  money 
to  construct  this  new  building? 

Have  we  a  surplus  in  the  Treasury? 
The  Nation  is  $257,000,000,000  in  debt, 
and  every  dime  spent  for  this  building 
will  have  to  be  borrowed.  The  interest 
rate  on  that  money  will  be  at,  least  2l/2 
percent.  While  I  am  discussing  this 
phase  of  it,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 


Illinois  that  the  twenty-one-odd-million 
dollars  he  mentioned  a  while  ago  does  not 
include  the  cost  of  the  furniture  and 
other  items  that  go  into  the  building.  I 
would  say  it  might  cost  as  much  as  $22,- 
500,000  altogether  properly  to  equip  the 
building.  If  on  that  sum  we  figure  2l/2 
percent  interest  per  annum,  which  our 
Government  will  have  to  pay,  it  will  add 
another  half  million,  and  make  a  total  of 
over  a  million  dollars  a  year  just  to  main¬ 
tain  this  new  office  space  for  Senators. 
To  put  it  another  way,  it  would  cost  the 
taxpayers  more  than  $10,000  for  each 
Senator  in  order  to  provide  office  space 
for  about  eight  Senators  who  need  addi¬ 
tional  rooms.  That  is  simply  going  too 
far. 

As  I  said,  I  am  proposing  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  provides  for  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $10,000  to  enable  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  to  delve  fur¬ 
ther  into  the  question.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Commission  will  find  a  necessity  for 
the  erection  of  some  type  of  building. 
At  that  time  conditions  may  be  far  better 
than  they  are  now.  We  may  not  be 
at  war  with  the  North  Korean  Commu¬ 
nists,  as  we  presently  are.  We  do  not 
know  what  the  future  holds  for  us. 
The  adoption  of  my  amendment  would 
give  us  a  further  apportunity  to  study 
carefully  the  v/hole  situation. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleagues :  Are  we  going  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  add  costs  to  the  operation  of 
the  Senate?  I  have  in  my  hand  a  table 
showing  the  amounts  that  have  been 
expended  on  the  Senate  side  and  on  the 
House  side  since  1941.  In  1941  the  en¬ 
tire  cost  to  operate  the  House  side  was 
$9,512,000.  In  that  year  the  entire  cost 
to  operate  the  Senate  side  was  $3,998,000. 
Do  Senators  know  what  the  cost  is  today? 
The  cost  on  the  House  side  today  is 
$21,631,000,  and  on  the  Senate  side  $11,- 
689,000.  And  now  it  is  proposed  to  add 
still  more  to  that  cost. 

Let  me  further  point  out  to  the  Senate 
that  in  1947  the  cost  merely  to  pay  the 
salaries  of  employees  in  Senators’  of¬ 
fices,  that  is,  the  administrative  assist¬ 
ants,  the  clerks,  and  other  such  costs, 
was  $2,754,603.48.  In  1948  that  cost  rose 
to  $3,832,000.  In  1949  it  rose  to  $4,272,- 
000.  For  the  fiscal  year  1950,  the  cost 
was  $4,588,776.  That  is  what  it  cost 
merely  to  pay  the  office  force  of  the  Sen¬ 
ators.  It  does  not  include  the  amount 
of  money  spent  for  the  committees  or 
anything  like  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLLENDER.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment.  I  v/ish  to  point  out  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  by  way  of  emphasis  that  the  cost  to¬ 
day  merely  to  pay  the  Senators’  office 
force  is  greater  by  almost  $1,000,000 
than  the  total  cost  of  operating  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  including  the  salaries  of  the  Sena¬ 
tors,  in  the  fiscal  year  1941.  Yet  there 
are  Senators  who  v/ant  to  heap  more  ex¬ 
penses  on  to  that  cost.  If  we  are  to  set 
examples  to  the  various  departments, 
Mr.  President,  the  saving  must  start  here. 
This  is  the  place  to  begin  saving,  instead 
of  piling  up  costs  as  is  now  proposed  to 
be  done.  I  believe  that  like  charity, 
economy  should  begin  at  home. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  for  a  question. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Can  the  Senator  tell 
me  which  particular  Senator  out  of  the 
96  is  wasting  money  by  the  hiring  of  one 
single  unnecessary  clerk  in  his  office? 
Which  Senator  is  doing  so?  I  include 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  in  that 
question. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
personal,  but  I  wish  to  make  a  statement, 
and  I  speak  for  myself  only.  I  do  not 
at  this  time  feel  justified  in  spending  all 
the  money  allotted  to  me  to  run  my 
office.  What  do  I  do?  I  am  now  able  to 
save  the  taxpayers  about  $16,000  that  I 
do  not  need  and  I  do  not  use.  What  is 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  doing? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  doing  just  as  much, 
and  giving  service  to  the  people  of  my 
State. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well.  I  did 
not  mean  to  go  into  personalities.  I  have 
no  administrative  assistant  today. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Probably  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  bright  enough  not  to 
need  one. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  may  be  so;  I 
dispensed  with  the  position  of  adminis¬ 
trative  assistant  last  January.  I  am  not 
using  more  than  $10,000  of  the  basic  sal¬ 
ary  allowance  allocated  to  me.  With 
the  gross  salaries  permitted  by  that  basic 
allowance,  I  could  employ  five  or  six 
clerks  if  I  desired  at  a  total  cost  of 
around  $16,000. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  a  moment.  I 
say,  Mr.  President,  before  this  bill  is 
finally  passed,  the  departments  will  be 
asked  to  cut  their  requirements  here  and 
cut  them  there.  In  view  of  that,  should 
we  say,  “Do  not  cut  us;  the  legislative 
branch  is  excluded”?  I  say  that  if  we 
are  to  ask  the  departments  to  take  cuts 
we  should  begin  to  cut  here.  We  ought 
to  set  the  example. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  supply  additional  office 
space  for  8  or  10  Senators.  I'realize  that 
at  the  present  time  they  are  short  of 
space.  But  it  is  now  proposed,  in  order 
to  provide  space  for  the  few  Senators 
who  are  badly  in  need  of  additional 
rooms  that  we  spend  $20,600,000. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  know  how  many  Senators  are 
using  the  entire  amount  allotted  to  them 
for  administrative  assistants  and  secre¬ 
tarial  staff? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  not  made  a  survey  of  that.  I  wish 
to  say  to  my  distinguished  friend,  how¬ 
ever,  that  I  am  somewhat  alarmed  over 
the  trend  with  respect  to  expenditures  by 
the  Senate,  as  disclosed  by  the  figures  I 
have  just  stated.  If  the  Lord  spares  me, 
and  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar] 
should  reappoint  me  to  be  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  to  handle  legislative 
appropriations,  I  promise  the  Senate  to 
go  into  details  to  find  whether  or  not  we 
can  cut  here  and  cut  there,  so  as  to  set 
an  example  for  the  Government  depart¬ 
ments  and  if  we  can  accomplish  that  we 
can  then  apply  to  others  the  yardstick 
we  apply  to  ourselves. 


Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  believe  I  concur  with 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  in  the  en¬ 
ergy  he  is  expending  in  trying  to  save  the 
taxpayers’  money.  May  I  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion?  Is  the  amount  of  money  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  saving  in  operating  his  office  re¬ 
funded  to  the  Treasury  or  is  it  used  for 
some  other  p  .rpose? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  goes  back  to  the 
Treasury,  as  I  understand.  I  know  I  do 
not  touch  it. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  do  not  know  either.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  that  money 
is  refunded  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  sure  it  goes 
back  to  the  Treasury.  I  am  glad  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  asked  the  ques¬ 
tion.  If  that  money  does  not  already  go 
back  to  the  Treasury,  I  shall  make  cer¬ 
tain  that  it  does. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  while 
I  am  on  the  subject,  I  desire  to  make 
another  statement.  I  am  glad  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley]  is  present,  because 
what  I  have  to  say  affects  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  Before  the  reorgani¬ 
zation  I  served  as  chairman  of  the  Claims 
Committee  for  4  years.  It  was  then  the 
custom  in  that  committee  for  individual 
Senators  to  handle  the  various  claims  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  committee.  As  I  recall,  11 
or  12  Senators  served  on  that  committee. 
As  chairman  of  the  committee  I  had  the 
clerk  each  week  assign  to  each  Senator 
who  was  a  member  of  the  committee  a 
certain  number  of  bills  to  report  upon 
the  following  week.  I  had  one  clerk  who 
handled  that  work,  and  the  salary  paid 
him  at  the  time  was  $3,600  a  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  informed  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  been  ob¬ 
liged  to  have  its  appropriation  increased 
20-some-odd  thousand  dollars  in  order  to 
operate  under  the  new  method  now  in 
vogue.  Instead  of  the  claims  which  are 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici¬ 
ary  being  considered  by  the  respective 
members  of  the  committee,  they  are  con¬ 
sidered  by  clerks,  and  those  clerks  are 
the  ones  who  do  all  the  work  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  claims,  and  then  report  to 
the  Senators  who  are  committee  mem¬ 
bers.  That  may  be  a  good  way  to  handle 
the  bills,  but  it  is  an  expensive  way.  If 
we  were  to  follow  more  closely  the 
methods  which  were  in  vogue  before  the 
reorganization  measure  was  passed  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  could  dispense  with  much  of  the 
extra  help  now  employed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  perform  work  which,  accord¬ 


ing  to  the  views  of  many  Senators,  is  so 
necessary  to  perform. 

(At  this  point,  Mr.  Ellender  yielded  to 
Mr.  Humphrey,  who  spoke  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  p.  19,  relative  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 
penditures,  and  debate  ensued,  all  of 
v  which,  on  request  of  Mr.  Ellender,  and 
by  unanimous  consent,  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record  following  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  During  the  course  of 
my  remarks  I  cited  certain  expenditures 
by  the  House  and  Senate  since  1941.  I 
tried  to  show  that  in  1941  the  total  ex¬ 
penditures  involved  in  the  operation  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  payments  to  Senators,  all  office  help, 
and  all  expenses  connected  therewith, 
amount  to  $3,998,000.  Today  that 
amount  has  increased  to  $11,689,000. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  table  showing  these  figures  be 
placed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 


Expenditures  by  House  and  Senate 


Year 

House 

Senate 

1941  . . . 

1942  . . 

$9,  512, 000, 000 
9, 678, 000, 000 
9,361, 000,000 
10, 944,  000, 000 
11,  660, 000, 000 
14,  243,  000, 000 
16,012,000,000 
18,  095, 000, 000 

is,  no,  ooo,  ooo 

21,392, 000,000 
21, 631, 000, 000 

$3,998,000,000 
3,998,000,000 
4, 249, 000, 000 
4,472,000,000 
4, 672,  000, 000 
5, 916, 000, 000 
8, 167, 000, 000 
9,546,000,000 
10, 288, 000, 000 
11, 560, 000, 000 
11, 689, 000, 000 

1943 _ _ _ 

1944 . . 

1945 _ _ 

1946. _ _ 

1947. . . . 

1948 . . 

1949 _ _ 

1956  (esf.im  ate) 

1951  (estimate) _ 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a  table 
showing  the  salaries  of  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Senate,  not  including  pay¬ 
ments  to  Senators.  The  table  shows  that 
for  the  fiscal  year  1947,  for  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary  and  Sergeant  at  Arms  of 
the  Senate,  the  standing  committees,  and 
for  the  Senators’  offices,  the  total  amount 
was  $4,900,298.33.  For  the  fiscal  year 
1950,  just  ending,  the  amount  was  $7,- 
102,896.35.  I  wish  also  to  emphasize  the 
point  which  I  made  in  the  course  of  my 
remarks  a  short  time  ago,  to  the  effect 
that  the  amount  of  money  which  is  now 
being  spent  by  Senators  for  their  re¬ 
spective  offices  amounts  to  $4,588,776.28, 
in  contrast  to  a  total  for  over-all  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Senate  in  1941  of  $3,998,- 
000.  I  ask  that  the  table  be  placed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Salaries,  officers  and  employees,  Senate 


Division  of  payroll 


Amount  paid 


Fiscal  year  1947 

Fiscal  year  1948 

Fiscal  year  1949 

$1, 093,  369.  97 
1,  052,  324.  88 
2, 754, 003.  48 

$1, 137, 169.  06 
799,  310.  20 
3, 882, 889.  35 

$1,339,714.12 
921,119.43 
4, 272,  634.  02 

4,900,298.  33 

6,819,  368.  61 

6, 533, 467. 57 

Secretary  and  Sergeant  at  Arms 

Standing  committees  8 _ 

Senators’  offices . . 


Total  fiscal  year. 


$1, 477, 279.  24 
1,036,840.83 
4, 588, 776. 


7, 102, 890. 


i  Includes  office  of  the  President  of  the  Senate. 

!  Includes  conference  of  the  majority  and  the  minority. 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  detailed 
statement  showing  the  office  space  which 
would  be  made  available  in  the  proposed 
new  building  be  placed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks.  I  think 
it  would  be  of  value  to  Senators  to  have 
this  information  available  in  the  Record, 
and  I  therefore  ask  that  it  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Proposed  New  Senate  Office  Building 

Fifteen  committee  rooms  and  3  subcom¬ 
mittee  rooms,  as  follows: 

One  large  committee  room  with  rostrum, 
for  use  of  Committee  on  Appropriations,  60 
feet  by  70  feet  by  21  feet,  capacity  250  persons. 

Three  subcommittee  rooms  for  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  sizes:  one,  32  feet  by  78.5 
feet  by  21  feet,  capacity  150  persons;  two, 
31.4  feet  by  66  feet  by  12.5  feet,  capacity  100 
persons  each. 

Two  committee  rooms,  each  32  feet  by  55 
feet  by  21  feet,  capacity  120  persons  each. 

Twelve  committee  rooms,  each  31  feet  by  52 
feet  by  23  feet,  capacity  90  persons  each. 

One  conference  room,  for  Appropriations 
Committee. 

Two  special  hearing  rooms,  each  size  of 
present  caucus  room  in  S.  O.  B. 

One  auditorium,  with  seating  capacity  of 
500  persons,  and  with  facilities  for  recording 
hearings,  moving-picture  projection,  broad, 
casting  and  television. 

Eighteen  anterooms  for  standing  commit¬ 
tee  rooms. 

One  hundred  and  thirty-nine  office  rooms 
for  committee  chairman,  committee  staffs, 
and  senatorial  office  staff  of  committee  chair¬ 
man  (five  office  rooms  for  staff  of  each 
committee  chairman,  4  office  rooms  for  staff 
of  each  committee). 

Fifteen  office  rooms,  1  for  banking  minority 
member  of  each  standing  committee. 

Thirty  office  rooms  for  staffs  of  joint  com¬ 
mittees  and  4  special  subcommittees. 

Four  office  rooms  for  Vice  President. 

Twelve  office  rooms  for  Legislative  Coun¬ 
sel. 

One  library  room  for  Legislative  Counsel. 

One  file  room  for  Legislative  Counsel. 

One  room  for  press  and  periodical  press. 

Three  rooms  for  radio  and  television. 

Eight  rooms  for  page  school. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-five  unassigned 
office  rooms,  to  be  assigned  on  the  basis  of 
5-room  suites  to  25  Senators  to  be  moved  from 
old  to  new  building. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Cafeteria,  seating  about  700  persons,  with 
kitchen  and  other  auxiliary  services;  also, 
dining  rooms  with  waiter  service. 

Folding  room. 

Stationery  room. 

Barber  and  beauty  shops. 

Mechanical  and  maintenance  shops. 

Shipping  and  receiving  facilities. 

Mail  receiving  and  distribution  center. 

Telephone  exchange. 

A  physical  therapy  department,  with  swim¬ 
ming  pool. 

Garage  space  for  200  cars. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  incorporated 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
a  composite  table  showing  the  office  space 
which  would  be  made  available  in  not 
only  in  the  contemplated  new  office  build¬ 
ing,  but  also  under  plan  4-B  and  plan 
4-C. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 


Complete 

new 

building 

Plan 

4-B 

Plan 

4-C 

Office  rooms _ 

329 

220 

206 

Hearing  rooms  _ 

18 

9 

6-9 

Conference  room . . 

1 

1 

1 

Cafeteria _ 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Page  boys’  school _ 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Storage  facilities . .. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Facilities  for  building  guard 
and  maintenance  force..  . 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Receiving  and  shipping  area. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Extension  of  subway  to  new 
building  and  construction 
of  pedestrian  tunnels  be¬ 
tween  present  Senate 
Office  Building  and  pro¬ 
posed  new  building . 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Telephone  exchange  and 
communications . 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Folding  room,  storage  and 
other  quarters  for  Ser¬ 
geant  at  Arms  force . „ 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Garage  for  200  cars . . 

Yes 

Yes 

(') 

Post  office . . 

Yes 

Yes 

None 

Anterooms  for  standing 
committees . 

18 

9 

None 

Special  hearing  rooms  (size 
of  caucus  room  in  Senate 
Office  Building) . 

2 

None 

None 

Auditorium  (500  persons 
capacity).—  — . . 

1 

None 

None 

Physiotherapy  and  swim¬ 
ming  pool- . . . 

Yes 

None 

None 

1  Open  parking  space. 

Estimated  cost:  Complete  new  building,  $18,600,000; 
plan  4-B,  $14,000,000;  plan  4-C,  $11,700,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
which  would  strike  the  language  pres¬ 
ently  under  consideration  beginning  at 
line  24  on  page  23,  and  ending  at  line  4, 
on  page  24,  and  in  lieu  thereof  would 
place  in  the  bill  the  language  of  the 
amendment. 

I  wish  to  reiterate  that  the  purpose 
of  this  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have 
considered,  is  to  appropriate  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  $25,000  heretofore  author¬ 
ized,  for  the  purpose  of  studying  plans 
or  devising  ways  and  means  by  which 
Senators  may  be  provided  with  more 
space.  Under  my  amendment  the  com¬ 
mission  which  is  authorized  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  study  the  problem  would  be  in  a 
position  to  go  forward  with  new  plans. 
I  desire  to  reemphasize  the  fact  that  in 
view  of  the  present  world  situation  I 
honestly  and  sincerely  believe  that  this 
question  should  be  studied  further  and 
the  commission  should  use  every  effort 
at  its  command  to  propose  a  more  or  less 
utilitarian  building  which  would  pro¬ 
vide  basic  services  for  Senators,  rather 
than  the  monumental-type  building 
now  proposed  under  the  adopted  plans. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  not  the  Senator  feel 
that  we  could  get  twice  as  much  space 
or  at  least  the  same  amount  of  space  for 
half  the  money  if  we  go  along  on  the 
basis  of  a  substantially  modern  and  sim¬ 
ple  office  building? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  There  is  no  ques¬ 
tion  about  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  We  already  have  a  monu¬ 
mental  building  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building,  in  which  there  is  a  tremendous 


amount  of  waste  space,  it  seems  to  me, 
as  compared  with  any  privately  con¬ 
structed  office  building  that  I  have 
seen.  In  my  opinion  we  could  perfectly 
well  construct  a  building  which  would 
be  designed  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
most  economical  use  of  office  space. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  exactly 
what  my  amendment  proposes.  The 
amendment  I  propose  does  not  contem¬ 
plate  any  additional  appropriation  other 
than  the  $10,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Ten  million  dollars. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  No,  $10,000.  The 
present  plans  now  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  could  be  used  as  a  basis,  if  the  ar¬ 
chitects  saw  fit.  If  they  wished  to  do  so, 
they  could  use  much  of  the  information 
which  has  been  gathered.  As  I  pointed 
out  a  short  time  ago,  what  bothers  me 
most  is  that  I  do  not  believe  the  Com¬ 
mission  would  be  authorized  to  make  the 
extensive  changes  that  should  be  made 
in  the  present  plans  of  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

As  was  emphasized  by  the  architects, 
in  order  for  the  Commission  to  be  in  a 
position  to  erect  a  really  utilitarian 
building,  one  that  would  do  away  with  all 
the  excess  rooms  and  excess  space,  they 
would  have  to  scrap  the  present  plans 
and  start  anew.  Even  though  the  plans 
were  scrapped,  the  fees  of  the  architects, 
and  the  cost  of  everything  connected 
with  a  new  utilitarian  building  giving 
ample  space  for  Senators,  would  be  a 
little  more  than  half  of  what  the  pres¬ 
ently  planned  monumental  structure 
would  cost. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  Senators  to  sup¬ 
port  the  position  taken  by  me  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  Just  a  moment.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Ellender], 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  23, 
beginning  with  line  24,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  through  line  4,  on  page  24,  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

Plans  for  additional  Senate  Office  Building: 
To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  further 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  2  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  the 
preparation  of  preliminary  plans  and  esti¬ 
mates  of  cost  for  an  additional  office  build¬ 
ing  for  the  United  States  Senate,”  approved 
July  11,  1947,  $10,000. 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Ellender’s 
speech, 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  rose. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  desires  that  I  yield  to 
him,  I  do  so  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Do  I  cor¬ 
rectly  understand  that  thus  far  in  the 
course  of  the  consideration  of  House  bill 
7786,  the  item  on  page  19,  between  lines 
8  and  15 — the  item  pertaining  to  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Non- 
essential  Federal  Expenditures — has 
been  approved? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes. 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
say,  since  I,  too,  am  deeply  concerned 
about  the  issue - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator  do 
so  in  his  own  time?  I  do  not  wish  to 
lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  me  say  that 
I  strongly  object  to  this  useless  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  people’s  money.  Let  me  say 
quite  frankly,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  to  make  an  observation - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes,  provided  I  do 
not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Minnesota  may  make  a  short  observa¬ 
tion  without  causing  me  to  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Farland  in  the  chair) .  Without  objec¬ 
tion,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  Senator’s  emphasis  on  the 
adjective,  because  I  am  sure  the  obser¬ 
vation  will  not  be  too  long. 

I  merely  wish  to  point  out  that  under 
the  Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  the 
duties  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 
penditures  were  absorbed  by  the  House 
and  the  Senate  Committees  on  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

I  have  brought  this  issue  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  on  several  occasions. 
I  am  not  in  any  way  chastising  the  Joint 
Committee  for  the  good  work  it  did  up 
to  1947.  We  needed  the  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  up  to  that  time. 

However,  this  is  nothing  more  than 
an  outright  duplication  of  functions  to 
render  service  duplicate  to  that  which 
already  is  being  performed  by  one  of  the 
standing  committees  of  the  Senate  and 
one  of  the  standing  committees  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  moment  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Non- 
essential  Federal  Expenditures  is  hold¬ 
ing  hearings  on  what  is  known  as  the 
railway  mail  pay  case,  the  round-trip 
provisions  which  pertain  to  payments 
for  the  shipment  of  mail  by  the  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Department  on  the  railroads.  I  was 
chairman  of  a  special  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Subcommittee  which  held 
extensive  hearings  on  the  same  subject. 
Not  only  did  we  hold  hearings  on  the 
same  subject,  but  we  have  on  the  calen¬ 
dar  a  bill  on  the  same  subject.  Further¬ 
more,  many  of  the  same  witnesses  are 
now  testifying  before  the  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Fed¬ 
eral  Expenditures,  after  having  testified 
before  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service.  Not  only  that,  but  the 
witnesses  are  using  much  of  the  same 
testimony  and  are  reading  many  of  the 
same  documents.  In  that  connection. 
Government  officials  appear  and  testify. 
In  short,  they  appear  before  two  com¬ 
mittees  and  give  the  same  testimony  be¬ 
fore  each  of  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  happy  to  see  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  come 
to  the  floor  while  this  issue  is  being 
raised,  because  it  is  one  which  has  been 
before  the  Senate  on  previous  occasions. 

Insofar  as  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  is  concerned,  his  position  is 
iron-clad.  There  is  not  one  iota  of  evi¬ 
dence  to  support  the  continuation  of  this 
Joint  Committee. 


So,  Mr.  President,  I  strongly  object  to 
having  this  provision  in  the  bill,  and  I 
intend  to  move  for  reconsideration  of 
the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  so  move. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  makes 
the  motion,  will  the  Senator  from  Loui¬ 
siana  yield  to  me,  to  permit  me  to  make 
a  statement  concerning  this  matter? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  for  that  purpose,  provided  I  do 
not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course  I  would 
not  want  the  Senator  to  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  for  that 
purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Let  the  Chair  state  that  a  motion  to 
reconsider  is  not  now  in  order,  because 
another  amendment  is  pending. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Then  I  withdraw 
the  motion. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  at 
any  rate  I  should  like  to  make  the  ex¬ 
planation  now,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Certainly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This ,  amendment 
was  not  suggested  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee  or  by  any  member  of  the 
committee,  but  it  was  offered  by  my 
distinguished  and  attractive  and  very 
handsome  friend,  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  whose  views  about 
economy  are  well  known.  Heretofore,  as 
I  recall  he  brought  up  the  amendment 
on  the  floor,  and  it  was  adopted  and 
became  a  part  of  the  authorization  bill. 

Confidentially,  although  I  did  not  vote 
for  the  amendment,  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
will  get  very  far  in  attempting  to  re¬ 
move  it  from  the  bill.  The  Senate  has 
a  great  deal  of  confidence  in  these  mat¬ 
ters  in  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  and 
I  doubt  whether  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  will  get  very  far  in  his  effort.  I 
wish  to  make  that  explanation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  explanation.  I  wish  to 
say  to  my  friend,  the  chairman  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  that  I  am 
well  aware  of  the  fact  that  I  may  not  get 
very  far  in  reference  to  this  item.  How¬ 
ever,  I  wish  to  say  again  that  insofar 
as  the  legislative  functions  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures  are  concerned, 
those  functions  are  appropriately  re¬ 
ferred,  under  the  Legislative  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act,  to  the  House  and  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Departments. 

I  note  that  of  recent  date  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures  was  holding  hear¬ 
ings  on  legislative  matters  identical  with 
those  upon  which  a  Senate  committee 
has  held  hearings. 

Recently  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I 
said  that  I  consider  this  to  be  more  than 
just  an  ordinary  controversy.  It  is  un¬ 
wise,  it  is  unfair,  it  is  beneath  the  dig¬ 
nity  of  this  body  to  place  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  a  full-scale  investigation  of 
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a  particular  agency  of  Government  in 
the  hands  of  a  standing  committee,  whose 
chairman  appoints  a  subcommittee  to 
carry  out  committee  functions  of  inves¬ 
tigation  and  study,  but  then,  once  the 
study  has  been  completed  and  a  bill  on 
the  subject  has  been  prepared  and  re¬ 
ported  and  is  on  the  Senate  calendar,  to 
find  that  another  committee  does  iden¬ 
tically  the  same  work — hears  the  same 
witnesses  and  receives  the  same  testi¬ 
mony. 

Mr.  President,  this  has  gone,  on  too 
many  times.  I  merely  register  by  objec¬ 
tion.  I  am  not  so  foolish  as  to  believe 
that  I  shall  be  able  to  persuade  the 
Congress  to  do  away  with  this  joint  com¬ 
mittee;  but  I  say  it  is  just  as  useles  as 
livery  stable  at  a  Ford  automobile  plant. 
It  is  time  this  joint  committee  were 
abolished. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  my  purpose  to  comment  upon  this 
matter  at  this  time,  except  to  say,  as  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  already  has  said, 
that  the  Senate  itself  has  already  passed 
on  the  issue  and  has  authorized  appro¬ 
priation  of  the  $20,000.  As  the  Senator 
has  well  said,  the  Senate  already  has 
acted  on  the  proposal. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Delaware  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  yielding,  at  this  point.  As  one 
who  believes  in  economy  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  much  as  does  any  other  Member 
of  the  Senate  I  rise  to  support  the  full 
appropriation  requested  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 
penditures,  and  to  express  not  only  my 
disapproval  but  disgust  with  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  In  my  opinion  this 
committee  under  the  chairmanship  of 
the  able  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  has  made  a  greater  contribution 
toward  promoting  economy  in  Govern¬ 
ment  than  has  any  other  Senate  com¬ 
mittee,  and  there  is  no  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate  who  has  contrib¬ 
uted  more  toward  good  sound  govern¬ 
ment  than  has  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd]. 

What  makes  the  attack  on  this  com¬ 
mittee  even  more  unjustified  is  that  the 
attack  comes  from  one  who  has  con¬ 
sistently  voted  against  any  reduction  in 
Federal  expenditures.  In  fact  he  once 
made  the  statement  on  the  floor  of  this 
Senate  that  he  does  not  even  believe  in 
the  necessity  of  a  balanced  Federal 
budget.  Now  he  makes  a  great  furore 
about  a  $20,000  item  in  a  $34,000,000,000 
appropriation  bill.  I  am  confident  that 
he  is  the  only  Member  of  the  Senate  who 
will  vote  for  his  motion. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  ani¬ 
mosity  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey]  to  this  committee  is 
well  known.  He  has  made  frequent  at¬ 
tacks  upon  and  many  misrepresentations 
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with  respect  to  this  committee.  I  un¬ 
dertook  to  answer  10  of  the  misrepre¬ 
sentations,  which  he  could  not  question, 
when  I  addressed  the  Senate  a  little  while 
back  on  this  subject. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  says  that 
this  expenditure  of  $20,000  is  the  No.  1 
instance  of  waste  and  extravagance  in 
the  Federal  Government.  No  one  could 
make  such  a  statement  as  that  unless  he 
was  influenced  and  guided  by  a  blind  in¬ 
tolerance.  To  say  that  an  expenditure 
of  $20,000,  even  if  every  cent  of  it  was 
wasted,  was  the  No.  1  instance  of  waste 
and  extravagence  in  a  total  expenditure 
of  $40,000,000,000,  is  so  fantastic  as  to 
be  simply  absurd. 

I  wish  to  say  in  explanation  of  this 
amendment  that  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar], 
the  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  is  mistaken  in  saying  that 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  offered  this 
amendment.  This  amendment  was  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Ex¬ 
penditures,  of  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  in  a  member. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
apologize  to  the  Senator.  I  thought 
it  was  he  who  offered  the  amendment. 

I  had  been  so  informed. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Evidently  the  use 
of  the  Senator’s  name  had  its  effect,  for 
in  the  committee  a  motion  to  strike  out 
the  amendment  was  rejected,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  was  also  rejected  afterward  by 
the  Senate  itself. 

Mr.  BYRD.  This  appropriation  of 
$20,000  was  requested  by  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee  at  the  meeting  held  on  March  17. 
The  motion  was  made,  as  I  recall,  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges!.  I  think  that  when  we  hear 
this  denunciation  of  the  work  of  the 
committee,  it  is  well  for  the  Senate  to 
understand  its  membership.  I  have  the 
honor  to  be  its  chairman.  When  we  met 
on  March  17, 1  placed  in  nomination  for 
the  chairmanship  the  name  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  vice  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  Representative  Doughton,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com¬ 
mittee.  Mr.  Doughton  declined  to  ac¬ 
cept  it,  and  my  nomination  was  made  by 
him  and  unanimously  adopted  by  the 
committee. 

Under  the  law  creating  this  committee, 
it  can  be  terminated  at  any  time  by  a 
majority  of  the  membership.  I  think 
that  when  I  read  the  names  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,  it  will  be  under¬ 
stood  that  they  would  not  continue  what 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum¬ 
phrey!  says  is  the  No.  1  instance  of 
waste  and  extravagance  in  all  the  ex¬ 
penditures  of  the  Federal  Government. 
Eliminating  myself,  the  vice  chairman 
is  Representative  Doughton,  a  man  in 
whom  the  entire  Congress  has  great  con¬ 
fidence,  and  who  is  chairman  of  the  great 
Ways  and  Means  Committee.  Other 
members  of  the  committee  on  the  House 
side  are  the  chairman  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  of  the  House,  Repre¬ 
sentative  Cannon,  Representative  Kerr, 
Representative  Cooper,  Representative 
Taber,  and  Representative  Reed.  They 
unanimously  agreed  that  this  committee 


should  be  continued.  From  the  Senate 
we  have  as  members  of  the  committee 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  [Mr.  McKellar],  the  able  and  splen¬ 
did  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee;  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George],  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  and  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler]. 
In  addition,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  are  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

I  do  not  think  that  these  'gentlemen, 
constituting  respected  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate,  would  deliberately 
waste  $20,000  a  year,  as  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  charges. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Twenty  thousand  dol¬ 
lars,  in  the  light  of  the  present  budget, 
as  the  Senator  from  Virginia  well  knows, 
is  less  than  one  two-millionths  of  1  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  expei  ditures  of  the 
Government.  It  is  simply  ridiculous  to 
talk  about  a  $20,000  waste  when  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  dollars  are  being 
wasted  all  along  the  line. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
want  to  say,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
that  I  think  this  body,  and  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  it,  knows  that  I  am  not  inclined 
in  the  slightest  way  to  waste  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  money.  I  do  not  vote  that  way, 
I  do  not  act  that  way,  I  do  not  work  that 
way,  and  I  do  not  go  along  with  those 
who  do. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  has  referred  to  dupli¬ 
cation  of  effort.  Well,  there  is  more  or 
less  duplication  in  nearly  all  the  com¬ 
mittees  which  function  in  the  Senate. 
One  of  the  greatest  duplications  that  I 
know  of  is  that  there  are  12  standing 
committees  of  the  Senate  with  the  right 
to  approve  authorizations  for  expendi¬ 
tures — 12  of  them.  And  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  nearly  always  becomes  an  appro¬ 
priation.  In  a  sense,  at  least,  these  12 
standing  committees  are  duplicating  the 
work  of  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
That  happens  in  the  case  of  many  other 
committees,  where  there  is  overlapping. 

Let  me  say  that  this  committee  has 
been  functioning  for  9  years,  and  it  is 
true  that,  after  certain  investigations  and 
certain  reports  were  made  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  other  committees  copied  what 
this  committee  was  doing  and  issued 
similar  reports. 

The  case  about  which  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  making  such  an  ado 
now  is  the  investigation  of  the  Post 
Office  Department.  The  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Fed¬ 
eral  Expenditures  was  investigating  it 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  increased 
deficit  esulting  from  the  operations  of 
the  Post  Office  Department.  I  know  of 
no  other  committee  that  made  that  exact 
investigation.  The  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  is  now  showing  a  deficit  of  $500,- 
000,000  a  year.  At  the  hearings  before 
this  committee — which,  incidentally,  did 


not  cost  anything,  since  these  gentlemen 
came  before  the  committee  and  gave 
their  very  valuable  views  when  Repre¬ 
sentative  Doughton  and  other  members 
of  the  committees  was  present — we  were 
told  that  if  the  railroad  increase  were 
granted  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  the  deficit  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  alone  next  year  would  be 
$1,000,000,000. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  finish  my  state¬ 
ment  first.  , 

When  we  take  the  fact  that  there  are 
many  committees  spending  the  people’s 
money,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  puny 
$20,000  expended  in  an  effort  to  save 
some  money  for  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  should 
not  be  under  daily  and  constant  attack 
by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  as  now 
seems  to  be  the  case. 

Let  me  give  a  statement  of  what  this 
committee  is  now  doing  and  the  inves¬ 
tigations  it  is  now  undertaking.  This 
committee  makes  a  standard  report  of 
Federal  employment — the  first  such  re¬ 
port  that  was  made  until  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  copied 
what  we  were  doing.  The  committee’s 
report  on  Federal  employment  shows 
exactly  each  month  how  many  new  em¬ 
ployees  are  added  to  and  how  many  are 
eliminated  from  the  different  subdivi¬ 
sions  of  the  Government. 

The  committee  is  now  working  on  a 
report  which  will  be  of  great  interest, 
and  which  will  show  every  Federal  em¬ 
ployee  in  each  county,  city,  and  State, 
which  information  is  not  available  from 
the  ordinary  branches  of  Government. 
I  think  it  will  be  very  important  to  Sen¬ 
ators  and  Representatives  to  find  out 
how  many  employees  in  each  of  their 
counties  come  under  the  numerous  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  that  are  employing  in 
all  about  2,000,000  Federal  employees, 
with  a  pay  roll  of  nearly  $8,000,000,000. 
I  am  speaking  only  now  of  what  the 
committee  is  undertaking  at  this  time: 

First.  A  special  investigation  was  made 
of  the  civilian  employment  in  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment,  1945-49.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  other  committee  that  is 
doing  that. 

Second.  Employment  trends  in  major 
employing  agencies  as  compared  with 
the  rest  of  the  Government.  Those  are 
employment  trends  in  agencies,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  the  Military  Establishment; 

Third.  Employment  trends  in  agen¬ 
cies  exclusive  of  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment; 

Fourth.  Making  an  investigation  of  the 
post-office  personnel,  1939-49,  and  pay; 

Fifth.  The  inaccuracies  in  post-office 
personnel  reporting.  This  committee 
condemned  it,  and  was,  Mr.  President, 
if  you  please,  the  only  committee  to  as¬ 
certain  that  the  Post  Office  Department 
had  inaccurate  reporting,  whereby  from 
25,000  to  30,000  employees  were  not  re¬ 
ported  in  the  list  of  employees  as  given 
to  the  Congress. 

Sixth.  Civilian  employment  reduction 
in  the  Military  Establishment  under  the 
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Johnson  order  of  August  24,  1949.  I 
know  of  no  other  committee,  I  know  of 
no  agency  that  is  making  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  ascertain  whether  the  personnel 
in  the  armed  services  has  been  reduced 
as  much  as  it  should  be,  although  I  de¬ 
sire  to  compliment  Secretary  Johnson  in 
saying  that  he  made  a  reduction  of 
130,000  civilian  employees. 

Seventh.  Employment  in  three  major 
agencies,  1939-1948,  and  average  for  the 
first  half  of  1950; 

Eighth.  The  development  of  civilian 
employment  incident  to  the  mutual  de¬ 
fense  assistance  program; 

Ninth.  Employment  data  incident  to 
the  Seventeenth  Decennial  Census;  and 

Tenth.  Employment  transfers  inci¬ 
dent  to  reorganization  plans  effective  as 
of  that  date. 

The  committee,  during  the  past  year, 
has  completed  four  major  studies  on  an 
intracommittee  basis;  namely,  studies 
on  expenditures  on  foreign  programs, 
employment  by  localities,  top-flight  pay 
bill,  and  budget  analysis. 

Staff  work  has  been  completed  on  a 
revision  of  the  committee’s  1947  report 
on  grants-in-aid,  in  response  to  a  de¬ 
mand  for  the  historical  development  and 
current  information  in  this  field. 

The  committee  has  also  complied  with 
many  requests  from  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  requiring  special  studies,  compila¬ 
tions,  and  informal  reports,  and,  in  ad¬ 
dition,  has  fulfilled  more  than  200  re¬ 
quests  from  other  Members  of  Congress 
and  the  general  public  for  information 
not  requiring  extensive  staff  work. 

I  shall  not  go  back  and  take  up  the 
time  to  show  that  this  committee,  dur¬ 
ing  the  9  years  it  has  been  operating — 
and  it  has  only  spent  $127,000  in  that  9- 
year  period,  an  average  of  but  $14,000  a 
year — has  made  numerous  reports,  ma¬ 
jor  reports  recommending  reduction  of 
expenditures,  many  of  which  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Congress. 

What  purpose  does  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Minnesota  have  in  these 
constant  attacks  and  insinuations  upon 
the  work  of  this  committee,  composed  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House,  the  chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
the  chairmen  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittees  of  both  Houses,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  and  the  Director  of  the 
Budget?  I  do  not  know.  I  think  he 
could  devote  his  time  more  profitably, 
perhaps,  in  connection  with  some  other 
activities  toward  economy.  If  he  has 
ever  c*st  a  vote  for  economy  on  this  floor, 
I  do  not  know  when  he  did  so.  He  speaks 
of  economy  in  terms  of  saving  $20,000  on 
the  part  of  a  committee  which,  even 
though  I  am  chairman  of  it,  has  done  a 
good  work.  I  am  willing  to  admit  that 
we  cannot  conduct  with  such  a  small 
sum  an  investigation  of  a  very  careful 
or  inclusive  character,  but  at  least  we 
have  done  something.  The  committee 
has  kept  alive  in  the  public  mind  the 
fact  that  there  is  such  a  word  as  “econ¬ 
omy”  in  the  English  language.  That, 
alone,  Mr.  President,  is  worth  the  full 
value  of  the  $20,000  which  has  been  ex¬ 
pended.  Not  only  that,  but  the  com¬ 
mittee  receives  hundreds  of  letters  from 
citizens  which  are  answered  in  detail, 


giving  information  as  to  £he  transactions 
of  the  Government,  and  other  informa¬ 
tion  which  the  writers  of  the  letters 
request. 

I  could  extend  my  remarks  much  fur¬ 
ther,  Mr.  President,  but  I  do  not  care  to 
do  so.  I  think  the  Senate  is  informed 
with  reference  to  the  committee.  I  do 
not  believe  that  anything  like  a  majority 
of  Senators  agree  with  ’the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  I  think  the  members  of  the 
committee  can  be  trusted.  The  commit¬ 
tee  was  created  with  the  provision  of  law 
that  whenever  the  committee  ceased  to 
perform  a  useful  function,  the  member¬ 
ship  itself,  by  vote,  could  terminate  its 
activities. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  in 
order  that  I  may  make  reply  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  know,  when  I  yielded,  that  so  much 
time  would  be  required.  I  do  not  have 
much  more  to  say,  Mr.  President,  and  I 
should  appreciate  ifi.  if  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  would  wait  until  I  conclude 
my  remarks. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  re¬ 
marks  which  have  so  far  been  made  with 
reference  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures  be 
placed  in  the  Record  at  the  end  of  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  my 
remarks  will  not  be  extended,  and  I 
should  greatly  appreciate  being  able  to 
make  my  reply  immediately  after  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Virginia.  I  shall  limit  my  remarks. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  may  be  permitted  to  re¬ 
ply  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  we  have  listened 
very  attentively  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  opposing  the 
committee’s  proposal.  It  was  my  pur¬ 
pose  to  proceed  to  give  the  committee’s 
side  of  the  controversy  after  the  Senator 
had  concluded. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  will  be  within 
a  very  short  time,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  that  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  be  permitted  to  reply 
to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Virginia?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  very  grateful  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  and  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  never  for  a  single 
minute  attacked  the  caliber  and  the 
leadership  qualities  of  the  distinguished 
members  of  the  well-known  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Nonessential  Federal  Expendi¬ 
tures.  I  regret  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  has  again  seen  fit  to  intro¬ 
duce  personalities  and  to  become  per¬ 
sonal  toward  me,  thus  confusing  the 
issues.  It  has  been  the  contention  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
which  he  has  documented  by  reports  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  one  which  duplicates  the  work 
and  functions  which  have  already  been 
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assigned  under  existing  law.  Whether 
$20,000  is  too  much  or  too  little  is  not  the 
point.  The  point  is  that  there  is  already 
established  governmental  machinery  in 
standing  committees  which  do  the  job  of 
this  joint  committee.  I  regret  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  not  faced  up 
to  my  arguments  but  has  instead  mis¬ 
taken  the  merits  of  my  proposal  as  a 
personal  attack  against  him.  Personal 
animosity  has  not  at  all  been  my  motiva¬ 
tion  or  my  guide.  I  do  suggest,  however, 
from  the  nature  of  the  Senator’s  com¬ 
ments  on  March  2  and  again  today  that 
it  may  well  be  a  vital  consideration  in  his 
own  attitude  and  presentation. 

I  am  impressed  by  what  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  said  in  his  most  eloquent 
and  persuasive  manner  about  the  splen¬ 
did  work  the  committee  is  doing.  It 
may  be  a  great  program,  but  I  submit  to 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  that  the  bulk 
of  that  work  logically  falls  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  in  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments.  If  that  committee  is  not  doing 
its  job,  then  the  committee  of  which  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  is  chairman - 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  For  a  question. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  with  reference  to  the  resolution 
which  he  submitted.  Why  does  he  not 
have  a  hearing  on  his  resolution?  He 
is  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  as¬ 
sume  he  is  willing  to  let  the  Senate  be 
the  final  judge. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  more  than 
happy  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Instead  of  these  guerrilla 
attacks  which  he  is  constantly  making, 
let  him  have  a  hearing  on  his  resolution 
and  let  the  Senate  decide  the  matter  one 
way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  been  cooperative 
with  the  committee  of  which  he  is  a 
member.  The  committee  has  had  the 
responsibility  for  all  of  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  plans  sent  down  by  the  President, 
and  the  committee  has  been  extremely 
busy.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  I  discussed  plans  for  my  resolution. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  time-consuming 
hearings  were  held  on  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  plans,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
it  appeared  we  could  not  get  action  on 
the  proposal  during  this  session,  since 
the  majority  leader  stated  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  would  adjourn  about  August  1,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  take  the  time  to 
hold  hearings.  But  I  can  assure  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  that  we  will  hold 
hearings  and  if  facts — not  sentiment,  not 
consideration  such  that  we  happened  to 
like  one  another  and  respect  one  an¬ 
other — will  tell  the  story,  there  will  not 
be  any  doubt  as  to  what  will  happen  to 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  points  out 
that  his  committee  is  making  a  study 
of  employment.  That  is  a  fine  thing, 
and  I  am  all  for  it.  I  have  read  the 
figures.  But  I  would  remind  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  that  Civil  Service 
Commission  makes  the  same  sort  of 
study,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  makes 
the  same  kind  of  study,  and  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments  makes  a  study  twice  a  year, 
a  seasonal  study.  The  information  is 
available.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  all  that  information  in 
his  personal  files,  including  information 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget - 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  would  make  public  that 
information. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  all  that  information. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  beg  the  Senator’s  par¬ 
don.  It  does  not  have  that  information. 
It  does  not  have  the  number  of  employees 
in  each  county  and  city. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  has  the  number  of 
Federal  employees  in  every  State  of  the 
Union.  All  we  have  to  do  is  to  ask  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  provide  that 
information. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  said  he  had 
information  as  to  every  county  and  every 
locality. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  says  that  if  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  will  ask  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  he  can  get  the  information 
which  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  is  mistaken. 
His  statement  is  like  many  other  state¬ 
ments  he  has  made. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  is  not  mistaken  and 
has  State  employment  figures  in  his  of¬ 
fice.  I  am  very  confident  that  figures 
for  counties  and  cities  are  also  easily 
available  from  the  agencies. 

What  about  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service?  What  kind  of 
an  insinuation  is  this  upon  the  chairman 
of  that  committee,  to  be  told  that  there 
has  been  no  study  made  of  the  matter  of 
postal  employees?  The  subcommittee 
of  which  I  am  chairman  has  made  a  com¬ 
plete  study  of  all  the  employees  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  who 
would  get  uniforms  if  a  uniform  allow¬ 
ance  were  made.  There  is  to  be  a  study 
made  of  annual  leave  and  sick  leave,  and 
hearings  will  be  held  upon  that  ques¬ 
tion.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has 
made  its  preliminary  report.  Insofar  as 
the  Post  Office  Department  is  concerned, 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  has  spent  months  studying  the 
matter. 

I  shall  not  belabor  the  point  further 
except  to  observe  that  it  is  not  very  per¬ 
suasive  to  say  that  $20,000  does  not  mean 
very  much.  The  fact  is  that  if  we  are 
spending  $20,000  on  a  committee  which 
has  no  function  to  perform  under  the 
law,  it  is  $20,000  too  much  to  spend.  It 
is  not  $20,000  which  is  well  spent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  concluded 
his  argument  with  the  irrelevant  and 
personal  statement,  “I  wish  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  would  tell  us  what  econ¬ 
omy  measures  he  has  voted  for.”  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  will  answer  to 
his  constituents  for  his  votes  which  are 
in  accord  with  his  conscience.  He  be¬ 
lieves  very  strong  in  intelligent  economy 
and  has  so  voted.  Furthermore,  he  has 
a  different  view  of  the  question  of  econ¬ 
omy.  I  happen  to  believe  that  it  is  econ¬ 
omy  to  fight  the  Communists  in  Europe 
with  the  Marshall  plan.  I  happen  to  be¬ 


lieve  that  it  is  economy  to  appropriate 
all  the  funds  necessary  to  fight  the  Com¬ 
munist  menace,  and  to  fight  it  not  only 
with  guns  but  with  ideas  and  economic 
rehabilitation.  I  submit  that  the  most 
extravagant  thing  that  could  be  done 
would  be  to  vote  against  the  point  4 
program,  or  to  vote  against  the  Marshall 
plan.  In  my  opinion,  that  would  be  real 
extravagance. 

It  is  a  question  of  how  we  interpret 
economy.  Some  people  believe  it  is  econ¬ 
omy  to  save  money  and  not  to  have  one’s 
teeth  fixed.  I  believe  it  is  economy  to 
have  one’s  teeth  checked  regularly. 
Some  people  believe  it  is  not  economy  to 
take  care  of  our  natural  resources.  I 
believe  it  is  economy  to  take  care  of 
them.  I  believe  it  is  sound  economy  to 
aid  people  who  are  fighting  in  defense 
of  their  homeland.  Votes  have  been  cast 
in  the  Senate  which  do  not  go  in  that 
direction.  At  any  rate,  I  shall  stack 
up  the  votes  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  with  those  of  the  Senator 
from  Virginia.  The  economy  which  is 
advocated  by  one  is  the  economy  to  cut 
off  expenditures  alone.  The  economy  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  a 
matter  of  economizing  to  the  point  of 
protecting  our  national  welfare  and  na¬ 
tional  security.  In  my  judgment,  such 
an  approach  is  intelligent  economy. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
new  my  request  that  all  the  remarks  per¬ 
taining  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Re¬ 
duction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Expen¬ 
ditures  be  placed  at  the  end  of  the 
debate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

After  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Ellender's 
speech, 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  we  all 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
that  we  should  be  as  economical  as  we 
possibly  can.  That  is  the  proper  attitude 
for  us  to  take. 

We  are  dealing  now  with  a  matter 
which  is  of  great  concern.  In  the  first 
place,  it  has  been  definitely  decided,  and 
it  is  admitted  by  the  Senator  from  Lou¬ 
isiana,  that  more  space  for  Senators  is 
absolutely  necessary.  I  have  on  my  desk 
answers  from  individual  Senators  as  to 
their  need  for  more  office  space,  in  reply 
to  inquiries  made  by  me  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works.  Sixty- 
eight  Senators  replied  that  more  space 
was  necessary. 

The  inquiry  was  brought  about  by  the 
fact  that  the  Eightieth  Congress,  in  its 
wisdom  or  otherwise,  did  authorize  the 
appropriation  for  a  Senate  office  build¬ 
ing,  authorized  the  expenditure  of 
moneys  for  planning  and  designing  such 
a  building,  and  authorized  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  money  for  the  purchase  of  the 
real  estate  necessary.  I  have  been  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  for  many  years,  and  I  recall  vividly 
the  occasion  during  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress  when  the  proposal  was  made  to 
that  committee,  which  was  then  under 
the  chairmanship  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  and  the 
Senate  at  that  time  authorized  the  ex¬ 
penditure. 

Of  course  it  is  going  to  cost  money, 
but  I  want  my  colleagues  to  listen  to 


what  I  have  to  say  to  them.  This  coun¬ 
try  was  created  on  an  idea.  Franklin, 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Madison,  and  the 
other  great  men  of  their  time  created 
a  concept  of  freedom  and  a  concept  of 
government  that  meant  something  be¬ 
yond  dollars  and  cents.  The  Declaration 
of  Independence  and  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which  we  all  love  and 
revere,  were  not  idle  dreams;  they  were 
concepts  of  free  people  trying  to  create 
a  government. 

Of  necessity,  and  because  it  was  right 
and  sound,  the  Government  was  divided 
into  three  branches — the  executive,  the 
judiciary,  and  the  Congress.  Can  any¬ 
one  believe  that  in  his  dream  of  a 
beautiful  Capitol  building  Washington 
thought  of  what  it  would  cost  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people?  Or  did  he  want  to  make 
it  a  symbol  of  v/hat  the  American  people 
had  created?  Why  are  the  folk  in  the 
galleries  now  there  Is  it  because  they 
come  here  to  look  at  individual  Senators? 
No;  they  come  here  to  look  at  a  symbol 
of  free  government. 

Yes;  we  could  save  money.  The  Capi¬ 
tol  does  not  have  to  be  as  it  is.  We 
could  still  have  the  columns  in  front, 
but  we  could  save  a  great  deal  of  money 
on  other  places.  But  do  the  American 
people  want  us  to  do  that? 

The  Architect  of  the  Capitol  himself 
is  authorized  and  instructed  to  proceed, 
just  as  soon  as  this  session  is  concluded, 
to  refurbish  the  Capitol  building,  the 
floors,  and  other  parts.  Is  that  being 
done  for  us  as  individual  Senators,  or  is 
it  being  done  to  represent  to  the  fine 
people  of  our  country  what  this  Capitol 
stands  for?  I  wish  every  child  in  Amer¬ 
ica  could  come  to  Washington  and  visit 
the  Capitol  of  his  country,  irrespective 
of  what  it  might  cost  the  Government. 

Do  we  judge  the  Capitol  of  our  coun¬ 
try  as  a  matter  of  dollars  and  cents,  or  is 
it  something  of  which  we  are  proud, 
something  we  revere,  and  for  which  we 
are  willing  to  die?  Remember  the  boys 
in  Korea.  Remember  the  white  crosses 
throughout  the  world.  What  do  they 
represent?  They  represent  a  noble  sac¬ 
rifice  for  a  principle. 

Of  course,  we  could  build  an  office 
building,  not  for  $4,000,000  or  $18,000,000, 
but  we  could  build  it  for  $500,000,  and 
give  Senators  all  the  space  they  needed. 
Is  that  v/hat  the  American  people  want? 
The  American  people  are  willing  to  dig 
down  into  their  pockets  and  give  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  for  war.  Are  they  not 
willing  to  give  a  few  million  dollars  to 
create  something.  A  committee  of  this 
body  was  in  Rome  last  fall.  The  Italian 
Government  was  constructing  a  ‘‘Union 
Station”  for  the  railroads.  The  Ameri¬ 
can  people  were  donating  $4,500,000  for 
that  purpose.  Yet  there  is  complaint 
because  we  are  trying  to  get  something 
dignified  for  the  American  people  while 
v/e  are  providing  space  for  those  who  are 
temporarily  Members  of  this  body. 

Mr.  President,  to  me  as  an  American 
the  Senate  means  a  great  deal.  The 
Capitol  of  the  United  States  means  much 
to  me,  not  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
people  of  my  State  were  kind  enough  to 
trust  me  for  the  moment  so  that  I  could 
walk  in  and  appear  here  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  plead  for  their  concept  of  free- 
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dom  of  action,  but  because  it  is  a  digni¬ 
fied  symbol  of  a  great  Nation. 

I  wish  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
were  present,  because  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  contains  appropriations  amount¬ 
ing  to  $43,000,000,000,  possibly  more 
money  than  was  spent  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  first  hundred  years  of  its 
existence.  It  is  the  American  people’s 
money,  but  the  bill  contains  provisions 
for  the  appropriation  of  money  that  is 
not  to  be  spent  for  the  American  people, 
but  for  others. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Can  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  advise  me  if  the  President 
has  authority  to  stop  the  spending  of 
money  provided  for  by  this  appropria¬ 
tion  in  the  event  of  an  acute  national 
emergency?  I  should  like  to  know  what 
the  situation  would  be  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  CPIAVEZ.  I  am  glad  the  Sena¬ 
tor  brought  up  that  point. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  What  I  want  to  find  out 
is  whether  the  spending  of  this  money 
in  starting  construction  of  a  building 
would  be  obligatory  in  the  event  the 
exigencies  of  war  dictated  otherwise? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  to  the  fact  that  the 
Eightieth  Congress  authorized  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  building,  authorized  the 
purchase  of  the  property,  which  has  been 
purchased,  and  authorized  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  money  for  planning.  Five  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  dollars  has  already  been 
spent  for  planning.  That  amount  of 
money  would  be  completely  wasted  if 
something  is  not  done  in  connection  with 
the  planning. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  voted  against  the  appropriation  2 
years  ago,  but  had  in  mind  to  vote  for  it 
at  this  time  unless  the  exigencies  of  war 
dictated  otherwise. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  came  to  a  definite  conclu¬ 
sion  with  respect  to  the  erection  of  the 
building,  after  it  had  received  informa¬ 
tion  from  68  Senators  that  they  wanted 
additional  space.  I  have  now  on  my  desk 
copies  of  letters  from  68  Senators  in 
which  they  say  they  want  additional 
space.  I  take  it  for  granted  they  would 
not  try  to  secure  extra  space  unless  they 
needed  it.  I  have,  for  example,  before 
me  copies  of  letters,  from  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Graham]  and 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman]  .  Both  Senators  from  New  York 
in  their  letters  said  they  needed  addi¬ 
tional  space.  That  can  easily  be  under¬ 
stood  when  we  consider  the  amount  of 
work  a  Senator  from  New  York  is  re¬ 
quired  to  do  in  performing  his  duties. 
When  we  know  that  a  Senator  from  New 
York  has  only  three  rooms  in  which  all 
his  work  is  done,  nothing  else  need  to  be 
said  on  that  point. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  invite  attention  to 
a  provision  which  is  to  be  found  on  page 
469  of  the  bill  as  follows: 

In  apportioning  any  appropriation,  re¬ 
serves  may  be  established  to  provide  for 
contingencies,  or  to  effect  savings  whenever 
savings  are  made  possible  by  or  through 
changes  in  requirements  or  greater  efficiency 
of  operations. 

That  matter  was  discussed  in  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  reference  was  made  to  the 
fact  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  claimed  from  the  beginning 
the  constitutional  right - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  inherent  right. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  notwithstanding 
an  appropriation  is  made  by  Congress,  he 
can  exercise  his  judgment  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  money  should  be  expended. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Even  with  respect  to  a 
legislative  expenditure? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  With  respect  to  any 
expenditure.  The  provision  is  perfectly 
wide  in  its  scope.  Congress  has  never  by 
any  act  gone  any  further  than  the  lan- 
guare  I  have  read,  which  I  think  ap¬ 
pears  for  the  first  time  in  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  and  which  even  authorizes 
the  President  to  establish  reserves 
“for  contingencies,  or  to  effect  savings.” 
If  there  were  a  contingency  which  re¬ 
quired  that  this  money  should  not  be 
spent  there  is  no  question  in  my  mind 
that  the  President  would  have  authority 
to  suspend  its  expenditure. 

My  first  experience  in  this  respect 
was  when  once  I  secured  an  appropria¬ 
tion  to  build  a  bridge  across  a  stream, 
and  made  it  partly  reimbursable  from 
Indian  funds.  The  Indian  Bureau  did 
not  want  it  to  be  made  reimbursable, 
and  did  not  want  the  bridge  built.  There 
was  no  way  that  I,  as  a  Representative 
in  Congress,  could  make  the  Bureau 
build  the  bridge.  There  is  no  way  in  any 
language  contained  in  this  bill  by  which 
Congress  can  compel  the  President  ac¬ 
tually  to  set  in  motion  the  steps  neces¬ 
sary  to  put  a  measure  into  effect.  He 
can  stop  the  work  if  he  wants  to.  If 
there  were  a  national  emergency,  as  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  in  mind, 
which  required  the  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Nation,  the  President,  to 
do  so,  he  could  stop  the  construction. 
There  is  no  question  about  that  in  my 
mind. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  perfectly  satisfied  that  there  would 
be  no  competition  for  labor  and  mate¬ 
rials  with  some  agency  which  was  en¬ 
gaged  in  work  in  connection  with  major 
warfare?  The  Senator  feels  safe  on  that 
score? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  do  entirely. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  find  out. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  last  war  I  brought  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  the  Interior  Department  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  It  contained  authorizations 
and  appropriations  for  large  sums  of 
money  to  build  hydroelectric  plants,  con¬ 
struct  dams,  and  so  forth.  I  stated  to 
the  Senate  at  that  time  that  if,  after 
the  bill  became  law,  we  should  become 
involved  in  a  war,  I  fully  expected  the 


President  of  the  United  States  to  stop 
the  construction  of  those  works  if  the 
men  and  material  used  for  such  construc¬ 
tion  were  needed  to  carry  on  the  war. 
And  that  is  exactly  what  the  President 
did. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  I  may  I  should  like  to 
add  another  word?  I  voted  against  this 
proposal  2  years  ago  because  at  that  time 
there  was  an  extreme  shortage  of  both 
material  and  labor.  I  think  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  should  take  what  steps 
are  necessary  for  them  to  carry  on  their 
work,  and  I  feel  free  in  supporting  a 
measure  such  as  this,  because  I  was  not 
one  of  the  68  who  requested  more  space. 
But  I  did  want  to  be  sure  that  if  the  ap¬ 
propriation  were  made  we  would  not  find 
ourselves  building  a  new  office  building 
for  the  Senate  in  competition  for  mate¬ 
rial  and  labor  which  might  possibly  be 
required  for  a  war  effort. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mi-.  Hayden]  has  stated 
correctly  what  would  happen  in  such  an 
event.  Furthermore,  the  instructions 
given  to  the  Commission  are  very  defi¬ 
nite.  The  committee  wanted  to  be  sure, 
after  it  was  found  that  additional  space 
was  absolutely  necessary,  that  money 
was  not  wasted,  so  the  committee  in¬ 
structed  how  the  money  should  be  used, 
and  for  what  purpose.  On  page  11  of 
the  report  the  following  language  will 
be  found: 

After  full  discussion,  the  committee  voted 
to  request  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  to  review  forthwith  the  detailed 
plans  of  the  proposed  Senate  Office  Building 
with  a  view  of  simplifying  the  building  to 
bring  about  savings,  and  with  the  expressed 
desire  of  the  committee — 

I  repeat,  “with  the  expressed  desire  of 
the  committee” — 

to  make  the  new  office  building  more  of  a 
working  and  utilitarian  unit  than  the  present 
'plans  contemplate. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  Eightieth 
Congress  acted  in  keeping  with  the  needs 
of  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  in  keep¬ 
ing  with  the  dignity  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  when  it  authorized  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  building.  Of  course,  we 
could  build  a  structure  on  the  premises 
for  $1,000,000,  but  I  ask  in  all  sincerity, 
would  we  want  to  do  so?  We  can  afford 
to  give  $27,000,000  to  Greece  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  draining  land  in  the  vicinity  of 
Athens.  When  we  can  do  that,  shall  we 
say  we  cannot  spend,  in  behalf  of  the 
American  people,  a  few  million  dollars 
to  house  the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  a  short  while  ago  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender],  Is  it 
the  Senator’s  understanding,  as  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Senate  Building  Commission, 
that  the  act  gives  that  Commission  the 
power  to  scrap  the  present  plans  and 
start  over  again  if,  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion  comes  to  review  the  plans,  they  be¬ 
lieve  it  wise  to  do  so? 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  an¬ 
swer  my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  in  this  way.  I  am  a 
great  believer  in  carrying  out  man¬ 
dates  of  the  Senate.  The  Senate  said, 
“Save  money.”  It  is  the  purpose  of  the 
Commission — I  am  sure  I  speak  for  the 
other  members  of  the  Commission  in 
saying  this — to  carry  out  that  mandate. 
We  have  spent  $500,000  on  plans.  If  we 
can  utilize  any  particular  part  of  those 
plans,  and  thereby  can  make  use  of  the 
money  we  have  spent  in  that  way,  I 
think  it  would  be  within  our  power  to  do 
so.  If  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  carry 
out  that  mandate,  to  do  those  things, 
that  is  what  the  Commission  has  in  mind 
to  do. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  would  in¬ 
clude,  would  it  not,  scrapping  the  plans, 
if  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  on 
the  basis  of  its  conclusion,  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  go  that  far? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Commission  had 
to  go  that  far  to  carry  out  the  mandate, 
that  would  be  done. 

The  first  thing  the  committee  decided 
upon  and  insisted  upon  was  that  some¬ 
thing  be  done  in  a  hurry,  but  the  Com¬ 
mittee  did  not  want  waste  and  did  not 
want  the  elaborateness  called  for  by  the 
plans  prepared  during  the  Eightieth 
Congress. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  said  that  we  have  been  worrying 
about  this  matter  for  6  or  7  years  and 
now  he  wanted  the  Commission  to  go  to 
work  and  begin  construction  of  some 
kind,  without  waste. 

That  is  why  in  the  report  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  definitely  instructed  what 
to  do.  The  Appropriations  Committee 
wanted  the  appropriation  made  only  for 
that  reason.  The  Committee  decided 
that  Senators  need  more  space.  I  shall 
not  insert  in  the  Record  the  names  of  the 
Senators  who  need  more  space;  but  68 
Senators  out  of  the  86  need  more  space. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  at  this  time,  to  per¬ 
mit  me  to  comment  about  the  need  for 
space? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  one  Senator, 
above  and  beyond  all  others  in  the 
Eightieth  Congress  who  was  responsible 
for  the  authorization  of  this  new  build¬ 
ing,  was  former  Senator  Brooks,  of  Illi¬ 
nois,  who  at  that  time  was  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion. 

At  the  time  I  did  not  pay  very  great 
attention  to  the  proposal,  because  com¬ 
ing  from  a  State  with  a  comparatively 
small  population  and  never  having  uti¬ 
lized  my  full  allowance  for  clerical  hire 
in  my  office,  I  got  along  very  well  with 
the  rooms  I  had. 

However,  when  I  inherited,  because  of 
the  political  change,  the  position  for¬ 
merly  occupied  by  former  Senator 
Brooks,  of  Illinois,  and  became  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration,  I  had  not  been  very 
long  in  that  position  before  I  realized 
that  Senator  Brocks  was  fully  justified 
in  every  step  he  had  taken  in  this  re¬ 
gard,  because  the  demands  upon  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
for  space  are  enormous.  After  all.  the 


most  precious  thing  in  the  Capitol  of 
the  United  States  and  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building  is  a  square  foot  of  space. 

We  had  some  data  assembled  and  pub¬ 
lished  for  the  information  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate;  it  appears  in  Senate  Document  No. 
137,  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  ses¬ 
sion,  entitled  “Space  Requirements  of 
the  United  States  Senate.”  I  should  like 
to  read  briefly  from  that  document: 

In  December  1909,  when  the  Senate  first 
occupied  its  newly  completed  office  building, 
there  were  92  Senators  and  575  employees. 
Today  there  are  96  Senators  and  approxi¬ 
mately  1,670  employees,  or  a  190.43  percent 
increase  in  total  personnel. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  those 
figures  do  not  include  personnel  from  the 
various  executive  departments  who  have 
offices  in  the  Senate  Office  Building;  do 
they? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  they  do  not.  Of 
course,  we  have  liaison  officers  and  all 
kinds  of  outside  help  who  come  to  the 
Senate  Office  Building  and  have  rooms 
there.  That  is  quite  necessary,  of  course. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  speaking  now 
only  of  Senators  themselves  and  of  their 
office  forces. 

I  read  further  from  Senate  Document 
No.  137: 

A  survey  conducted  by  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  in  December  1949  showed  a  total  of 
846  persons  then  working  in  the  offices  of  the 
Senators  in  the  Senate  Office  Building.  This 
figure  did  not  include  those  working  in  com¬ 
mittee  rooms  or  the  service  areas  of  the 
building.  The  survey  also  revealed  that  82 
percent  of  the  same  846  were  working  under 
conditions  of  55  square  feet  of  space  per 
person.  Yet  Government  building  code 
practice,  controlling  the  downtown  agencies, 
aspires  to  more  than  100  square  feet  of  space 
for  each  Government  employee. 

We  are  crowded  everywhere.  Every 
Senator  to  whom  I  have  talked,  particu¬ 
larly  those  coming  from  States  with 
large  populations,  is  distressed  at  the 
present  situation.  There  is  no  remedy 
except  the  one  which  has  been  voted  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  namely, 
to  direct  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  to  proceed  with  construction  of 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building;  to  mod¬ 
ify  the  present  plans,  if  they  are  too 
elaborate,  but  to  do  something. 

Mr.  President,  we  made  a  very  serious 
mistake  last  year  in  postponing  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  building.  If  we  post¬ 
pone  construction  for  another  year,  as 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana,  that  will  mean  just  that  much  more 
time  lost. 

By  means  of  the  appropriation  of  the 
amount  of  money  contained  in  this  item, 
in  accordance  with  the  authority 
granted  to  the  Commission  which  has 
charge  of  this  matter,  we  can  have  a  new 
Senate  Office  Building  within  a  reason¬ 
able  period  of  time. 

Let  me  add  for  the  information  of 
Senators  who  are  questioning  the  use  of 
labor  and  material,  that  in  the  case  of 
all  contracts  let  throughout  the  United 
States,  about  which  we  have  had  reports 
before  the  committee,  we  have  found 
that  there  is  an  abundance  of  contrac¬ 
tors,  and  the  bids  are  getting  closer  and 
closer.  Unless  we  get  into  a  major  war, 
I  anticipate  that  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building  can  be  constructed  during  the 


next  year,  if  a  contract  is  let,  cheaper 
than  it  could  have  been  constructed  last 
year  or  the  year  before. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont,  and  the  other 
Senators  interested  in  this  matter  that 
there  was  testimony  before  the  com- 
mitee  that  even  if  we  were  to  carry  out 
the  original  plans — which  were  changed, 
under  instructions  of  the  committee — 
we  possibly  could  construct  the  entire 
building  for  approximately  $20,000,000, 
instead  of  $18,500,000.  Is  not  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  recall,  if  we 
proceed  with  the  4-B  plan,  which  would 
provide  two-hundred-and-some-odd 
rooms,  there  would  be  a  saving  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $4,600,000,  while  under 
plan  4-C  there  would  be  a  saving  ol 
$7,000,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  under  the  other 
plan  there  would  be  a  saving  of  $2,000,- 
000.  The  architects  testified  that  under 
such  circumstances  it  would  be  possible 
to  construct  the  building  in  accordance 
with  the  plan  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  as  authorized. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield,  to  permit  me  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin¬ 
istration? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Earlier  in  the  de¬ 
bate  I  pointed  out  that  there  are  5  Sena¬ 
tors  with  6  rooms,  26  Senators  with  5 
rooms,  and  quite  a  number  of  Senators 
occupying  rooms  in  the  Capitol  Build¬ 
ing.  Let  me  inquire  as  to  what  effort, 
if  any,  has  been  made  by  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  to  redis¬ 
tribute  those  rooms,  so  that  Senators 
who  really  need  more  space  can  ob¬ 
tain  it,  and  so  that  space  will  not  be  used 
by  Senators  who  actually  do  not  need  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  will 
understand  that,  primarily,  space  is  dis¬ 
tributed  on  the  basis  of  seniority.  There 
are  Senators  of  advanced  years,  and  of 
long  service  in  the  Senate,  who,  because 
of  their  service,  we  feel  are  entitled  to 
rooms  in  the  Capitol  Building,  more  so 
than  other  Senators  are.  Therefore,  the 
assignment  to  such  Senators  of  rooms 
in  the  Capitol  Building  is  made  entirely 
for  their  convenience.  In  a  number  of 
instances,  that  is  the  explanation  for  the 
assignment  of  an  odd  or  additional  room 
here  or  there,  to  one  Senator  or  another. 

What  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
would  have  us  do  would  be  to  take  away 
rooms  from  the  Senators  who  happen 
to  have  the  few  rooms  which  are  to  spare 
in  the  Capitol  Building,  and  assign  them 
to  other  Senators. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Even  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building  there  are  quite  a  number 
of  Senators  who  occupy  rooms  which  I 
feel  certain  they  can  spare,  and  yet  have 
sufficient  space  left  to  carry  on  their 
work.  I  wonder  whether  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  has  made  any 
effort  to  redistribute  those  rooms. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  have  been  diligent  In 
connection  with  that  matter,  and  I  have 
talked  to  Senators.  Some  of  them  have 
been  kind  enough  to  give  up  space. 
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They  regretted  to  do  so,  but  it  was  neces¬ 
sary. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration  assigned  to  me  an 
extra  room  in  the  Capitol  Building.  I 
felt  so  sorry  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman!,  that  I  gave  up 
that  little  space  in  this  building.  It  is  a 
little  cubbyhole  up  next  to  the  room  oc¬ 
cupied  by  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  neglects  to 
say  that  the  reason  that  room  was 
assigned  to  him  was  because  he  suffered 
a  very  serious  operation,  and  he  had  to 
have  a  resting  place  in  the  Capitol 
Building,  because  of  his  health. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Whatever  the  reason 
was,  I  have  turned  the  room  back  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York,  and  he 
has  as  many  as  four  or  five  young  women 
using  that  room.  I  know  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Graham! 
has  as  many  as  eight  persons  using  one 
room.  All  of  us  know  that  even  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender] 
does  not  disagree  as  to  the  need  for 
space. 

Those  of  us  who  serve  on  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  are  called 
upon  to  get  construction  of  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building  under  way.  As 
the  leading  country  in  the  world,  I  think 
we  should  have  the  new  building.  Of 
course,  one  could  be  built  for  $1,000,000 
or  even  for  $500,000,  for  that  matter;  but 
I  do  not  think  the  Senate  wants  to  pro¬ 
ceed  in  that  way. 

I  assure  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
that  this  mandate  from  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  will  be  carried  out  by 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  distributing  the 
additional  space,  as  I  understand,  the 
Commission,  through  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  will  see  to  it 
that  each  Senator  is  given  five  rooms. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  depends  upon  the 
kind  of  building  we  erect.  We  want  to 
carry  out  this  mandate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But,  under  either 
plan,  as  I  understand,  either  plan  4-B  or 
the  original  plan - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  think  we  are 
confined  to  any  particular  plan  which  has 
been  submitted  heretofore. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Not  to  a  plan,  but  I 
am  talking  about  an  assignment  of 
rooms.  The  point  I  wanted  to  explore 
with  the  Senator  is  this :  Has  he  ever  con¬ 
sulted  Senators  to  determine  whether 
they  could  get  along  with  three  rooms  or 
four,  instead  of  an  average  of  five? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  not  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion,  hence  I  have  not  done  so.  As  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
I  wrote  to  every  Senator,  stating  that  we 
were  considering  this  particular  matter, 
and  requesting  a  statement  of  whether  he 
needed  more  office  space. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  the  Senator  will 
read  those  letters,  he  will  discover  that 
most  of  the  Senators  said  that  although 


they  could  use  more  space,  that  they  did 
not  need  it  acutely. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  would  like  to  again 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the 
fact  that  at  present  there  are  5  Sena¬ 
tors  who  have  6  rooms  each,  26  Sena¬ 
tors  with  5  rooms  each,  and  35  Sena¬ 
tors  with  4  rooms  each.  I  am  one  of 
those  35  Senators,  and  I  want  to  say  that 
I  do  not  want  and  do  not  need  more  than 
four  rooms.  I  am  sure  there  are  many 
other  Senators  who  feel  as  I  do.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  know  of  some  Senators 
who  do  not  want  more  than  three  rooms, 
simply  because  they  do  not  need  more 
than  three. 

With  respect  to  the  necessity  for  the 
additional  rooms,  the  point  I  want  to  em¬ 
phasize  is  that  under  the  plan  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  adopted,  it  apparently  with¬ 
out  consultation  allots  five  rooms  to  each 
Senator.  Irrespective  of  whether  he 
needs  that  many,  the  same  old  plan  is 
followed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  completely  in  error.  The 
Commission  does  not  assign  rooms. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  aware  of  that, 
but  I  maintain  that  the  Commission  is 
seeking  to  provide  five  rooms  for  each 
Senator  regardless  of  who  assigns  them 
to  specific  Senators. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  assigns  rooms. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But,  if  the  Senator 
will  read  from  the  report  just  cited  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona, 
he  will  note  that  even  by  providing  five 
rooms  for  each  Senator,  there  will  be  an 
excess  of  many  rooms.  I  feel  certain 
that  we  are  going  to  have  an  excess  of 
many  fine  hearing  rooms,  which  have 
been  used  heretofore  in  the  present  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building,  but  which  will  be 
designated  subcommittee  rooms. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  trying  to  impress 
upon  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  the 
fact  that,  whether  we  like  it  or  not,  and 
notwithstanding  it  is  contrary  to  the  way 
I  should  have  done  things,  we  are  not 
now  discussing  the  plans  which  were 
originally  submitted.  We  are  now  dis¬ 
cussing  an  item  in  the  appropriation  bill 
for  1951,  and  an  instruction  by  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  as  to  how  we 
shall  proceed.  That  does  not  call  for 
five  rooms  for  every  Senator,  or  for  three 
rooms  for  every  Senator.  It  instructs 
the  Commission  to  provide  the  space, 
and  to  proceed  with  the  work. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  it  the  Senator’s 
contention  that  the  Commission  can  now 
change  the  present  plans  and  use  the 
money  provided,  without  endangering 
the  right  of  whoever  performs  the  work 
to  receive  payment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course,  he  is  going 
to  be  paid. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  it  has  to  be 
done  according  to  law. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  it  has  to  be  done 
also  according  to  plans. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  as  I  pointed 
out,  this  appropriation  is  being  made  to 
carry  out  plans  already  prepared  and  al¬ 
ready  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No. 
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Mr.  ELLENDER.  We  tried  to  change 
those  plans.  Several  Senators,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Saltonstall! - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Here  is  the  item: 

Construction  and  equipment  of  additional 
Senate  Office  Building :  To  enable  the  Archi¬ 
tect  of  the  Capitol,  under  the  direction  oi 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission 
*  *  *  to  continue  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 

struction  and  equipment  of  a  fireproof  of¬ 
fice  building  for  the  use  of  United  States 
Senate,  $10,000,000. 

It  then  proceeds  to  give  an  instruction 
as  to  how  the  Commission  shall  proceed, 

Mr.  HAYDEN  and  Mr.  AIKEN  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  While  I  am  on  that 
point,  I  should  like  again  to  say  to  my 
distinguished  friend  that  we  are  proceed¬ 
ing  now  under  an  authorization  to  pro¬ 
vide  money  with  which  to  build  a  Senate 
Office  Building,  in  accordance  with  plans 
already  drafted.  The  law  states: 

Construction  and  equipment  of  *  *  * 

building:  To  enable  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol,  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission,  at  a  total  cost, 
exclusive  of  site  and  other  expenses  author¬ 
ized  under  the  preceding  paragraph,  not  to 
exceed  $20,600,000,  and  in  substantial  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  preliminary  plans  pre¬ 
pared  under  authority  of  the  act  of  July 
11,  1947. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  will 
pardon  me  a  moment,  let  us  get  the 
question  straightened  out  as  to  the  law. 
It  is  correct  that  the  original  law  is  as 
stated,  except  we  did  not  carry  it  on 
to  the  total. 

Construction  and  equipment  of  buildings: 
To  enable  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission — 

This  is  the  original  law — 
at  a  total  cost,  exclusive  of  sites  and  other 
expenses  authorized  under  the  preceding 
paragraph,  not  to  exceed  $20,600,000,  and  in 
substantial  accordance  with  the  preliminary 
plans  prepared  under  the  authority  of  the 
act  of  July  11,  1947  (Public  Law  169,  80th 
Cong. ) ,  and  approved  by  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  They  drafted  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  With  what?— 
with  such  modifications  as  may  be  necessary 
or  advantageous  to  provide  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  equipment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  could  I 
refresh  the  memory  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  In  the  committee,  as 
this  proposal  was  originally  submitted, 
it  was  tied  down  to  that  act. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  was  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  committee  that  it  should 
not  be  tied  down  tightly  to  it.  The  com¬ 
mittee  struck  out  the  reference  to  the 
act,  and  it  does  not  appear  in  the  bill  as 
it  is  today. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  comes  from  that  act.  It  comes  from 
the  same  law.  Otherwise,  it  would  be 
out  of  order. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  this  is  part  of  the 
same  law: 

with  such  modifications  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  advantageous  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  equipment  Of  a  fireproof  office 
building. 

What  has  been  done  but  to  give  in¬ 
structions  as  to  how  to  proceed? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  simply  want  to  in¬ 
form  my  distinguished  friend  that  the 
legislative  counsel  is  of  opinion  that  if 
substantial  changes  are  made  in  the 
present  plans  there  may  be  difficulty  in 
the  contractor  getting  his  money.  I  say 
that  if  the  plan  is  changed  to  the  extent 
of  eliminating  the  18  large  hearing 
rooms,  the  auditorium,  and  other  things, 
difficulty  may  arise  as  to  the  ability  of 
the  contractor  to  collect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Do  not  worry.  There 
will  be  plenty  of  contractors  who  will  be 
tickled  pink  to  be  awarded  the  contract. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  one  more  ques¬ 
tion.  It  has  already  been  indicated  that 
if  the  men  and  material  needed  in  the 
construction  of  the  building  are  needed 
in  the  war  effort,  the  President  may  order 
the  construction  stopped  or  slowed  down. 
Can  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  tell 
us  whether  the  Building  Commission  it¬ 
self  would  have  authority  to  slow  down 
the  construction  of  the  building  with¬ 
out  waiting  for  a  directive? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  me  repeat,  if  I  may, 
that  the  Commission  is  to  carry  out  a 
duty.  I  happen  to  be  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building  Commission. 
The  other  members  are  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green]  ,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Malone]  .  I  have  faith  in  that  Com¬ 
mission.  We  believe  in  obeying  a  man¬ 
date  of  the  United  States  Senate.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender] 
made  a  statement  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  which  was  as  long  as  that  which  he 
has  made  on  the  floor  today.  It  was  a 
very  able  speech. 

I  read  from  the  report  of  the  commit¬ 
tee: 

After  full  discussion,  the  committee  voted 
to  request  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  to  review  forthwith — 

Which,  in  my  opinion,  means  exactly 
what  the  law  says,  in  order  that  the 
new  plan  may  be  advantageous  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  required — 
to  review  forthwith  the  detailed  plans  of  the 
proposed  Senate  Office  Building — 

For  what  purpose,  and  with  what 
view? — 

with  a  view  of  simplifying  the  building  to 
bring  about  savings,  and  with  the  expressed 
desire  of  the  committee  to  make  the  new 
office  building  more  of  a  working  and  utili¬ 
tarian  iinlt  than  the  present  plans  contem¬ 
plate.  When  this  review  is  completed  and 
the  plans  revised  to  meet  the  suggestions  of 
the  Commission,  the  construction  is  to  go 
forward  as  expeditiously  as  is  practicable 
in  an  effort  to  relieve  the  congestion  and 
crowding  that  now  exists  in  the  offices  of 
many  Senators  and  in  the  space  allotted  to 
each  committee  of  the  Senate. 

We  think  we  have  the  authority,  in 
view  of  the  war  effort,  with  the  increased 


use  of  steel,  cement,  and  gravel,  to  stop 
the  construction,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  the  Senator  is 
perfectly  satisfied  that  nowhere  in  the 
bill  is  there  any  mandate  for  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  continue  with  the  construction 
of  the  building  in  competition  with  any 
war  effort  unless  stopped  by  an  order  of 
the  President. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  positive  of  it, 
and  I  am  positive  that  that  is  the  atti¬ 
tude  of  the  Commission. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  think  the  state¬ 
ment  should  be  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  stated  previously, 
Mr.  President,  there  is  very  little  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion  as  between  the  attitude 
of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  that 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  It 
goes  only  to  the  question  of  what  type  of 
building  should  be  constructed.  I  went 
along  with  the  original  plans.  I  voted 
for  them  originally  in  the  Eightieth 
Congress.  I  thought  it  was  necessary. 
I  thought  if  we  had  a  type  of  country 
which  could  afford  to  spend  billions  upon 
billions  of  dollars  elsewhere,  we  certainly 
should  not  be  stingy  with  ourselves  in 
providing  office  space  for  Senators. 

We  could  have  saved  money  through 
a  different  type  of  construction.  I  have 
seen  this  body  appropriate  many  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  for  buildings  in  the  city 
of  Washington.  The  first  chapter  of 
this  particular  appropriation  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
$12,000,000,000  of  the  taxpayers’  money. 
Was  there  any  complaint  with  regard  to 
that?  Not  a  bit.  But  if  we  try  to  pro¬ 
vide  office  space  in  a  dignified  building, 
we  hear  it  said  that  we  ought  to  save 
money.  We  provided  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  for  a  new  courthouse  in  the  city  of 
Washington,  within  a  few  blocks  of  the 
Capitol,  for  15  judges,  including  the 
municipal  court  judges,  but  complaint 
is  made  because  we  want  an  office  build¬ 
ing  in  keeping  with  the  dignity  of  the 
Nation.  We  provided  $25,000,000  for  a 
building  for  the  General  Accounting 
Office.  Did  anyone  complain  about 
that?  We  appropriated  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  for  buildings  for  the  Department  of 
Justice,  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
and  other  Government  departments. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  the  expenditure 
of  the  money.  I  want  to  save  as  much 
money  as  does  anyone  else,  but  I  am  not 
in  favor  of  lowering  the  dignity  of  this 
body.  We  should  not  go  back  on  the 
concept  which  Jefferson  had  in  mind 
with  reference  to  the  Capitol.  It  is  all 
right  to  save  a  million  dollars  here  and 
there. 

I  again  invite  attention  to  the  guests 
we  have  with  us.  Did  they  come  to  see 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  or  any 
other  Senator?  No.  they  did  not.  They 
came  to  see  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  The  Senate  should  act  as  a  sym¬ 
bol  of  the  idea  which  has  made  this 
country  what  it  is.  The  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington  was  originally  laid  out  with  the 
concept  of  having  the  dignity  befitting 
the  center  of  a  great  nation.  Long  be¬ 
fore  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
Benjamin  Franklin  was  possibly  dream¬ 
ing  that  eventually  somewhere  within 
the  Thirteen  Colonies  there  would  be  a 
capitol.  For  what  purpose?  To  satisfy 


individual  Senators  or  to  satisfy  the 
American  people? 

The  concept  was  embodied  in  works 
of  such  illustrious  men  as  Thomas  Jef¬ 
ferson,  who  was  himself  an  architect  of 
repute,  and  of  other  architects  of  the 
time  who  believed  in  a  living  develop¬ 
ment  of  classic  architecture,  that  is  to 
say,  an  organized  arrangement  of  simple 
forms  on  dignified  lines. 

I  have  been  to  Charlottesville  and  to 
Monticello  Mr.  President,  and  I  have 
seen  the  work  of  the  illustrious  Jefferson, 
the  manual  work  he  performed.  That  is 
why  I  appreciate  what  he  did  when  he 
thought  and  dreamed  of  the  Capitol  of 
the  United  States. 

The  Thirteen  Colonies  were  small,  Mr. 
President,  but  we  have  made  more  prog¬ 
ress  in  raising  the  standards  of  living  of 
a  free  people  than  has  been  accomplished 
in  Europe,  with  thousands  of  years  of 
effort.  Europe  has  not  yet  reached  the 
standard  developed  under  the  concept  of 
the  founders  of  the  Capital  of  the  United 
States. 

We  can  build  a  barn  for  the  United 
States  Senate  and  provide  plenty  of 
space,  but  I  hope  we  shall  not  do  that. 

All  the  official  buildings  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  the  Capitol,  the  White  House,  the 
Senate  and  House  Office  Buildings,  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  Building, 
embody  the  principles  and  concepts  to 
which  I  have  referred.  All  these  build¬ 
ings  in  their  various  forms,  express  the 
idea.  They  are  different  from  purely 
commercial  structures  designed  along 
functional  lines,  without  dignity,  and 
meant  solely  for  functional  uses. 

Who  wants  Washington  to  be  a  com¬ 
mercial  city?  Washington  is  not  the  in¬ 
dustrial  center  of  the  United  States,  but 
it  represents  the  concepts  and  the  ideals 
which  have  made  possible  the  great  in¬ 
dustrial  centers  of  the  United  States.  It 
represents  a  political  philosophy  of  a 
free  people.  It  .represents  the  hope  and 
the  confidence  of  free  peoples  through¬ 
out  the  world.  That  is  why  we  must 
build  along  the  lines  which  I  have  sug¬ 
gested. 

These  buildings  have  become  a  symbol 
of  the  seat  of  Government  for  all  Amer¬ 
ica.  The  American  people  have  always 
viewed  these  buildings  with  love  and  re¬ 
spect.  They  do  not  visit  Washington  in 
order  to  see  me  or  to  see  any  other  Sen¬ 
ator.  Of  course,  we  have  individual 
visitors  from  our  home  States,  but  when 
visitors  come  here  by  bus  loads,  they 
come  to  see  the  capital  of  the  United 
States,  and  we  love  to  have  them  here. 

The  American  people  have  always 
viewed  these  buildings  with  love  and  re¬ 
spect  and  they  cherish  them  as  a  symbol 
of  their  hopes,  their  unity,  their  growth, 
and  the  splendor  of  the  Nation  which 
they  have  built.  They  should  be  proud. 
Yv^e  should  be  proud,  Mr.  President.  We 
should  not  be  stingy  in  our  efforts  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  beauty  and  glory  of  the  capital 
of  the  Nation. 

When  the  present  Senate  and  House 
wings  of  the  Capitol  were  planned  and 
built  shortly  before  the  trying  days  of 
the  Civil  War — and  let  us  remember  that 
we  had  a  Civil  War,  and  it  was  necessary 
that  we  show  our  unity — they  were  of 
dignified  design  and  even  in  those  days 
were  constructed  of  marble,  in  keeping 
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with  the  dignity  of  our  Government. 
Oh,  Mr.  President,  we  can  construct  a 
building  of  white  pine.  We  can  save 
money,  and  give  it  to  Europe.  We  can 
give  it  to  Asia.  We  can  give  it  to  any¬ 
body.  However,  we  are  asked  to  save 
money  on  these  plans. 

The  present  Senate  and  House  Office 
Buildings  and  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  Building,  subsequently  planned 
and  constructed,  were  also  planned  and 
built  along  lines  of  dignified  design,  and 
they  are  likewise  constructed  of  marble. 
Would  anyone  want  the  Supreme  Court 
Building  and  the  House  and  Senate  Office 
Buildings  to  be  of  a  different  design  than 
in  the  dream  of  Jefferson?  I  am  sure 
no  one  would  want  that. 

The  proposed  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  has  been  planned  along  lines  of  sim¬ 
ilar  dignity  and  in  harmony  with  the 
Capitol  and  other  buildings  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  the  Capitol. 

The  project  was  authorized  by  the 
Eightieth  Congress,  to  be  carried  forward 
in  substantial  accordance  with  prelim¬ 
inary  plans  approved  by  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission  in  June  1948.  The 
detailed  plans  were  developed  during  the 
period  August  1948  to  April  1949.  They 
were  approved  by  the  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  Commission,  as  presently  composed, 
in  April  1949. 

Since  that  time — and  I  call  this  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana — the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  has  taken  different  action,  and 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  fol¬ 
low  that  action. 

This  is  not  a  new  Commission.  It  has 
been  in  continuous  existence  since  1904. 
That  is  46  years,  Mr.  President.  This 
Commission  not  only  directed  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  three  original  wings  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building,  but  also  the 
construction  of  the  fourth  or  First  Street 
wing  in  1931-33,  the  alteration  of  the  C 
Street  facade  of  the  building,  and  the 
completion  of  the  approaches  to  the 
building. 

Congress  has  seen  fit  for  the  past  46 
years  to  entrust  this  Commission  with 
the  direction  of  construction  of  quarters 
for  the  United  States  Senate  and  the 
Commission  has  always  been  composed 
of  both  majority  and  minority  repre¬ 
sentation.  From  1904  to  1947,  the  Com¬ 
mission  consisted  of  three  Senators.  In 
1947,  the  membership  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  increased  from  three  to  five 
Senators. 

When  the  Senate  Office  Building  pre¬ 
liminary  plans  were  authorized  in  1947, 
the  Commission  consisted  of  former  Sen¬ 
ators  Revercomb,  Brooks,  and  Overton, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green].  When  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  plans  were  approved,  in  July  1948, 
and  the  new  building  project  authorized, 
the  Commission  consisted  of  former  Sen¬ 
ators  Revercomb  and  Brooks,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green],  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]. 

The  Commission  as  presently  consti¬ 
tuted  consists  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode 


Island  [Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone],  and 
the  present  speaker. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  this  body 
will  want  to  take  care  of  itself.  Oh,  we 
can  vote  billions  of  dollars  without  bat¬ 
ting  an  eye.  We  can  appropriate  auto¬ 
mobiles  for  third-class  clerks  in  a  de¬ 
partment,  and  we  can  appropriate  travel 
money  for  departments.  However,  when 
it  comes  to  doing  something  for  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  United  States  we  are  told  that 
we  must  be  extremely  careful  that  we 
do  not  waste  the  people’s  money.  Mr. 
President,  not  only  the  Building  Com¬ 
mission  but  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  and  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  after  due  deliberation  and  consid¬ 
eration,  reported  this  item  to  the  Senate. 
We  feel  justified  in  asking  Members  of 
the  Senate  to  stand  by  the  committee 
and  not  approve  any  amendments  with 
respect  to  this  item. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  Record,  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks,  the  letters  from  Senators 
which  I  discussed  during  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

My  Dear  Senator:  You  wrote  me  on  Au¬ 
gust  19  with  reference  to  my  thoughts  on 
the  necessity  for  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing. 

Almost  complete  plans  had  been  made  for 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building,  during  the 
Eightieth  Congress,  before  I  learned  of  them. 

Certainly  there  is  a  shortage  of  space  for 
the  Senators  from  the  larger  States  who  have 
more  than  the  minimum  number  of  clerks  in 
their  offices. 

I  believe  the  idea  of  an  additional  story  on 
the  present  office  building  was  not  investi¬ 
gated  thoroughly  enough.  Also,  additional 
room  could  be  provided  if  several  unused 
and  unnecessary  elevator  shafts  were  done 
away  with.  Also,  there  are  several  unneces¬ 
sary  departmental  liaison  offices  still  in  the 
building. 

I  believe  the  block  of  land  across  the  street 
east  from  the  present  office  building  could  be 
used  to  great  advantage  as  a  parking  lot  for 
the  cars  of  Senate  office  employees. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Chan  Gurney. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Public  Works, 

August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  your  letter 
of  August  18  with  reference  to  present  office 
space  and  additional  needs.  In  reply  I  wish 
to  advise  that  I  believe  additional  space  is 
needed.  I  believe  it  can  be  secured  on  a 
basis  acceptable  generally  to  the  membership 
of  the  Congress.  Frankly,  I  do  not  think 
we  need  as  much  space  as  was  contemplated 
in  the  plans  heretofore  discussed.  It  occurs 
to  me  that  serious  thought  could  be  given  to 
the  development  of  a  plan  for  a  new  building 
and  the  construction  of  one  wing  at  a  time 
as  needs  would  justify. 

I  am  quite  aware  of  the  real  need  for  more 
garage  space.  I  think  this  could  be  taken 
care  of  in  the  basement. 
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I  will  be  glad  to  discuss  this  with  you 
further  at  your  pleasure. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  S.  Kerb. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

August  20,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  for  your  letter  of 
the  19th  which  reopens  the  discussion  on 
the  Senate  Office  Building. 

I  can  easily  realize  that  it  might  seem 
more  practical  to  get  plans  drawn  up  for  the 
new  office  building  without  submitting  those 
plans  to  the  criticism  and  suggestions  of 
the  Senate.  You  would  have  so  many  dif¬ 
ferent  ideas,  so  strongly  expressed  and  so  at 
variance  with  each  other,  that  you  would 
be  fearful  of  getting  nowhere. 

On  the  other  hand,  you  have  had  the  ex¬ 
ample  of  the  difficulties  of  the  opposite 
course.  Doubt  as  to  the  project  was  aroused 
in  the  minds  of  many  Senators  including 
myself  as  to  the  size  and  lavishness  of  the 
project:  the  whole  thing  burst  on  us  with¬ 
out  warning,  and  the  first  reaction  was  un¬ 
favorable  in  a  body  which  is  for  the  most 
part  deeply  concerned  with  economy. 

My  personal  requirements  are  for  one  more 
room  and  three  toilets.  They  need  to  be 
good  sized  rooms,  larger  than  those  which 
face  on  the  court  of  the  old  office  building. 
I  would  like  to  stay  right  where  I  am  and 
have  another  room  added  to  the  suite,  made 
available  by  the  general  redistribution  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  new  building  if  it  is  built. 

With  regard  to  the  building  itself,  I 
would  strongly  urge  that  you  display  the 
floor  plans  in.  some  convenient  spot  such 
as  the  Senate  Caucus  Room. 

My  own  suggestions  would  be  that  we 
provide  only  for  new  committee  rooms  and 
suites  for  committee  chairmen,  plus  a  new 
Senate  and  staff  restaurant  with  its  own 
staff  and  kitchens.  This  will  relieve  pres¬ 
sure  on  the  crowded  dining  rooms  in  the 
Capitol,  which  however,  will  be  still  the 
major  facility  for  the  Senators  and  their 
Capitol  staff  while  the  Congress  is  in  session. 

It  would  seem  that  these  results  can  be 
obtained  by  completing  the  ell  whose  sides 
front  on  Constitution  Avenue  and  First 
Street.  Removal  of  the  corresponding  com¬ 
mittee  offices  will  leave  a  lot  of  space  availa¬ 
ble  for  storage  at  the  subway  level  of  our  old 
building.  These  are  the  suggestions  which  I 
would  like  to  see  carried  out. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ralph  E.  Flanders. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  20,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  is  in  reply 
to '  your  communication  of  August  18  with 
respect  to  construction  of  a  New  Senate 
Office  Building  to  house  Senate  Committees. 
I  sincerely  appreciate  the  opportunity  to 
comment  on  this  proposal. 

We  are  quite  comfortable  in  two  of  the 
three  rooms  assigned  to  me,  Suite  252.  The 
center  room,  between  the  reception  room 
and  my  office,  is  very  crowded,  in  that  four 
and  oftentimes  five  of  my  staff  are  required 
to  perform  office  functions  in  a  very  small 
area.  In  fact,  my  Administrative  Assistant 
has  space  in  this  office,  and  is  constantly 
meeting  visitors  without  privacy,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
dignity  of  his  office.  One  additional  room 
would  benefit  us  considerably. 

If  your  committee  desires  personal  com¬ 
ment  to  justify  the  construction  of  this 
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building  I  would  be  pleased  to  attend  one 
of  your  meetings. 

With  personal  regards.  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lester  C.  Hunt. 

United  States  Senate. 

Committee  on  Public  Works. 

August  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  appreciate  your 
letter  of  August  18,  relative  to  the  projected 
new  Senate  Office  Building.  Of  course  my 
staff  and  I  find  our  three-room  suite  in¬ 
adequate  and  1  have  been  trying  to  get  a 
four-room  suite  for  some  time. 

I  shall  give  specific  thought  to  the  matter 
and  will  discuss  the  situation  with  you 
later. 

With  kindest  regards,  I  remain, 

Yours  faithfully, 

Spessard  L.  Holland. 


Congress  op  the  United  States, 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 

August  19,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Seriate  Office  Building 
Commission, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  your  letter 
of  August  18,  and  thank  you  for  the  oppor- 
nity  to  give  you  a  statement  of  my  experi¬ 
ence  with  present  office  facilities. 

For  the  first  4  years  of  my  term,  I  occu¬ 
pied  a  three-room  suite  which  was  quite 
inadequate.  On  January  1  of  this  year,  I 
was  fortunate  to  acquire  another  room  which, 
while  an  improvement,  Is  still  inadequate 
considering  the  number  of  personnel  re¬ 
quired  on  my  staff,  the  necessity  for  crowd¬ 
ing  several  people  in  each  room,  along  with 
filing  equipment,  and  storage  space.  I 
could,  therefore,  definitely  use  another  room. 

I  feel  that  one  of  the  vital  needs  is  for 
larger  committee  hearing  rooms  and  sufficient 
space  for  committee  staff  quarters  which  are 
now  wholly  inadequate. 

With  kind  regards,  I  am. 

Yours  sincerely, 

B.  B.  Hickenlooper. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Interstate  and 

Foreign  Commerce, 

February  27,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  apologize  for  the  long  de¬ 
lay  in  replying  to  your  letter  of  February 
14,  wherein  you  invite  me  to  comment  on 
the  adequacy  of  the  office  space  which  I  now 
use  in  the  discharge  of  my  duties  here  in 
the  Capitol. 

For  some  time  past  I  have  found  my 
quarters  quite  inadequate  to  conduct  the 
business  of  a  State  as  large  as  Pennsylvania, 
and  have  from  time  to  time  been  compelled 
to  rent  outside  space  in  order  that  my  staff 
could  be  properly  quartered.  Most  of  the 
girls  work  under  severe  handicaps  and  most 
trying  conditions,  and  I  am  looking  forward 
eagerly  to  the  time  when  this  might  be 
corrected. 

Thank  you  for  your  interest  in  writing  me. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Francis  J.  Myers. 


United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C„  February  27,  1950. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 


Dear  Dennis:  I  want  to  thank  you  for  giv¬ 
ing  me  an  opportunity  to  express  my  views 
on  the  adequacy  of  my  present  office  space. 

I  am  satisfied  with  what  I  have,  of  course, 
under  the  circumstances.  The  record  will 
show  that  I  have  a  three-room  suite,  but 
certainly  I  would  use  an  additional  room 
and  maybe  two.  This  is  not  from  the 
standpoint  of  additional  space  for  comfort 
but  for  adequate  working  space  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  my  duties  in  the  Senate. 

I  think  it  is  wise  for  the  Legislative  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  to  give  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  suggestions  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission  to  provide  adequate 
working  space  for  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Kindest  regards  and  all  best  wishes. 

Sincerely, 


Harry  Darby. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Interior 

and  Insular  Affairs, 

September  22,  1949. 
Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Replying  to  your  in-, 
quiry  concerning  the  adequacy  of  my  Sena¬ 
torial  office,  I  regret  to  inform  you  that  our 
space  is  entirely  insufficient  for  the  person¬ 
nel  permitted  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
California.  I  am  somewhat  more  fortunate 
in  that  I  have  a  total  of  4  offices  rather 
than  the  three  allocated  to  many  Senators, 
but  nevertheless  I  find  if  necessary  to  have 
some  of  my  personnel  working  outside  the 
office  and  some  assigned  to  California,  al¬ 
though  I  would  prefer  to  have  them  in 
Washington  if  I  had  sufficient  space  for 
them. 

With  best  wishes, 

Sincerely, 

Sheridan  Downey. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

February  23,  1950. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thanks  very  much  for  your 
recent  letter  inquiring  whether  or  not  I  con¬ 
sider  my  present  office  space  and  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
ample  or  inadequate. 

At  the  present  time  the  space  allotted  to 
me  in  the  Senate  Office  Building  for  my  office 
staff  is  ample  to  meet  our  requirements. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  have  been  attempting 
for  the  past  year  to  secure  additional  space 
for  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  As 
you  may  know,,  the  committee  and  its  staff 
are  confined  to  the  committee  room  proper 
and  two  additional  rooms  in  the  Senate  wing 
of  the  Capitol.  We  find  this  space  quite  in¬ 
adequate.  Since  I  took  over  the  chairman¬ 
ship  a  year  ago,  it  has  been  necessary  for 
two  of  our  staff  members  to  use  the  office 
space  which  has  been  normally  assigned  to 
the  chairman.  I  am  very  hopeful  that  we 
may  be  able  to  find  one  or  two  additional 
rooms  so  that  the  committee  work  may  not 
be  hampered  by  lack  of  space. 

With  cordial  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Tom  Connally,  Chairman. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  September  19,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  your  letter 
of  August  23  referring  to  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building  and  also  asking  questions 
concerning  the  office  facilities  afforded  us 
at  the  present  time.  Senator  Chavez,  our 
office  space  is  very  inadequate  and  it  is  most 
difficult  for  my  staff  to  do  their  work.  We 
are  crowded  into  three  rooms.  I  have  re¬ 
quested  additional  room  several  times,  but 
have  always  been  informed  that  it  is  not 
available,  and  in  the  meantime  my  staff 
continues  to  work  under  the  handicap  of 
crowded,  congested  office  space  where  effi¬ 
cient  office  functioning  is  most  difficult. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Edward  J.  Thye, 

United  States  Senator. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  D:  partments, 

October  7 ,  1949. 

The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez,  . 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
United  States  Senate 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Some  time  ago  I 
wrote  you  a  memorandum  and  then  held  it 
up,  eventually  misplacing  it.  This  was 
with  reference  to  your  letter  of  August  22 
regarding  the  proposed  new  Senate  office 
building. 

Quite  frankly,  I  want  to  add  my  experi¬ 
ence  to  a  number  of  others  you  no  doubt 
know  of  who,  while  we  are  first  year  men, 
find  ourselves  in  cramped  quarters,  even 
though  we  may  not  have  the  volume  of  work 
our  seniors  have. 

Naturally  I  want  to  be  economical,  but 
the  volume  of  mail  and  the  requests  from 
my  home  State,  to  say  nothing  of  my  activi- 
tives  in  committee  and  related  matters,  re¬ 
quire  that  I  do  not  cut  down  on  my  office 
staff.  I  have  seven  on  my  staff  at  present 
and  find  that  I  must  add  to  this  number, 
and  you  can  readily  see  what  that  means  by 
way  of  office  space  and  filing  accommoda¬ 
tions. 

I  hope  this  gives  you  some  idea  of  how  I 
feel  about  needed  office  spac 
Sincerely, 

Andrew  F.  Schoeppel. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 

February  15,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Public  Works  Com¬ 
mittee,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  will  acknowl¬ 
edge  your  letter  of  February  14,  which  has 
been  received  in  the  absence  of  Senator  Long 
in  Louisiana.  I  have  discussed  the  matter 
with  him  by  telephone  since  receipt  of  your 
letter. 

If  I  correctly  understand,  he  is  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  take  any  position  with  reference 
to  the  new  building.  At  the  same  time, 
we  are  faced  with  considerable  difficulty  in 
trying  to  operate  our  office  in  very  cramped 
quarters;  and,  because  of  an  extremely  heavy 
volume  of  work,  we  have  found  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  split  our  operations  into  shifts,  with 
a  small  group  working  at  night. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Bruce  Tucker, 
Administrative  Assistant. 
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United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

February  15,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thanks  for  your  letter  and 
as  a  member  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  I  shall  of  course  give  every  consideration 
to  the  thoughts  expressed  by  the  various 
Senators.  As  far  as  I  am  personally  con¬ 
cerned  I  have  sufficient  space. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Burnet  R.  Maybank. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building  Commission, 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Dear  Dennis:  Your  letter  of  February  14, 
supplementing  your  letter  of  August  18  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  new  Senate  Office 
Building,  has  been  received. 

I  appreciate  your  bringing  this  to  my 
attention  at  this  time,  and  in  connection 
therewith,  I  should  like  to  say  that  my  suite 
in  the  Senate  Office  Building  is  at  present 
definitely  inadequate.  We  have  felt  the  need 
for  additional  office  space  for  some  time  and 
in  the  past  2  years,  this  need  has  become 
acute.  I  now  have  a  three-room  suite  with 
an  additional  room  downstairs  in  the  base¬ 
ment  for  storage  purposes.  Another  room 
could  be  used  to  good  advantage. 

With  every  good  wish, 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  W.  Tobey. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter 
of  February  14  relative  to  space  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building. 

As  you  will  recall,  last  year  I  voted  against 
going  ahead  with  the  building  because  I  felt 
we  should  not  ask  other  departments  to  cut 
down  their  expenses  and  not  agree  to  do  so 
ourselves.  To  answer  your  question  spe¬ 
cifically,  as  far  as  I  personally  am  concerned, 
of  course  I  could  use  more  space  in  my  office. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  on 
legislative  appropriations  and  certainly  will 
be  only  too  happy  to  look  into  this  matter 
very  fully  when  the  subcommittee  meets. 

With  best  regards  and  thanks  for  writing 
me,  I  am, 

Sincerely, 

,  Leverett  Saltonstall, 

United  States  Senator. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Rules 

and  Administration, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Your  note  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  14  was  awaiting  me  when  I  returned 
to  Washington. 

I  want  to  be  entirely  consistent  in  reply¬ 
ing  to  your  query  as  to  the  matter  for  addi¬ 
tional  space  in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 
Although  I  have  been  among  those  who  have 
insisted  on  the  utmost  economy  in  govern¬ 
mental  expenditures,  I  can  readily  appre¬ 
ciate  the  insistent  demand  for  enlarged 
quarters. 

As  one’s  tenure  in  the  Senate  grows  there 
is  additional  demand  made  for  additional 
services.  X  find  myself  in  that  situation 


and  can  honestly  tell  you  that  we  are  in  need 
of  at  least  one  more  room. 

I  regret  the  delay  in  replying. 

With  kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

W.  E.  Jenner. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

February  20,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission, 

Committee  on  Public  Works, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  In  answer  to  your  letter  of 
recent  date,  in  which  you  request  my  views 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  new  office 
building,  I  might  cite  the  fact  that  for  sev¬ 
eral  years  I  have  been  seeking  an  additional 
office,  in  order  to  relieve  congestion  in  my 
present  quarters. 

I  am  not  familiar  with  conditions  in  other 
Senators’  offices,  but  I  do  know  it  has  been 
impossible  for  me  to  find  the  additional 
space  in  the  Senate  Office  Building,  which 
my  constantly  increasing  volume  of  busi¬ 
ness  requires. 

“With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  remain, 
Sincerely  yours, 

Herbert  R.  O’Conor. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

February  17,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:*  I  appreciate  your  letter 
with  regard  to  my  office  space. 

I  find  that  my  staff  is  very  much  crowded: 
however,  I  am  not  pressing  that  a  new 
building  be  built  because  of  our  special  con¬ 
gestion  in  this  office. 

With  appreciation  of  your  consideration, 
I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Frank  Graham. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  February  23,  1950. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  I  agree  with  the  general 
statement  of  conditions  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building  contained  in  your  letter  of  August 
18  last,  which  I  regret  escaped  my  attention. 
Not  only  do  I  find  space  insufficient,  as  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs  and  as  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Economic  Report,  but  my 
own  quarters  are  scarcely  sufficient  for  the 
activities  of  such  a  staff  as  any  Senator  now 
requires. 

The  responsibilities  of  Congress  are  stead¬ 
ily  increasing,  as  everyone  knows.  As  the 
duties  of  the  committees  continue  to  in¬ 
crease  along  with  the  business  of  each  Sen¬ 
ator’s  office,  the  present  inadequacy  of  space 
in  the  Senate  Office  Building  will,  in  my 
judgment,  only  result  in  making  more  dif¬ 
ficult  the  accomplishment  of  our  responsi¬ 
bilities. 

With  every  good  wish. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

February  15,  1950. 

Eon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  acknowledges 
receipt  of  your  letter  relative  to  Senate  Office 
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space.  This  is  the  only  letter  from  you  that 
has  been  called  to  my  attention  relative  to 
this  matter.  I  presume  your  former  letter 
was  misplaced. 

I  am  not  familiar  with  the  conditions  in 
all  the  offices.  I  should  prefer  to  have  the 
result  of  the  investigation  from  all  of  them, 
as  I  would  be  willing  to  forego  any  con¬ 
venience  to  myself  if  all  the  other  Senators 
are  properly  provided  for.  I  am  ready  to 
abide  by'  the  decision  of  the  committees 
handling  the  matter. 

Thank  you  for  calling  this  to  my  atten¬ 
tion. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Garrett  L.  Withers, 

United  States  Senator, 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

October  6,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thanks  for  your  letter  of 
August  19,  which  I  have  just  seen  on  my 
return  to  the  office,  regarding  space  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building. 

I  have  always  felt  that  if  a  diagram  of 
the  Senate  Office  Building  and  the  Senate 
wing  of  the  Capitol  were  made  available  to 
every  Senator  showing  the  allocation  of  each 
room  that  we  could  then  judge  better 
whether  we  needed  more  space  or  not.  As 
you  know,  however,  this  has  always  been 
considered  a  very  confidential  matter  and 
it  seems  impossible  for  the  rank  and  file 
of  Senators  to  know  how  the  rooms  are  used. 

I  have  not  studied  the  drawings  for  the 
*  proposed  new  Senate  Office  Building  care¬ 
fully,  but  I  did  look  at  them  once  and  I 
noted  what  seemed  to  me  to  be  rather  a 
grave  defect  in  the  planning.  In  the  pro¬ 
posed  new  committee  rooms,  there  was  a 
very  inadequate  amount  of  space  allowed 
behind  the  places  where  the  members  of 
the  committees  are  supposed  to  sit.  One  of 
the  troubles  in  the  Finance  Committee  room 
in  the  present '  Senate  Office  Building  and 
in  the  caucus  room,  as  well  as  in  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  and  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee  rooms,  is  that  the  space 
behind  the  Senators  is  so  small  that  there 
is  always  a  great  deal  of  congestion  and 
noise.  If  we  are  to  have  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building,  the  committee  rooms  should  be 
designed  so  that  there  is  plenty  of  room 
behind  the  Senators  for  the  members  of 
their  staffs  and  their  advisers  to  sit  and  for 
messengers  to  pass  by  without  constantly 
causing  a  realinement  of  chairs.  I  think 
that  this  is  one  respect  in  which  we  should 
learn  from  experience. 

In  fact,  I  think  it  would  be  wasteful,  not 
to  say  stupid,  for  us  to  put  up  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building  in  which  the  errors  of  the 
present  building  were  blindly  repeated. 

With  best  wishes, 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

H.  C.  Lodge,  Jr. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

August  22,  -1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Senate,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  will  acknowl¬ 
edge  your  letter  to  Senator  Lodge.  It  arrives 
as  he  is  temporarily  out  of  the  office  on  a 
trip  taken  in  connection  with  his  official 
duties.  I  will  show  him  your  letter  as  soon 
as  he  returns  and  assure  you  that  it  will 
have  his  immediate  attention. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Francis  McCarthy, 
Secretary  to  Senator  Lodge. 
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United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  In  reply  to  your  letter  re¬ 
garding  the  new  building,  the  principal  criti¬ 
cism  which  X  have  heard  from  other  Senators 
is  that  the  plans  for  the  proposed  building 
are  much  too  elaborate.  From  what  I  have 
heard,  I  believe  a  new  building  constructed 
along  more  functional  lines,  as  many  of  our 
modern  business  buildings  are,  will  attract 
the  support  of  the  Senators.  Generally 
speakingi  I  think  our  public  buildings  are 
about  as  inefficient  and  wasteful  of  space 
as  any  I  know.  Personally,  a  small  detached 
room  for  some  privacy  would  be  extremely 
convenient.  Otherwise,  my  office  is  quite 
satisfactory. 

With  kind  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

j.  W.  Fulbright. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Rules 

and  Administration, 

August  23,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez. 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Chavez:  My  rather  brief 
experience  here  serves  to  convince  me  that 
the  facts  contained  in  your  letter  of  August 
19  are  true,  beyond  any  question  of  doubt. 
However,  I  am  so  deeply  concerned  about  the 
fiscal  problems  of  our  Government  that  I 
hesitate  to  subscribe  to  any  program  which 
will  impose  new  burdens  upon  our  taxpayers 
unless  that  program  is  absolutely  essential 
to  the  needs  of  the  people. 

And  now,  with  respect  to  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building,  I  know  that  it  would 
be  helpful  insofar  as  the  Senators  are  per¬ 
sonally  concerned  but  actually  is  it  not  true 
that  we  can  get  along  without  it  until  we 
reduce  some  of  the  other  expenditures  of 
government?  Many  times  during  the  recent 
war  I  had  to  work  in  offices  which  were  vir¬ 
tually  pig  sties  and  on'  some  occasions  my 
office  was  nothing  more  or  nothing  less  than 
a  security  box  in  a  badly  damaged  building, 
but  somehow  I  was  still  able  to  produce,  and 
as  I  look  back  over  some  of  the  records  in 
my  files  I  am  not  at  all  ashamed  of  the 
quality  which  that  work  discloses. 

As  a  new  Member  of  the  Senate  I  am  ex¬ 
tremely  anxious  to  cooperate  with  my  col¬ 
leagues  in  anything  which  will  be  helpful  to 
their  worthy  objectives,  but  in  this  instance, 
I  cannot  bring  myself  to  the  view  that  the 
expenditure  is  justified  at  this  time. 

Perhaps  some  day  you  and  I  should  sit 
down  together  and  discuss  this  whole  prob¬ 
lem  in  detail — maybe  you  can  convince  me 
that  I  am  in  error.  I  certainly  will  be  the 
first  to  admit  it,  if  that  is  so. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  C.  Hendrickson. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
August  23,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  for  your  kind 
letter  of  August  19,  regarding  the  proposed 
new  Senate  Office  Building. 

In  answer  to  your  inquiry,  I  find  that  my 
office  facilities  are  adequate.  While  I  could 
undoubtedly  make  use  of  additional  space,  yet 
I  believe  the  necessary  functions  of  the 
office  can  be  carried  out  within  our  presently 
allotted  suite. 

I  greatly  appreciate  your  kindness  in  con¬ 
tacting  me. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Allen  Frear. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 

Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  DenNis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  for  your  let¬ 
ter  of  August  23  making  inquiry  regarding 
my  situation  as  to  office  space. 

Fortunately,  X  have  sufficient  room.  A  great 
many  other  Senators,  I  am  sure,  however, 
are  not  so  fortunately  situated  and  par¬ 
ticularly  those  from  the  larger  States. 

With  kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

United  States  Senator. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  26, 1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  yours  of 
August  22  about  building  an  additional 
Senate  Office  Building. 

I  am  opposed  to  spending  money  to  in¬ 
crease  present  quarters  and  facilities  until 
we  have  successfully  balanced  the  budget. 
When  we  have  done  that,  it  will  be  time  to 
consider  this  matter. 

With  my  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Cordially  yours, 

Clyde  M.  Reed. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

August  31,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  This  will  acknowledge  and 
thank  you  for  your  recent  letter  concerning 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building,  of  which  you 
are  committee  chairman. 

I  deeply  appreciate  your  writing  me  con¬ 
cerning  the  possibility  of  obtaining  addi¬ 
tional  space,  but  I  have  four  rooms  now,  and 
feel  that  four  rooms  is  ample  space  for  my 
office  staff. 

Hoping  you  are  well,  and  with  kindest  per¬ 
sonal  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely, 

Bill  Langer. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 

Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 

September  8,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  Replying  to  your  inquiry  as 
to  whether  I  find  my  office  space  adequate 
or  not,  I  will  say  that  I  do  find  the  facilities 
which  I  now  have  entirely  satisfactory  and 
see  no  necessity  for  increasing  them  in  the 
immediate  future. 

Best  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  D.  Aiken. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  February  15, 1950. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  have  your  letter  of 
February  14  in  regard  to  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building,  and  I  regret  that  I 
did  not  reply  to  your  letter  last  summer 
about  this  matter. 

Since  Delaware  is  next  to  the  smallest 
State  in  area  in  the  Union,  I  find  that  my 
office  space  of  three  rooms  is  adequate  to  my 


present  needs.  Should  it  become  necessary 
to  make  any  new  additions  to  my  staff,  addi¬ 
tional  space  would  be  desirable. 

With  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes,  I 
am, 

Yours  sincerely, 

John  J.  Williams. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington ,'  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  This  will  reply  to  your 
letter  of  February  14. 

I  am  sorry  if  your  previous  communication 
regarding  the  proposed  new  Senate  Office 
Building  was  not  answered. 

I  am  glad  to  advise  -you  that  my  present 
office  space  is  entirely  adeqaute  and  satis¬ 
factory. 

With  warm  personal  regards  and  best 
wishes, 

Cordially  and  faithfully, 

A.  H.  Vandenberg. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Finance, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Dennis:  I  have  your  letter  of 
February  14. 

I  have  sufficient  space  to  transact  my  office 
affairs.  Under  present  conditions  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  construction  of  a  new  office 
building.  I  believe,  with  proper  utilization, 
the  existing  space  will  be  adequate  for  some 
while  to  come. 

With  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes,  I 
am, 

Faithfully  yours, 

Harry  F.  Byrd. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking 

and  Currency, 
February  15,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  Replying  to  your  letter  of 
the  14th  will  say  that  my  present  office  space 
is  adequate  for  my  present  needs. 

With  kind  personal  regards  and  best 
wishes,  I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

A.  Willis  Robertson. 


August  18,  1949. 

Hon.  Elmer  Thomas, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  In  the  first  session 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  projected  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  east  of  the  present  Senate  Office  Building 
was  temporarily  delayed  as  a  result  of  objec¬ 
tions  by  a  few  Senators. 

As  Chairman  of  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission,  I  have  given  consid¬ 
erable  thought  to  the  matter,  and  it  is  my 
observation  that  most  of  the  Senators  and 
committees  now  housed  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building  are  sorely  crowded  for  space.  Since 
we  will  try  to  go  ahead  in  the  second  session 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  with  plans  for 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building,  I  write  you 
in  the  hope  that  you  will  take  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  to  give  me  a  few  expressions  about  the 
new  Senate  Office  Building  and  your  own 
space  conditions. 
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Not  a  few  of  the  committee  chairmen  have 
voiced  the  complaint  to  me  that  there  are 
not  enough  committee  rooms  available  when 
Congress  hits  even  a  normal  business  cycle. 
We  find  three  or  four  committees  trying  to 
borrow  rooms  every  day,  and  in  the  case  of 
my  ow’n  Committee  on  Public  Works,  were 
we  to  lend  our  committee  room,  it  means 
the  Public  Works  staff  must  stop  its  busi¬ 
ness  because  there  is  no  place  for  them  to 
work  aside  from  the  committee  room.  We 
are  forced  into  the  situation  of  operating 
with  only  one  subcommittee  at  a  time,  un¬ 
less  we  are  fortunate  enough  to  borrow  an¬ 
other  room,  and  we  have  succeeded  in  bor¬ 
rowing  facilities  only  about  three  or  four 
times  in  the  last  6  months. 

Perhaps  you  know  that  we  have  proposed 
in  the  new  Senate  Office  Building  to  house 
the  committee  chairmen,  the  committee 
staffs,  and  the  office  staffs  of  the  chair¬ 
men.  We  had  thought  that  this  consolida¬ 
tion  of  all  committee  activities  in  one  build¬ 
ing  would  greatly  increase  the  efficiency  of 
the  committee  work  and  at  the  same  time 
release  substantial  space  now  occupied  by 
committees  and  their  chairmen  for  use  by 
other  Senators. 

I  am  inquiring  of  not  only  the  committee 
chairmen,  but  the  individual  Senators  about 
office  space  for  their  staffs.  I  wonder  if  you 
would  be  good  enough  to  give  me  a  state¬ 
ment  of  your  experience  with  your  commit¬ 
tee  facilities  and  tell  me  whether  or  not  you 
consider  them  ample  or  inadequate.  I  should 
like  a  separate  expression  on  whether  or  not 
you  consider  your  own  office  facilities  ade¬ 
quate  for  your  staff  for  your  State  work. 
Any  statistics  on  present  and  future  staff 
and  space  needs  would  also  be  very  helpful. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office 

Building  Commission. 

August  18,  1949. 

Hon.  George  D.  Aiken, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  In  the  first  session  of  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  the  construction  of  the 
projected  new  Senate  Office  Building  east  of 
the  present  Senate  Office  Building  was  tem- 
porarly  delayed  as  a  result  of  objections  by 
a  few  Senators. 

As  Chairman  of  the  New  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission,  I  have  given  consid¬ 
erable  thought  to  the  matter,  and  it  is  my 
observation  that  most  of  the  Senators  and 
committees  now  housed  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building  are  sorely  crowded  for  space.  Since 
we  will  try  to  go  ahead  in  the  second  session 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  with  plans  for 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building,  I  write  you 
in  the  hope  that  you  will  take  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  to  give  me  a  few  expressions  about 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building  and  your  own 
space  conditions. 

Perhaps  you  know  that  we  proposed  in 
the  new  Senate  Office  Building  to  house  the 
committee  chairmen,  the  committee  staffs, 
and  the  office  staffs  of  the  chairmen.  We 
had  thought  that  this  consolidation  of  all 
committee  activities  in  one  building  would 
greatly  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  work  and  at  the  same  time  release 
substantial  space  now  occupied  by  commit¬ 
tees  and  their  chairmen  for  use  by  other 
Senators. 

The  Architect  of  the  Capitol  estimates  that 
if  the  new  Senate  Office  Building  could  be 
constructed  and  the  committees  and  com¬ 
mittee  chairmen  moved  into  it,  it  would 
make  an  average  of  one  more  room  available 
for  the  individual  Senators  and  their  staffs. 
To  me,  that  addition  of  one  more  room  on 
the  average  would  materially  help  in  the 
space  situation. 


I  am  fully  cognizant  of  the  cramped  quar¬ 
ters  in  which  many  Senators  find  them- 
elves,  and  it  is  my  hope  that  we  can  work 
out  some  pregram  of  construction  and  re- 
alinement  which  would  make  for  more  sat¬ 
isfactory  working  conditions  for  the  Sen¬ 
ators. 

My  only  thought  in  continuing  to  press 
for  the  new  Senate  Office  Building  is  the 
uncontested  fact  that  the  Senators  do  not 
have  sufficient  space  to  accomplish  properly 
their  every-day  missions  in  their  offices.  I 
am  confident  that  something  to  provide  re¬ 
lief  can  be  accomplished  in  the  second  ses¬ 
sion  if  the  Senators  will  give  the  Commission 
members  their  wholehearted  support. 

I  wonder  if  you  would  be  good  enough  to 
give  me  a  statement  of  your  experience  with 
your  office  facilities  and  tell  me  whether  or 
not  you  consider  them  ample  or  inadequate. 
Any  statistics  on  present  and  future  staff 
and  space  needs  would  also  be  very  helpful. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

February  27,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  I  have  just  returned  to  my 
office  after  being  away  to  recuperate  from 
a  recurrence  of  a  virus  pneumonia  attack 
I  suffered  last  November,  and  am  taking  the 
first  opportunity  to  reply  to  your  letter  of 
February  14  in  which  you  make  inquiry  con¬ 
cerning  my  feelings  about  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

I  am  of  the  same  opinion  I  had  a  year  ago 
and  that  is  that  we  need  such  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building.  So  far  as  I  personally  am 
concerned,  I  need  additional  space  for  the 
efficient  operation  of  my  office. 

With  every  good  wish, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Styles  Bridges. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  19,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  of  August  13 
inquiring  about  (1)  office  space  for  commit¬ 
tee  and  staff  work  and  (2)  space  for  our 
regular  senatorial  duties  received  and  noted. 

Frankly  I  must  say  that  it  seems  to  me 
that  so  far  as  my  committee  and  staff  work 
is  concerned  we  have  ample  space  for  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  over  in  the 
Capitol. 

I  have  four  rooms  over  here  and  we  are 
not  cramped  at  all  so  far  as  I  know. 

However,  since  the  Senate  has  decided  to 
have  an  additional  building  and  additional 
space  I  shall  not  put  anything  in  the  way 
but  will  go  along  with  my  colleagues. 

With  kindest  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely  your  friend, 

Kenneth  McKellar. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Labor  and 

Public  Welfare, 

August  19,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dennis  Chavez, 

The  United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  received  your  let¬ 
ter  of  August  18th  in  regard  to  the  possible 
construction  of  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  You  asked  me  to  write  to  you  giving  a 
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statement  of  my  experience  with  my  present 
office  facilities  and  whether  or  not  I  con¬ 
sider  them  ample  or  inadequate. 

I  can  answer  very  briefly  and  pointedly. 
My  physical  office  facilities  are  extremely 
inadequate  from  the  standpoint  of  space. 
We  currently  have  three  rooms,  approxi¬ 
mately  15  feet  by  25  feet.  One  of  these 
three  rooms  is  my  personal  office.  We  have 
eleven  people  on  the  staff.  Ten  of  whom  are 
crowded  into  the  two  remaining  rooms.  My 
administrative  assistant  shares  my  office  pri¬ 
marily  due  to  lack  of  space. 

Frankly,  it  is  impossible  to  care  for  more 
than  a  limited  number  of  constituents  at 
one  time.  I  simply  do  not  have  sufficient 
space  for  chairs  to  even  allow  my  friends 
and  constituents  as  they  arrive  from  Minne¬ 
sota  to  sit  down. 

This  extreme  shortage  of  physical  area,  I 
firmly  believe,  is  a  handicap  to  good  office 
procedure  and  efficient  work.  Every  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  staff  constantly  has  the  feeling 
that  he  is  either  under  someone  else’s  feet 
or  that  someone  else  in  turn  is  under  his 
feet. 

Then,  of  course,  there  is  the  very  major 
problem  from  the  standpoint  of  inadequacy 
of  filing  area.  As  you  well  know  there  is  a 
tremendous  amount  of  correspondence  in  a 
Senatorial  office  and  filing  becomes  a  major 
problem.  We  currently  have  nine  files  and 
could  well  use  twice  this  many. 

Also,  as  you  know,  it  is  necessary  that  we 
keep  sufficient  supplies  in  the  immediate 
office  to  handle  the  many  hundreds  of  letters 
every  day.  As  it  is  at  present  members  of 
my  staff  must  make  frequent  visits  to  our 
storeroom  in  the  attic  to  replenish  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  working  materials. 

Inasmuch  as  the  State  of  Minnesota  is 
currently  within  60,000  of  reaching  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  three  million,  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  that  my  staff  will  increase  in  size 
within  the  next  year  or  so.  Under  present 
office  arrangements  we  could  not  accommo¬ 
date  additional  people,  though  we  might 
have  the  budget  and  the  need  is  dire. 

I  assure  you  of  my  wholehearted  support 
in  your  efforts  to  prevail  upon  the  Senate  to 
appropriate  the  funds  for  the  construction 
of  the  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Hubert  H.  Humphrey. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

August  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  Senate  Office  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  ‘ 

My  Dear  Senator:  With  reference  to  the 
projected  new  Senate  Office  Building,  I  wish 
to  go  on  record  as  definitely  in  favor. 

As  you  know,  I  am  chairman  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Judiciary  Committee,  and  as  such  must 
of  necessity  have  a  full  staff  in  order  to  han¬ 
dle  the  heavy  work  load.  The  members  of 
my  staff  are  working  under  a  handicap  in 
that  there  is  not  sufficient  space.  If  there 
were  available  connecting  rooms  for  the  pro¬ 
fessional  staff  members,  I  believe  the  out¬ 
put  of  work  would  be  increased,  since  when 
there  are  hearings  scheduled  the  staff  mem¬ 
bers  must  refrain  from  conducting  business. 
This  is  a  great  loss  of  valuable  time. 

I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  this  new  build¬ 
ing,  and  sincerely  hope  that  action  will  be 
taken  as  soon  as  possible  to  proceed  with  the 
project. 

Further,  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee,  I  have  the  Immigration  Subcommit¬ 
tee.  The  subcommittee  is  now  located  in 
room  449.  If  you  were  to  go  there,  I  believe 
that  alone  would  be  a  selling  point  for  the 
new  building.  It  was  necessary  for  me  to 
place  four  or  five  of  my  stenographers  in  the 
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corridor  In  a  poorly  lighted  place.  This,  too. 
Is  not  conducive  to  good  work. 

My  kindest  personal  regards  and  all  good 
wishes  to  you. 

Sincerely, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Chairman. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  Senate  Office  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  wish  to  go  on  record 
as  being  most  heartily  in  favor  of  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

My  present  office  space  is  overcrowded  and 
Inadequate  for  my  office  staff,  and  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  if  sufficient  space  were  available,  it 
would  be  conducive  to  better  work,  more 
work,  as  well  as  beneficial  to  the  health  of 
my  employees. 

I  hope  you  will  make  this  letter  a  part  of 
your  file  in  favor  of  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely, 

Pat  McCarran. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Public  Works, 

August  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Dennis:  I  have  your  note  of  August 
19,  and  want  to  say  that  I  am  in  favor  of  an 
additional  Senate  Office  Building,  as  you  al¬ 
ready  know.  I  voted  for  it  in  committee,  and 
also  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

At  the  present  time  I  do  not  have  room 
enough  for  all  of  my  office  force,  and  have 
three  of  them  housed  downtown.  This  is 
not  the  condition  that  makes  for  utmost 
efficiency  and  I  think  that  each  Senator 
should  have  at  least  four  rooms  and  some 
of  us  need  five  to  do  proper  work. 

I  hope  that  you  will  present  this  matter 
during  the  second  session  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress. 

Sincerely, 

George  W.  Malone. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Agriculture 

and  Forestry, 
August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  For  some  time  I  have 
planned  to  discuss  with  you  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  projected  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  and  to  express  to  you  my  views  regarding 
the  urgent  need  for  the  building  and  the 
additional  space  which  it  would  afford. 

While  I  am  speaking  for  myself  just  now, 
I  have  talked  with  several  Senators  who  take 
the  same  attitude  I  do,  and  we  are  all  of  the 
opinion  that  a  great  many  of  the  Senators 
are  in  need  of  more  office  space. 

As  you  perhaps  know,  I  occupy  a  suite  con¬ 
sisting  of  three  rooms.  I  find  this  space 
wholly  inadequate  for  my  present  staff.  The 
crowded  conditions  under  which  they  work 
are  certainly  not  conductive  to  the  most 
efficient  performance  of  their  duties.  My 
administrative  assistant  shares  a  room  with 
three  other  employees  who  are  surrounded 
by  11  file  cabinets  and  several  bookcases. 
Between  their  desks  there  is  hardly  room  to 
place  the  chairs.  Such  a  situation  makes  it 
impossible  not  only  to  extend  to  constituents 
and  others  the  courtesy  of  a  private  inter¬ 
view,  which  very  often  is  desirable,  but  also 
to  properly  analyze  legislation  and  other  ma¬ 
terial  which  is  necessary  to  digest. 


The  inadequacy  of  office  facilities  in  my 
own  case  causes  me  to  express  the  fervent 
hope  that  the  construction  of  the  new  build¬ 
ing  may  be  started  at  the  earliest  date  pos¬ 
sible,  and  I  assure  you  that  your  commission 
will  have  my  wholehearted  support  in  its 
endeavor  to  bring  this  about. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Clinton  P.  Anderson, 


United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  22,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  Your  letter  of  August  18, 
regarding  the  great  need  which  some  of  us 
have  for  more  office  space,  is  very  greatly 
appreciated.  As  you  may  know,  I  have  four 
rooms,  one  of  them  apart  from  the  others. 
This  situation  leaves  me  in  a  terribly  cramped 
condition;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  one  of  my 
staff  has  to  work  in  my  own  private  office 
while  the  other  staff  members  are  almost 
sitting  on  top  of  one  another. 

Really,  if  I  were  to  have  the  office  space 
which  the  very  large  amount  of  correspond¬ 
ence  and  general  business  transacted  in  my 
office  required,  I  would  need  two  additional 
offices.  Hqwever,  if  I  could  obtain  only  one 
more,  as  your  letter  suggests,  it  would  be  a 
godsend  to  me. 

It  was  because  of  this  personal  situation 
that  I  was  very  glad  to  support  the  efforts 
you  made  in  behalf  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

With  very  best  regards,  I  remain, 

Sincerely  yours. 


Irv  Ives. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Finance, 

August  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez  :  Thank  you  very 
much  for  your  letter  of  August  19,  1949.  I 
am  glad  to  know  that  you  will  try  to  go  ahead 
in  the  second  session  of  this  Congress  with 
plans  for  the  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

For  many  years  I  had  inadequate  quar¬ 
ters  with  serious  overcrowding  of  staff  and 
I  know  that  the  same  situation  prevails  with 
other  Senators.  The  present  situation 
where  committee  staffs  and  the  staffs  of 
chairmen  and  the  office  of  the  chairmen  are 
scattered  all  over  the  place  represents  de¬ 
plorable  inefficiency.  The  chairmen  who  are 
responsible  for  the  work  of  those  staffs  have 
to  waste  a  lot  of  time  running  back  and 
forth  between  scattered  offices  or  they  dis¬ 
rupt  the  orderly  work  of  staff  members  by 
having  the  members  do  the  running  back 
and  forth.  Personal  supervision  is  impossi¬ 
ble.  I  cannot  understand  the  qualms  which 
Members  of  Congress  feel  against  doing 
something  that  will  put  them  into  position  to 
do  a  better  job.  We  pour  out  our  money  for 
the  executive  departments  and  stint  our  own 
demonstrable  needs. 

May  I  express  my  appreciation  of  your  ac¬ 
tive  interest  in  this  matter  and  wish  you  the 
best  of  success.  I  shall  be  glad  indeed  to 
give  my  personal  support  to  your  effort. 

With  very  best  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely, 

Eugene  D.  Millikin. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Public  Works, 

August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.  ' 

My  Dear  Senator:  My  sympathy  for  the 
point  of  view  contained  in  your  welcome 


letter  of  August  18  is  very  keen.  I  think  that 
the  sooner  a  new  Senate  Office  Building  is 
constructed  the  better  off  the  Senate  as  a 
whole  and  as  a  working  force  will  be. 

For  the  present  and  for  quite  a  long  time 
to  come  I  have  all  of  the  space  I  need  be¬ 
cause  my  suite  consists  of  four  rooms.  This 
fact,  however,  is  beside  the  point.  Most  of 
the  Senators  whom  I  know  are  confronted 
and  worried  by  space  which  is  inadequate. 

I  have  but  recently  moved  from  a  three-room 
to  a  four-room  suite.  My  considered  opinion 
is  that  the  effectiveness  of  my  staff  has  been 
immeasurably  increased  and  I  am  able  to 
render  much  better  service  through  myself 
and  my  staff.  In  knowing  the  vast  difference 
in  effectiveness  which  comes  from  adequate 
space  I  am  anxious  to  assist  you  in  securing 
comparable  accommodations  for  .those  of  mv 
fellows  who  are  not  properly  accommodated 
now.  I  want  to  look  to  you  for  suggestions 
to  cover  the  ways  in  which  I  might  be  of' 
service. 

Most  cordially, 

Harry  P.  Cain. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  23,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  requesting 
my  impressions  on  Senate  office  space  is  at 
hand. 

I  am  conviced  that  most  Senators’  office 
space  is  overcrowded  and  too  cluttered  up 
for  good,  efficient  work.  I  feel  quite  sure 
that  one  additional  room  on  the  average 
would  be  most  conductive  to  more  efficient 
operation  of  the  offices. 

It  is  rather  difficult  for  anyone  to  have  to 
think  and  analyze  and  interview  people  in  a 
room  where  there  are  several  typewriters  in 
operation. 

I  will  be  glad  to  support  you  and  your 
committee  on  recommendations  which  you 
may  see  fit  to  offer. 

Best  personal  regards. 

Cordially  yours, 

Zales  N.  Ecton, 

United  States  Senator. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

August  22,  1949. 

Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  have  your  good  letter 
of  August  18  concerning  improving  the  facili¬ 
ties  for  office  space  for  Senators  either  in  the 
Senate  Office  Building  or  in  some  new  build¬ 
ing. 

May  I  burden  you  with  my  own  situation. 
I  do  so  because  I  believe  that  it  is  typical 
of  what  every  Senator  is  up  against.  I  have 
three  rooms,  facing  the  inner  court  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building.  My  administrative 
assistant,  executive  secretary,  and  legislative 
secretary,  occupy  one  of  these  rooms,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  large  number  of  filing  cabinets. 
The  second  room  is  used  as  a  reception  room, 
filing  room,  and  as  a  place  where  seven  other 
secretaries  and  stenographers  have  to  do 
their  work.  Then,  too,  this  room  is  occupied 
by  a  large  number  of  filing  cabinets.  The 
third  room  I  occupy  as  my  own  private  office. 

In  this  office  I  have  several  bookcases  and 
filing  cabinets  which  contain  the  necessary 
papers  and  correspondence  pertaining  to  the 
Job.  These  crowded  quarters  make  it  ex¬ 
tremely  difficult  for  people  to  do  their  best 
work,  and  I  am  very,  very  hopeful  that  some¬ 
thing  can  be  done  to  improve  this  situation. 

It  seems  to  me  that  an  administrative  as¬ 
sistant  and  an  executive  secretary,  especially 
the  administrative  assistant,  are  each  entitled 
to  a  separate  office  of  his  own.  It  would 
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greatly  help  if  the  executive  secretary  had 
one,  too,  because  a  great  amount  of  the  detail 
that  a  Senator’s  office  has  to  carry  on  must 
be  done  by  and  under  the  direction  of  these 
two  people. 

The  tremendous  increases  in  the  activities 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  the  last  25 
years  have  greatly  added  to  the  amount  of 
work  that  every  Senator  and  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  must  do.  If  he  is  to  do  it  well,  he  must 
have  adequate  quarters  and  adequate  help 
to  assist  him. 

Crowded  quarters  make  it  extremely  diffi¬ 
cult  to  properly  and  effectively  organize  the 
work  of  a  Senator’s  office.  For  that  reason, 
too,  additional  office  space  is  necessary. 

I  wish  you  success  with  your  plan. 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

Raymond  E.  Baldwin, 

United  States  Senate. 

United  States  Senate,  Committee 

on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

August  23,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chaves, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  When  the  proposal  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  construction  of  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building  was  considered  by  the  Senate 
Public  Works  Committee,  I  stated  that  I  was 
in  favor  of  the  new  building  and  that,  in  my 
opinion,  it  was  necessary  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  space.  I  used  the  situation  in  my  own 
office  as  an  example  before  the  committee. 

I  have  attempted  to  obtain  additional 
office  snace  without  success.  At  the  present 
time  it  is  necessary  that  I  have  five  persons 
and  the  files  in  one  room  and  four  people 
and  storage  cabinets  in  the  other  room.  I 
seriously  doubt  that  the  present  working 
conditions  in  my  office  would  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  requirements  established  by  either 
Federal  or  State  health  officials. 

It  is  essential  that  I  have  additional  space 
in  order  to  efficiently  conduct  the  duties  of 
my  office  and  to  maintain  adequate  working 
facilities  for  the  members  of  my  staff.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  support  legislation  that  will 
remedy  this  situation,  in  which  I  am  sure 
many  other  Senators  find  themselves. 

From  my  point  of  view,  there  may  be  a 
serious  question  as  to  whether  the  plan  to 
erect  a  new  building  for  our  committees  is 
sound.  It  seems  to  me  this  would  result  in 
an  unnecessary  duplication  of  existing 
facilities,  and  for  other  reasons  may  not 
work  out  too  well.  I  think  what  we  do 
should  be  done  with  as  little  expense  as 
possible  to  meet  the  existing  needs. 
Sincerely  yours, 

James  P.  Hem. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Finance, 

•  August  22,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Chairman  Chavez:  I  have  your  letter 
of  August  18  with  reference  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  Room  is 
adequate,  but  poorly  arranged.  The  staff 
greatly  needs  at  least  two  additional  rooms. 
I  hope  you  will  succeed  in  building  the  east 
wing  of  the  Senate  Office  Building. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Walter  F.  George. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  27,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis  :  I  have  your  letter  of  August 
23.  I  do  not  think  much  of  the  idea  of  try¬ 


ing  to  move  all  the  committee  chairmen  and 
their  staffs  over  to  the  new  building.  The 
new  building  will  be  a  long  way  from  the 
Capitol  and  I  think  you  will  find  that  most 
of  the  older  Senators  prefer  to  stay  in  the 
old  building,  hoping,  of  course,  for  more 
space. 

I  believe  the  new  building  should  be  a 
simple  one  with  more  rooms  and  smaller 
rooms  than  we  have  in  the  old  building,  and 
whatever  additional  committee  rooms  we 
need.  I  wouldn’t  try  to  assign  any  special 
function  to  either  building,  but  simply  pro¬ 
vide  more  rooms  per  Senator  and  let  the 
Senators  have  their  choice  of  location. 

With  kindest  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  A.  Taft. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

August  27,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez,  | 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  In  connection  with  the 
proposed  construction  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

While  I  thoroughly  appreciate  the  need 
for  economy,  I  am  not  convinced  that 
cramped  space  plus  poor  and  inadequate 
equipment  contribute  to  that  end— in  the 
long  run. 

Expanding  responsibilities  and  increased 
workload  call  for  adequate  space  and  up-to- 
date  facilities,  if  a  good  and  efficient  job  is 
to  be  done. 

While  I  can  get  along  with  my  present 
space,  I  really  need  one  more  room  and  could 
use  two  advantageously. 

Certain  members  of  my  staff,  especially 
those  who  handle  bulk  correspondence,  leg¬ 
islative  and  departmental  work,  are  obliged 
to  operate  in  cramped  quarters, 

Filing  space  is  very  limited. 

Space  for  visitors  is  not  adequate,  par¬ 
ticularly  during  the  peak  of  a  legislative 
session. 

The  staff  of  my  subcommittee  is  presently 
occupying  quarters  in  the  basement  which 
are  too  small  and  not  otherwise  conducive 
to  the  best  possible  results. 

In  order  to  get  a  full  return  from  our  in¬ 
vestment  in  personnel,  it  seems  to  me  we  are 
thoroughly  justified  in  bolstering  the  other 
factors  which  contribute,  proportionately,  to 
such  return. 

Sincerely, 

Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

United  States  Senator.  . 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  cn  Interior 

and  Insular  Affairs, 

August  29,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Dennis:  Answering  yours  of  the 
eighteenth,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
new  Senate  Office  Building. 

I  now  have  four  units  and  am  getting  along 
very  decently,  but,  of  course,  I  could  make 
use  of  additional  space  if  I  had  it  and  could 
rearrange  the  present  four  rooms  to  much 
better  advantage  with  a  fifth  one  where  I 
would  hope  to  put  most  of  the  filing  cases. 

The  above  suggestion  perhaps  is  not  too 
important,  but  I  do  think  that  it  might  be 
wise  to  use  most,  if'  not  all,  of  the  present 
committee  rooms  here  in  the  old  Senate 
Office  Building,  especially  those  built  for 
committee  rooms.  For  instance,  the  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  on  the  second 
floor  is  suitable  for  our  purposes,  but  it 
does  not  have  space  for  the  committee  staff. 
There  would  be  sufficient  space  if  they  had 
the  units  now  located  to  the  north  of  the 
committee  room — the  units  formerly  occu¬ 
pied  by  Senator  Wagner  and  now  occupied 


10087 

by  Senator  O’Mahoney.  There  might  be 
enough  to  give  one  Senator  five  units  and 
the  balance  of  those  units  in  the  same  string 
to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  whose 
units  should  be  located  next  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  room.  I  think  also  there  should  be 
a  rule  established  that  the  chairman  of  a 
subcommittee  automatically  falls  heir  to 
four  or  five  units  for  his  own  personal  staff 
adjoining  the  committee  room  and  the  staff 
rooms  of  his  committee.  As  it  is  now  ar¬ 
ranged,  the  chairmen  of  many  committees 
are  a  long  way  from  their  committee  rooms. 
This  would  be  a  job  for  the  architect  to 
figure  out. 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  it  is  your  plan  to 
go  ahead  with  the  construction  of  the  new 
office  building  at  the  opening  of  the  next 
session.  Of  course,  it  will  cost  some  money, 
but  it  will  be  well  worth  the  investment. " 
Yours  very  truly, 

Hugh  Butler, 

j-fey  United  States  Senator. 

w  — 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Expenditures  in 

the  Executive  Departments, 

August  29,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  for  your  letter 
of  August  19,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
new  office  building. 

In  regard  to  your  request  for  information 
as  to  my  own  office  space  requirements,  it  is 
my  opinion  that  the  present  quarters  are  so 
cramped  that  it  is  impossible  to  make  effec¬ 
tive  use  of  my  staff.  When  so  many  staff 
members  are  crowded  into  one  small  room, 
the  distraction  of  telephone  conversations 
and  visitors  coming  into  the  office  makes 
it  impossible  to  get  the  work  done  that 
should  be  done.  It  is,  of  course,  false  econ¬ 
omy  to  operate  in  this  fashion.  I  think  our 
production  could  easily  be  doubled  and  the 
work  much  more  efficiently  done  if  we  had 
adequate  space. 

With  a  State  the  size  of  mine,  I  average 
close  to  1,000  letters  a  day.  The  mechanics 
alone  of  answering  those  letters,  even  if  none 
of  them  involved  telephoning  and  other 
special  attention,  is  a  considerable  problem, 
and  you  simply  cannot  effectively  handle 
even  the  letter-answering  phase  of  our  work 
in  the  very  cramped  office  space  we  have.  I 
personally  think  that  each  Senator  should 
have  a  minimum  of  five  rooms,  if  possible. 

It  is  very  unfortunate  that  the  new  office 
building  was  voted  down  at  this  session. 
While  in  the  minds  of  a  very  few  this  was 
a  vote  against  additional  convenience  for 
the  Senators,  there  is  no  doubt  but  that 
actually  it  was  a  vote  for  bad  service  for  our 
constituents. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am, 
Sincerely  yours, 

Joe  McCarthy. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments, 

September  2,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman, 

Senate  Office  Building  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  :  This  acknowledges  your  let¬ 
ter  of  August  18  regarding  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building.  I  apologize  for  not 
having  responded  sooner  to  your  request 
that  I  give  you  an  expression  of  my  views  on 
this  proposal. 

In  my  opinion,  this  project  is  highly  de¬ 
sirable.  More  office  space  is  needed  by  the 
Senators.  The  plan  to  house  all  committee 
rooms,  committee  staffs,  and  committee 
chairmen  in  one  building  is  attractive.  This 
no  doubt  would  afford  convenience  and  pos¬ 
sibly  better  coordination  and  more  efficiency. 
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At  present  I  have  reasonably  sufficient  of¬ 
fice  space.  However,  the  arrangement  Is  poor. 
I  have  a  three-room  suite  and  a  fourth,  an 
extra,  room  on  another  floor  and  on  the  other 
side  of  the  building.  If  the  four  rooms  were 
together  they  would  possibly  be  sufficient  to 
accommodate  my  staff,  but  considerable  in¬ 
convenience  attends  the  present  arrange¬ 
ment. 

When  we  can  achieve  a  balanced  budget 
and  make  appropriations  for  this  structure 
within  that  area,  I  shall  be  most  happy  to 
support  funds  for  its  construction. 

With  kindest  regards,  I  am, 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  L.  McClellan. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

September  12,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  It  has  just  come  to  my  at¬ 
tention  that  the  enclosed  letter,  dictated 
by  the  Senator  just  before  he  left  for  Europe, 
had  not  been  mailed.  I  am  sorry  for  the 
delay  but  hasten  to  send  it  on  to  you. 
Sincerely, 

Charles  G.  Neese, 

Administrative  Assistant  to  Estes  Kefauver. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

August  31,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  am  certainly  most  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  construction  of  the  projected 
new  Senate  Office  Building  to  which  you 
referred  in  your  letter  of  August  18. 

We  are  terribly  crowded  in  our  present 
space.  There  are  12  people  in  our  3-room 
6uite  one  of  which  is  necessarily  set  aside 
for  my  own  use.  My  administrative  assistant 
has  a  partitioned  space  at  the  end  of  one 
of  these  offices  which  is  highly  unsatis¬ 
factory  for  our  purposes. 

It  would  certainly  aid  materially  in  re¬ 
lieving  our  situation  if  we  had  at  least  one 
additional  room  and  you  may  depend  on 
me  to  support  your  fine  efforts  to  relieve 
our  overcrowded  conditions. 

Sincerely, 

Estes  Kefauver. 

United  States  Senate, 

Office  of  the  Majority  Leader, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  September  12, 1949. 
Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Replying  to  your 
letter  of  August  19,  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
an  opportunity  to  give  you  a  statement  as 
to  my  office  facilities  and  their  inadequacy. 

Illinois,  as  you  know,  has  a  population 
of  approximately  8,000,000  people,  and  con¬ 
sequently  I  have  a  larger  staff  than  most 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate.  I  have  never 
at  any  time  had  adequate  space  for  my  staff 
in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 

In  my  suite,  353,  there  are  four  rooms. 
My  own  private  office  is  the  only  room  in 
the  suite  which  is  occupied  by  only  one 
person,  myself,  and  consequently  there  is 
no  other  place  in  my  office  where  my  con¬ 
stituents  may  hold  a  private  conversation 
with  any  of  my  staff  members. 

The  second  room  in  the  suite  is  occupied 
by  my  administrative  assistant  and  two 
other  girls.  The  third  room  is  the  recep¬ 
tion  room  and  is  large  enough  for  only  the 
two  people  who  occupy  it,  leaving  little 
space  for  people  who  are  waiting  for  appoint¬ 
ments. 


The  fourth  room  in  the  suite,  which  is  an 
unusually  large  one,  is  occupied  by  six  peo¬ 
ple.  In  addition  to  the  6  desks  there  are 
35  file  cases  in  the  same  room. 

I  have  an  additional  room  across  the 
corridor,  356  B,  in  which  four  girls  work, 
handling  all  of  my  mail  on  legislation. 
When  you  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  at  times  during  this  year  our  outgoing 
mail  on  legislation  alone  numbered  2,000 
pieces  a  day  you  can  understand  how  crowded 
are  the  four  girls  who  work  in  this  one  room. 

Offices  have  been  assigned  to  me  in  the 
Capitol  as  majority  leader,  and  also  for  the 
Policy  Committee  staff.  As  you  know,  the 
Capitol  offices  are  not  adequate  for  any 
sizable  staff,  and  the  people  who  work  there 
are  as  crowded  as  those  in  my  office  in 
the  Senate  Office  Building. 

I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  a  new  building 
to  relieve  the  space  situation. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Scott  W.  Lucas. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

September  20,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

~  Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Please  accept  my  apology 
for  not  getting  an  answer  to  your  August  19 
letter  long  before  this.  Until  the  first  of 
this  year  my  office  space  was  so  small  that 
I  simply  did  not  have  room  enough  to  carry 
on  my  work  properly.  In  January  I  was  able 
to  get  another  room  which  has  made  it  some¬ 
what  better  but  I  definitely  need  more  space 
for  my  staff.  I  hope  we  are  successful  in 
getting  the  new  building. 

With  kindest  personal  regards. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wayne  Morse. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration, 

February  24,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  concerns  your 
letter  of  February  14,  1950,  on  space. 

I  consider  my  present  office  and  commit¬ 
tee  facilities  ample  for  present  needs. 

As  you  know,  however,  I  have  been  charged 
with  assignment  of  space  in  the  Senate  Office 
Building  and  my  experience  with  this  in  the 
past  1  y2  years  is  conclusive  that  the  majority 
of  the  Senators  needs  more  room  than  one  is 
able  to  give  them  at  the  present. 

I  support  your  known  attitude  that  work 
on  the  new  Senate  Office  Building  ought  to 
go  forward  at  once,  and  assure  you  of  my 
future  support  for  that  project. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Carl  Hayden, 

Chairman. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 

February  18,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  read 
with  more  than  casual  interest  your  letter 
of  February  14,  1950,  and  the  enclosure  there¬ 
to.  The  following  paragraphs  contain  a 
statement  of  my  experience  with  my  office 
facilities  and  some  statistics  in  regard  to  my 
staff  and  space  needs. 

I  have  found  that  the  three-room  suite  al¬ 
located  to  me  is  completely  insufficient  for 
my  needs.  As  you  know,  I  am  the  junior 


Senator  from  the  largest  state,  population- 
wise,  in  the  Nation  and  am  receiving  approx¬ 
imately  2,000  letters  per  day.  This  mass  of 
correspondence  plus  the  other  duties  I  have, 
require  me  to  maintain  a  staff  of  22  persons. 

At  the  present  time  I  have  a  three-room 
suite  on  the  fourth  floor  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building  in  which  10  persons  work.  In  Room 
6B,  Senate  Office  Building,  10  more  staff 
members  are  quartered.  In  5B,  also,  are  my 
current  files  and  my  mailing  operations.  In 
Rooms  41  and  42,  Deck  A,  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  are  quartered  three  other  persons. 
Their  presence  in  the  Library  of  Congress 
makes  necessary  the  addition  of  a  messenger 
to  transport  materials  between  the  Library 
and  the  above-mentioned  offices.  While  I 
am  grateful  for  having  space  in  the  Library 
of  Congress,  it  has  proved  completely  unsatis¬ 
factory  from  the  standpoint  of  efficiency  and 
I  am  presently  contemplating  taking  office 
space,  for  which  I  will  pay  personally,  in  a 
private  building  more  closely  situated  to  the 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Some  time  ago  in  conjunction  with  10  or  12 
other  Senators  faced  with  the  same  problem 
which  I  have  described,  I  signed  a  petition 
addressed  to  the  Senate  Rules  Committee, 
offering  some  suggestions  to  provide  interim 
relief. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  proposal  for  a 
new  Senate  Office  Building  is  not  only  meri¬ 
torious  but  absolutely  essential.  I  find  my 
activities  hampered  at  every  turn  by  my  space 
problems. 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

Herbert  H.  Lehman. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

February  16,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  am  in  favor  of 
completing  at  the  earliest  possible  time  the 
new  Senate  Office  Building.  I  think  it  was 
a  serious  mistake  not  to  have  appropriated 
for  this  at  the  last  session  of  Congress. 

Space  is  badly  needed  by  everyone  con¬ 
nected  with  the  committees  I  serve  on. 

With  kind  personal  regards. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

Elbert  D.  Thomas. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Appropriations, 

February  15,  1950. 

Hon  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  have  your  letter  of 
the  14th  and  in  reply  advise  that  I  have 
supported  the  proposal  to  build  a  new  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  and  have  not  changed  my 
mind,  and  still  think  we  should  proceed  with 
the  program. 

With  all  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Sincerely, 

Elmer  Thomas. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Expenditures  in 

the  Executive  Departments, 

March  10,  1950. 

Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Lack  of  office  space 
has  been  a  critical  problem  for  me.  I  was 
assigned  a  three-room  suite.  For  a  while  it 
was  necessary  to  have  nine  girls  working  in 
one  room  of  about  450  square  feet.  The 
situation  became  so  serious  that  I  was  forced 
to  rent  several  rooms  in  the  Carroll  Arms 
Hotel. 

I  believe  it  was  originally  intended  to 
have  one  room  for  receiving  visitors.  I  have 
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16  people  assisting  me  in  my  Senate  work. 
To  provide  adequate  office  space  for  them  I 
would  need  five  rooms. 

One  reason  for  the  need  of  this  space  is 
that  the  Senate  has  provided  for  automatic 
typewriters.  It  is  impossible  to  carry  on 
general  office  work  in  a  room  in  which  these 
robotypes  are  being  used.  Therefore,  I 
would  suggest  the  following  utilization  of 
space  of  the  needed  five  rooms.  One  would  be 
for  my  own  use.  A  second  would  be  a  recep¬ 
tion  room  occupied  by  two  members  of  my 
staff.  A  third  would  be  for  general  office 
work  and  occupied  by  seven  people.  A  fourth 
would  be  for  automatic  typewriters  and  files 
and  used  by  three  people.  The  fifth  would  be 
used  by  my  executive  assistant,  administra¬ 
tive  assistant,  and  two  legislative  assistants. 

I  believe  that  the  proposed  new  Senate 
Office  Building  would  go  a  long  way  toward 
relieving  the  pressure  of  space.  As  it  can¬ 
not  be  completed  for  at  least  2  years  I  feel 
the  Senate  should  consider  making  some 
arrangements  for  the  interim. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

William  Benton. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

March  6,  1950. 

Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  :  This  is  to  acknowledge  your 
letter  of  the  14th  requesting  my  comments 
regarding  the  need  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building. 

I  believe  this  building  should  be  con¬ 
structed  Immediately.  Many  Senators  are 
unable  to  employ  their  full  complement  of 
clerks  because  of  lack  of  space,  and  there 
is  no  privacy  when  conferences  are  to  be 
held  in  the  Senators’  offices. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  to  me  that  many 
of  the  administrative  offices  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  twice  the  amount  of  space  per 
employee  as  is  available  to  us  on  Capitol 
Hill.  Further  than  that,  many  Senators 
need  additional  space  immediately  in  order 
to  increase  their  staffs. 

I  am  definitely  in  favor  of  having  prompt 
action  taken  relative  to  having  this  build¬ 
ing  constructed,  and  trust  that  this  year 
Congress  will  appropriate  the  necessary 
funds. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Theodore  Francis  Green. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  22,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D .  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  so  much 
for  your  letter  of  August  19.  I  was  glad 
to  learn  that  a  commission  has  been  ap¬ 
pointed  to  investigate  the  space  needs  of 
individual  Senators.  This  is  an  undertak¬ 
ing  long  overdue. 

Frankly,  I  presently  have  neither  the  staff 
nor  the  office  space  to  do  the  job  which 
10,000,000  Pennsylvanians  are  entitled  to  ex¬ 
pect  of  one  of  their  Senators.  If  funds  and 
space  were  available,  I  would  add  at  least 
four  more  people  to  my  staff.  During  the 
present  session  of  Congress  I  have  been  re¬ 
ceiving  daily  an  average  of  1,000  communi¬ 
cations,  all  of  which  I  have  been  acknowl¬ 
edging.  Moreover,  the  proximity  of  my 
State  to  the  Capitol  promps  many  personal 
visits  by  constituents. 

One  room  of  my  four  office  suite,  261  B, 
has  been  officially  condemned  by  the  United 
States  Public  Health  Service.  If  a  private 
employer  were  found  to  be  operating  under 
similar  conditions,  he  would  not  escape 
prosecution  for  long.  The  seven,  members  of 
my  staff  working  in  this  room  each  have  less 


than  40  square  feet  within  which  to  work. 
This  compares  with  the  Government  mini¬ 
mum  standard  of  110  square  feet  per  per¬ 
son.  That  these  hard-working  employees 
are  required  to  labor  under  such  unhealthy 
and  substandard  conditions  is  a  disgrace. 
I  invite  the  Commission  to  visit  this  office. 
Words  are  not  adequate  to  describe  the  sit¬ 
uation  there. 

The  other  two  rpoms,  occupied  by  six 
members  of  my  staff,  including  my  secretary 
and  administrative  assistant,  are  equally 
inadequate  for  the  job  which  faces  us. 
There  is  no  element  of  privacy,  a  factor 
which  is  of  paramount  importance  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  certain  constituents.  Our  prob¬ 
lems  are  so  numerous  and  varied  that  it  is 
difficult  to  find  answers  to  them  under  pre¬ 
vailing  working  conditions. 

Two  additional  offices  would  probably 
solve  my  space  requirements.  If  one  could 
be  found  immediately,  I  would  certainly 
welcome  it.  I  realize  that  the  long-estab¬ 
lished  seniority  rule  governs  the  allocation 
of  space  and  that  the  needs  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  Senator  are  not  always  considered. 
I  voted  for  the  construction  of  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building  in  the  present  ses¬ 
sion  for  I  felt  that  that  was  the  only  way 
I  could  get  additional  space,  which  would 
enable  me  and  my  staff  to  do  the  best  pos¬ 
sible  job  for  my  10,000,000  constituents. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  merit  to  a  recent 
proposal  that  space  be  allocated  on  the  basis 
of  need,  but  I  am  just  afraid  that  need  will 
very  rarely  ever  be  considered  one  of  the 
principal  criteria  in  the  allocation  of  office 
space  to  individual  Senators. 

Room  261  B  is  the  best  evidence  I  can 
give  the  Commission  that  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania  needs  additional 
space,  not  next  year  or  the  year  after,  but 
now. 

If  the  Commission  somehow  can  pry  loose 
for  me  another  room,  I  would  be  everlast¬ 
ingly  grateful. 

With  best  wishes,  believe  me, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Edward  Martin. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Permit  me  to 
acknowledge  your  letter  in  regard  to  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  we  need 
additional  space.  I  voted  against  the  bill 
this  year  because  I  thought  the  new  building 
too  elaborate.  We  should  have  at  least  one- 
fourth  more  space  than  we  at  the  present 
time,  with  several  additional  committee 
rooms. 

I  trust  that  you  will  have  the  plans  revised 
and  ready  to  present  at  an  early  date.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  support  you.  I  badly  need  an¬ 
other  large  office. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dick  Russell. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  Thanks  for  your  letter  of 
August  23  regarding  your  plans  for  con¬ 
tinuing  to  press  for  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing  in  the  next  session  of  Congress.  As  you 
know,  I  supported  this  in  the  present  session 
and  I  assure  you  that  I  will  continue  to  sup¬ 
port  it. 

In  my  case,  I  have  three  rooms.  I  am  the 
only  one  connected  with  my  office  who  has 
ample  space.  In  the  room  to  which  the  pub¬ 
lic  is  admitted,  I  have  my  administrative 
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assistant,  chief  secretary,  and  receptionist. 
In  the  third  room,  I  have  five  girls  and 
one  man.  Any  time  I  have  any  extra  em¬ 
ployees  I  am  compelled  to  crowd  them  into 
this  third  room.  These  conditions  do  not 
make  for  efficient  operation.  I  have  fre¬ 
quently  said  that  every  Senator  ought  to 
have  a  minimum  of  five  rooms.  We  require 
no  agency,  bureau,  or  department  head  to 
operate  under  such  cramped  conditions. 

You  may  be  assured  of  my  continuing 
support. 

Sincerely, 

John  Sparkman. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Interior  and 

Insular  Affairs, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  In  reply  to  your 
letter  of  August  19,  I  want  to  go  on  record 
now  as  supporting  the  proposal  to  construct 
a  new  Senate  Office  Building. 

The  office  space  problem  confronting  Sena¬ 
tors  at  this  time  is  serious,  and  I  can  see 
no  relief  for  the  situation  unless  additional 
facilities  are  constructed.  For  example,  I 
was  recently  instrumental  in  obtaining  the 
enactment  of  a  resolution  to  obtain  a  com¬ 
mittee  on  labor-management  relations,  the 
purpose  of  which  will  be  to  conduct  an  ex¬ 
tensive  study  into  the  causes  of  labor-man¬ 
agement  disputes.  Although  the  staff  will  be 
small  and  could  possibly  be  housed  in  one 
room,  Senator  Hayden  has  advised  me  that 
it  will  probably  be  necessary  to  use  part  of 
the  funds  authorized  to  be  expended  by  this 
subcommittee  to  rent  quarters  outside  the 
Senate  Office  Building  and  the  Capitol  Build¬ 
ing.  The  only  other  alternative  is  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  obtain  rooms  in  the  Library  of 
Congress,  which,  I  understand,  is  now  filled 
to  capacity. 

While  this  is  only  one  example  of  the  seri¬ 
ous  need  for  space,  I  am  sure  it  is  likewise 
true  in  other  cases. 

It  is  neither  economical  nor  in  the  interest 
of  efficient  service  to  permit  this  condition 
to  continue,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  you 
and  your  associates  will  be  successful  in  the 
next  session  of  this  Congress  in  your  efforts 
to  obtain  adequate  space  and  facilities  for 
Senators  and  their  staffs. 

With  kind  personal  regards,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

James  E.  Murray. 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 

August  24,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  Replying  to  your 
letter  of  August  18,  I  believe  the  need  for 
additional  office  space  to  house  the  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Senate  is  extremely  urgent. 

The  present  facilities  occupied  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  of  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  be  chairman,  are  wholly 
inadequate.  The  committee  workers  are 
huddled  together  in  overcrowded  rooms. 
The  committee  room  tentatively  assigned  for 
public  hearings  is  entirely  unsuited  for  any 
such  purpose.  In  fact,  during  the  Joint 
Committee’s  investigation  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  this  summer,  it  was 
necessary  to  hold  hearings  in  the  majority 
caucus  room  in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 
However,  while  the  hearings  were  in  full 
swing,  we  were  notified  that  the  committee 
would  have  to  look  for  rooms  elsewhere  be¬ 
cause  another  committee  wanted  to  use  the 
caucus  room. 

I  believe  it  is  bad  business  practice  for 
the  Senate  to  be  carrying  on  public  business 
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under  such  conditions.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  building  of  a  new  office  building 
with  adequate  facilities  for  all  committees, 
is  very  necessary. 

With  regard  to  the  office  facilities  assigned 
to  me  personally,  the  situation  is  the  same. 
We  are  very  much  overcrowded,  and  the 
space  available  to  my  staff  is  totally  insuf¬ 
ficient.  I  have  practically  no  facilities  for 
the  reception  of  visitors,  and  there  are  a 
great  many  of  them  coming  in  from  the 
State  of  Connecticut  constantly.  I  do  need 
additional  space,  and  need  it  badly. 

With  kindest  regards, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Brien  McMahon, 

United  States  Senator. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

February  17,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  have  your  letter  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  14  in  which  you  refer  to  a  letter  you 
wrote  to  me  on  August  18,  1949  with  regard 
to  construction  of  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing. 

The  space  available  to  me  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building  is  inadquate  for  the  most 
efficient  performance  of  the  duties  of  my 
office.  However,  in  view  of  the  present 
financial  condition  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  we 
should  postpone  expenditures  at  this  time 
for  the  construction  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building  alike  with  retrenchment  in  every 
other  field  of  Federal  activities. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Guy  Cordon. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

March  2,  1950. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  This  will  acknowledge  your 
recent  letter  relative  to  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

When  this  matter  was  considered  last  year, 
I  voted  to  postpone  action,  and  my  opinion 
has  not  changed.  While  I  realize  there  is 
some  discomfort  and  crowding  in  all  offices, 
including  my  own,  I  think  that  as  an  exam¬ 
ple  to  the  country  we  should  take  the  lead 
in  cutting  Federal  expenditures. 

With  all  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Cordially  yours, 

Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

September  2,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  :  Your  letter  of  August  23 
with  regard  to  the  construction  of  the  pro¬ 
jected  new  Senate  Office  Building  is  received. 
In  light  of  the  existing  budget  situation  I 
feel  that  it  was  the  wise  thing  to  do  to  put 
this  off,  because  I  am  against  any  expendi¬ 
tures  that  are  not  absolutely  necessary. 

Answering  your  question,  of  course  we  are 
all  badly  crowded,  and  while  I  am  favored 
with  a  four -room  suite,  I  certainly  could  use 
an  extra  room,  as  I  have  too  many  people 
in  the  rooms  that  I  have.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  feel  that  the  Senators  with  three- 
room  suites  should  get  preference  over  the 
Senators  with  four  rooms,  and  on  that  score 
I  don’t  imagine  the  construction  of  the  new 
building  would  relieve  my  immediate  situa¬ 
tion. 

I  would  be  interested  to  know  whether  you 
feel  that  the  new  building,  if  built,  would 
have  to  be  used  entirely  for  committee  meet¬ 


ings  and  for  the  staffs  of  the  various  com¬ 
mittees.  I  gather  from  your  letter  that  the 
chairmen  of  the  committees  would  have  their 
suites  in  the  new  building,  as  well  as  their 
staffs,  etc. 

If  your  committee  should  decide  to  go 
ahead  with  this  project,  I  would  be  glad  to 
talk  to  you  further  with  regard  to  the  needs 
of  my  particular  office. 

Always  cordially  yours, 

H.  Alexander  Smith. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

August  26,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  I  received  your  letter  of  the 
18th  and  I  am  glad  to  write  you  both  respect 
to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  my 
own  individual  office. 

So  far  as  the  Senate  Committee  on -Armed 
Services  is  concerned,  the  space  allocation  is 
sufficient.  However,  such  is  not  the  case  in 
my  individual  office.  I  have  a  staff  of  11 
including  my  administrative  assistant  and 
secretary,  and  in  each  of  two  of  the  work¬ 
rooms  there  are  5  members  of  the  staff  work¬ 
ing.  For  instance,  in  the  office  where  my 
administrative  assistant  and  secretary  sit, 
there  are  three  other  desks  and  with  three 
and  four  telephones  constantly  ringing  and 
four  typewriters  in  operation  you  can  well 
appreciate  how  difficult  it  is  to  work. 

We  have  in  my  personal  office  3  book¬ 
cases  completely  filled  and  6  tiers  of  filing 
cabinets  or  24  cabinets.  In  addition,  it  is 
necessary  to  store  there  two  trunks  filled 
with  needed  office  material.  In  the  other 
3  rooms  there  are  48  tiers  or  192  filing 
cabinets  and  these  comprise  files  only  from 
1945  to  date.  It  is  frequently  necessary  that 
trips  be  made  to  the  attic  to  refer  to  pre¬ 
vious  files. 

As  you  know,  living  close  to  my  State  I 
have  many  callers  and  in  the  reception  room 
where  there  is  one  desk  for  the  reception 
clerk,  the  entire  wall  space  is  taken  over 
with  files  so  that  there  is  not  much  room  for 
those  who  call  at  the  office  on  business. 

An  additional  room  to  my  suite  would  add 
immeasurably  to  the  efficiency  of  the  office. 

With  best  wishes  and  kind  regards,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

M.  E.  Tydings. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

August  30,  1949. 

Senator  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  . 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Your  letter  of  August  18 
has  been  received  and  is  very  much  appreci¬ 
ated. 

Like  many  other  Senators,  my  present  of¬ 
fice  space  is  inadequate  to  meet  our  needs. 
Representing  one  of  the  larger  States,  with 
a  population  of  over  10,000,000,  and  with 
23  congressional  districts  the  volume  of  mail 
and  other  business  places  a  very  heavy  strain 
upon  our  facilities. 

With  best  personal  regards,  I  remain 
Sincerely  yours, 

William  F.  Knowland. 


United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Public  Works, 

August  31,  1949, 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez  :  This  is  in  reference 
to  your  letter  of  August  23  concerning  the 
need  for  additional  office  space  for  Members 
of  the  Senate. 


From  my  own  personal  experience,  I  know 
that  the  present  allocation  of  office  space  fails 
to  meet  the  need.  In  my  case,  I  have  three 
rooms  allocated  to  me.  It  is  necessary  to  use 
one  of  these  rooms  as  a  combination  recep¬ 
tion  room-office.  In  this  room  I  have  a  re¬ 
ceptionist  and  one  stenographer.  In  the  sec¬ 
ond  room  I  have  my  administrative  as¬ 
sistant,  my  legislative  assistant  and  four 
young  ladies.  The  third  office  is  reserved  for 
my  use. 

This  space  allocation  is  totally  inadequate. 
While  my  State  is  approximately  1,000  miles 
removed  from  the  national  Capitol,  I  have 
had  more  than  1,000  visitors  from  my  State 
this  year.  This  total  does  not  include  many 
visitors  who  come  to  the  office.  This  means 
that  it  is  practically  impossible  for  one 
woman  to  be  used  for  any  other  purpose  than 
the  receiving  of  visitors. 

The  concentration  of  six  people  in  the 
second  office  has  a  definite  effect  upon  the 
amount  of  work  done  and  the  type  of  work 
accomplished.  My  assistants  for  administra¬ 
tion  and  research  find  it  necessary  to  utilize 
my  office  for  dictation  during  the  periods 
when  I  am  absent  at  committee  meetings, 
on  the  floor  and  for  other  purposes.  It  is 
necessary  for  my  personal  secretary  to  have 
her  office  in  this  crowded  room  since  the 
space  in  my  office  is  insufficient  for  her  needs. 

I  have  found  that  as  one  becomes  more 
engrossed  in  committee  and  legislative  work 
the  incoming  correspondence  increases  ac¬ 
cordingly.  I  feel  that  it  will  undoubtedly 
become  necessary  for  me  to  add  one  or  two 
additional  stenographers  in  the  future. 

I  should  like  to  also  present  the  thought 
that  since  it  is  necessary  to  have  another 
building  to  relieve  the  situation  it  certainly 
seems  that  sufficient  additional  space  should 
be  provided  to  insure  more  than  just  one 
extra  room  for  each  Senator  as  time  goes  on. 
It  seems  to  me  that  an  advanced  fixed  alloca¬ 
tion  of  space  presents  an  inflexible  situation 
that  should  not  be  permitted  to  exist.  It 
occurs  to  me  that  thoughtful  planning  in 
advance  could  well  lead  to  a  solution  of  the 
present  space  problem  that  would  prevail  for 
a  great  number  of  years. 

I  want  you  to  know  of  my  sincere  desire 
to  cooperate  with  you  in  reaching  a  proper 
answer  to  the  current  space  problem.  Insofar 
as  my  own  office  is  concerned,  it  is  acute. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

John  C.  Stennis. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,. 

August  29,  1949. 

Hon,  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  This  will  reply  to  your  let¬ 
ter  of  August  20,  in  which  you  make  inquiry 
of  me  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  my  present 
office  quarters. 

Although  I  am  in  a  more  favorable  posi¬ 
tion  than  most  Senators,  in  that  I  have  a 
four-room  suite,  my  present  quarters  are 
most  cramped.  Even  if  my  quarters  were 
sufficient  because  of  the  fact  that  I  have 
four  rooms,  I  would  not  want  to  deny  other 
Senators  with  three-room  suites  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  sufficient  quarters  with  which  to 
carry  on  their  work. 

As  you  know,  the  work  of  a  United  States 
Senator  has  been  increasing  yearly.  This  is 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Senate  has 
from  time  to  time  allowed  additional  clerk 
hire  which  is  sorely  needed.  My  present 
quarters  are  such  that  I  do  not  even  occupy 
a  private  office,  but  share  my  office  with  one 
of  the  members  of  my  staff.  My  adminis¬ 
trative  assistant  shares  his  office  with  three 
additional  clerks.  I  have  a  very  small  re¬ 
ception  room,  which  is  occupied  by  only  the 
receptionist,  and  the  remainder  of  my  staff 
is  all  crowded  into  the  remaining  office. 


10091 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1950 

I  hope  that  this  Information  will  be  help¬ 
ful  to  you  In  presenting  the  matter  to  the 
Senate. 

Warm  regards  to  you.  and, 

Always  sincerely, 

Claude  Pepper. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments, 

August  30,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  I  will  be  very  glad 
to  advise  you  of  my  office  facilities,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  your  letter  of  August  23. 

I  now  have  a  three-room  suite,  which  has 
proven  entirely  inadequate.  Another  room 
is  needed  to  provide  proper  working  space  for 
my  staff. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Glen  H.  Taylor. 

United  States  Senate, 
Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments, 

August  27,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Chairman:  I  agree  completely 
with  you  on  the  need  of  more  office  space. 
I  know  that  I  certainly  need  at  least  one 
more  room. 

At  the  present  time,  I  have  five  in  one 
room  and  two  in  the  reception  room  of  my 
3-room  suite.  I  need  one  additional  room, 
not  only  to  ease  the  crowded  condition  in  the 
room  where  there  are  five,  but  also  to  provide 
privacy  that  is  sacrificed  by  placing  my  re¬ 
ceptionist  and  executive  assistant  in  the 
reception  room.  I’ve  tried  to  meet  this  prob¬ 
lem  by  installing  a  hush-a-phone  on  my 
assistant’s  phone,  but  it  only  partially  meets 
the  need  of  privacy. 

Has  any  cosideration  been  given  to  extend¬ 
ing  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  or  to  add¬ 
ing  floors  to  the  top  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building?  From  the  advantage  of  proximity 
to  the  Senate  floor,  I  would  think  that  these 
alternatives  might  be  better. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Margaret  Chase  Smith, 

United  States  Senator. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  have  your  letter  of 
August  13  with  reference  to  the  proposed  new 
Senate  Office  Building.  In  complying  with 
the  request  set  forth  in  your  letter,  I  want 
to  point  out  that  when  I  took  office  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  I  was  assigned  a  suite  of  three  rooms 
at  231  Senate  Office  Building.  At  that  time 
I  had  16  people  jammed  into  two  rooms.  It 
was  an  almost  intolerable  situation,  and 
after  several  weeks  Senator  Hayden  was  kind 
enough  to  assign  me  another  single  detached 
room  on  a  diffeernt  floor  which  has  relieved 
the  situation  somewhat. 

My  mail  is  extremely  heavy,  running  about 
an  average  of  12,000  letters  a  month.  As  a 
result  I  have  personally  acquired  two  electric 
typewriters  and  robotype  equipment  for 
them  in  order  to  process  my  mail.  My  staff 
present  consists  of  17  people,  and  certainly 
even  the  space  which  I  now  have  could  hardly 
be  called  ample  or  even  adequate  for  the 
efficient  operation  of  my  office.  Unquestion¬ 
ably  any  additional  space  which  might  be 
available  to  me  would  be  most  desirable  and 
would  most  definitely  increase  the  efficiency 
of  my  office. 


Early  in  the  session  I  had  some  hopes  that 
we  might  have  a  new  Senate  Office  Building 
for  much  less  money  than  has  been  proposed 
that  we  spend  on  it.  I  have  not  gone  into 
that,  however,  and  do  not  feel  that  I  am  in 
a  position  to  hazard  a  guess  whether  or  not 
the  necessary  space  desired  could  be  acquired 
for  less  than  the  proposed  cost. 

I  am  hopeful  that  some  arrangement  can 
be  made  to  provide  additional  space  to  the 
Senators. 

With  assurances  of  my  highest  regard,  I 
am. 

Sincerely, 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Interstate, 

and  Foreign  Commerce, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  is  in  reply 
to  your  letter  of  August  18  in  which  you 
ask  about  the  space  requirements  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce. 

The  space  facilities  for  this  committee  are 
far  from  adequate.  I  have  tried  for  some 
time  to  secure  additional  space,  and  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration 
has  tried  to  be  of  assistance,  but  apparently 
there  is  just  no  space  available. 

As  you  probably  are  aware,  in  addition  to 
its  regular  committee  work  this  committee 
was  authorized  and  directed  to  make  four 
very  important  and  far-reaching  studies  and 
investigations.  We  have  employed  addi¬ 
tional  temporary  personnel  to  assist  with 
these  studies,  but  because  of  the  very  un¬ 
satisfactory  space  situation  these  employees 
are  located  in  three  widely  separated  rooms 
in  the  Senate  Office  Building  and  a  substan¬ 
tial  part  of  the  committee’s  files  are  located 
in  the  Capitol  Building.  Room  457  is  as¬ 
signed  to  this  committee,  but  because  of 
this  space  shortage  we  have  had  to  convert 
it  into  a  work  room,  consequently  we  cannot 
use  it  for  hearings  and  have  to  hunt  around 
for  a  room  when  hearings  are  held. 

In  connection  with  the  four  investigations 
I  have  mentioned  above,  I  had  hoped  to  set 
up  a  central  stenographic  pool,  which  would 
have  cut  down  on  the  number  of  employees, 
but  manifestly  that  is  impossible  when  the 
committee  staff  is  scattered  all  over  the 
building. 

The  Rules  Committee  tells  me  that  there 
is  just  no  more  space  available.  It  would 
seem  that  the  only  answer  is  to  enlarge  the 
Senate  Office  Building  or  construct  a  new 
building. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  C.  Johnson,  Chairman. 

I  wish  we  might  build  an  addition  on  the 
Capitol  Building  instead  of  spreading  so  far 
to  the  east  as  is  contemplated  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  building. — E.  C.  J. 


United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  26,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  Thank  you  for  your  letter 
of  August  18  in  which  you  request  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  my  present  office  facilities. 

The  space  is  wholly  inadequate  for  my 
present  staff,  which  may  be  increased  some¬ 
what  next  year,  and  the  small  space  now 
allotted  me  is  such  that  proper  arrange¬ 
ment,  condusive  to  orderly  staff  functioning, 
is  impossible. 

With  best  wishes  and  kindest  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Homer  Capehart. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Agriculture 

and  Forestry, 

August  26,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  thank  you  for  your 
letter  of  August  18,  1949,  and  I  am  glad 
to  have  the  information  which  you  give 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  new  Senate 
Office  Building.  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider 
this  fully  before  the  time  comes  to  take  it 
up  in  the  second  session  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress. 

With  best  wishes  always,  I  am 
Yours  very  truly,' 

Clyde  R.  Hoey. 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  23,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  In  your  capacity  as 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  I  should  like  you  to  know  that  it  has 
been  my  experience  that  added  space  would 
be  most  helpful  to  promoting  more  efficient 
operation  of  the  senatorial  office. 

Although  I  come  from  a  small  State  and 
hence,  do  not  have  the  demands  of  many  of 
the  larger  ones,  I  too  have  had  to  face  this 
problem  It  would  be  my  hope  that  before 
long,  adequate  facilities  might  be  available. 

With  kindest  personal  regards, 

Sincerely  yours, 

J.  Howard  McGrath, 

United  States  Senator. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Banking 

and  Currency, 

August  24,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  have  received  your  letter 
of  August  18  referring  to  your  continued  ef¬ 
forts  directed  toward  the  construction  of  a 
new  Senate  Office  Building. 

In  answer  to  your  specific  question,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  I  could  now  use,  and  will  in  the 
future  continue  to  need,  more  space  than 
I  am  presently  assigned.  We  are  crowded 
now,  and  fully  expect  to  be  more  crowded 
as  time  progresses. 

Further  I  would  appreciate  having  a  more 
convenient  office  arrangement.  At  the  pres¬ 
ent  time,  one  of  the  rooms  is  entirely  sep¬ 
arate  from  the  other  three.  It  would  be 
not  only  more  convenient  but  more  efficient 
to  have  the  office  suite  in  one  unit. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  W.  Bricker. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

August  25,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office 
Building  Commission, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  In  response  to  yours 
of  August  19,  1949,  relative  to  office  facilities 
will  say  that  I  incline  to  the  opinion  that 
my  office  staff  is  less  in  number  than  is  that 
of  the  staff  of  most  of  the  other  Senators 
and  particularly  those  Senators  representing 
more  populous  States. 

It  is  practically  mandatory  that  a  Senator 
have  a  room  by  himself  in  order  that  he  may 
dictate  and  hold  consultations  without 
interruptions.  His  office  should  be  so  ar¬ 
ranged  that  his  administrative  assistant  and 
executive  secretary  should  be  in  a  position 
to  attend  to  their  duties  and  work  without 
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the  interruptions  occasioned  by  visiting 
delegations  and  others  during  office  hours. 
Such  an  arrangement  cannot  be  had  with 
the  limited  number  of  rooms  apportioned 
to  most  of  the  Senators. 

My  opinion  of  the  matter  is  that  the  office 
facilities  of  most  of  the  Senators  at  least 
are  inadequate  and  that,  viewed  from  my 
experience  with  the  staff  I  have,  additional 
space  would  be  very  helpful. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am 
Yours  sincerely, 

Bert  H.  Miller. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

August  23,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building. 

Dear  Senator  :  This  is  to  acknowledge  your 
letter  of  August  19. 

I  do  have  inadequate  office  space  but  I 
am  one  of  those  who  oppose  the  construction 
of  the  projected  new  Senate  Office  Building. 
I  am  advocating  economy  in  government  and 
am  willing  to  practice  it  myself.  If  all  the 
various  agencies  of  government  would  follow 
our  example  we  would  have  real  economy. 

Kind  personal  regards,  I  am 
Sincerely, 

Homer  Ferguson. 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

Dexter,  Maine,  August  22,  1949. 
Han.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Senate  Office  Building  Committee, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dennis:  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  ex¬ 
panding  the  facilities  for  Congress  to  cope 
with  the  tremendous  increased  responsibili¬ 
ties  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Congress  is  still  trying  to  operate  in  the 
twentieth  century  with  a  nineteenth-cen¬ 
tury  machine. 

Cordially  yours, 

Owen  Brewster, 

United  States  Senator. 

United  STates  Senate, 

Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

August  23,  1949. 

Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Senate,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Replying  to  your  courte¬ 
ous  letter  of  August  20,  I  hasten  to  say  that 
I  appreciate  the  thoughtful  inquiry  and  add 
that  I  have  been  especially  cramped  in  office 
quarters  since  my  return  to  the  Senate  in 
January  of  this  year. 

As  one  of  the  newer  Senators,  I  have  a 
three-room  suite  and  space  is  so  limited 
that  for  more  than  6  months  after  coming 
to  the  Senate  in  January  I  was  unable  to 
appoint  an  administrative  assistant  because 
I  had  no  place  to  put  a  desk  for  him. 
Through  the  kindness  of  Senator  Thomas, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
I  was  able  to  provide  temporary  space  for  an 
administrative  assistant  during  the  past  30 
days  in  a  room  adjacent  to  the  Agriculture 
Committee  room.  It  is  an  imposition  on 
Senator  Thomas  and  a  tremendous  incon¬ 
venience  to  me. 

I  am  convinced  that  when  I  return  to  Wash¬ 
ington  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  congres¬ 
sional  term  that  I  shall  have  to  dispense 
with  an  administrative  assistant  unless  I 
can  find  some  quarters  for  him  to  have  desk 
room  where  I  can  contact  him  with  reason¬ 
able  facility. 

Personal  greetings. 

Sincerely, 

Guy  M.  Gillette. 


United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  23,  1949. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Senate  Office  Building 

Committee,  Senate  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez  :  Thank  you  for  your 
very  friendly  note  about  the  new  Senate 
Office  Building  and  inquiry  about  my  condi¬ 
tions  so  far  as  space  is  concerned. 

May  I  reply  with  equal  frankness  and 
friendliness. 

Although  my  offices  are  probably  more 
overcrowded  than  those  of  any  other  Sen¬ 
ator,  I  do  not  favor  spending  the  money 
which  a  new  building  would  cost.  I  have 
only  a  three-room  suite,  plus  a  small  room 
in  the  basement,  to  handle  the  affairs  of  a 
State  with  8,500,000  people,  with  a  corre¬ 
spondence  that  runs  between  700  and  800 
letters  a  day  and  with  a  swarm  of  visitors. 

But  the  need  for  economy  is,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  so  great  that  I  am  willing  to  put  up 
with  this  inconvenience  in  order  to  save  the 
$20,000,000,  plus  upkeep,  which  a  new  build¬ 
ing  would  entail. 

Appreciating  the  sincerity  of  your  motives 
and  with  best  personal  wishes, 

Faithfully, 

Paul  H.  Douglas. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  light  of  recent  events  the  appropria¬ 
tion  in  this  bill  of  $1,200,000,000  for 
armed  aid  to  western  Europe  is  woefully 
inadequate.  This  country  is  faced  with 
a  grave  decision.  We  must  build  up  the 
forces  of  western  Europe.  We  must  con¬ 
tribute,  for  our  own  welfare,  vast 
amounts  of  equipment  to  our  allies  there. 
We  must  build  up  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  to  an  extent  to  make 
it  impracticable  for  the  Soviet  Union  to 
launch  a  general  war.  We  must  at  once 
mobilize  American  industry  commensu¬ 
rate  with  the  crisis.  This  is  the  best  way 
to  prevent  general  war. 

Mr.  President,  the  main  thing  that  the 
events  in  Korea  have  shown  is  how  woe¬ 
fully  weak,  how  woefully  unprepared  we 
are  in  the  face  of  the  gravest  threat  ever 
faced  by  the  American  people.  The  les¬ 
son  in  Korea  is  valuable,  but  Korea,  and 
all  of  Asia,  for  that  matter,  though  ex¬ 
tremely  important  to  this  country,  are 
not  the  main  show.  Their  conquest  by 
communism  is  not  the  paramount  dan¬ 
ger  to  the  United  States.  This  country 
can  live  without  Asia,  but  we  cannot  live 
without  Europe.  Do  not  misunderstand 
me.  We  must  prevent  Communist  ag¬ 
gression  in  Korea.  We  must  prevent  by 
the  use  of  Armed  Forces  Communist 
conquest  of  the  Continent  of  Asia.  Our 
Government  is  following  the  only  course 
we  can  pursue  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  President,  be  this  as  it  may,  there 
is  no  way  that  the  United  States  can 
live  if  Europe  is  controlled  by  the  Soviet 
Union.  In  my  judgment,  the  very  life 
of  the  United  States — the  lives,  the  wel¬ 
fare,  the  security  of  the  American  peo¬ 
ple — depend  absolutely  upon  the  preven¬ 
tion  of  the  conquest  of  western  Europe 
by  the  Soviet  Union.  To  capture  west¬ 
ern  Europe  is  the  primary  objective  of 
the  Soviet  Union.  The  prevention  of 
this  conquest  must  be  the  primary  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  United  States.  In  fact, 
our  frontier  is  not  upon  the  Rhine,  but 
it  is  the  Oder-Neisse  line. 


Now,  Mr.  President,  what  are  the 
facts?  As  a  result  of  the  war  and  of  the 
devastation  and  chaos  which  ensued,  a 
vast  vacuum  or  void  was  created  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  Today  that  vacuum  has 
not  been  filled.  It  will  be  filled  by  some 
nation  in  time.  It  we  do  not  act,  it  will 
be  filled  in  time  by  the  Soviet  Union, 
and  then  all  will  be  lost.  The  states  of 
western  Europe  which  comprise  it  are 
bitterly  anti-Communist,  but  weak,  help¬ 
less,  and  without  armed  resources  be¬ 
cause  of  the  war.  In  western  Germany 
we  find  the  people  are  among  the  leading 
anti-Communist  people  of  the  world. 
They  are  a  strong  race.  They  are  a 
people  whose  historic  mission  has  been 
to  prevent  the  expansion  of  the  Mongol- 
Communist  hordes  into  Europe.  We 
have  forbidden  the  people  of  western 
Germany,  even  though  they  desired  to 
do  so,  to  arm  and  defend  themselves 
from  communism.  In  Russian  Ger¬ 
many  and  in  the  satellite  states  there 
are  vast  Communist  armies,  well  trained, 
in  the  “pink”  of  condition,  equipped  with 
artillery,  guns,  tanks,  planes — all  of  the 
latest  design.  In  fact,  this  army  is  in¬ 
vincible  in  Europe  today.  Russia  knows 
that  no  formidable  force  confronts  it  in 
Europe,  and  it  knows  that  it  could  largely 
win  its  war  and  gravely  weaken  the 
United  States  by  the  occupation  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe. 

Why  does  it  not  do  so,  Mr.  President? 
The  authorities,  the  experts,  those  high 
in  Government  who  should  know,  say  the 
following  is  the  reason  why  Russia  does 
not  openly  intervene  in  Korea  and 
launch  a  general  war  at  this  time: 

The  atomic  development  of  this  coun¬ 
try  is  far  advanced  over  the  atomic  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  Soviet  Union.  In  fact, 
the  atomic  developm'ent  of  the  Soviet 
Union  is  in  its  infancy.  These  authori¬ 
ties  hold  that  Russia  will  not  unleash 
a  general  war  until  her  atomic  develop¬ 
ment  has  progressed  to  a  point  where  it 
can  neutralize  ours,  and  she  could  bomb 
American  ports  and  cities  and  thus  pre¬ 
vent  our  sending  a  military  force  for  the 
reconquest  of  Europe  and  to  repulse  the 
Soviet  Union. 

Mr.  President,  the  destruction  of  a 
very  few  American  ports  would  make  it 
impossible  for  this  country  to  launch  an 
offensive  in  Europe. 

The  main  reason  is,  however,  the  au¬ 
thorities  hold,  the  fear  on  the  part  of  the 
Soviet  Union  that  because  of  our  atomic 
advances  we  could  devastate  the  cities 
and  industry  of  Russia  with  the  atomic 
weapons  which  we  possess.  These  same 
authorities  hold,  however — and  my  judg¬ 
ment  is  that  they  are  correct — that  given 
2,  3,  to  4  years,  when  Russia’s  atomic- 
war  industry  will  be  much  further  de¬ 
veloped,  she  will  have  atomic  weapons  in 
such  quantities  as  to  neutralize  the 
atomic  weapons  of  the  United  States. 
We  will  be  in  a  position  with  atomic 
weapons  then  as  great  nations  now  are 
with  poison  gas;  it  is  too  dangerous  for 
each  side  to  use  atomic  weapons  as  it 
now  is  to  use  poison  gas.  We  will  be 
in  a  position  where  the  atomic  weapons 
of  each  side  will  neutralize  the  other, 
and  then,  Mr.  President,  the  Red  army 
will  march,  provided  the  west  is  not 
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adequately  defended.  The  Red  army 
will  march  if  we  are  weak.  The  Red 
army  will  march  if  the  Atlantic  com¬ 
munity  of  nations  cannot  immediately 
defend  themselves.  The  only  reason 
that  would  make  war  inevitable  is  that 
the  west  is  weak  and  Russia,  a  predatory 
aggressor,  is  strong.  If  France  and 
Britain  had  not  been  militarily  weak  in 
1939,  there  would  have  been  no  World 
War  II.  Aggressors  do  not  march  when 
their  foes  are  equally  as  strong.  Aggres¬ 
sion  breeds  upon  weakness,  not  strength. 
If  it  is  too  dangerous  to  do  so,  Russia 
will  not  march,  as  Hitler  would  not  have 
done  in  1939. 

Unless  we  are  adequately  defended  we 
are  absolutely  certain  to  have  a  general 
war  with  the  Soviet  Union.  We  have 
only  2  to  3  years  at  the  most  to  accom¬ 
plish  this,  and,  Mr.  President,  we  must 
build  up  the  defenses  of  the  country; 
we  must  rearm;  and  we  must  rearm  our 
allies  abroad. 

It  is  senseless  not  to  cooperate  with  the 
two  strongest  peoples  on  the  continent 
of  Europe,  the  people  of  Spain  and  West¬ 
ern  Germany.  These  are  the  people  with 
a  will  to  fight  communism.  These  are 
the  people  who  will  take  up  arms  to  pre¬ 
vent  communist  aggression.  I  say  it  does 
not  make  sense  to  the  American  people 
that  we  do  not  make  use  of  the  man¬ 
power  and  resources  of  these  two  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  defense  of  western  civiliza¬ 
tion. 

Observe  what  is  happening  in  the 
Soviet  zone  of  Germany  today.  Russia 
has  built  up  a  large  force,  and  has  facing 
us  from  50  to  75,000  so-called  German 
police,  a  force  which  is  being  rapidly  ex¬ 
panded  to  150,000  men.  This  force  is 
similar  to  the  communist  puppets  in 
Korea,  is  organized  as  they  are,  and  is 
equipped  with  arms,  tanks,  and  weapons 
similar  to  those  used  by  them.  Further¬ 
more,  they  have  built  there  a  skeleton 
army  of  50,000  from  officer  and  non¬ 
officer  cadres  around  which  a  German 
army  could  be  quickly  built.  In  fact, 
she  has  created  there  a  skeleton  army 
which  could  quickly  be  expanded  into  a 
strong  army  for  use  against  us. 

While  Russia  does  this,  Mr.  President, 
the  United  States  will  not  take  steps  to 
build  up  an  allied  army  in  western  Ger¬ 
many  to  enable  the  Germans  to  defend 
themselves,  and  thus  increase  our 
strength  and  lessen  our  responsibilities. 

Our  policy  in  refusing  to  use  German 
and  Spanish  manpower  and  resources  is 
to  appease  for  political  purposes  certain 
left-wing  and  radical  groups  in  the 
United  States  and  abroad.  This  political 
appeasement,  Mr.  President,  has  jeopar¬ 
dized  the  defense  of  our  country,  and  if 
not  quickly  changed  will  be  paid  for  by 
the  blood  of  thousands  of  American  boys. 

The  United  States,  unless  it  is  re¬ 
armed,  mobilized  and  prepared  for  de¬ 
fense,  faces  defeat  in  war,  or  isolation  in 
the  world.  Each  of  these  means  the 
death  and  destruction  of  the  country. 
We  do  not  have  today  as  many  men 
under  arms  as  we  had  in  1940,  and  the 
dangers  which  face  us  are  many  times 
more  serious  and  more  deadly.  This 


country  must  have  industrial  mobiliza¬ 
tion  immediately  on  a  scale  commensur¬ 
ate  with  the  crisis.  We  cannot  rearm 
ourselves  and  help  to  rearm  our  allies, 
in  the  short  time  allotted  by  fate  to  us, 
on  a  policy  of  business  as  usual.  The 
$1,200,000,000  requested  in  this  bill  is 
totally  inadequate.  Last  year  we  appro¬ 
priated  $1,500,000,000  for  armed  aid  to 
western  Europe  and  to  implement  the 
North  Atlantic  Pact.  This  was  all  right 
as  a  starter,  but  it  is  suicide  to  continue 
at  the  present  pace.  The  rate  of  re¬ 
armament  must  be  greatly  stepped  up 
both  at  home  and  abroad.  We  must  be 
fully  rearmed  within  2  to  3  years.  This 
is  the  time  that  is  allotted  to  us. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  double  the 
arms  aid  program  for  western  Europe 
this  year.  We  must  immediately  mobi¬ 
lize  our  industry,  and  build  up  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Who  says 
we  have  enough  guns,  enough  planes, 
enough  weapons  of  any  kind?  Who  says 
we  are  not  woefully  weak?  Who  says 
we  are  not  too  weak  for  our  own  secu¬ 
rity?  Who  says  we  have  armed  forces 
capable  of  protecting  us?  We  cannot 
speedily  mop  up  the  communist  bandits 
in  Korea. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  intolerable 
situation,  with  world  conditions  as  they 
are  today.  In  fact,  strong  American 
forces  are  the  key  to  our  security,  the 
key  to  European  security,  the  key  to 
Asiatic  security,  the  buffer  to  prevent 
Russian  aggression.  In  1939,  when  the 
danger  to  civilization  was  not  as  great 
as  it  is  today,  we  became  the  arsenal  of 
democracy.  Today  the  cupboard  is  bare, 
and  we  are  not  taking  steps  sufficient  in 
this  emergency  to  protect  this  country. 
If  we  are  to  avoid  war,  we  must  make  it 
too  costly  and  too  dangerous  for  preda¬ 
tory  communism  to  attack. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  has  just  ended  another 
fiscal  year  in  the  red.  This  was  the 
eighteenth  Federal  deficit  during  the  20 
years  since  1930,  and  13  of  these  annual 
deficits  have  been  in  peacetime  years. 
The  deficit  record,  exclusive  of  the  war 


years  follows: 

1931  _ _ - _  $400,  000,  000 

1932  _  2,  500,  000,  000 

1933  _ .’ _  1,  800,  000,  000 

1934  _  2,  900,  000,  000 

1935  _  3,  200,  000,  000 

1936  _  4,  500,  000,  000 

1937  _ _ _  3,  100,  000,  000 

1938  _  1,  400,  000,  000 

1939  _ _  3,  500,  000,  000 

1940  _  3,  600,  000,  000 

1941  _ _ _  5,  100,  000,  000 

(1942-46,  war  years.) 

(1947-48,  surpluses.) 

1949  _  1,  800,  000,  000 

1950  _  3,  100,  000,  000 


The  2  years  in  the  black  were  in  the 
period  of  the  Eightieth  Congress. 

The  total  debt  is  now  $257,220,328,000. 

The  $3,100,000,000  deficit  for  the  year 
1950  compares  with  the  President’s  Jan¬ 
uary  estimate  of  $5,500,000,000. 

The  President  arrived  at  this  deficit 
estimate  by  calculating  that  receipts 
would  be  $37,800,000,000  and  expendi¬ 
tures  would  total  $43,300,000,000.  Reve¬ 


nue  fell  $800,000,000  short  of  his  esti¬ 
mate  and  be  overestimated  expenditures 
by  more  than  $3,100,000,000.  The  re¬ 
sult  was  a  deficit  of  $3,100,000,000  in¬ 
stead  of  the  estimated  $5,500,000,000. 

EXPENDITURE  SLOW-DOWN 

It  would  be  a  mistake  to  assume  that 
all  this  $2,400,000,000  reduction  in  defi¬ 
cit  spending  represents  a  saving.  In 
a  large  measure  it  merely  represents 
a  slow-down  in  the  schedule  of  construc¬ 
tion  and  procurement  expenditures 
which  probably  will  be  made  up  in  the 
fiscal  years  1951  and  1952.  The  money 
is  still  appropriated  and  is  still  available 
for  spending. 

The  President’s  estimates  failed  to 
materialize  primarily  for  two  reasons. 
One  was  uncalculated  increases  in  em¬ 
ployment  generally  which  curtailed  ex¬ 
penditures  in  the  big  veterans  and  social 
security  programs,  and  simultaneously 
reduced  the  demand  for  Government 
loans  and  increased  the  market  for 
paper  held  by  Government  lending 
agencies. 

The  second  reason  is  to  be  found  in  a 
chain  reaction  which  was  set  in  motion 
by  delay  in  the  enactment  of  last  year’s 
appropriation  bills.  This  delay  in  pas¬ 
sage  of  appropriation  bills  slowed  down 
expenditure  schedules  particularly  in 
programs  and  agencies  where  funds  in 
large  measure  were  to  be  used  for  con¬ 
struction  and  procurement.  And  in 
some  cases  when  these  agencies  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  with  unexpectedly  large  bal¬ 
ances  in  view  the  committee  accordingly 
cut  back  the  appropriations  for  fiscal 
year  1951.  This  committee  action  plus 
further  reductions  voted  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  and  the  tightening  up  of  the 
antideficiency  provisions  had  the  effect 
of  freezing,  or  at  least  further  slowing 
down  the  rate  of  expenditures  during 
the  final  quarter  of  fiscal  year  1950,  be¬ 
cause  the  agencies  did  not  choose  to  ex¬ 
pand  during  the  last  few  months  of  the 
past  year  in  the  face  of  an  impending 
cut-back  at  the  beginning  of  the  new 
year. 

Examples  of  expenditure  schedules 
affected  by  increased  general  employ¬ 
ment  follow: 


[In  millions] 


Agency 

Presi¬ 

dent’s 

January 

esti¬ 

mates 

Actual 

expend¬ 

iture 

Reduc¬ 

tion 

Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  _  . . 

$1,212 

$1,154 

$58 

Other  Federal  Security 

333 

277 

56 

Veterans  (exclusive  of  na¬ 
tional  service  life  insurance 
fund) _ _ 

6,  280 

6,  044 

236 

Reconstruction  .Finance _ 

1,  coo 

689 

411 

Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
(collections) _ _ _ 

197 

275 

78 

Mr.  President,  there  is  another  list  of 
examples  of  the  expenditure  schedules 
affected  by  slow-down  in  construction 
and  procurement  of  supplies,  which  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


(In  millions 


Agency 

Presi¬ 

dent’s 

January 

esti¬ 

mates 

Actual 

expend¬ 

iture 

Reduc¬ 

tion 

Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration... - - 

$362 

$293 

$69 

Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

673 

524 

149 

Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis¬ 
tration  . 

188 

166 

22 

Public  Roads _ _ 

607 

486 

21 

Defense  Establishment _ 

14,500 

13,  500 

1,000 

Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 
ministration - - 

4, 100 

3,500 

600 

Mutual  defense  assistance 
propram — - - - 

160 

44 

116 

Bureau  of  Reclamation - 

334 

300 

34 

Other  Interior - - 

304 

276 

28 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

52 

18 

34 

General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration - - - 

797 

588 

209 

Other  areas  in  which  estimates  exceeded 
actual  expenditures  included 


[In  millions] 


Agency 

Presi¬ 

dent’s 

January 

esti¬ 

mates 

Actual 

expend¬ 

itures 

Reduc¬ 

tion 

Korean  aid.  . . 

$60 

$40 

$20 

State 'Department..  _ 

358 

339 

19 

Maritime  activities.  . 

162 

94 

68 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  among  all 
these  items,  the  curtailment  by  some 
$600,000,000  in  expenditures  for  veterans 
and  RPC  programs  represents  the  prin¬ 
cipal  real  savings.  The  other  expendi¬ 
tures  in  a  large  measure  represent  defer¬ 
ments  to  some  subsequent  fiscal  year — in 
most  instances  fiscal  year  1851  or  fiscal 
year  1952. 

EXPENDITURES  SPEED-UP 

Offsetting  these  miscalculations  in  es¬ 
timates  on  the  reduction  side  there  were 
some  items  where  expenditures  exceeded 
the  estimates.  Among  these  were: 


[In  millions] 


Agency 

Presi¬ 

dent’s 

January 

esti¬ 

mates 

Actual 

expend¬ 

itures 

Increase 

Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion _ _ _  _  . 

$26 

$182 

$156 

Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration _ _ 

1,  556 

1,713 

258 

157 

Labor  Department . _ 

'157 

101 

Postal  deficiency . . 

573 

593 

20 

Interest  on  the  dcjbt . - 

5,725 

6,750 

25 

Mr.  President,  I  attempt  by  this  to 
show  the  reasons  why  the  actual  deficit 
was  less  than  the  estimated  deficit. 


COMPARED  WITH  1949 

Despite  this  slow-down  under  the  ex¬ 
penditure  tempo  as  estimated  by  the 
President  for  fiscal  year  1950,  we  still 
exceeded  1949  expenditures  by  more 
than  $100,000,000  and  thus  set  a  new 
peacetime  record.  While  expenditures 
went  up,  receipts  came  down.  They  fi¬ 
nally  totaled  $800,000,000  less  than  the 
President  estimated  and  nearly  $1,250,- 
000,000  under  1949. 

EFFECT  ON  1951  EXPENDITURES 

It  is  difficult,  of  course,  at  this  time 
to  estimate  how  much  of  the  1950  ex¬ 


penditure  slow-down  will  be  made  up  in 
increased  expenditures  in  fiscal  year 
1951,  but  it  is  certain  that  the  carry¬ 
overs  are  not  likely  to  result  in  reduc¬ 
tions  in  1951  estimates.  There  are 
some  which  obviously  are  just  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  obligations  and  ex¬ 
penditures  such  as  the  carry-over  from 
1950  expenditure  estimates  for  public 
roads,  airports,  TVA  steam  plant,  and 
General  Services  procurement. 

There  are  others  where  more  than  1 
year  may  be  required  to  make  up  for 
the  slow-down,  such  as  the  REA’s  rural- 
telephone  program,  ECA  commitments, 
Reclamation  construction,  procurement, 
and  development,  atomic -energy  activi¬ 
ties,  and  military  construction  and  pro¬ 
curement. 

The  reductions  in  such  veterans’  pro¬ 
grams  as  on-the-job  training,  which  oc¬ 
curred  when  industry  payrolls  absorbed 
the  veteran  trainees  during  the  year, 
and  reductions  resulting  from  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  demand  for  Government  loans  to 
materialize,  and  the  spurt  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  for  Government  loan  paper,  may  def¬ 
initely  be  regarded  as  a  saving  in  1950 
budget  estimates  without  qualification. 

1951  REVENUE 

There  appears  to  be  reason  to  expect 
that  at  least  some  of  these  carry-overs 
will  result  in  increased  speeding  in  1951. 
In  this  situation  consideration  should 
be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation, 
subject  to  revision  if  a  new  tax  bill  is 
passed,  estimates  that  revenue  this  year 
will  not  exceed  $35,100,000,000 — a  re¬ 
duction  of  $2,000,000,000  under  the  year 
just  ended.  If  this  estimate  were  to  be 
sustained,  Federal  revenue  will  have 
dropped  $3,000,000,000  in  2  years.  Of 
course,  this  estimate  may  be  changed  by 
the  economic  conditions  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut? 

My  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  The  Senator  is  a 
member  of  the  Senate  Finance  Commit¬ 
tee.  In  view  of  the  situation  which 
seems  to  be  developing  in  Korea,  is  it 
the  view  of  the  Senator  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  proceed  with  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  been  considering? 

Mr.  BYRD.  In  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  I  will  say  that  it  is 
my  personal  judgment,  as  a  member  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate,  that  no  bill  should  be 
enacted  which  would  bring  about  a  net 
loss  of  revenue  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  Because  of  the  very  serious  con¬ 
ditions  confronting  the  Nation  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  we  must  look  for¬ 
ward  to  increased  expenditures  for  mili¬ 
tary  purposes,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
reduce  by  even  a  small  amount  the  net 
income  we  now  derive  under  the  present 
schedule  of  taxes.  That  is  my  feeling  as  a 
member  of  the  committee.  Of  course,  I 
cannot  speak  for  the  other  members  of 
the  committee. 

If  we  can  arrive  at  a  balanced  bill 
whereby  the  loss  of  revenue  on  certain 


items  can  be  made  up  by  increasing  the 
taxes  on  others,  of  course,  that  will  pre¬ 
sent  a  different  situation;  but  certainly, 
in  my  judgment,  we  should  not  decrease 
the  present  tax  revenues. 

The  joint  committee’s  revenue  esti¬ 
mate  for  the  year  just  ended  was  closer 
to  the  actual  figure  than  the  adminis¬ 
tration’s  forecast.  By  the  administra¬ 
tion’s  most  optimistic  estimate  to  date, 
revenue  in  the  current  fiscal  year  1951 
would  be  one-quarter  of  a  billion  dollars 
less  than  receipts  for  1950,  and  this  would 
be  a  full  billion  dollars  under  the  1949 
revenue. 

DEFICITS  CONTINUE 

If  the  joint  committee’s  revenue  esti¬ 
mate  prevails,  and  if  the  President’s  ex¬ 
penditure  requests  should  be  granted  in 
full,  the  deficit  next  June  30  would  be 
$7,300,000,000,  exclusive  of  expendi¬ 
ture  increases  resulting  from  the  1950 
slow-down.  Even  if  the  revenue  should 
exceed  the  administration’s  most  opti¬ 
mistic  estimate,  the  President’s  expendi¬ 
ture  requests  for  fiscal  year  1951,  plus  the 
uncalculated  carry-over  from  the  year 
just  ended,  would  result  in  a  deficit  this 
year  of  more  than  $5,000,000,000. 

Thus,  in  3  years — based  on  the  actual 
figures  for  1949  and  1950  and  on  the 
President’s  estimates  for  the  current 
year — we  shall  have  indulged  the  people 
of  this  Nation  in  $10,000,000,000  of  deficit 
spending.  With  no  sense  of  pride,  I  re¬ 
call  my  prediction  a  year  ago,  when,  with 
no  war  in  sight,  it  became  evident  that 
we  were  entering  a  prolonged  orgy  of 
deficit  financing. 

At  that  time  I  estimated  the  1949  defi¬ 
cit  at  $800,000,000,  and  was  a  billion 
dollars  too  low.  My  estimate  for  the 
current  year  was  a  $3,400,000,000  deficit; 
and  if  it  were  not  for  the  delay  in  con¬ 
struction  and  procurement  expenditure 
schedules,  I  would  have  been  more  than 
$1,000,000,000  low  again.  My  deficit 
forecast  for  the  coming  year  was  $6,500,- 
000,000.  I  hope  my  1951  estimate  will 
be  high  for  a  change;  but  even  excluding 
consideration  of  the  effect  on  the  budget 
of  the  aggravated  foreign  situation,  there 
would  be  reason  to  expect  it  to  be 
low  again  unless  substantial  reductions 
were  made  in  the  President’s  requests. 

In  any  event,  it  is  certain  that  there 
will  be  another  big  deficit  in  the  fiscal 
year  1951,  exclusive  of  the  unestimated 
costs  of  the  Korean  outbreak.  This  will 
be  the  third  deficit  in  successive  years  of 
peak  employment  and  inflated  income. 
These  facts  raise  the  question  as  to 
whether  we  shall  ever  again  balance  the 
Federal  budget. 

DESTRUCTION  OF  THE  SYSTEM 

It  should  be  noted  that  all  of  these 
calculations  are  exclusive  of  the  effects 
of  the  current  international  situation 
and  the  pending  tax  bill.  Consideration 
of  these  factors  will  be  reached  later  on. 

Meanwhile,  with  or  without  a  tax  bill 
or  the  additional  costs  of  an  interna¬ 
tional  crisis,  the  President  does  not  give 
even  lip-service  sympathy  to  reductions 
in  his  proposals  to  spend  $42,500,000,000 
in  the  current  fiscal  year.  This  silence  is 
despite  the  fact  that  his  requests  include 
demands  for  $12,200  000,000  in  domestic 
programs,  exclusive  of  defense,  veterans, 
foreign  assistance,  and  interest  on  the 
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debt — an  increase  of  $5,300,000,000  since 
1948. 

When,  in  January,  the  President  made 
these  requests,  on  the  basis  of  his  own 
revenue  estimates,  he  admittedly  pro¬ 
posed  deficit  spending  for  fiscal  year  1951 
to  the  extent  of  $5,100,000,000,  which  was 
approximately  the  equivalent  of  the 
2-year  increase  in  domestic  civilian 
spending.  This  could  be  regarded  as  evi¬ 
dence  that  we  have  been  led  into  a  fal¬ 
lacious  policy  of  deficit  financing  to  cre¬ 
ate  inflation,  which  in  turn  would  pro¬ 
duce  more  synthetic  revenue  to  justify 
more  Federal  spending.  - 

How  Government-fed  inflation  works 
is  simply  illustrated  as  follows: 

Since  1939  population  has  increased  16 
percent;  Federal  expenditures  have  in¬ 
creased  500  percent;  personal  income  has 
increased  180  percent;  the  cost  of  living, 
exclusive  of  taxes,  has  increased  180  per¬ 
cent;  Federal  collection  of  taxes  has  in¬ 
creased  700  percent. 

We  have  before  us  the  pre-Korean 
crisis  expert  warning  of  Dr.  Edwin  G. 
Nourse  that  inflationary  dangers  are  in¬ 
herent  in  the  current  deficit-financing 
policy. 

Since  the  appropriation  bill  has  been 
before  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  Dr.  Nourse  has  expressed  appre¬ 
hension  that  the  rate  of  deficit  spending 
by  the  executive  branch,  aggravated  in 
the  legislative  process,  may  produce  ac¬ 
celerated  prices  which  might  lead  to  a 
run-away  boom.  This,  he  said,  could  be 
followed  by  a  genuine  depression  and 
brutal  deflation  that  come  with  a  sharp 
contraction  of  demand  due  to  unemploy- 
men'  and  drying  up  of  active  business 
investment. 

The  Federal  Government  is  directly 
responsible  for  what  Dr.  Nourse  described 
as  credit  expansion  policies  which  have 
led  not  only  to  cashing  in  past  savings 
but  also  drawing  on  future  income,  in 
contrast  with  the  sound  policy  of  finding 
a  true  market  balance  between  full  vol¬ 
ume  production  and  current  consumer 
income.  . 

Thus,  he  said,  we  have  failed  to  con¬ 
serve  cur  market-supporting  ammuni¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  continuous  deficit 
spending  inevitably  will  destroy  our  form 
of  government  through  confiscatory 
taxes,  inflationary  booms,  complete  regi¬ 
mentation  or  unmanageable  debt,  or  the 
combination  of  one  or  more  of  these  evil 
companions  of  continuing  deficits. 

In  peace,  nothing  is  more  subversive 
to  our  form  of  government  than  unnec¬ 
essary  deficit  financing. 

Most  of  the  deficit  spending  contem¬ 
plated  in  the  pending  appropriation  bill 
was  conceived  and  proposed  in  the  ab- 
‘  sence  of  any  imminence  of  war  or  inter¬ 
national  crisis.  The  effect  on  the  deficit 
of  any  additional  requirement  for  ex¬ 
penditures  resulting  from  recent  inci¬ 
dents  abroad  will  be  only  a  matter  of 
degree. 

THE  ALTERNATIVE 

It  may  be  said  that  our  deficit-financ¬ 
ing  policies  might  readily  be  the  most 
effective  fifth  column  now  at  large  in 
the  United  States.  The  alternative  to 
destruction  by  deficit — in  hot  war  or  cold 
war,  in  peace  or  in  conflict — is  reduction 


of  nonessential  domestic-civilian  ex¬ 
penditures.  On  the  basis  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  January  requests,  the  budget 
would  be  balanced  for  fiscal  year  1951  if 
Federal  expenditures  for  strictly  domes¬ 
tic-civilian  activities — exclusive  of  de¬ 
fense,  foreign  assistance,  veterans,  in¬ 
terest — were  on  a  level  with  such  expen¬ 
ditures  in  1948.  In  other  words,  if  we 
were  to  spend  for  domestic-civilian  activ¬ 
ities,  exclusive  of  defense,  foreign  assist¬ 
ance,  veterans,  and  interest,  the  same 
amount  we  spent  in  1948,  the  budget  now 
would  be  balanced.  It  is  my  firm  con¬ 
viction  that  this  retrenchment  in  these 
activities  certainly  would  neither  jeop¬ 
ardize  the  national  welfare  nor  disturb 
the  sound  prosperity  of  the  Nation.  On 
the  contrary,  it  would  reenforce  the 
moral  fiber  of  our  citizens  for  whatever 
tests  may  lie  ahead,  and  would  put  us 
in  a  better  position  to  develop  an  invinc¬ 
ible  military  defense. 

COMMITMENTS 

I  realize,  of  course,  that  some  of  the 
$12,250,000,000  which  domestic-civilian 
programs  would  cost  us  under  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  requests  is  tied  to  long-term  com¬ 
mitments  now  rooted  in  authorizations 
made  by  law.  I  take  this  occasion  to  re¬ 
peat  what  I  have  been  saying  for  years : 
We  should  proceed  with  caution  toward 
the  enactment  of  basic  legislation  which 
in  effect  commits  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  to  virtually  permanent  spending 
programs. 

I  went  into  this  matter  in  great  detail 
last  December,  before  the  President 
brought  in  his  budget  requests  for  fiscal 
year  1951,  hoping  that  he  would  recom¬ 
mend  basic  legislative  action  curtailing 
these  programs.  We  know  from  experi¬ 
ence  that  reductions  in  the  cost  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  involving  entrenched  long-term 
programs  is  next  to  impossible  without 
the  force  of  executive  recommendation 
and  attitude. 

CONGRESSIONAL  ACTION 

The  pending  budget  for  fiscal  year 
1951  was  submitted  without  either  rec¬ 
ommendation  or  sympathetic  attitude 
with  respect  to  retrenchment  in  domes¬ 
tic-civilian  deficit  spending.  On  the 
contrary,  the  President’s  budget  docu¬ 
ment  contained  nearly  two  full  pages  of 
recommendations  for  new  programs  and 
extension  of  expiring  programs ;  and  the 
majority  of  these  proposed  legislation 
items  fall  into  the  strictly  domestic  cate¬ 
gory. 

We  must  effect  substantial  reductions 
which  would  ease  the  fiscal  strain  to 
which  the  Federal  Government  is  being 
subjected  unnecessarily  by  nonessential 
expenditures — when  I  say  “nonessential” 
I  mean  nonessential  especially  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  national  defense — for  strict¬ 
ly  domestic-civilian  activities  at  a  time 
when  the  need  for  additional  military 
outlays  appears  to  be  imminent. 

Fortunately,  the  Senate  for  the  first 
time  in  modern  history  is  considering  the 
Federal  expenditure  budget  in  a  single 
appropriation  bill;  and  this  makes  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  apply  reductions  throughout  the 
entire  budget,  with  due  consideration 
given  to  the  merit  of  each  and  all  items 
which  are  embraced  by  the  measure. 

Under  the  able  leadership  of  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Clarence  Cannon,  chairman  of 


the  House  Appropriations  Committee,  it 
has  been  demonstrated  that  such  re¬ 
ductions  can  be  made  fairly,  effectively, 
and  orderly — without  the  meat-ax  ap¬ 
proach  which  was  necessary  when  appro¬ 
priations  were  considered  in  12  or  more 
separate  and  unrelated  bills  brought 
before  Congress  over  a  period  of  six 
or  more  months.  Under  the  forthright 
leadership  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellarI,  the 
Senate  Committee,  too,  has  done  excel¬ 
lent  work  with  this  initial  effort  to  bring 
out  a  single  appropriation  bill.  Despite 
its  size,  we  are  still  months  ahead  of  the 
appropriation  bill  schedule  of  last  year. 

We  should  sustain  the  House  reduc¬ 
tions,  Mr.  President,  and  we  should  in¬ 
crease  them  in  every  possible  way,  as  they 
relate  to  nondefense  spending.  Actu¬ 
ally,  a  good  part  of  the  reductions  ac¬ 
complished  under  the  President’s  esti¬ 
mates  are  in  terms  of  legislation  he  re¬ 
quested,  but  which  has  not  been  enacted. 
There  is  on  the  statute  books  much  leg¬ 
islation  which  can  be  cut  without  im¬ 
pairment  of  any  essential  function. 

If  we  are  not  willing  to  give  up  non- 
essentials  while  Americans  are  being 
shot,  we  are  not  worthy  of  our  position 
of  world  leadership. 

Recent  developments  indicate  that 
Russia  is  waging  a  war  of  economic  attri¬ 
tion  to  destroy  the  solvency  of  the  United 
States,  which  means  the  destruction  of 
our  private-enterprise  system  and  the 
loss  of  our  freedoms.  First,  we  had  the 
airlift  incident  in  Berlin,  which  cost 
hundreds  of  millions.  We  now  have  the 
Korean  incident,  which  will  probably  cost 
billions,  with  the  loss  of  many  Amer¬ 
ican  lives,  and,  if  the  50,000  troops  in 
North  Korea  are  conquered — as,  of 
course,  I  feel  they  will  be,  in  time — this 
will  lead  to  a  long-time  occupation  of 
Korea,  which  will  add  still  further  to  the 
cost.  It  is  likely  and  probable  that  other 
such  incidents  will  break  out  elsewhere 
on  the  globe  in  which  our  Nation  will 
be  involved. 

These  vast  expenditures  come  at  a 
time  when  the  President  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  have  deliberately  neglected  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  balance  the  budget,  which 
can  be  done  by  economy  and  retrench¬ 
ment  in  domestic  spending.  I  repeat: 
In  fiscal  1948  domestic  spending,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  veterans,  national  defense, 
foreign  aid,  and  interest  on  the  national 
debt,  was  $6,900,000,000.  The  President 
recommends  in  his  budget  for  the  pend¬ 
ing  fiscal  year  an  expenditure  for  the 
same  domestic  purposes  of  $12,200,000,- 
000,  an  increase  of  nearly  100  percent. 

We  must  face  the  situation  squarely. 
We  must  retrench  at  home  or  run  the 
risk  of  weakening  day  by  day  our  fiscal 
economy  by  adding  to  a  public  debt 
which  is  now  more  than  a  quarter  of  a 
trillion  dollars. 

If  a  v/ar  incident  such  as  is  now  oc¬ 
curring  in  Korea  should  develop  into  a 
world  conflict,  we  would  incur  a  public 
indebtedness  which  would  be  so  colossal 
and  overwhelming  that  it  would  be  im¬ 
possible  for  us  to  maintain  our  free-en¬ 
terprise  system,  which  has  been  the  foun¬ 
dation  on  which  the  progress  and  success 
of  America  has  been  built. 

I  emphasize  again  that  every  single 
dollar  should  be  saved  in  all  expenditures 
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not  affecting  our  national  defense  and 
our  security,  because  no  one  can  foretell, 
in  these  difficult  days,  what  demands 
may  be  made  upon  us  in  the  days  and 
years  to  come. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  DONNELL  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  did 
the  Chair  recognize  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognized  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  for  a  question,  or  for  an  inser¬ 
tion  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  obtain  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 
I  appreciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  Senate  committee’s  amend¬ 
ment  which  is  now  the  pending  question 
before  the  Senate.  This  appropriates 
initially  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  to  start 
a  new  and  additional  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  We  have  heard  this  morning  that  if 
the  original  plans  are  to  go  through,  the 
ultimate  cost  of  this  new  building  will 
be  approximately  $21,000,000,  and  if 
abridged  and  simplified  plans  are  put 
into  effect,  that  the  cost  will  be  $16,000,- 
000.  I  want  to  say  I  think  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender]  is  completely  correct  in 
objecting  to  this  building,  particularly  at 
this  time.  The  senior  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  has  just  reminded  us  that  the  defi¬ 
cit  for  the  fiscal  year  which  we  have  just 
passed,  ending  the  first  of  July,  was 
$3,100,000,000.  The  deficit  for  the  com¬ 
ing  year,  even  according  to  the  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  presented  to  us,  and  without 
allowance  for  further  war  emergency 
expenses,  may  run  to  $4,000,000,000  or 
$5,000,000,000.  If  we  should  become  in¬ 
volved  in  large  military  expenses  in 
Korea,  in  Asia,  and  in  other  portions  of 
the  world,  the  deficit  will  be  much,  much 
more  than  $4,000,000,000  or  $5,000,000,- 
000.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
that  we  should  think  very  carefully  be¬ 
fore  we  commit  ourselves  to  appropriat¬ 
ing  $10,000,000  for  an  office  building  this 
year,  knowing  that  it  will  require  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  additional  sums  of  from 
$6,000,000  to  $11,000,000  in  future  years, 
and  knowing  also  that,  as  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Louisiana  has  pointed  out,  the 
costs  of  maintenance,  exclusive  of  inter¬ 
est  upon  the  building  itself,  will  run  be¬ 
tween  $500,000  and  $600,000  a  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
make  this  expenditure.  I  want  to  say 
that  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  a  good 
many  Senators  find  themselves  in  crowd¬ 
ed  quarters.  I  happen  to  represent  the 
fourth  State  in  the  Union  from  the 
standpoint  of  population.  My  mail  is 
probably  among  the  first  12,  measured  in 
volume,  received.  I  am  not  as  crowded 
and  I  do  not  have  as  large  a  volume  of 
mail  as  the  two  Senators  from  New  York, 
and  probably  not  as  large  a  volume  of 
mail  as  the  two  Senators  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  But  my  mail  runs  well  over  a 
thousand  letters  a  day,  and  we  have  a 
large  volume  of  work  to  do. 


Naturally,  as  a  junior  Senator,  I  am 
not  entitled  to  very  much  office  space.  I 
am  not  entitled  to  the  four-room  suite  of 
offices  to  which  senior  Senators  are  en¬ 
titled.  I  was  given  a  three-room  suite, 
and  I  make  no  complaint  about  that 
whatever.  I  want  to  say  that  through  the 
kindness  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mr.  Hayden!  I  was  given  an  addi¬ 
tional  room  in  the  basement,  to  help  han¬ 
dle  some  of  my  mass  mail.  But,  never¬ 
theless,  even  with  four  rooms,  I  suppose 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  Sen¬ 
ators  from  New  York,  I  am  about  as 
crowded  as  any  Senator  in  this  body. 
Naturally,  we  could  use  a  little  more 
space.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
$20,000,000  to  accommodate  me  and  to 
accommodate  other  Senators  who  may 
be  in  the  same  position. 

I  intend  to  make  no  comments  upon 
the  allocation  of  such  space  as  we  have  as 
between  Senators,  because  that  would 
be  unseemly  and  unbecoming  in  a  rela¬ 
tively  junior  Member.  I  would  merely 
remark,  however,  that  some  Senators, 
because  of  their  seniority,  acquire  the 
chairmanships  of  committees,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  that  they  have  a  four-room 
suite,  receive  additional  office  space.  I 
would  suggest  that  a  reallocation  of 
existing  office  space  would  receive  such 
needs  for  added  rooms  as  may  exist. 

I  want  to  say  that  I  am  not  urging  such 
reallocation;  I  am  not  asking  for  it.  I 
am  quite  content  to  exist  with  the  office 
space  I  have.  I  am  far  more  content  to 
remain  in  the  small  suite  of  offices  I 
have  than  to  agree  to  a  bill  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  spending  $20,000,000  of  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  for  a  new  office  building. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  have  got  into 
the  habit,  within  the  past  20  years,  of 
building  elaborate  quarters  "here.  The 
early  buildings  in  Washington,  to  which 
we  still  point  with  pride,  were  simple  in 
nature,  but  they  have  been  relatively 
adequate.  The  very  able  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  invoked  the  name  of  Thom¬ 
as  Jefferson.  He  was  quite  right. 
Thomas  Jefferson  was  a  great  architect 
and  a  great  landscape  gardener,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  all  his  other  qualities.  If  we 
visit  Monticello,  the  University  of  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  Capitol  building  in  Rich¬ 
mond,  it  will  be  found  that  Jefferson  got 
his  results  through  a  minimum  of  ex¬ 
pense,  and  yet  achieved  dignity  and  sim¬ 
plicity. 

The  White  House  to  which  visitors  go 
when  they  come  to  Washington,  is  an 
example  of  dignified  simplicity.  The 
Capitol  is  not  excessively  elaborate.  The 
Plouse  and  Senate  Office  Buildings  are 
simple  and  dignified.  But,  beginning  in 
approximately  1930,  we  moved  into  the 
Imperial  Roman  period  of  architecture 
wtih  the  erection  of  the  Commerce 
Building.  I  went  into  the  Commerce 
Building  in  the  early  1930’s.  I  was  struck 
by  the  big  offices  and  the  elaborate  space 
provided  for  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
and  for  the  Under  Secretaries  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

As  other  department  buildings  were 
erected  on  Constitution  Avenue,  every 
secretary,  every  assistant  secretary,  and 
every  bureau  chief  demanded  that  his 
office  should  be  as  large  as  or  larger  than 
the  comparable  offices  in  the  Depart¬ 


ment  of  Commerce,  until  finally,  I  am 
told,  some  secretaries  would  send  men 
around  with  measuring  tape  to  find  out 
what  was  the  actual  size  of  the  offices 
of  other  Cabinet  officials  and  insist  that 
in  their  new  building  they  must  have 
more  square  feet  or  more  cubic  feet  of 
space. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  have  now 
reached  the  point  where  the  average 
American  citizen  feels  very  much  em¬ 
barrassed  in  going  into  the  average  gov¬ 
ernmental  building,  particularly  the  de¬ 
partmental  buildings.  He  feels  over¬ 
awed  by  the  architecture;  he  feels  he  is 
insignificant  and  that  the  people  who 
dwell  in  these  magnificent  buildings  and 
who  have  such  large  offices  must  be  above 
and  beyond  him.  In  a  democracy,  Mr. 
President,  every  citizen  should  be  able 
to  go  into  a  public  building  and  not  feel 
ashamed  of  himself  and  not  feel  insig¬ 
nificant.  He  should  feel  that  he  is  on 
an  equality  with  the  persons  who  dwell 
therein.  That  is  the  characteristic  of 
Monticello.  The  humblest  and  poorest 
American  citizen  can  go  to  the  hilltop 
of  Monticello,  look  at  the  building,  and 
feel  that  he  is  a  part  of  it.  He  is  not 
overawed  by  it.  He  can  walk  down  the 
campus  cf  the  University  of  Virginia, 
down  those  declining  terraces,  see  those 
brick  buildings  with  colonnade  pillars 
in  front,  and  he  can  feel  that  this  noble 
architectural  work  of  beauty  belongs  to 
him  and  that  he  is  a  part  of  it.  He  is 
not  overawed  by  it.  But  let  the  average 
American  citizen  go  into  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  Department  of  Labor, 
the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  or  the  Post  Office 
Department,  and  see  the  secretaries 
dwelling  in  marble  halls,  in  offices  so 
large  that  it  is  almost  necessary  to  put 
on  roller  skates  to  go  from  one  end  to 
the  other,  with  the  carpet  so  thick  and 
soft  that  snowshoes  are  needed  in  order 
to  prevent  falling  through,  and  the  aver¬ 
age  American  citizen  does  feel  overawed. 
We  have  given  up  democratic  simplicity 
in  most  of  our  executive  buildings  and 
are  going  in  for  almost  oriental  mag¬ 
nificence. 

This  infection  is  spreading  to  Capitol 
Hill,  Mr.  President,  because  we  look 
down  Constitution  Avenue  and  see  the 
secretaries  and  assistant  secretaries  and 
bureau  chiefs,  who  come  before  us  for 
appropriations  and  for  confirmation  of 
their  nomination — we  see  them  driving 
up  in  automobiles  as  big  as  trucks,  and 
we  say  to  ourselves,  “Are  we  not  as  im¬ 
portant  to  the  United  States  as  are  these 
men,  and  should  we  not  have  as  elabo¬ 
rate  buildings  as  they  occupy?  Build  us 
more  stately  mansions,  oh  my  soul;  put 
up  another  office  building  so  that  we,  too, 
may  have  large  offices,  so  that  people 
may  walk  before  us  in  that  air  of  hushed 
reverence  with  which  people  greet  the 
functionaries  downtown.” 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  a  false 
sense  of  values.  We  do  not  obtain  dig¬ 
nity  by  the  size  of  our  offices,  by  the 
size  of  our  buildings,  or  by  the  elaborate¬ 
ness  of  our  quarters.  We  obtain  dignity 
by  our  behavior  as  Senators,  and  not 
by  the  external  accouterments  of  power 
with  which  we  may  surround  ourselves. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  very  much, 
therefore,  that  we  will  not  put  up  any 
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additional  office  building.  I  hope  that 
we  shall  stay  where  we  are.  I  hope  we 
can  get  greater  simplicity  in  our  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  judicial  buildings  and 
keep  our  own  simplicity.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  say  in  the  presence  of  the 
good  and  genial  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration  that 
I  am  walling  to  stay  in  the  suite  which 
has  been  assigned  to  me.  I  would  rather 
be  a  doorkeeper  in  the  House  of  the  Lord 
and  live  within  our  budget  than  to  dwell 
in  the  elaborate  palace  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico  is  urging  upon  us 
and  require  the  Nation  to  write  a  prom¬ 
issory  note  for  our  quarters. 

CAMPAIGN  OF  TRUTH 

Mr.  EENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
rising  to  address  the  Senate  today  to  sug¬ 
gest  certain  concrete  and  urgent  propos¬ 
als  bearing  directly  and  immediately 
upon  the  hot  war  now  raging  in  Korea 
and  the  cold  war  in  progress  all  around 
the  iron  curtain. 

For  3  days  last  week,  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  conducted  an  extraordinary  set 
of  hearings  on  Senate  Resolution  243. 
These  were  planned  to  help  crystalize  the 
national  and  congressional  policy  in  be¬ 
half  of  a  great  new  Campaign  of  Truth. 
It  was  not  especially  noteworthy  that 
many  of  us  in  the  Senate  who  joined  in 
sponsorship  of  this  resolution  gave  testi¬ 
mony  in  its  support.  It  was  not  unex¬ 
pected  that  those  officials  of  the  State 
Department  engaged  in  the  limited  pro¬ 
gram  now  in  progress  should  have  testi¬ 
fied  for  its  expansion.  What  was  note¬ 
worthy  and  tremendously  important  for 
the  future  of  the  world  is  that  great  and 
universally  respected  figures  in  our  own 
twentieth  century  history  of  interna¬ 
tional  relations  gave  unanimous  utter¬ 
ance  to  the  supreme  importance  of  ideas 
and  ideals  in  the  present  world  conflict. 

Their  testimony,  Mr.  President,  gives 
new  hope  for  world  understanding  and 
peace,  if  we  will  but  heed  it  and  proceed 
boldly. 

International  relations  since  the  dawn 
of  history  have  manifested  themselves 
under  what  I  regarded  as  four  major 
categories. 

First,  “force,”  the  armed  might  by 
which  one  people  puts  its  will  down  the 
throat  of  another  people,  as  we  are  now 
witnessing  in  Korea. 

Second  in  point  of  development  was 
“Diplomacy”  or  “Deals,”  the  process  of 
winning  advantages  or  victories  by  nego¬ 
tiations,  threats,  or  trades,  rather  than 
by  force  of  arms. 

The  third  major  category  in  interna¬ 
tional  development  has  been  “Goods,” 
the  process  of  trade,  and,  in  many  cases, 
the  calculated  use  of  economic  power  to 
win  advantages  or  victories  in  the  inter¬ 
national  arena.  Such  are  the  victories 
under  the  Marshall  plan  won  by  Paul 
I-Icffman  and  the  EGA. 

The  fourth  great  category  in  the  field 
of  international  relations  is  “Words”  or 
“Ideas,”  the  projection  of  information  or 
propaganda  by  one  nation  to  win  the 
minds  and  loyalties  of  men  in  others. 
In  this  fourth  category,  Mr.  President, 
the  record  of  international  relations  since 
1S45,  is  replete  with  examples  of  startling 


victories  won  by  the  masters  of  the 
Kremlin.  Many  persons  will  attest  that 
even  China,  which  fell  to  the  hammer 
and  sickle  without  a  single  Red  Army 
corps,  was  a  victory  of  Soviet  propa¬ 
ganda. 

In  this  vital  fourth  area,  the  Soviet 
Union  has  pressed  forward  to  victory 
after  victory,  literally  by  default.  Now 
at  long  last,  now  that  we’ve  had  these 
hearings,  the  fight  which  some  of  us 
have  been  waging  since  1945  may  come 
to  fruition.  At  last  we  seem  to  be  mov¬ 
ing  to  put  our  backs  into  this  world-wide 
struggle  for  the  minds  and  loyalties  of 
men,  by  projecting  to  all  men  the  great 
ideals  and  ideas  of  freedom  which  have 
rung  down  to  us  in  the  United  States 
through  the  generations. 

I  shall  not  stop  to  recount  the  testi¬ 
mony,  briefly  reported  in  the  press  of 
recent  date,  by  General  Eisenhower, 
General  Marshall,  General  Bedell  Smith, 
Bernard  Baruch,  Secretary  Acheson,  and 
the  great  pioneer  in  the  field  of  broad¬ 
casting,  Brigadier  General  Sarnoff.  Each 
of  them  has  won  renown  in  international 
relations  through  one  of  the  first  three 
categories  I  have  cited.  Yet  each  of 
them  attested  to  category  number  four, 
to  the  urgency  of  the  need  to  propagate 
our  democratic  creed  as  an  instrument  of 
supreme  national  policy,  and  to  propa¬ 
gate  it  at  once  and  on  a  vast  scale  be¬ 
cause  already  it  is  late  and  there  is  no 
time  to  lose. 

Today  I  shall  only  stress  to  the  Senate 
the  statement  of  Ambassador  John  Fos¬ 
ter  Dulles,  who  has  just  returned  from 
Korea  and  Japan.  I  shall  read  a  direct 
quotation  from  the  statement  Ambassa¬ 
dor  Dulles  made  at  a  committee  hearing. 
He  said: 

I  believe  that  the  question  of  whether  we 
have  a  general  war  or  not  may  depend,  may 
hinge,  very  largely  upon  the  relative  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  Communist  propaganda  and  the 
free  world  propaganda  *  *  *  I  believe 

that  the  effectiveness  of  the  so-called  propa¬ 
ganda  information  *  *  *  to  nail  down 

the  fact  that  the  threats  of  violence  come 
from  the  Communist  world  and  that  we  are 
the  freedom-loving,  peace-loving  people,  up¬ 
on  the  effectiveness  of  that  may  hang  the 
question  of  war  or  peace  within  the  next  few 
months. 

World  opinion.  Ambassador  Dulles 
said,  is  as  vitally  important  to  us  as  it  is 
to  the  Russians.  The  difference  I  wish 
to  point  out,  is  that  the  Russians  know 
it  is  important,  and  communism  has  al¬ 
ways  known  it. 

As  I  have  stated  before  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  the  heroes  of  the  Communist 
revolution  are  the  propagandists.  It  is 
Lenin,  the  great  propagandist,  who  is 
enshrined  in  the  tomb  in  Red  Square. 

The  Kremlin  was  well  prepared  and 
was  in  high  gear  on  that  fateful  Sun¬ 
day,  June  25,  with  its  story  that  the 
North  Korean  aggression  was  merely  a 
defensive  reaction  against  a  South  Ko¬ 
rean  attack  started  with  American  sup¬ 
port.  Ambassador  Dulles  predicted 
that,  if  the  Kremlin  can  put  across  that 
false  and  fantastic  story,  or  even  sow 
confusion  with  it,  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  would  be 
emboldened  to  launch  new  aggressions 
in  other  areas.  If  the  Soviets  can  con¬ 
vince  people  they  are  peace-loving  while 
they  attack,  and  they  shoot  and  they 


bomb,  why  should  they  hold  back  in 
Iran,  in  Greece,  in  Indochina,  or  even 
in  France  or  Italy?  The  United  States 
is  vulnerable,-  unfortunately,  and  tragic¬ 
ally  vulnerable  on  a  dozen  exposed 
fronts. 

Mr.  President,  here  in  Korea  we  face 
the  test  of  the  big  lie.  Does  anyone 
doubt  that  the  Communist  propaganda 
machine  will  put  every  ounce  of  energy 
and  ingenuity  it  has  behind  the  big  lie? 
Does  anyone  doubt  that  this  big  Russian 
lie  is  believed  behind  the  iron  curtain? 
Does  anyone  doubt  that  it  will  create 
uncertainty  and  hesitancy  in  many  crit¬ 
ical  areas  of  the  world? 

I  testified  last  week  before  Senator 
Thomas’  committee  on  the  day  the  New 
York  Times  ran  an  editorial  commenting 
on  how  fantastic  the  Gromyko  state¬ 
ment  sounded.  Yes,  it  sounded  fantas¬ 
tic  to  us  in  the  United  States.  The 
terrifying  fact  is  that  it  does  not  sound 
fantastic  to  the  Russian  people,  or  to 
the  North  Koreans.  The  terrifying  fact 
is  that  Gromyko,  the  propagandist, 
knows  what  he  is  doing. 

A  truly  effective  international  infor¬ 
mation  program  on  our  part  could  help 
prevent  such  big  lies  from  taking  hold. 
What  other  defense  have  we — without 
this  one  also?  We  must  seize  this  de¬ 
fense  and  use  it  at  once. 

If  Ambassador  Dulles  is  right — and 
indeed  if  there  is  a  one  in  five  chance 
that  he  is  right — what  is  called  for  now 
is  an  extraordinary  and  immediate  ef¬ 
fort  against  this  single  lie,  and  con¬ 
ducted  with  all  the  urgency  of  wartime. 
We  must  project  to  hundreds  of  millions 
of  people  the  findings  of  the  United  Na- 
tions-Korean  Commission.  We  must 
dramatize  the  resolution  of  the  Security 
Council.  We  must  spread  by  every  pos¬ 
sible  means  the  facts  about  the  contribu¬ 
tions  which  many  nations  are  making  to 
the  joint  campaign  in  Korea,  and  the 
fact  that  this  Korean  war  is  so  clear,  so 
demonstrable,  and  so  naked  an  act  of  ag¬ 
gression  as  to  warrant,  for  the  first  time,  , 
the  use  of  the  United  Nations  flag  by  the 
defending  forces. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  in  this 
crisis  the  existing  facilities  and  person¬ 
nel  of  the  State  Department  Informa¬ 
tion  Services  should  be  utilized  to  the 
utmost.  They  should  be  integrated  with 
the  Department  of  Defense,  and  with 
General  MacArthur’s  forces  in  the  field. 
They  should  be  more  energetically  tied 
in  with  the  program  and  facilities  of 
other  individual  members  of  the  United 
Nations.  Assistant  Secretary  Barrett, 
who  is  bringing  such  leadership  to  the 
Department,  ably  testified  on  Friday  to 
the  steps  which  have  been  taken  and 
the  emphasis  which  is  now  being  placed 
in  the  Department  upon  this  vital  area 
of  international  affairs.  It  goes  with¬ 
out  saying  that  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Bar¬ 
rett  and  his  able  associates  must  be 
pressed  and  supported  with  the  utmost 
vigor  and  dispatch.  Further,  all  other 
Government  facilities — those  of  the 
armed  forces,  for  example — should  be 
reviewed  at  once  for  immediate  potential 
use  in  this  crucial  area. 

However,  Mr.  President,  there  are 
other  avenues  which  should  also  be  im¬ 
mediately  explored.  I  now  suggest  six 
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additional  areas  to  be  exploited,  as  illus¬ 
trative  of  those  which  in  my  judgment 
should  be  under  consideration  by  the 
administration,  the  Congress,  and  the 
appropriate  agencies  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions.  I  cite  these  six  merely  to  stimu¬ 
late  other  such  ideas  in  this  new  and 
vital  field  and  to  show  the  possibilities 
for  quick  and  bold  action.  These  six 
illustrations  show  that  we  can  develop 
opportunities  and  we  do  have  possibili¬ 
ties  at  hand  if  we  are  bold  and  if  we  are 
willing  to  act. 

First,  I  feel  our  Government  should 
immediately  approach  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  with  an  offer  to  assist  and  help 
finance  the  United  Nations  Division  of 
Public  Information  in  a  great  world¬ 
wide  campaign  on  the  issues  involved  in 
Korea.  The  impact  of  a  United  Na¬ 
tions  campaign  in  many  areas  of  the 
world  and  among  many  people  would 
be  much  more  effective  than  anything 
we  in  the  United  States  could  do  our¬ 
selves  unilaterally.  Would  the  United 
Nations  be  prepared,  for  example,  to 
utilize  the  clever  scheme  of  the  Soviet 
Union  involving  the  signing  of  peace 
petitions  throughout  the  world? 

Would  the  United  Nations  foster  such 
petitions  in  appropriate  areas,  so  that 
the  millions  who  genuinely  crave  peace 
will  identify  peace  with  the  United  Na¬ 
tions?  People  everywhere  can  sign  UN 
petitions  in  good  faith.  Through  them 
they  can  learn  that  the  United  Nations 
stood  fast  on  the  Korean  issue,  and  is 
working  in  the  interests  of  people  every¬ 
where  for  peace. 

The  United  Nations  could  call  upon  the 
best  talents  of  this  and  of  other  nations. 
General  Eisenhower  said  last  week  he 
believed  many  of  the  nation’s  leaders  in 
the  field  of  communications  would  wel¬ 
come,  would  indeed  jump  at,  the  chance 
to  serve  their  country  in  this  field.  I 
agree  with  General  Eisenhower  that  this 
is  a  time  to  summon  an  ad  hoc  group  of 
communications  leaders  and  ask  them 
to  devote  themselves  for  the  crucial 
months  ahead  of  us  to  this  problem  Am¬ 
bassador  Dulles  has  posed  so  cogently. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Califor¬ 
nia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  been  lis¬ 
tening  to  the  Senator’s  remarks  with  con¬ 
siderable  interest,  and  I  certainly  agree 
that  there  is  a  wide  field  for  getting  over 
the  facts  in  the  case,  not  only  to  the 
United  Nations  members,  but  particu¬ 
larly  behind  the  iron  curtain.  I  am 
fully  conversant  with  the  fact  that  the 
able  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  been 
interested  in  the  establishment  of  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  international  law  and  order  so 
that  the  peace  of  the  world  could  be 
preserved,  and  for  that  reason  this  coun¬ 
try  went  into  the  United  Nations. 

I  wonder  if  in  his  remarks  the  Sena¬ 
tor  is  going  to  discuss  today  what  he  feels 
the  obligations  of  each  of  the  members 
of  the  United  Nations  is  toward  a  system 
of  collective  security,  and  whether  he 
feels  that  that  obligation  is  properly  dis¬ 


charged  merely  by  voting  for  a  resolu¬ 
tion  in  the  Security  Council,  or  in  sup¬ 
port  of  action  which  has  been  taken  by 
the  Security  Council. 

I  should  also  like  to  know  if  the  able 
Senator  from  Connecticut  would  indicate 
whether  or  not  he  feels  that  each  and 
every  member  of  the  United  Nations,  re¬ 
gardless  of  how  small  its  contribution 
might  be,  does  not  have  some  obligation 
to  join  with  the  United  States  in  sending, 
or  at  least  in  offering  to  send,  some 
ground  combat  troops  to  help  preserve 
the  system  of  collective  security  which 
we  have,  and  whether  or  not  he  feels 
that  they  have  discharged  their  obliga¬ 
tions  merely  by  sitting  on  the  sidelines 
and  applauding  decisions  which  have 
been  made,  and  the  action  which  this 
Government  and  a  relatively  few  addi¬ 
tional  governments  have  taken. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
not  planned  to  discuss  the  subject  today 
brought  up  by  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia,  but  I  should  like  to  comment 
briefly  on  the  important  contribution  he 
has  made. 

I  agree  that  I  would  like  to  see  each 
nation  urged  to  make  its  contribution. 
This  should  be  made,  however,  to  the 
United  Nations  Information  Division, 
through  ideas,  money,  and  local  facili¬ 
ties  within  each  country,  as  well  as  con¬ 
tributions  in  troops  at  the  scene  of  the 
battle. 

I  will  say  further  that  the  contribution 
of  certain  troops  from  Asia  to  the  Korean 
front  could  be  very  helpful  indeed  on  the 
psychological  side,  entirely  apart  from 
the  military  contribution  which  might  be 
made  by  troops,  let  us  say,  from  Pakistan 
or  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  May  I  finish  my  an¬ 
swer  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  have  one  further 
thought  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
California.  Troops  in  Korea  from  the 
Philippines  or  Pakistan  would  help  to 
dramatize  to  the  Korean  people  the  fact 
that  this  is  in  no  way  a  Whiteman’s  im¬ 
perialist  war,  with  our  soldiers  in  Korea 
in  advance  of  our  businessmen  for  the 
purpose  of  exploitation,  which,  unfortu¬ 
nately,  was  too  much  the  history  of  Asia 
during  previous  centuries,  as  the  Senator 
well  knows. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
realize  how  the  distinguished  Senator 
feels  about  what  might  be  called  propa¬ 
ganda  for  information,  but  I  am  won¬ 
dering  whether  at  a  time  like  the  present, 
when  we  have  the  police  force  of  the 
United  Nations  in  Korea,  actions  really 
would  not  speak  louder  than  any  printed 
words  that  we  might  publish  and  try 
to  circulate  in  Korea  or  in  China,  or  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.  Would  it  not 
be  better  for  each  and  every  one  of  the 
members  of  the  United  Nations  to  take 
upon  itself  full  responsibility  to  carry  out 
the  mandate  of  cease  fire  and  return 
north  of  the  thirty-eighth  parallel?  If 
each  and  every  member  of  the  United 
Nations  which  desires  to  be  on  the  side 


of  the  resolution  would  send  troops,  even 
if  it  were  only  a  battalion  or  a  token 
force,  that  would  speak  much  louder  than 
any  printed  word  by  those  nations  or 
the  United  Nations,  because  it  would  be 
deeds  by  the  United  Nations,  which 
would  convince  the  world  that  the  United 
Nations  was  the  power  moving  to  stop 
aggression,  and  if  aggression  broke  out 
anywhere  else  in  the  world,  all  the  mem¬ 
ber  nations  would  fight  on  the  side  of 
the  United  Nations? 

I  realize  that  there  are  some  in  Amer¬ 
ica  who  believe  that  only  Americans  can 
fight,  that  only  Americans  are  the  sol¬ 
diers  who  can  win  freedom,  but  we  find 
opposed  to  Americans  those  who  do  not 
believe  in  the  ideals  of  America. 

I  think  we  should  be  willing,  that  we 
should  be  ready,  that  we  should  be  able, 
to  take  the  people  of  all  these  nations 
into  this  battle,  so  that  we  could  con¬ 
vince  the  world  that  this  was  not  a  Eu¬ 
ropean  or  American  battle,  but  that  it 
was  a  world  battle.  Will  the  Senator 
comment  on  that? 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  wholly 
agree  with  the  objectives  sought  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan, 
but  I  should  like  to  add  a  footnote.  I 
agree  that  for  the  American  people  words 
can  never  be  a  substitute  for  deeds,  and 
that  our  deeds  must  fit  our  words,  and 
our  words  must  fit  our  deeds.  This  is  in 
line  with  the  temperament  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  Nothing  else  is  possible  for 
us  as  an  instrument  of  policy.  Un¬ 
happily,  however,  the  Soviet  Union  has 
mastered  the  technique  of  using  words 
as  a  substitute  for  deeds,  and  this  is  one 
reason  why  our  own  deeds  are  no  longer 
enough.  Our  deeds  must  be  supple¬ 
mented  by  an  explanation.  Otherwise, 
when  we  are  in  South  Korea  with  the 
deeds,  spending  half  a  billion  dollars  try¬ 
ing  to  help  the  South  Koreans  create  a 
successful  democracy,  while  we  are  there 
on  that  kind  of  a  peaceful  policy — the 
Koreans  and  all  Asiatics  are  told  by  the 
Soviet  Union  that  we  are  there  for  ex¬ 
ploitation,  and  millions'  believe  it,  in¬ 
cluding  the  fighting  North  Koreans. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  yield  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  a  great  believer  in 
the  philosophy  of  the  United  Nations 
idea,  but  who  from  the  United  Nations, 
outside  of  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
are  dying  in  Korea? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  apologize  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator;  I  missed  his  question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  ask,  what  other  na¬ 
tionals,  what  other  class  of  people, 
whether  British,  French,  or  any  other 
nationality,  are  dying  in  Korea,  outside 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  with 
Koreans  themselves? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  know  no  more  about 
this  than  what  I  read  in  the  papers,  and 
what  is  known  to  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico.  I  have  read  that 
Australians  and  New  Zealanders,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  are  prepared  to  participate,  and  I 
know  other  nations  are  considering  a 
similar  policy.  I  do  not  have  informa¬ 
tion  adequate  to  enable  me  to  answer 
fully  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  only  difficulty  I 
find  with  the  United  Nations  is  that  they 
want  us  to  join  and  do  this  and  that  and 
the  other,  but  they  are  not  willing  to  die, 
as  American  boys  are  dying  in  Korea. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I,  of  course,  have  read 
in  the  newspapers  that  the  British  have 
had  casualties ;  that  the  Australians  have 
had  casualties.  , 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  At  a  distance,  while 
shooting  from  sea,  but  they  are  not  on 
the  land.  The  French  have  said  they 
are  not  willing  to  go. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  do  not  have  informa¬ 
tion  adequate  to  do  justice  to  that  ques¬ 
tion,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  yield  to  my  colleague 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  should  like  to  com¬ 
ment  very  briefly  upon  the  remarks  made 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Fergxjson]  when  he  said  that  deeds 
and  not  words  were  the  things  that  would 
count  in  the  world  today.  Of  course, 
we  must  have  deeds.  The  Senator  and 
I  realize  that.  When  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  was  testifying  the  other  day  with 
respect  to  the  resolution  submitted  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Connecticut  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  will  remember  that 
he  said  it  was  necessary,  of  course,  to 
be  armed  and  it  was  necessary  that  our 
economy  remain  sound.  He  said  that 
and  that  alone,  however,  is  not  enough. 
He  said  that  above  all  we  had  to  have 
morale.  Of  course,  morale  is  just  an¬ 
other  word  expressing  what  people  be¬ 
lieve. 

Mr.  BENTON.  General  Eisenhower 
went  so  far  as  to  state  that  the  Marshall 
plan  was  aimed  wholly  at  morale,  and 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  recall  his 
statement. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  That  is  correct.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  Senator’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  Woodrow  Wilson,  in 
the  First  World  War,  did  more  to  break 
German  resistance  by  the  proclamation 
of  the  Fourteen  Points  than  perhaps 
many  divisions  of  troops. 

I  remember  so  vividly  reading  recently 
what  Tojo  said  in  September  of  1945, 
when  he  was  interviewed  and  asked  what 
had  had  the  greatest  effect  in  bringing 
about  Japanese  surrender.  I  think  I 
quote  him  correctly  when  I  say  he  re¬ 
plied  that  the  fire  raids  were  horrible, 
that  the  atomic  bursts  were  catastro¬ 
phic,  but  the  thing  which  divided  the 
imperial  Japanese  staff  from  the  Japa¬ 
nese  people  was  the  millions  of  leaflets 
which  were  dropped  to  the  Japanese 
telling  them  what  our  war  aims  were.  I 
think  that  is  worth  reiterating  at  this 
time.  It  was  the  enunciating  of  the 
principles  of  the  Atlantic  Charter  in  the 
last  World  War  that  had  such  great 
effect  in  strengthening  the  people  on  our 
side. 

We  have  always  had  the  genius  of 
having  a  moral  position  which  matched 
our  physical  power.  Today,  above  all 
times,  when  we  have  a  moral  position,  it 
is  essential  that  that  moral  position  be 
stated  to  the  world  in  no  mistakable 
terms,  because  if  it  is  so  stated  it  will 
result  in  that  morale  which  General 
Eisenhower  talked  about,  and  which  will 


make  the  host  of  freedom  invincible. 
That  is  as  I  see  the  situation. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  thank  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  from  Connecticut,  who 
was  one  of  the  early  Members  of  this 
body  to  see  this  issue,  when  we  were 
working  together  while  I  was  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  and  he  was  a  fresh¬ 
man  in  the  Senate,  as  I  am  today. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  me 
a  moment  further? 

Mr.  BENTON.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  In  April  of  1948  I 
wrote  :.n  article  for  Collier’s  magazine, 
which  I  called  Operation  Freedom, 
which  was  inserted  in  the  Record.  I 
should  like  to  insert  it  and  will  insert  it, 
with  the  Senator’s  permission,  in  the 
record  which  he  has  made  in  favor  of 
this  resolution.  I  reread  that  article  just 
recently.  In  it  I  pointed  out  that  it  was 
high  time  we  began  to  push  Operation 
Freedom  with  the  Marshall  plan  and 
all  the  other  things  we  have  done  since, 
the  Atlantic  Pact,  and  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  both,  and  above  all,  our  own  re¬ 
armament.  The  Senator  knows  I  have 
been  for  every  one  of  those  things.  I 
believe  we  have  not  been  as  vigilant  as 
we  should  have  been,  that  we  have  not 
been  industrious  enough  in  going  for¬ 
ward,  but  I  think  that  error  is  about  to 
be  corrected,  and,  I  hope,  in  time,  by 
the  implementation  of  the  Senator’s 
resolution. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  very  happy  to  have  the  article  referred 
to  by  my  colleague  inserted  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord.  I  too  have  had  the  glad  and  happy 
feeling,  when  rereading  an  old  magazine 
piece  of  mine,  still  to  find  it  good,  though 
written  years  before. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Like  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Knowland],  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]  and 
other  Senators,  I  too  lay  great  stress  on 
action.  Action  undoubtedly  does  in 
many  instances  speak  louder  than  words. 
Therefore,  as  Senators  know,  I  have  fa¬ 
vored  and  do  now  strongly  favor  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  our  military  strength 
and  that  of  our  allies  and  friends  in  every 
way  possible.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  or  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  any 
realization  yet  as  to  the  great  responsi¬ 
bility  and  the  great  burdens  with  which 
we  will  be  faced  during  the  coming 
months.  So  I  shall  favor  any  expendi¬ 
tures  that  may  be  necessary  for  the 
strengthening  of  our  arms  and  the 
strengthening  of  the  forces  of  our  allies 
and  friends  who,  like  ourselves,  are 
fighting  in  the  cause  of  democracy  and 
freedom. 

There  is  no  doubt,  however,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  Soviet  Union  and  her 
satellites  have  made  great  progress  in 
deluding  the  people  of  the  world,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  people  of  Asia.  They  have 
met  with  a  considerable  degree  of  suc¬ 
cess,  in  my  opinion,  in  making  people 
believe  that  we  are  the  aggressors;  that 
they  are  the  ones  who  stand  for  democ¬ 
racy,  freedom  and  security,  and  that  we 
seek  some  selfish  and  material  gain  in 


the  undertaking  on  which  we  are  em¬ 
barked  in  Korea  and  elsewhere.  In  my 
opinion  it  is  absolutely  essential  to  use 
every  means  to  combat  that  propaganda, 
and  to  make  the  people  of  Asia  and  of 
other  parts  of  the  world  realize  that  we 
have  no  ulterior  motive,  that  we  have 
no  selfish  motive,  that  we  are  not  aggres¬ 
sors,  that  we  are  fighting  for  the  cause 
of  the  freedom  of  all  liberty-loving 
people. 

I  can  say,  Mr.  President,  that  even 
if  we  can  in  a  military  way,  contain  all 
the  forces  directed  against  us  by  the 
Soviet  Union  and  her  satellites  which 
are  now  striving  to  destroy  democracy, 
we  still  would  require  a  plan  of  this 
kind  to  add  and  increase  the  good  will 
of  the  other  peoples  of  the  world  toward 
us.  We  still  must  prove  to  these  people 
by  our  words,  by  our  purposes,  and  by 
our  acts  that  we  have  no  ulterior  motive, 
that  we  seek  to  help  them,  that  we  seek 
to  preserve  their  liberties,  that  we  seek 
to  free  those  who  are  now  under  the  heel 
of  the  tyrants — the  leaders  of  the  totali¬ 
tarian  states.  So  I  strongly  support 
what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is 
doing.  I  am  proud  to  be  one  of  the 
cosponsors  of  his  resolution,  and  I  very 
much  hope  that  its  great  purpose  will  be 
recognized  and  approved  by  this  body. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  grateful  to  the  eminent  Senator 
from  New  York.  I  commend  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  his  brilliant  statement  made  at  the 
hearings  last  week. 

I  wish  to  comment  further  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  testimony  on  the  question 
of  deeds  and  words,  to  show  the  great 
gaps  which  exist  between  our  deeds  and 
our  words.  I  hope  the  Senate  is  mind¬ 
ful  of  the  fact  that  we  have  put  roughly 
$500,000,000  into  South  Korea.  Yet 
while  we  were  putting  half  a  billion  dol¬ 
lars  into  South  Korea  on  the  economic 
front,  we  appropriated  $1,400,000  last 
year  for  information  and  educational 
work.  This  $1,400,000  was  regarded  by 
the  State  Departmtnt  as  a  large  sum. 
I  am  told  it  was  the  largest  sum  the  State 
Department  had  for  any  counry. 

The  big  broadcasting  station  at  Pyong¬ 
yang,  the  capital  of  North  Korea,  has  a 
power  estimated  at  50,000  watts.  It 
blanketed  all  Korea  24  hours  a  day  with 
its  barrage  of  lying  Communist  propa¬ 
ganda.  On  the  other  hand,  the  little 
South  Korean  station — and  there  are  29,- 
000,000  people  in  South  Korea,  as 
against  8,000,000  in  North  Korea — could 
not  generate  more  than  three  or  four 
thousand  watts  of  power. 

The  North  Korean  station  boasted  all 
day  long  about  the  hundreds  of  North 
Koreans  who  were  being  sent  to  Moscow 
for  study  and  instruction,  at  the  rate  of 
200  a  day,  at  times.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  United  States,  spending  half  a  billion 
dollars,  had  funds  only  sufficient  to  send 
less  than  20  Korean  students  to  the 
United  States. 

The  North  Korean  radio  kept  describ¬ 
ing  the  hundreds  of  Communist  cultural 
centers  which  had  been  set  up  in  North 
Korea.  On  the  other  hand,  the  United 
States,  spending  half  a  billion  dollars  in 
economic  aid,  had  only  nine  little  infor¬ 
mation  centers — to  cover  20,090,000  per- 
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sons;  and  only  one  of  those  centers  had 
any  American  personnel. 

Scores  of  Communist  books  were  trans¬ 
lated  into  Korean.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  could  manage  to  translate  only  a  few 
of  our  books  into  Korean. 

Cur  motion  picture  equipment  in  Korea 
was  old  and  worn  out  and  insignificant. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  this  information 
from  a  cultural  relations  officer  who  re¬ 
turned  from  Seoul  only  2  weeks  ago. 

I  told  Senator  Thomas’  committee 
that  I  thought  it  was  a  fair  metaphor, 
in  congction  with  this  particular  area  of 
our  foreign  policy,  when  I  said  that  we 
would  never  think  of  matching  little 
Willie  Pep,  the  tiny  boxing  champion 
from  Hartford,  against  Joe  Louis,  in  the 
prize  ring.  Yet  that  is,  in  effect,  exactly 
the  way  we  have  been  conducting  our¬ 
selves  in  this  cold  war,  in  operations  in 
Korea.  Indeed,  I  enormously  compli¬ 
ment  ourselves  when  I  make  the  com¬ 
parison  to  Willie  Pep. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  First,  of  all,  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  adequate  coverage  by  the  Voice 
of  America,  or  otherwise,  I  think  is  of 
extreme  importance.  I  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Connecticut  has  accurately 
stated  the  situation  which  has  prevailed 
in  Korea  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  sit¬ 
uation  which  prevails  in  other  sections 
of  the  world. 

To  get  back  to  the  colloquy  had  a  lit¬ 
tle  earlier  in  the  day  between  both  the 
Senators  from  Connecticut  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan,  and  in  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  California  partici¬ 
pated,  let  me  say  that  I  was  hopeful  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  also  would 
express  his  viewpoint  on  that  matter. 
It  seems  to  me  that  all  of  us  have  sup¬ 
ported  the  United  Nations  and  all  of  us 
have  been  hopeful  that  in  that  organiza¬ 
tion  the  world  would  establish  a  system 
of  law  and  order  which  would  preserve 
the  peace  of  the  world  for  this  genera¬ 
tion  and  future  generations  of  Ameri¬ 
cans. 

However,  the  point  which  I  think  needs 
to  be  emphasized  here  in  the  Senate,  by 
Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  is 
that  up  until  yesterday,  at  least,  only 
one  nation,  aside  from  the  United  States, 
had  offered  to  send  ground  troops  into 
Korea  in  support  of  the  United  Nations 
resolution.  That  nation  was  the  Re¬ 
public  of  China.  It  is  true  that  the 
United  Kingdom  has  sent  some  ships, 
and  some  casualties  have  been  suffered 
on  those  ships.  It  is  true  that  Australia 
has  sent  some  ships  and  some  airplanes. 
It  is  true  that  Canada  has  sent  some 
ships,  that  the  Netherlands  has  sent 
part  of  its  navy,  and  that  New  Zealand 
has  offered  to  send  part  of  its  navy. 

However,  the  only  nation,  other  than 
the  United  States  of  America,  which 
until  yesterday,  so  far  as  I  know — and  I 
believe  the  statement  is  accurate — has 
offered  to  send  its  ground  troops  is  the 
Republic  of  China,  which  offered  to  send 
three  divisions  of  approximately  30,000 
men,  and  some  20  C-46  airplanes. 


My  only  point— and  I  think  it  needs 
to  be  emphasized — is  that  although  all 
of  us  recognize  the  fact  that  there  are 
only  a  few  great  nations  in  the  world,  yet 
it  seems  to  me  that  regardless  of  how 
small  any  nation  may  be,  even  if  it  offers 
to  send  but  a  single  battalion,  even  if— 
in  the  case  of  some  of  the  smallest  na¬ 
tions — it  offers  to  send  only  a  company 
or  a  regiment,  as  the  case  may  be,  if 
we  are  to  have  a  system  of  international 
law  and  order,  if  all  the  nations  are  to 
assume  their  obligations  in  connection 
with  the  preservation  of  peace  in  the 
world,  there  is  no  member  nation  of  the 
United  Nations — regardless  of  how  small 
or  how  large  it  may  be — which  does  not 
owe  a  duty  to  the  peace  of  the  world  to 
forthwith  offer  to  send  at  least  some 
ground  troops  in  order  to  help  preserve 
peace  under  the  United  Nations  resolu¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  believe  the  nations  dis¬ 
charge  their  responsibility  as  members 
Of  the  United  Nations  merely  by  voting 
for  a  resolution  or  by  sitting  on  the  side¬ 
lines  and  applauding  the  resolution 
which  has  been  passed  and  the  action 
which  has  been  taken  by  relatively  few 
of  the  member  nations.  There  is  no  rea¬ 
son  in  the  world  why  the  United  States 
and  half  a  dozen  other  nations  should 
assume  the  entire  burden  of  this  police 
action. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  of 
course,  there  are  many  gradations,  as  I 
am  sure  the  distinguished  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California  will  agree,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  discharge  of  responsi¬ 
bilities.  All  of  us  are  glad  that  the 
nations  voted  as  they  did  in  support  of 
the  United  Nations  resolution;  but  I 
wholly  concur  that  it  is  eminently  to  be 
desired  that  other  countries  join  us  and 
furnish,  within  their  means  and  re¬ 
sources,  troops  to  serve  alongside  our 
troops  in  Korea.  I  urge,  however,  that 
we  seek  their  participation  not  only  from 
the  point  of  view  of  military  assistance, 
but  also  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
very  important  and  symbolic  psychologi¬ 
cal  values  which  would  be  involved  in 
such  participation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  did  not 
mean  to  interrupt  his  very  able  address. 

However,  inasmuch  as  he  was  discuss¬ 
ing  the  psychological  aspects  of  the  sit¬ 
uation,  it  seemed  to  me  important  to  say 
that  if  there  were  that  type  of  contri¬ 
bution,  I  think  it  would  clearly  appear 
all  over  the  world  as  concrete  evidence 
that  men  of  all  the  free  nations  of  the 
world  were  willing,  if  necessary,  to  sac¬ 
rifice  their  lives  as  well  as  their  prop¬ 
erty  in  defense  of  the  maintenance  of  a 
free  world  of  freemen. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  agree  wholly  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  listed  the  first  of 
my  six  points.  I  have  five  other  points, 
which  I  should  like  to  present  very 
briefly,  to  serve  as  examples  of  the  kind 
of  thinking  which  I  believe  is  needed  in 
connection  with  our  foreign  policy. 

My  second  point  is  that  we  can  assume 
that  the  Voice  of  America  will  do  its  best 


July  11 

to  tell  this  story  straight — both  behind 
the  iron  curtain  and  in  front  of  it — and 
that  the  British  Broadcasting  Corp. 
is  doing  the  same.  However,  we  are 
now  facing  a  crucial  emergency  and  it 
calls  for  quick,  bold  action.  Unhappily, 
as  General  Sarnoff  pointed  out  at  the 
hearings,  our  radio  facilities  are  pitifully 
and  tragically  weak,  or  are  lacking  en¬ 
tirely  in  many  areas  of  the  world.  If 
the  United  Nations  or  the  United  States 
cannot  get  adequate  free  time  on  the  ex¬ 
isting  domestic  standard-band  radio 
stations  of  the  various  nations  to  sup¬ 
plement  these  facilities — and  this  will 
show  the  Senator  from  California  that  I 
want  the  cooperation  of  the  other  na¬ 
tions,  not  only  through  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  but  with  the  United  States  on  every 
front — then  I  want  to  have  the  money 
to  be  able  to  buy  radio  time  if  such  time 
can  be  purchased  and  will  give  us  the 
coverage  we  need.  I  feel  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  provide  this  money.  For 
example,  let  us  take  the  powerful  long¬ 
wave  radio  station  at  Luxemburg.  That 
station  alone  can  add  greatly  to  the 
strength  of  our  voice  in  Europe.  Along 
the  lines  suggested  by  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  I  submit  that  plenty  of  talent  is 
available  to  produce  highly  effective 
radio  programs. 

My  second  suggestion  is  a  stop  gap 
measure  only — a  way  to  get  more  broad¬ 
casting  quickly — while  we  proceed  with 
the  development  of  our  own  facilities. 

My  third  suggestion,  Mr.  President,  I 
picked  up  from  reading  the  newspapers 
covering  Mr.  Samuel  Goldwyn’s  return 
from  Europe.  Some  of  the  Senators  may 
have  noticed  that  he  called  upon  the 
United  States  to  spend  $1,000,000,000  to 
combat  Russian  lies.  Perhaps,  if  he  is 
asked  to  do  so,  Mr.  Goldwyn  will  under¬ 
take  to  produce  a  documentary  motion 
picture  presenting  the  true  facts  about 
the  North  Korean  aggression,  not  only 
to  be  shown  in  the  commercial  theaters 
all  over  the  world,  but  to  be  shown  to 
organized  groups  in  every  accessible 
country,  and  by  projection  trucks  to 
every  accessible  village  square  in  the 
world.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  I  used 
Mr.  Goldwyn’s  name  in  a  symbolic  sense ; 
I  use  it  because  he  is  thinking  about  the 
problem,  and  wants  something  done 
about  it.  My  point  is  that  in  this  su¬ 
preme  crisis,  we  should  immediately 
mobilize  the  creative  genius  of  our 
motion-picture  industry  to  the  construc¬ 
tive  use  in  this  international  crisis  of 
this  most  powerful  medium  of  communi¬ 
cation.  The  motion  picture  is,  to  all  of 
us  who  have  worked  closely  with  it, 
admittedly  and  by  far  the  greatest  po¬ 
tential  means  by  which  ideas  can  be 
quickly  and  forcibly  communicated.  Not 
only  do  we  need  the  one  picture  made 
by  Mr.  Goldwyn  or  by  anyone  else,  but 
in  this  area  we  need  a  new  motion  pic¬ 
ture  every  week,  and  with  a  real  system 
of  weekly  distribution. 

My  fourth  idea,  Mr.  President,  is  that 
there  should  be  an  enormous  increase  in 
the  use  of  leaflets  and  similar  printed 
matter  used  in  psychological  warfare 
and  which  proved  so  effective  during  the 
war,  as  has  been  described  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 
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These  psychological-warfare  tech¬ 
niques  used  by  ourselves  and  our  allies  in 
Japan  and  elsewhere  during  the  war  have 
been  used  against  us  in  Korea  by  the 
Communist  propagandists  and  have  been 
used  with  crushing  impact. 

Let  me  show  the  Senate  some  of  the 
examples  of  this  Communist  propaganda 
which  is  being  spread  everywhere  and 
with  telling  effect  in  South  Korea.  I  have 
here  on  the  floor  a  number  of  illustrative 
pamphlets,  booklets,  and  comic  strips 
used  by  the  Communists  and  made  avail¬ 
able  to  me  through  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  In  them  we  see  the  techniques 
which  we  ourselves  have  mastered  in  this 
country  in  our  comic  strips  and  in  our 
comic  books.  All  of  us  with  children 
know  the  impact  and  appeal  of  these 
comic  books.  Here  we  have  the  Commu¬ 
nists  using  this  combination  of  pictures 
and  words  that  can  be  understood  even 
by  people  who  cannot  read.  And  what 
do  we  have  on  the  cover  of  this  sample 
I  have  here  before  me?  Here  is  a  giant 
man  with  dollar  signs  for  his  belt  and  a 
greedy  look.  Fawning  on  him,  this  little 
knee-high  figure  down  at  the  bottom,  is 
Syngman  Rhee,  who,  again  and  again,  in 
these  pictures,  is  shown  as  the  tool  of 
self-seeking  American  capitalism. 

Here  in  this  picture  we  have  the 
American  soldiers  shooting  little  babies, 
and  so  forth. 

Here  are  some  cartoons.  Here  we  have 
the  virtuous  North  Koreans  holding  up 
a  banner  labeled  “Motherland — Unifica¬ 
tion — Complete  Independence,”  and  here 
we  have  portrayed  the  South  Korean 
stooges,  with  the  military  officer  behind, 
representing  Japan  or  the  United  States, 
forcing  these  reluctant  South  Koreans 
forward  to  shoot  at  the  innocent  North 
Koreans. 

Here  is  another.  This  shows  the  arm 
of  Uncle  Sam  behind  Syngman  Rhee, 
who  is  shown  stealing  the  crops  from 
under  the  feet  of  the  Korean  farmers. 
This  cartoon  is  entitled  “Farmers,  Don’t 
Be  Robbed  of  Even  One  Grain  Which 
You  Harvested  With  Your  Bloody 
Perspiration.” 

Here  is  the  moral.  At  the  very  time 
that  we  are  putting  a  half  billion  dollars 
into  South  Korea  for  economic  rehabili¬ 
tation,  we  are  being  portrayed  as  robbing 
the  farmers  of  South  Korea  for  our  own 
gain. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  also  brought  here 
a  batch  of  unusual  booklets  to  illustrate 
to  the  Senate  the  skill  with  which  the 
Communists  concentrate  their  evil  talent 
on  propaganda.  These  are  not  book¬ 
lets  to  be  read  by  any  South  Korean  or 
North  Korean.  No,  these  are  booklets  to 
be  read  by  U.  S.  S.  R.  propagandists  in 
North  and  South  Korea.  Here  are  hand¬ 
books  on  propaganda  which  the  Commu¬ 
nists  take  into  Korea,  with  which  to  train 
their  agents.  Here  is  one  labeled  “Prop¬ 
aganda  Material  for  the  Compulsory 
Education  of  Primary  School  Children.” 
As  we  know,  that  is  where  the  Commu¬ 
nists  start — with  the  children — pumping 
them  full  of  hate  for  the  United  States. 

Now,  of  course,  I  feel  that  we  should 
develop  in  simple,  easy-to-read  form  our 
own  printed  material,  and  should  dis¬ 
tribute  it  widely.  That  has  been  advo¬ 


cated  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  and  by  many  other  Senators 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  again  and 
again.  But  we  have  not  given  the  State 
Department  the  money  or  the  appro¬ 
priations  with  which  to  carry  through  on 
this  manifestly  needed  activity, 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Touching  the  last  point 
raised  by  the  Senator,  with  respect  to  the 
Voice  of  America,  I  first  want  to  com¬ 
mend  the  Senator  upon  what  he  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  do  here.  One  of  the  things 
which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  been 
primarily  interested  in  ever  since  the 
Voice  of  America  was  set  up,  was  this: 
It  seemed  to  me,  in  view  of  the  unusual 
amount  of  money  which  Russia  was 
spending  in  propagandizing  all  the 
satellite  nations,  as  well  as  other  nations 
throughout  Europe  and  Asia,  that  we 
ought  to  do  something  there  to  counter¬ 
act  that  offensive.  I  have  at  all  times 
struggled  for  appropriations  which 
would  meet  that  particular  situation. 
The  State  Department  has  been  denied 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  suf¬ 
ficient  funds  to  do  any  kind  of  job  what¬ 
ever.  I  do  hope  that  this  is  an  awaken¬ 
ing  to  the  value  of  the  Voice  of  America. 
Simply  because  there  were  a  few  little 
things  which  happened  with  respect  to 
the  Voice  of  America  that  were  not  quite 
in  keeping  with  what  certain  Members  of 
the  Senate  thought  was  right,  on  that 
basis  appropriations  were  denied  for  a 
mighty  worthy  cause,  and  we  are  today 
suffering  as  a  result  of  it. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  thank  the  majority 
leader  for  that  comment.  Of  course,  I 
well  remember,  in  the  Seventy-ninth  and 
Eightieth  Congresses,  the  leadership 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Illinois  took  in  this  field,  when  it  was  so 
little  understood  and  when  it  met  with  so 
much  resistance — how,  again  and  again, 
he  took  the  floor  here  in  the  Senate  and, 
but  for  his  efforts,  I  have  no  means  of 
knowing  that  our  program  would  have 
survived  as  it  has  to  this  day. 

I  have  two  further  quick  examples, 
Mr.  President,  to  complete  my  six  points 
and  to  illustrate  the  kinds  of  things  we 
can  do  at  once  if  we,  here  in  Congress, 
agree  on  the  urgency  which  faces  us  with 
respect  to  this  program. 

My  fifth  point :  I  feel  there  should  be  a 
tremendous  and  immediate  expansion  of 
exchange  of  leaders  in  many  fields  of 
life  in  the  United  Nations  countries  and 
those  in  the  critical  areas,  particularly  in 
southeast  Asia.  My  own  background  in 
this  kind  of  activity,  Mr.  President,  dates 
to  my  association  with  Mr.  Nelson 
Rockefeller,  who  came  to  Washington  2 
years  before  our  entry  into  World  War 
II,  and  who  pioneered  in  this  field  in  re¬ 
lation  to  Latin  America.  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  evidence  that  Mr.  Rocke¬ 
feller’s  program  was  enormously  effec¬ 
tive  in  Latin  America.  We  need  a  re¬ 
vival  of  that  program  on  a  vast  scale, 
on  a  world  scale,  today. 

We  have  an  excellent  illustration  of 
exchange  of  personnel  in  the  EGA  tech¬ 
nical-assistance  program.  But  there 


were  only  350  or  400  people — some  small 
number  of  that  kind — who  were  brought 
into  this  country  last  year  on  the  ECA 
technical-assistance  program.  The  ECA 
program  should  be  enormously  expand¬ 
ed,  as  I  have  advocated  previously  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  talking  here  about  leaders — pres¬ 
ent  leaders  who  can  be  immediately  ef¬ 
fective  when  they  return  home — and  not 
only  businessmen  and  technicians  but 
also  journalists  and,  notably,  labor  lead¬ 
ers — all  drawn  from  the  many  and  di¬ 
verse  national  strains,  colors,  and  creeds, 
which  have  combined  their  talents  to 
build  the  New  World  we  know  and 
cherish. 

Mr.  President,  my  last  point,  my  sixth 
illustration  or  example,  deals  with  the 
United  Nations  Educational,  Scientific 
and  Cultural  Organization.  I  feel  that 
the  State  Department  should  ask 
UNESCO  at  once  to  develop  those  of  its 
projects  which  can  have  immediate  ef¬ 
fectiveness,  in  line  with  UNESCO’s  char¬ 
ter  and  basic  aims  on  the  cause  of  world 
peace.  The  Senator  from  California  has 
given  support  to  this  kind  of  approach 
to  the  problem  in  his  earlier  comments 
on  the  floor. 

We  in  the  United  States  should  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  finance  those  UNESCO  projects 
which  have  the  leadership  and  which 
have  suitable  objectives.  I  cited,  in 
Florence,  Italy,  at  the  UNESCO  confer¬ 
ence  3  or  4  weeks  ago,  when  I  was 
a  consultant  at  that  conference,  the 
problems  of  education  in  Germany  and 
in  Japan,  as  illustrations  of  what 
UNESCO  could  tackle,  and  on  a  signifi¬ 
cant  scale. 

Surely  it  is  as  suitable  for  the  United 
States  to  finance  UNESCO  projects,  in 
what  I  have  called  a  point  5  program, 
as  it  is  for  us  to  finance  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  on  point  4. 

Dr.  Stoddard,  the  world  famous  psy¬ 
chologist  who  is  president  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Illinois,  and  chairman  of  the 
United  States  National  Commission  for 
UNESCO,  was  a  brilliant  witness  before 
the  Thomas  Committee,  and  gave  many 
illustrations  which  helped  to  indicate  how 
UNESCO  can  become  far  more  effective 
in  the  cause  of  world  peace  if  it  has  the 
money  and  the  leadership.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  completed  my  six  illustra¬ 
tions. 

I  should  now  like  to  remind  the  Senate 
that  Secretary  Acheson  advised  the 
Thomas  Committee  that  President  Tru¬ 
man  will  shortly  send  to  Congress  a  mes¬ 
sage  requesting  substantial  new  appro¬ 
priations — for  a  great  campaign  of  truth. 
I  know  how  these  appropriation  propos¬ 
als  are  developed.  It  takes  months  and 
months  and  months — taking  them 
through  the  State  Department,  through 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  through  the 
White  House,  through  the  offices  and  the 
Appropriations  Committees  here  on  the 
Hill. 

Much  of  the  thinking  in  connection 
with  this  proposal  traces  back  many 
months.  It  takes  months  to  get  it  where 
it  is.  In  the  meantime,  these  hearings 
of  last  week  and  the  urgency  of  the  North 
Korean  crisis  make  the  issue  much  more 
apparent  to  us. 
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I  understand  the  proposal  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  will  be  particularly  directed  to  the 
areas  of  the  world  which  are  now  under 
immediate  and  critical  pressure  by  the 
Soviet  forces  and  their  satellites. 

The  Smith-Mundt  Act,  sponsored  by 
two  distinguished  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  with  whom  I  worked  in  connection 
with  the  passage  of  the  act,  affords  all 
the  legislative  authorization  needed  for 
a  greatly  expanded  appropriation  and 
program. 

The  President’s  new  program  will 
largely  cover  appropriations  for  long- 
range  efforts  for  new  facilities  and  trans¬ 
mitters,  and  similar  investments,  such  as 
the  building  of  great  new  radio  facilities 
which  require  months  or  even  years  to 
work  out.  However,  the  President’s  pro¬ 
posal,  I  am  told,  will  also  support  the 
immediate  expansion  of  existing  pro¬ 
grams  and  the  greater  utilization  of  ex¬ 
isting  transmitters. 

Such  an  expanded  program  is  bound 
to  present  challenging  problems  in  per¬ 
sonnel,  in  organization,  and  in  new 
techniques  to  be  adapted  to  the  changing 
situation  throughout  the  world.  It  will 
demand  seemingly  large  expenditures, 
but  these  expenditures  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  communism  will  seem  small 
in  comparison  with  the  appropriations 
which  must  be  made  to  combat  that  men¬ 
ace  once  it  has  gained  its  foothold  by 
subversion  and  propaganda.  They  are 
indeed  tiny  as  compared  with  the  money 
invested  in  other  areas  of  our  foreign 
policy. 

A  few  days  ago  the  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  proposed  a  two  billion 
dollar  increase  in  the  arms  program  for 
Europe  alone,  and  today  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  and  revered  Members  of 
this  body  said  to  me  that  he  expected  the 
armed  services  would  request,  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  an  additional  $5,000,- 
000,000  in  appropriations. 

■  That  is  the  way  in  which  we  are  talk¬ 
ing  about  billions  of  dollars  in  the  field 
of  armaments,  and  they  are  the  sums  we 
must  keep  in  mind  when  we  consider  this 
relatively  tiny  sum  in  the  field  of  ideas. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Would  it  be 
fair  to  sum  up  the  argument  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  by  saying  that  he 
believes  and  I  believe  that  we  should  do 
everything  possible  in  a  military  way  in 
times  of  crisis,  but  we  shall  not  accom¬ 
plish  the  full  objective  of  our  efforts 
unless  we  do  something  at  the  same  time 
to  try  to  tell  people  what  our  purposes 
are  in  helping  them  and  educating  them 
to  the  point  of  view  of  what  we  believe 
is  a  more  peaceful  world  which  will  give 
greater  security  to  them  as  well  as  to 
ourselves? 

Mr.  BENTON.  That  is  a  perfect  sum¬ 
mary.  It  is  not  only  the 'summary  of 
the  distinguished  Senator,  or  my  sum¬ 
mary;  it  is  the  summary  of  General 
Marshall,  General  Eisenhower,  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Bedell  Smith.  General  Smith  con¬ 
fessed  to  the  committee  that  not  too 
many  years  ago  he  had  not  recognized 
the  importance  of  this  area.  Indeed, 
he  said  that  when  he  was  in  a  key  role 


in  London  during  the  war,  he  looked  on 
the  men  who  came  in  to  work  on  propa¬ 
ganda  and  morale  as  crackpots  whom  he 
unhappily  and  unfortunately  had  to  put 
up  with.  But  his  feeling  changed,  and 
fast,  and  greatly,  as  did  that  of  General 
Marshall  and  General  Eisenhower — if 
on  their  part  they  had  ever  showed  such 
an  attitude. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  shall  be  through  in 
a  moment,  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
at  once  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  ad¬ 
mire  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  I  think  he  is  making  a 
wonderful  contribution.  I  also  admire 
the  contribution  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachuetts.  But  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  what  nation  other 
than  the  United  States  is  trying  to  con¬ 
tribute  somehing  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  if  we 
had  had  a  program  in  this  area  5  years 
ago,  and  had  consistently  adhered  to  it 
during  the  past  5  years,  it  is  my  convic¬ 
tion  that  there  would  now  be  much  more 
eagerness  and  much  more  vitality  in  the 
actions  and  attitudes  of  other  countries 
throughout  the  world  than  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  thinks  he  is  witnessing 
as  he  observes  current  events. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  observe  current 
events,  I  see  American  boys  dying,  but  I 
do  not  see  anything  being  contributed  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  laudable  and  noble 
ideals  which  the  Senator  is  talking  about. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that. 

Mr.  BENTON.  If  we  do  not  see  con¬ 
tributions  from  other  nations,  I  regret  it 
as  much  as  does  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico.  But  it  is  also  true 
that  the  world  looks  to  us  for  leadership. 
It  takes  time  to  get  followers.  It  is  true 
that  we  are  not  in  South  Korea  fighting 
for  the  South  Koreans;  we  are  there 
fighting  for  the  United  Nations  and  for 
the  concept  of  world  peace  represented 
by  the  United  Nations.  If  other  nations 
are  not  equally  quick  to  do  that,  in  some 
cases  it  may  be  because  they  have  feared 
that  leadership  will  not  be  forthcoming 
from  the  United  States.  We  have  this 
penalty  of  leadership,  as  we  conduct  our 
policies  in  today’s  world. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
we  have  the  noblest  and  the  most  laud¬ 
able  record  of  ideals  in  trying  to  bring 
about  peace  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Unhappily,  many  peo¬ 
ple  throughout  the  world  do  not  agree 
with  the  Senator  or  with  me  on  that  sub¬ 
ject.  I  agree  with  the  Senator,  but  many 
people  in  the  world  do  not  agree  with  the 
Senator.  That  is  our  dilemma. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  I  am 
not  worried  about  those  who  do  not  agree 
with  it.  I  am  worried  about  the  ones 
who  are  supposed  to  agree  with  it,  the 
ones  we  have  helped.  I  am  not  worried 
about  Soviet  Russia  or  her  satellites.  We 
never  could  get  them  to  agree.  But  there 
is  no  particular  reason  why  the  ones  we 
have  saved,  the  ones  for  whom  Americans 
by  the  thousands  have  died  in  order  to 
bring  about  liberty,  should  not  agree 
with  it.  That  is  what  I  am  complaining 
about.  I  am  not  complaining  of  the  sac¬ 
rifice.  I  think  it  is  worth  it. 


Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
that  your  complaint  is  in  any  way  ille¬ 
gitimate.  I  do  not  have  the  necessary 
facts  as  to  what  is  now  going  on  in  this 
area  with  which  adequately  to  reassure 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  hope 
such  facts  will  be  forthcoming. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  hope  the  facts  will 
be  forthcoming,  because  up  to  this  time 
the  fact  actually  exists  that  the  only 
ones  dying  in  Korea  are  American  boys, 
and  the  fact  exists  that  England  and 
France  are  not  going  to  send  their  boys 
into  Korea  because  they  might  acci¬ 
dentally  get  killed. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  distinguished  Senator  was  on  the 
floor  when  the  Senator  from  California 
pointed  out  that  there  are  ships  and  air¬ 
planes  and  men  from  other  nations,  but 
there  are  no  ground  troops. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  ground  troops  are 
the  ones  who  receive  white  crosses. 

Mr.  BENTON.  There  have  been  cas¬ 
ualties  already  among  English  troops, 
and,  I  gather  from  the  comments  of  the 
Senator  from  California,  among  other 
troops  as  well. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  will  be  so  kind,  the  point 
I  am  trying  to  make  is  that  I  think  the 
effort  is  worth  it.  Irrespective  of  the 
crying  mother  of  the  boy  who  died  in 
Korea,  I  think  it  is  still  worth  it  for 
society  and  for  civilization.  However, 
it  does  get  irritating  at  times  that  we 
unselfishly  do  all  these  things,  that  we 
contribute  the  money,  contribute  the 
groceries,  contribute  the  food,  contribute 
the  guns,  contribute  this,  contribute 
that,  contribute  everything  else,  and  we 
are  the  only  ones  who  do  the  dying. 

Mr.  BENTON.  It  is  also  a  very  un¬ 
happy  fact  when  we  think  of  the  many 
American  boys  who  died  out  in  the  south 
Pacific  during  the  last  war  only  to  have 
the  Russian  propaganda  machine  make 
tens  of  millions  of  people  in  Asia  feel 
that  it  was  the  Russian  troops  who  won 
the  war,  who  were  the  conquerors  of 
Japan,  and  the  real  victors  in  the  war. 
In  the  Far  East  that  is  the  Russian 
propaganda  line.  I  regret  the  situa¬ 
tion  described  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico.  However,  it  does 
not  in  any  way  contradict  the  need  I 
am  trying  to  set  before  the  Senate  in 
my  remarks  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Connecticut.  I  agree  with  him 
completely  and  entirely.  Neither  are 
we  going  to  contradict  the  Russian  prop¬ 
aganda  by  helping  the  French  kill  Indo- 
Chinese  people  in  Indochina.  We  are 
not  going  to  contradict  that  fact  no  mat¬ 
ter  what  happens,  if  liberty  is  worth 
while,  if  peace  is  worth  while,  if  free¬ 
dom  of  action  is  worth  while.  It  could 
happen  in  Hong  Kong,  Singapore,  Gibral¬ 
tar,  or  even  in  Malta. 

Mr.  BENTON.  As  my  concluding  com¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  before 
Congress  adjourns  we  shall  have  estab¬ 
lished  an  emergency  budget  and  appro¬ 
priation  in  this  area  of  far  greater  mag¬ 
nitude  than  the  one  I  understand  is  now 
under  contemplation  by  the  State  De¬ 
partment  and  the  President. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  KILGORE.  In  furtherance  of  the 
question  recently  asked  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Connecticut,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  it  is  not 
the  Senator’s  belief,  which  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  he  has  expressed  fully  yet,  that 
someone  must  pioneer  in  any  field  in  or¬ 
der  to  sell  others  on  the  idea  and  con¬ 
vince  them  that  it  is  worth  while.  If 
we  pioneer  this  field  and  accomplish 
some  results  in  getting  truths  to  people 
who  heretofore  have  been  hearing  noth¬ 
ing  but  untruths,  other  peace-loving  na¬ 
tions  in  the  United  Nations  will  in  time 
join  in  the  same  effort.  Is  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  idea? 

Mr.  BENTON.  That  is  not  only  my 
idea,  but  I  see  no  alternative  to  the  idea 
of  giving  hope  to  the  world  over  a  period 
not  only  of  years  but  of  decades,  the 
hope  that  by  achieving  world  under¬ 
standing  we  can  create  an  atmosphere  in 
which  the  chance  of  peace  will  grow 
greater  and  the  chance  of  war  will  di¬ 
minish.  That  is  the  hope  to  hold  out  to 
the  peoples  of  the  world.  It  is  not  a  cer¬ 
tain  hope,  but  it  is  the  only  hope.  We 
must  hold  out  to  the  world  the  hope  of 
smaller  armaments  and  less  tension,  the 
hope  of  greater  understanding,  and  the 
hope  of  maximizing  the  chance  for  peace 
and  minimizing  the  risk  of  war.  We 
must  pursue  this  hope,  and  pursue  it 
vigorously. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Is  it  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  idea  that  due  to  the  position  we  now 
hold  in  world  affairs  we  are  the  only  na¬ 
tion  which  can  pioneer  the  campaign 
against  the  untruths  being  spread  by  the 
satellite  nations  of  Russia  and  by  Rus¬ 
sia  itself? 

Mr.  BENTON.  We  are  the  only  na¬ 
tion  which  has  the  resources  with  which 
to  do  the  job  that  needs  to.  be  done. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  That  is  correct.  We 
are  the  only  ones  who  can  pioneer  the 
subject. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Today  Britain  and 
Prance  are  doing  more  in  the  line  of 
broadcasting  than  we  are.  Russia  is  do¬ 
ing  between  four  and  five  times,  meas¬ 
ured  in  hours  per  week,  more  than  the 
United  States  is  doing.  General  Sarnoff 
testified,  as  the  record  shows,  that  the 
Russians  are  putting  on  over  800  hours 
of  broadcasting  per  week — and  in  every 
language  of  the  world.  We  follow  along 
with  one-hundred-eighty-odd  hours  per 
week.  That  is  some  twenty-odd  percent 
of  the  Russian  volume.  Our  United 
States  facilities  have  never  matched  the 
British  radio  facilities. 

We  are  also  below  the  French  in  pro¬ 
graming  hours. 

I  agree  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  that  we  should  be 
the  leader,  though  we  must  encourage 
other  countries  which  believe  in  freedom 
to  do  all  they  can.  We  have  not  been 
the  leader.  I  agree  with  him  that  we 
should  be  out  in  the  forefront.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  am  addressing  the 
Senate  today.  The  urgency  is  now  such 
that  the  matter  cannot  be  longer  or 
safely  postponed. 

The  sums  involved,  though  large  by 
peacetime  standards,  are  small  in  con¬ 
trast  to  the  great  gains  and  goals  which 
may  be  achieved.  No  one  knows  whether 
the  North  Koreans  would  have  attacked 


if  we  had  done  the  right  kind  of  job  in 
this  field.  No  man  knows  whether  our 
Armed  Forces  would  feel  warranted  in 
demanding  a  far  larger  military  budget, 
as  we  head  toward  this  crisis,  if  we  had 
done  the  job  here  which  we  could  have 
done  and  at  relatively  small  expense. 
The  expenditure  of  several  hundred  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  over  a  period  of  years  is 
small  indeed  in  this  great  area,  in  con¬ 
trast  to  our  investment  of  tens  of  billions 
on  armament  and  the  other  facets  of 
our  foreign  policy.  It  is  tiny  indeed  if 
it  will  surmount  the  crisis  described  by 
Ambassador  Dulles.  Indeed,  as  I  have 
said,  such  sums  would  be  small  if  the 
chances  were  only  1  in  5  that  Ambas¬ 
sador  Dulles  is  correct  in  his  analysis. 
He  does  not  have  to  be  right.  Let  us 
just  give  him  one  chance  in  ten  of  being 
right,  and  we  would  be  negligent  indeed 
if  we  did  not  move  ahead  aggressively 
and  at  once  in  this  area.  Of  course  I 
think  the  chances  are  better  than  1  in  5. 
I  agree  with  Ambassador  Dulles  and  con¬ 
gratulate  him  on  his  patriotic  candor. 

What  I  am  discussing  today  is  thus  as 
urgent  as  any  matter  before  the  Congress 
or  before  the  American  people. 

Further,  Mr.  President,  here  is  an  area 
in  which  we  can  act.  Here  is  an  area 
in  which  we  can  do  something,  and  we 
can  do  it  fast.  This  fact  in  itself  should 
give  new  hope  to  our  people,  and  new 
hope,  in  my  judgment,  to  the  people  of 
the  world. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  insert 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  the  lead 
editorial  in  the  Washington  Post  of  this 
morning.  It  bears  directly  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  I  have  been  discussing.  The  Wash¬ 
ington  Post  has  run  many  distinguished 
and  able  editorials  over  a  long  period 
of  years,  showing  great  insight  in  this 
field,  and  this  is  an  excellent  example 
of  this  insight. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Wak  op  the  Mind 

We  are  glad  to  note  the  report  that  the 
State  Department  Is  about  to  accept  the 
challenge  of  Communist  propaganda  and 
ask  for  $100,000,000  to  conduct  its  foreign 
information  and  education  program.  It  is 
about  time.  The  value  of  the  information 
program  is  one  aspect  of  foreign  policy  upon 
which  there  has  come  to  be  general  agree¬ 
ment.  If  the  administration  had  not  been 
overly  timid  in  asking  for  the  funds  neces¬ 
sary  to  do  an  all-out  job  there  might  have 
ben  less  quibbling  over  pennies  in  Congress. 

It  will  be  necessary,  of  .  course,  to  expand 
the  program  constructively  and  not ''indis¬ 
criminately.  Propaganda  is  a  job  that  re¬ 
quires  skill,  not  mere  verbiage.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  there  are  many  outlets  which  have  not 
been  fully  utilized.  For  example,  radio  pro¬ 
grams  to  some  areas  are  pititfully  inade¬ 
quate;  they  could  be  greatly  improved  by 
more  transmitters  and  continuous  broad¬ 
casts.  More  use  might  be  made  of  existing 
national  facilities  in  some  countries.  Just  as 
important  is  expansion  of  the  libraries  which 
have  become  small  outposts  of  Amerca,  along 
with  more  films  and  more  personal  contacts. 
The  export  of  American  talent  is  in  itself  a 
medium  of  propaganda.  There  is  need  to 
try  new  and  unorthodox  methods.  Nor  are 
iron  curtain  countries  the  only  important 
focal  points.  It  is  Imperative  to  get  the 
truth  across  to  friends  in  the  free  world, 
especially  to  countries  such  as  India  and 
Indonesia  and  in  the  Middle  East.  Latin 


America,  too,  has  been  largely  neglected  in 
what  Senator  McMahon  recently  termed  the 
“whisper  of  America.” 

More  than  a  national  program  is  involved. 
A  coordinated  international  propaganda  ef¬ 
fort,  as  we  remarked  the  other  day,  is  one 
of  the  measures  on  which  the  free  world 
can  get  together  in  furtherance  of  what  Pres¬ 
ident  Gonzales  Videla  of  Chile  described  as 
a  “democratic  international.”  The  free 
world  has  joined  in  a  common  effort  against 
the  Communist  aggression  in  Korea.  But  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  think  that  it  will  re¬ 
main  united  automatically  in  the  face  of  the 
Communist  distortions  for  24  hours  a  day. 
Neutrality  is  the  aim  of  the  Kremlin’s  propa¬ 
gandists,  and  they  seek  to  achieve  it  by  im¬ 
planting  the  little  doubts  which  pave  the  way 
for  the  big  lies.  The  poisoning  of  men’s 
minds,  of  course,  is  one  of  the  most  effective 
methods  of  warfare. 

It  has  been  observed  that  actions  speak 
louder  than  words,  and  this  may  be  true  as 
respects  the  short-sighted  cut  in  point  4 
funds  by  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  But  it  is  also  true  that  the  best- 
intentioned  actions  can  be  hidden  or  mis¬ 
construed  unless  people  are  constantly  in¬ 
formed  about  them;  indeed,  there  is  a  big 
job  just  in  counteracting  the  ingrained  mis¬ 
conceptions  about  this  country.  But  above 
all,  the  information  program  must  serve  as 
the  medium  for  explaining  those  decisions 
on  policy  and  principle  which  are  so  subject 
to  Communist  distortion.  In  other  words, 
the  “truth  offensive”  is  the  best  tool  for 
making  American — and  free  world — pur¬ 
poses  perpetually  and  unmistakably  clear. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  General 
Eisenhower  has  rightly  called  the  pro¬ 
gram  I  am  stressing  today  democracy’s 
T-bomb. 

I  hope  every  Senator  will  read  his  tes¬ 
timony  and  that  of  Secretary  Marshall, 
Secretary  Acheson,  Mr.  Baruch,  and  the 
many  distinguished  witnesses  who  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  hearings  before  Senator 
Thomas’  committee.  I  do  not  feel  that 
any  impartial  or  objective  person  can 
read  these  hearings  without  discovering 
that  we  have  in  this  new  field  a  weapon 
of  enormous  potential  strength.  The 
situation  in  Korea  now  should  make  it 
clear  to  all  of  us  that  this  is  a  weapon 
which  we  dare  no  longer  suppress  or 
deny.  For  as  Wallace  Carroll  who  served 
so  brilliantly  in  the  OWI  has  well  said, 
the  forces  of  freedom  no  longer  have  a 
choice.  With  him  I  agree:  We  must  per¬ 
suade — or  perish. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  first 
of  all  I  should  like  to  pay  appropriate 
tribute  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton]  for  the  splen¬ 
did  proposal  which  he  has  offered  and 
to  which  he  has  given  such  inspiration 
and  direction.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
we  have  been  sadly  lacking  in  the  field 
of  informational  services.  I  know  and 
understand  that  the  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  would  include  in  this  great  pro¬ 
gram  of  public  information,  not  merely 
dissemination  of  radio  broadcasts,  but 
also  creation  of  information  centers 
throughout  the  world,  the  exchange  of 
students,  the  exchange  of  scientific, 
social,  and  political  information,  so  that 
the  true  picture  and  the  true  story  of 
America  and  democratic  living  could  be 
made  available  to  the  peoples  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  President,  I  sometimes  feel  that 
we  may  have  been  telling  an  all  too 
grandiose  story  of  the  so-called  better 
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things  of  life  instead  of  portraying  the 
true  picture  of  the  way  the  American 
family,  worker,  businessman,  and  teacher 
lives.  We  ought  to  tell  the  story  as  it  is. 
We  ought  to  tell  the  peoples  of  the  world 
that  we  are  not  a  miracle  people,  mys¬ 
terious,  or  unusual.  We  ought  to  tell 
them  that  because  we  have  been  able  to 
create  a  society  in  which  we  have  pro¬ 
tected  individual  rights,  recognized  the 
fraternity  and  equality  of  mankind,  and 
accepted  the  doctrine  that  certain  truths 
are  self-evident,  we  have  been  able  to 
release  to  the  fullest  the  capacities  and 
capabilities  of  men  and  women  from  all 
over  the  world  in  the  building  of  a  new 
society  and  a  new  order  in  the  United 
States  and  on  the  great  North  American 
Continent. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  pointed  out  to  Sena¬ 
tor  Thomas’  committee  that  these  great 
self-evident  truths  of  our  information 
policy  are  not  self-propagating.  They 
are  self-evident,  but  they  are  not  self- 
propagating.  What  we  need  is  every 
device  or  technique  for  propagating 
them,  to  give  hope  to  the  people  of  the 
world  everywhere. 

The  greatest  of  all  devices  to  persuade 
people  is  face-to-face  contact.  The 
radio  is  merely  a  substitute  for  face-to- 
face  contact.  That  is  why  the  proper 
exchange  of  personnel  between  countries 
is  the  most  effective  insofar  as  those 
people  whom  it  reaches  and  whom  it  af¬ 
fects.  This  cannot  be  done  quickly,  how¬ 
ever,  or  ever  done  on  a  broad  enough 
scale  and  so  we  must  use  printed  matter, 
photographs,  radio,  and  the  like. 

Mr.  President,  I  merely  wanted  to  re¬ 
enforce  what  the  Senator  is  saying. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  As  he  has  pointed  out  on  other  oc¬ 
casions,  it  is  almost  ironical  that  a  Na¬ 
tion  which  prides  itself  upon  its  great 
ability  to  dramatize  its  ability  to  acheve 
the  spectacular,  should  be  in  a  position 
where  it  is  running  a  poor  fourth  of  fifth 
in  the  competition  of  ideas  and  in  the 
competition  of  public  information. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
truly  challenged  the  thinking  of  every 
thinking  person  by  his  proposal.  It  is 
a  great  testimonial  to  him  that  men  of 
the  caliber  of  General  Marshall,  General 
Eisenhower,  Mr.  Dulles,  the  great  states¬ 
men,  Mr.  Baruch,  and  others,  have  seen 
fit  to  come  before  the  committee  on 
their  own  and  to  testify  in  behalf  of  his 
proposal. 

Mr.  President,  my  remarks  today  are 
directed  in  part  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut.  In  a  more 
direct  reference  to  one  aspect  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  which  I  know  will  be 
given  discussion  later,  namely,  the  point 
4  program,  I  have  taken  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  address  the  Senate  on  the  is¬ 
sue  of  the  point  4  program  and  the  ap¬ 
propriation  because  I  had  heard  that 
there  might  be  a  very  severe  limitation 
on  debate  in  order  to  expedite  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  appropx-iation  bill.  I  do  feel, 
however,  that  the  point  4  program  hav¬ 
ing  to  do  with  technical,  scientific  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  underdeveloped  areas  of 
the  world  is  so  important  that  every  voice 


needs  to  be  raised  in  its  support.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  ties  right  in  with  what  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Connecticut  has  been  discuss¬ 
ing,  and  I  think  my  remarks  will  point 
that  out. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  were  to 
refuse  today  to  appropriate  funds  to  pro¬ 
vide  ammunition  for  American  soldiers 
fighting  in  Korea,  that  would  be  regarded 
as  an  act  of  incredible  folly.  Yet  we  are. 
being  asked  to  commit  an  equally  un¬ 
reasonable  act  in  the  vitally  important 
battle  for  the  support  and  allegiance  of 
the  peoples  of  the  earth. 

The  action  in  Korea  is  the  military 
phase  of  the  world-wide  conflict  between 
freedom  and  tyranny,  and  it  is  of  the 
greatest  immediate  importance.  Some¬ 
times  I  think  we  would  be  better  off  if 
we  would  describe  this  conflict  as  the 
conflict  between  freedom  and  tyranny. 
I  repeat,  the  action  in  Korea  is  the  mili¬ 
tary  phase  of  the  world-wide  conflict 
between  freedom  and  tyranny,  and  it 
is  of  the  greatest  immediate  importance. 
Yet  the  other  phases  of  the  struggle — 
economic,  moral,  and  psychological — are 
also  crucially  important.  If  we  win  the 
current  battle  in  Korea  and  in  the  long 
run  lose  the  support  of  the  peoples  of 
the  world,  we  will  surely  be  defeated  in 
the  end.  I  believe  that  is  the  thesis 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
has  been  directing  a  great  deal  of  his 
remarks. 

A  few  days  ago,  in  the  caucus  room 
of  the  Senate,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
his  Republican  adviser,  Mr.  Dulles,  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  and  General  Eisenhower 
appeared  to  testify  in  the  strongest  terms 
for  the  need  of  a  great  intensification  of 
the  overseas  propaganda  efforts  of  this 
Government.  All  of  these  leaders  vigor¬ 
ously  supported  the  commendable  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Benton]  in  which  13  Senators  have 
joined,  for  launching  a  Marshall  plan 
of  ideas  which  would  convince  other 
peoples  of  the  rightness  of  our  aims,  and 
counteract  the  vicious  and  lying  attacks 
of  the  Communists  against  this  country 
and  democracy  in  general. 

At  the  same  time  these  gentlemen 
were  urging  a  more  powerful,  sustained 
effort  to  appeal  to  the  peoples  of  the 
world,  in  another  room  in  this  same 
Capitol  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  was  cutting  the  heart  out  of  the 
most  persuasive  and  effective  argument 
the  United  States  has  yet  advanced  to 
win  the  support  of  millions  of  people  in 
other  countries — I  refer  directly  to  the 
point  4  program — to  assist  the  peoples 
of  the  underdeveloped  areas  to  achieve 
success  in  their  own  efforts  for  better 
living  conditions. 

Permit  me,  Mr.  President,  to  digress  to 
point  out  that  the  Communist  attack 
today  is  in  the  underdeveloped  areas. 
The  critical  portion  of  the  world  today 
is  in  the  poverty-stricken,  fever-ridden 
areas  of  Asia,  especially  southeast  Asia, 
where  people  are  sick  at  heart,  cynical, 
and  bitter,  where  the  Communists  have 
been  able  to  play  upon  the  colonial  ex¬ 
ploitation  of  the  years  past.  It  is  to  this 
area  that  the  point  4  program  is  directed 
as  if  it  were  a  guided  missile. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Would  the  Senator 
care  to  comment  on  an  aspect  of  the 
Communist  propaganda  we  do  not  ade¬ 
quately  appreciate  in  this  country,  which 
has  an  overwhelming  effect  in  these 
backward  areas,  namely,  that  it  ad¬ 
dresses  itself  to  the  legitimate  aspira¬ 
tions  of  the  people  themselves. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  is  so 
right. 

Mr.  BENTON.  How  seldom  do  we 
recognize  that  and  face  up  to  it.  That 
is  the  reason  why  the  propaganda  hits  so 
hard  in  these  underdeveloped  areas,  and 
it  is  why  those  are  the  weak  spots,  in 
which  the  Communists  find  the  attack 
easy  and  the  opposition  fading  before 
them.  This  is  why  we  are  vulnerable  in 
so  many  spots  throughout  the  world  to¬ 
day,  and  why  the  point  4  program  is  of 
such  enormous  imortance  as  a  symbol  of 
our  intentions  and  desires  to  assist  these 
people  toward  attaining  their  own  legiti¬ 
mate  aspirations,  helping  with  our  en¬ 
gineers  and  machinery  and  not  just  with 
propaganda,  with  technical  assistance 
and  not  just  with  words. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  I  had  a  pleasant  experience  this 
morning.  The  former  Minister  of  Labor 
of  the  South  Korean  Government  was 
my  guest,  and  we  had  an  opportunity 
to  talk  in  the  privacy  uf  my  office.  That 
gentleman — educated,  refined,  cultured, 
here  as  a  guest  of  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  State  on  a  90  day  visit  to 
the  United  States — told  me  the  story  of 
Communist  propaganda  in  Korea.  Every 
word  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
uttered  is  documented  by  the  on-the- 
spot  observations  of  the  former  Minister 
of  Labor  of  the  South  Korean  Govern¬ 
ment,  Mr.  Lee. 

Mr.  Lee  told  m  that  the  Communists 
geared  their  propaganda  to  the  desire  of 
the  peasants  for  land,  for  food,  for  edu¬ 
cation. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Legitimate  desires. 

M  .  HUMPHREY.  Legitimate  desires, 
and  of  course  once  the  Communist  gov¬ 
ernment  took  over  in  North  Korea,  these 
promises  turned  out  to  be  false.  But  in 
the  meantime  these  unhappy  people 
were  taken  in,  as  it  were — they  were 
taken  in  as  many  an  innocent  American 
is  sometimes  fooled  at  the  sideshow.  It 
looks  very  good  out  in  front,  particular¬ 
ly  when  the  ballyhoo  artist  is  there  talk¬ 
ing  it  up,  but  when  one  gets  into  the 
show,  he  finds  it  is  not  what  it  is  de¬ 
scribed  to  be  on  the  outside. 

Mr.  F~LBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  happy  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  By  way  of  preface, 
I  have  felt  for  a  number  of  years  that 
we  have  been  very  parsimonious  in  the 
whole  program  of  information,  and  I 
have  attempted  on  one  or  two  occasions 
in  the  past  to  have  the  appropriation  in¬ 
creased.  I  approved  the  effort  to  get  a 
much  larger  appropriation,  and  I  went 
before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
in  behalf  of  the  existing  program,  which 
started  out  with  a  budget  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  approximately  $36,500,000.  The 
House  cut  it  to  $34,000,000,  and  the  Sen- 
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ate  committee  cut  it  to  $32,700,000.  Al¬ 
though  we  are  dealing  with  a  very  small 
amount,  comparatively,  I  find  it  ex¬ 
tremely  difficult  to  have  allowed  the 
amount  the  budget  has  already  ap¬ 
proved.  I  intend  to  offer  an  amendment, 
when  we  reach  the  item,  to  get  the  ap¬ 
propriation  back  to  the  budget  figure. 
I  should  like  to  raise  it  to  50  or  60  million, 
but  I  thought  we  should  get  at  least  what 
the  budget  approved. 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  has 
been  extremely  unsympathetic  to  this 
program  ever  since  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate.  That  is  what  has  been 
bothering  me  about  the  whole  program. 
I  think  we  have  been  very  remiss  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  money  we  have 
spent  in  the  field  of  information  and  ex¬ 
change  of  students.  We  have  had  au¬ 
thority  for  it.  We  have  authority  for 
it  now.  In  my  opinion  the  authority 
under  the  Smith-Mundt  Act  is  quite 
broad  enough  to  do  everything  that  can 
be  done  under  the  point  4  program, 
but  we  cannot  get  the  money  in  the 
committee  and  in  the  Congress.  I  hope 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  can  do 
something  toward  aiding  us  to  secure 
a  little  money  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.  Long 
before  I  came  to  the  United  States  Senate 
I  had  heard  of  the  splendid  work  and 
leadership  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas  in  the  field  of  foreign 
policy,  and  particularly  in  the  field  of 
public  information  and  education.  I  can 
assure  him  that  if  he  places  an  amend¬ 
ment  before  the  Senate  to  augment  the 
appropriation  at  least  up  to  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  he 
will  have  all  the  support  that  one  United 
States  Senator  can  offer  him,  and  he  will 
have  my  vote.  The  program  which  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  initiated  years 
ago  is  one,  as  he  says,  which  is  under 
way.  It  is  authorized.  It  is  operating. 
It  has  paid  great  dividends.  If  we  had 
a  measuring  rod  with  which  to  calcu¬ 
late  just  how  much  had  been  done  by 
the  exchange  of  students,  and  by  the 
information  services,  I  think  we  would 
find  that  these  programs  have  built  great 
good  will  for  democracy  and  for  the 
American  people. 

The  point  4  program  has  already  made 
great  headway — it  has  done  so  even  be¬ 
fore  it  lias  been  formally  put  into  opera¬ 
tion — in  winning  the  support  of  other 
peoples,  which  is  essential  if  we  are  to 
repulse  the  all-out  offensive  of  com¬ 
munism  against  the  democratic  way  of 
life.  Mr.  President,  let  us  make  no  mis¬ 
take  about  it;  we  need  the  support  of 
these  other  peoples.  The  United  States 
of  America  cannot  stand  alone  in  the 
world  against  the  Soviet  Union  and  her 
satellites.  We  need  the  support  of  these 
other  peoples.  Our  very  existence  as  a 
free  and  independent  Nation  may  ulti¬ 
mately  depend  on  whether  we  or  the 
Soviet  Union  win  them  to  our  side.  True, 
we  have  the  support  of  the  majority  of 
the  nations  in  the  battle  for  Korea,  but 
there  may  be  other  Koreas  before  the 
widespread,  deep-rooted  Communist 
conspiracy  to  blot  freedom  and  democ¬ 
racy  from  the  face  of  the  earth  has  been 
finally  defeated.  In  fact,  I  think  all 
reasonable  people  believe  we  are  going 


to  have  other  Koreas.  The  battle  for 
Korea  is  only  a  skirmish  in  what  is  likely 
to  be  a  long-drawn-out  battle  for  the 
world.  Certainly  every  American  citizen 
ought  to  prepare  himself  psychologically 
and  in  every  other  way  for  what  is  going 
to  be  a  long-drawn-out  struggle  in  our 
generation  and  maybe  in  generations  to 
come,  as  to  whether  this  will  be  a  world 
governed  by  the  despots  of  tyranny  or 
whether  this  will  be  a  world  in  which 
the  principles  of  freedom  survive  and  in 
which  its  banners  will  remain  unfurled. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Benton]  has  demonstrated  courage  and 
vision  by  his  proposal  of  “a  Marshall 
plan  of  ideas.”  I  join  with  others  in 
vigorously  supporting  his  measure.  I  am 
sorry  he  has  left  the  floor  for  the  mo¬ 
ment.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  would  be  the  first  to  recog¬ 
nize  that  any  expansion  of  our  educa¬ 
tional,  informational,  radio,  and  news 
services  for  the  dissemination  of  demo¬ 
cratic  ideas  will  be  fortified  a  thousand¬ 
fold  if  we  can  tell  the  world  of  our  deeds 
that  carry  out  our  ideals.  The  emphasis 
today  needs  to  be  placed  upon  deeds, 
programs,  accomplishments.  Then  we 
should  strengthen  our  informational  and 
educational  services  to  tell  the  true  story. 

As  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
pointed  out,  the  Koreans  were  not  even 
told  about  the  tremendous  amount  of 
help  we  gave  to  them.  The  story  was 
never  told  in  such  vivid  terms  that  the 
average  Korean  listening  at  his  little 
radio  or  in  the  public  square  would  know 
the  full  truth  of  the  contribution  of 
America  to  the  independence  and  free¬ 
dom  of  the  South  Korean  people. 

The  people  of  the  world  are  dizzy  and 
confused  by  the  propaganda  barrage  of 
the  east  and  the  .west.  I  think  we  ought 
to  put  it  down  now  once  and  for  all  that 
we  can  never  outpromise  the  Commu¬ 
nists.  It  is  foreign  to  our  nature  to  be  so 
irresponsible.  We  can,  however,  utilize 
the  resources  at  our  command  and  by  our 
own  deeds  prove  to  the  peoples  of  the 
world  that  democracy  is  a  realistic,  prac¬ 
tical  answer  to  the  perplexing  problems 
which  beset  mankind. 

Technological  and  scientific  assistance 
in  combatting  malaria,  in  overcoming 
tuberculosis,  in  improving  the  use  of  the 
land  and  the  development  of  new  crops — 
these  are  things  that  people  can  under¬ 
stand.  They  do  not  require  any  inter¬ 
pretation.  These  are  problems  that 
strike  powerful  blows  in  the  cause  of 
freedom,  in  the  struggle  against  com¬ 
munism. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  amount  which  was 
requested  for  the  point  4  program,  as  I 
recall,  was  $35,000,000,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  And  the  Appropriations 
Committee  cut  that  amount  to  $20,000,- 
000? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  To  $10,000,000. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  To  $10,000,000.  In  other 
words,  the  small  sum  of  $35,000,000  was 
requested  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  point  4,  in  order 
to  point  the  way  to  something  really 
worth  while  for  the  future  of  this  coun¬ 


try;  yet  the  Appropriations  Committee 
denied  the  President  that  small  amount, 
when  billions  of  dollars  are  being  appro¬ 
priated  for  other  purposes. 

I  simply  cannot  understand  how  the 
Appropriations  Committee  could  slash 
$25,000,000  from  the  small  request  of 
$35,000,000  to  carry  out  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram.  Before  the  debate  is  concluded 
I  hope  someone  will  explain  why  that 
was  done.  I  will  say,  however,  it  can¬ 
not  be  explained  to  my  satisfaction.  I 
care  not  whether  evidence  on  that  point 
was  presented  before  the  committee;  I 
care  not  whether  there  was  anything 
other  than  the  President’s  message — and 
that  \.re  know  about — before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  We  all  know  what  point  4 
means.  We  all  know  what  the  objec¬ 
tives  of  point  4  are.  Certainly  $35,000,- 
000  was  a  small  sum  indeed  with  which 
to  start  the  program,  with  which  to  do 
something  which  in  the  future  might  be 
of  tremendous  constructive  help  to  this 
Nation.  At  this  particular  time,  when, 
as  the  Senator  said,  the  Communists, 
through  their  propaganda  methods, 
through  their  lying  methods,  are  giving 
democracy  a  real  test,  we,  so  to  speak, 
take  the  wrong  horn  of  the  dilemma  and 
retreat,  rather  than  go  forward  with  the 
point  4  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  surely  stated  the  issue  in 
concise  and  pertinent  terms.  I  am  very 
grateful  and  thankful  to  him  for  having 
done  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  With  respect  to 
the  request  for  $35,000,000, 1  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  $7,600,- 
000  was  appropriated  under  the  Smith- 
Mundt  Act,  under  the  Pulbright  Act,  and 
under  the  item  for  the  Institute  of  Inter- 
American  Affairs,  out  of  $8,100,000, 
which,  as  I  recall,  was  requested  origin¬ 
ally  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  After 
deducting  the  $8,100,000,  leaving  $26,- 
900,000,  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  in  its  wisdom  cut  it  down  to  $10,- 
000,000.  I  personally  do  not  approve  of 
that,  and  I  have,  together  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  pre¬ 
pared  an  amendment  which  is  now  on 
the  desks  of  Members  of  the  Senate,  to 
increase  the  $10,000,000  to  $20,000,000. 

I  personally  believe  in  the  principles 
of  the  point  4  program.  Whether  the 
amount  for  that  program  should  be  $20,- 
000,000  or  $25,000,000  in  addition  to  the 
amount  provided  under  the  Smith- 
Mundt  Act  and  under  the  Institute  of 
Inter-American  Affairs,  is  a  question  of 
judgment  and  is  a  question  of  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  amount. 

The  reason  which  I  think  influenced 
the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee — and  I  do  not 
speak  for  them  because  I  was  in  the  mi¬ 
nority — was  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
justification  before  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  for  the  amount 
requested.  I  believe  it  would  be  ex¬ 
tremely  helpful  to  have,  and,  as  one  Sen¬ 
ator,  I  certainly  am  going  to  try  to  have 
a  better  justification  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  than  was  presented  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee  for  that 
amount. 
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Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  but  first  I 
wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  for  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  for  giving  me 
an  opportunity  to  make  the  statement, 
and  I  hope  he  will  support  me  in  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  make  an  observation  in  regard 
to  this  item.  It  applies  not  only  to  the 
cutting  of  appropriations  for  point  4,  but 
to  the  cutting  of  the  appropriations  for 
the  existing  program.  The  action  of  the 
committee  was  to  recommend  a  cut, 
under  the  budget  request  for  funds  for 
the  existing  program,  which  was 
$36,600,000.  The  House  cut  that 
amount  to  $34,000,000;  and  the  Senate 
committee  has  voted  to  cut  that  amount 
by  another  $1,300,000. 

I  can  see  no  justification  for  such  ac¬ 
tion.  Every  detail  was  presented  to  the 
committee  on  regard  to  what  the  money 
would  be  used  for.  Nine  nations,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  ones  participating  in  this 
program  last  year,  are  now  participating 
in  it;  and  that  fact  would  justify  a  con¬ 
siderable  increase  in  the  appropriation. 
Furthermore,  there  is  all  the  justifica¬ 
tion  now  being  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  and  by  other  Senators 
who  have  spoken  about  this  matter. 
Yet  the  Appropriations  Committee 
quibbled  over  $1,300,000,  voted  to  cut  the 
appropriation  for  this  item  more  than 
the  House  cut  it.  The  committee  has 
done  that  now  for  more  than  2  years 
running.  That  action  by  the  committee 
indicates  that  it  has  no  real  concern  with 
this  program.  The  committee  voted  to 
cut  the  appropriations  for  this  item 
more  than  that  2  years  ago,  even  al¬ 
though  the  program  is  designed  for  the 
same  objective  as  that  of  the  point  4 
program,  as  the  Senator  knows. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
Will  the  Senator  yield  further  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  may  be  con¬ 
fused  in  regard  "to  what  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  said,  but  I  believe  we 
are  talking  about  the  same  thing.  Of 
course,  one  is  the  appropriation  item  for 
information  and  educational  activity, 
which  was  approximately  $36,000,000. 
The  House  cut  that  item  to  $34,000,000; 
but  now  the  final  result,  on  the  basis  of 
the  action  of  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee,  is  an  item  of  $32,700,000. 
Included  in  that  item  is  the  $7,600,000 
for  the  Smith-Mundt  Act  program  and 
the  program  in  connection  with  the  In¬ 
stitute  of  Inter-American  Affairs. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  $7,600,000 
will  be  moved  over  to  and  included  in 
the  amount  appropriated  for  the  so- 
called  point  4  program? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Yes.  The  attempt 
is  to  take  it  out  of  the  existing  program 
and  mix  it  up  with  the  other  one.  In 
effect,  there  would  be  no  improvement 
at  all.  By  legerdemain  it  would  be  moved 
out  of  the  existing  Voice  of  America  pro¬ 
gram  and  would  be  moved  into  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  point  4.  I  assume  that  the 
committee  has  voted  to  do  so  on  the  basis 


of  the  belief  that  there  will  be  some 
backing  or  some  votes  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  for  such  action. 

The  point  is  that  no  real  progress  at 
all  will  be  made  as  a  result  of  such  pro¬ 
cedure.  Why  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  voted  to  cut  the  item  by  $1,300,000 
after  the  item  was  reduced  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  is  beyond  my  com¬ 
prehension. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
extremely  happy  to  witness  the  rightful 
indignation  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Of  course,  I  am 
indignant.  The  committee  has  acted  in 
this  way  for  3  years.  Such  action  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  is  nothing  new. 
The  committee  always  has  tried  to  emas¬ 
culate  the  program  so  far  as  it  could 
do  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  say  that 
I  do  not  like  to  stand  here  and  be  criti¬ 
cized,  seemingly,  as  having  tried  to  de¬ 
crease  the  funds  available  for  this  pro¬ 
gram,  when  the  fact  is  that  I  am  one  of 
those  who  take  the  same  view  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  takes.  I  merely  wish 
to  say  that  the  State  Department  did  not 
present  its  case  very  well  in  its  testimony 
before  the  committee. 

Mi-.  FULBRIGHT.  Certainly  I  pre¬ 
sented  my  case  fairly  well. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  be¬ 
ing  on  the  correct  side,  except  I  point 
out  that  his  amendment  does  not  go  so 
far  as  it  should.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  and  other  Sena¬ 
tors  will  vote  to  increase  the  amount 
available  for  this  purpose. 

It  seems  to  me  that  when  we  are  ask¬ 
ing  for  $35,000,000  for  this  program,  as 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  said  a  while 
ago,  it  is  tweedle-dee  and  tweedle-dum 
for  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
vote  to  strike  a  million  and  a  quarter 
dollars  from  this  item.  Why  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  vote  to  take  such  action 
is  difficult  for  me  to  understand.  How¬ 
ever,  perhaps  I  understand  it  correctly; 
in  other  words,  as  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  said,  over  all  these  years 
the  committee  has  attempted  to  emascu¬ 
late  the  appropriations  for  this  program, 
although  this  is  the  program  which  to¬ 
day  is  advising  people  everywhere  in 
the  world  that  we  have  been  proceeding 
with  the  proper  purposes.  In  fact,  if 
we  had  spent  more  money  for  these  edu¬ 
cational  programs,  perhaps  we  would 
not  be  in  our  present  position. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
commend  the  Senator  from  Illinois  for 
his  observations.  He  has  presented  the 
case  forcefully. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  Senator  can  yield  only  for  a 
question.  However,  in  the  light  of  the 
observations  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arkansas  and  by  the  dis¬ 


tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois,  the 
majority  leader,  if  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  is  talking  about  the  justifica¬ 
tion  for  appropriations  for  the  point  4 
program,  that  is  one  thing,  of  course. 
If  he  is  talking  about  the  justification 
for  the  requested  appropriation  of  funds 
for  the  Fulbright  student-exchange  pro¬ 
gram,  that  is  another  thing. 

I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee;  and  at  the 
committee  hearings  I  listened  to  the 
testimony  and  the  presentation  given 
by  Mr.  Thorp  in  regard  to  the  point  4 
program.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  other 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say  that 
Mr.  Thorp  did  not  at  all  justify  this  ap¬ 
propriation.  He  did  not  present  a  thing, 
not  a  solitary  case,  in  justification  of 
the  appropriation  called  for  by  the 
budget. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Minnesota  and  of  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  and  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois,  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
an  absolute  failure  of  justification,  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  we  believe  in  the 
merits  or  in  the  demerits  of  the  program. 
If  Senators  will  read  the  testimony  in  the 
hearings  in  that  connection,  I  am  sure  all 
Senators  will  agree  with  me  on  that 
point.  No  justification  at  all  was  given. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  that  it  is  my  purpose  to  give  the 
justification. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  do  so.  After  all,  if  there  is  to  be  any 
effort  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
for  this  item,  and  to  do  so  on  a  fair  basis, 
certainly  such  justification  should  be 
presented  to  the  Senate;  and,  if  possible, 
new  evidence  should  be  presented  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  because  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  committee  hearings  contain  no 
justification  at  all  to  warrant  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $35,000,000,  $8,000,000  of 
which,  as  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  already  has  said,  has  already  been 
provided,  and  as  to  that  much  of  the 
item  there  was  no  objection  at  all. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  there  is  no  justifica¬ 
tion  at  all,  as  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
has  just  said,  why  should  anything  at  all 
be  provided  for  this  purpose?  Yet  the 
committee  has  voted  to  provide  some 
funds. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Well,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  not  to  interrupt 
me.  The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
yielded  to  me,  and  I  should  like  to  make 
my  statement  without  interruption. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  constantly  says  that  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  record  there  is  no  justification  at 
all  for  such  an  appropriation.  Yet  ar¬ 
bitrarily,  apparently,  the  committee  has 
voted  to  reduce  the  item  from  $35,000,- 
000  to  $10,000,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield,  to 
permit  me  to  make  an  observation? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
majority  leader  is  entirely  correct;  in 
other  words,  why  do  we  provide  any¬ 
thing  at  all  for  this  item?  I  think  there 
was  a  failure  to  justify  the  appropria¬ 
tion  cf  a  single  dollar  or  a  single  dime 
for  this  purpose.  Of  course,  the  question 
of  whether  we  believe  or  do  not  believe 
in  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  point 
4  program  is  another  matter;  but  I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  who 
sincerely  believes  in  this  program,  and 
who  is  joined  in  that  belief  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
that  the  merits  of  the  program  are  an 
entirely  different  matter.  I  am  merely 
saying  that  if  the  Senator  expects  to 
justify  even  the  appropriation  of  $10,- 
000,000,  or  whatever  amount  the  Sen¬ 
ate  may  finally  decide  upon,  to  my  mind 
additional  testimony  will  be  required; 
and  I  believe  that  it  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  generally,  because  in  my  per¬ 
sonal  opinion  there  has  been  absolutely 
no  justification  for  the  appropriation  of 
this  money. 

The  fact  is  that  Mr.  Thorp  went  to 
the  United  Nations  and  made  commit¬ 
ments  without  any  authority  at  all  for 
doing  so.  If  it  had  not  been  for  that, 
there  would  not  be  even  the  slightest 
justification  for  even  the  appropriation 
of  $10,000,000. 

So  I  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator, 
with  all  due  respect  for  his  sincerity  in 
this  matter,  which  I  grant — and  also  I 
grant  the  sincerity  of  all  other  Senators 
who  believe  in  the  point  4  program — 
that  there  should  be  more  evidence  to 
justify  this  appropriation  item  than 
that  which  was  offered  by  Mr.  Thorp  in 
regard  to  this  particular  phase  of  the 
point  4  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  make  several  comments  about  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  approach  made  by 
representatives  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  in  their  appearance  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee;  and  I  hope 
my  comments  will  be  worthy  of  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  of 
course  I  always  listen  with  great  inter¬ 
est  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  that  I  did  not  hear  all  the  testimony 
in  the  committee  regarding  the  pointy 
program,  but  I  did  appear  before  the  sub¬ 
committee  presided  over  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  when  it  was  considering 
the  Smith-Mundt  program,  namely,  the 
regular  information  program  under  the 
Smith-Mundt  Act  and  the  program 
which  I  sponsor.  There  is  in  the  record 
in  that  connection  very  excellent  testi¬ 
mony.  I  myself  testified,  as  also  did  Mr. 
Johnstone,  Mr.  Sargeant,  and  Mr.  Bar¬ 
rett.  The  Budget  Bureau  approved  the 
item.  It  has  been  thoroughly  gone  over. 
The  program  has  been  in  operation  for 
a  number  of  years.  Yet  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  voted  to  cut  the  item  by 
$1,300,000  below  the  cut  the  House  of 
Representatives  already  had  made.  In 


my  opinion  there  was  no  lack  of  justifi¬ 
cation  for  the  appropriation  requested, 
but  the  action  taken  was  simply  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  cut  down  the  activities  which 
already  have  been  established. 

The  effect  of  the  action  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  if  supported  by  the  Senate  as  a 
whole,  would  be  to  restrict  the  activities, 
and  to  do  so  more  than  they  were  re¬ 
stricted  last  year,  in  the  case  of  the  only 
program  for  this  purpose  which  now  is  in 
existence.  While  I  am  sympathetic  to 
and  will  support  point  4,  I  still  say,  as  I 
did  before,  when  we  had  the  question 
under  consideration,  that  it  is  possible  to 
do,  and  there  is  being  done  on  a  small 
scale,  exactly,  under  the  Smith-Mundt 
resolution,  what  can  be  done  under  the 
point  4  program. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  not  on  the  sub¬ 
committee  which  handled  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  State  Department.  I  think' 
most  of  the  appropriations  about  which 
the  distinguished  Senator  is  talking,  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  Fulbright  resolution,  are  car¬ 
ried  in  that  appropriation. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  only  heard  the  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  particular  matter  about 
which  the  Senator  is  talking  when  he 
himself  appeared  before  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  when  it  was  considering  the  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  to 
correct  the  Senator  on  that  point.  That 
is  not  the  testimony  to  which  I  am  re¬ 
ferring.  I  went  before  the  subcommit¬ 
tee.  I  did  not  anticipate,  before  the  full 
committee,  that  the  idea  that  anyone 
who  does  not  appeal  to  us  is  a  Commu¬ 
nist  had  become  so  thoroughly  spread 
about  in  the  Senate.  I  am  checking 
upon  that  matter  very  carefully  at  the 
moment.  That  was  not  at  all  my  testi¬ 
mony  to  which  I  am  referring,  and 
which  is  in  the  printed  record. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield  this  time, 
after  which  I  shall  continue  my  remarks. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  was  not  on  the  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Committee,  and  there¬ 
fore  did  not  hear  the  Senator  when  he 
testified  before  the  subcommittee.  I 
only  heard  him  testify  before  the  full 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  which 
considered  the  subcommittee’s  report  on 
the  State  Department  appropriations, 
which  contained  the  recommendations 
about  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
is  talking. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  what  I  am 
complaining  about.  I  think  it  is  very 
short-sighted. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  followed  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Senate  committee,  be¬ 
cause  the  subcommittee  said  the  mem¬ 
bers  prepared  the  best  bill  they  could, 
after  giving  it  full  consideration.  Nat¬ 
urally,  when  one  is  not  in  a  position  to 
go  into  all  the  ramifications  of  appro¬ 
priations,  it  is  necessary  to  be  guided  by 
the  recommendations  of  the*  subcommit¬ 
tee.  I  quite  generally  follow  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  a  subcommittee. 

I  did  not  want  to  discuss  this  issue  and 
I  am  only  talking  about  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram.  I  am  not  stating  on  the  floor  of 


the  Senate  that  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arkansas  did  not  present  a  full 
case  to  the  subcommittee.  The  only 
testimony  I  heard  him  give  was  some  of 
the  testimony  before  the  full  committee, 
and  that  developed  into  an  argument  re¬ 
garding  one  professor  who  came  here, 
who  was  a  Communist,  and  another 
question  of  whether  any  of  the  students 
had  been  properly  screened,  and  what 
not.  To  be  perfectly  frank,  the  impres¬ 
sion  I  got  was  that  certainly  more 
screening  was  needed.  But  I  am  not 
complaining  about  the  merits  of  the  Ful¬ 
bright  exchange  legislation. 

Neither  did  I  hear  the  testimony  be¬ 
fore  the  subcommittee.  But  I  did  hear 
the  testimony  about  point  4.  I  wanted 
the  Senator  to  know  that.  I  went  into  it 
very  thoroughly,  and  my  opinion  is,  if 
the  Senator  will  read  the  record,  that 
there  is  not  a  Senator  who  can  approve 
an  appropriation  of  $35,000,000  on  the 
evidence  which  was  submitted,  regard¬ 
less  of  the  merits  of  the  undertaking. 
After  all,  that  is  the  job  of  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  whether 
he  agrees  with  an  authorization  bill  or 
not.  I  have  always  taken  the  position 
that,  once  Congress  approves  an  authori¬ 
zation,  then  my  job  is  to  see  to  it  that  it 
is  justified,  whether  I  voted  for  the  au¬ 
thorization  or  not.  On  that  basis  alone, 
I  judged  Mr.  Thorp’s  testimony,  and  I 
submit  to  the  distinguished  Senator  that 
in  my  humble  opinion  there  was  no  justi¬ 
fication.  There  was  not  even  justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  $10,000,000,  if  you  please. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  will  try  to  complete  his  re¬ 
marks.  I  am  very  grateful  for  the  ob¬ 
servations  which  have  been  made  and 
the  debate  which  has  been  carried  on, 
because  I  believe  that  it  has  been  help¬ 
ful  in  promoting  a  proper  understanding 
of  what  has  happened  in  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  particularly  the  re¬ 
marks  which  have  been  directed  to  the 
informational  and  educational  program. 
I  shall  direct  some  of  my  remarks  to¬ 
ward  the  comments  and  observations  of 
the  distinguished  minority  leader,  and  I 
surely  am  grateful  for  his  participation, 
because  it  is  true  that  there  was  inade¬ 
quate  representation  before  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  going  to 
make  that  point  later  on  in  my  address. 
I  believe  it  is  our  job  here,  now,  on  the 
Senate  floor,  to  dig  out  the  evidence  we 
need,  and  to  support  this  program.  That 
is  why  I  wish  to  make  these  comments 
today.  These  are  but  preliminary  re¬ 
marks.  Others  will  have  much  more  in¬ 
formation  to  offer. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  will  yield  for  a  brief  remark? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
clude  in  my  colloquy,  if  the  Senator  does 
not  mind,  a  reference  to  page  295  of  the 
report  on  the  pending  bill,  to  which  the 
Senator  has  no  doubt  already  called  .at¬ 
tention,  and  which  thoroughly  explains 
the  $10,000,000  appropriation  and  also 
the  $8,100,000  item  about  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  was  talking, 
and  about  which  there  was  no  argument, 
the  Senator  will  understand. 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  very  happy 
to  have  yielded  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  saying  a  moment 
ago  that  technological  and  scientific 
assistance  in  combating  diseases,  such  as 
malaria,  in  overcoming  tuberculosis,  in 
improving  the  use  of  land  and  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  new  crops,  strikes  a  power¬ 
ful  blow  in  the  struggle  against  com¬ 
munism.  These  programs  are  under¬ 
standable  to  the  people,  and,  I  repeat, 
they  strike  mighty  blows  in  our  struggle 
against  communism.  When  we  take 
these  programs  and  discuss  them,  when 
we  talk  about  these  projects  and  pro¬ 
grams  through  our  informational,  edu¬ 
cational,  and  radio  and  press  services, 
we  reveal  a  telling  story,  we  present  a 
meaningful  story  to  the  people  of  the 
lands  where  the  technological  and  sci¬ 
entific  programs  have  been  used.  I 
think  it  is  imperative  that,  as  we  talk 
about  information — and  I  know  my  good 
friend  from  Connecticut  will  agree  with 
me — as  we  talk  about  public  informa¬ 
tion,  radio  and  news  publicity  and  edu¬ 
cational  programs,  that  we  remember 
that  hungry,  weak,  unemployed,  dis¬ 
traught,  cynical,  sick  people  just  are  not 
revived  or  rehabilitated  by  a  soothing 
voice  on  the  air.  We  must  have  some¬ 
thing  to  talk  about,  and  what  we  need  to 
talk  about  in  these  areas  of  the  under¬ 
developed  parts  of  the  world,  where  the 
people  are  underprivileged,  where  they 
have  been  under  the  colonial  yoke  of 
exploitation,  where  they  have  never  had 
a  break  in  life — what  we  ought  to  be  tell¬ 
ing  them  is  the  accomplishments  which 
have  been  made  available  under  the 
technological,  scientific  assistance  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  am  dreadfully  sorry 
I  am  unable  to  remain  to  hear  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  this  very  interesting  and  in¬ 
structive  argument  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota.  Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  before  the  Thomas  subcommit¬ 
tee,  last  week,  testified  that  he  felt  that 
this  program  should  be  increased  to 
$100,000,000? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  aware  of 
that,  and  I  would  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  not  being  a  bit  extrava¬ 
gant  in  his  remarks.  I  think  he  is  being 
quite  practical.  I  make  this  observa¬ 
tion,  and  I  think  it  is  one  anyone  would 
make  if  he  has  ever  had  the  misfortune 
of  being  a  little  bit  hungry.  Hungry 
people  want  food,  not  advice;  they  want 
something  to  eat.  Impoverished  people 
want  an  opportunity  to  earn  a  living,  not 
somebody  to  talk  to  them.  Unemployed 
people  want  work.  The  point  4  program 
of  technological  and  scientific  assistance 
attacks  these  social  and  economic  evils 
at  the  source  of  contamination,  namely, 
in  the  local  environment  of  every  coun¬ 
try  where  economic  and  political  chaos 
consumes  the  population. 

This  is  a  program  through  which  the 
United  Nations  agencies,  the  United 
States  Government,  and  the  other  gov¬ 
ernments  participating  joined  together. 
It  is  a  self-help  program.  It  is  not 
charity.  It  is  not  work  relief.  It  is  not 


a  hand-out.  It  is  not  a  gift.  It  is  a 
program  dedicated  to  utilizing  the  man¬ 
power  and  the  physical  and  natural  re¬ 
sources  that  are  available,  so  that  these 
can  be  created  into  constructive,  good 
products  and  services  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  in  the  Nation. 

The  Voice  of  America  and  the  Marshall 
plan  of  ideas  can  and  will  be  effective 
only  when  we  have  the  right  to  things 
to  talk  about.  I  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton]  has  told 
us  again  and  again  that  we  have  failed  to 
tell  our  story  about  some  of  the  good 
things  that  we  have  done — and  we  have 
done  much  good.  There  are  yet  other 
things  to  be  done.  We  need  to  be  as 
bold  and  as  courageous  in  our  struggle 
against  poverty,  ill  health,  the  general 
breakdown  of  economic  and  social  condi¬ 
tions  as  we  are  in  our  military  efforts  in 
combating  world  aggression.  Our  radio 
and  publicity  efforts,  telling  about  the 
wonders  of  democracy,  can  breed  a 
cynical  despair  in  the  hearts  of  the 
underprivileged  people  in  the  under¬ 
developed  areas,  if  these  people  never 
have  the  opportunity  to  apply  the 
wonders  of  science  and  technology  to 
their  own  lives,  their  own  soil,  their  own 
interests,  and  their  own  institutions. 

If  one  wants  to  lose  a  friend,  here  is 
one  way  to  do  it — just  go  around  and  tell 
people  how  well  off  you  are;  just  go 
around  telling  your  poor  neighbors  what 
a  fine  home  you  have,  what  a  fine  auto¬ 
mobile,  what  a  fine  job,  what  a  good  in¬ 
come,  when  the  friend  or  neighbor  is 
without  a  home,  without  an  automobile, 
without  an  income,  and  without  a  job. 

That  is  the  quickest  and  surest  way  in 
the  world  to  make  a  real  enemy.  The 
cynical  attitude  grows  into  bitterness 
and  jealousy. 

The  point  4  program  is  an  effort  to 
help  people  to  help  themselves  to  make 
something  out  of  their  lives.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  best  publicity  and  propa¬ 
ganda  for  democracy  is  the  application 
of  scientific  and  technological  know¬ 
ledge  to  the  economic  and  social  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  underdeveloped  areas. 

The  appalling  contrast  between  these 
concurrent  actions  in  the  Capitol  last 
week,  Mr.  President,  is  enough  to  shock 
us  into  asking  ourselves  some  blunt  and 
forthright  questions.  Are  we  really  in 
earnest  about  winning  the  support  of 
other  peoples  or  are  we  just  trying  to  kid 
them  and  ourselves?  If  we  really  want 
to  win  their  support,  how  do  we  think  it 
can  be  done?  Can  it  be  done  with  words 
alone  or  does  it  require  more  and  more 
deeds — deeds  that  will  have  meaning  to 
other  peoples  as  well  as  to  ourselves? 
Are  we  so  blind  that  we  refuse  to  recog¬ 
nize  the  true  value  of  this  incomparable 
instrument  we  already  hold  in  our 
hand — so  unwise  that  we  are  ready  to 
cast  it  aside  without  even  putting  it  to 
use?  Are  we  true  to  ourselves  when  we 
readily  vote  billions  for  necessary  mili¬ 
tary  expenditures  and  refuse  to  spend  a 
few  million  to  help  construct  the  equally 
essential  economic  and  spiritual  bases 
of  democracy  in  the  world? 

Let  us  be  charitable  and  assume  that 
a  clear  understanding  is  lacking  of  the 
connection  between  point  4  and  the 
battle  of  Korea — between  point  4  and 


other  battles  it  may  prevent  if  it  is  put 
to  full  and  effective  use  in  time.  Just 
what  is  the  significance  and  the  value  of 
point  4  in  this  world-wide  struggle  in 
which  we  are  engaged? 

I  think  all  of  us  concede,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  vital  importance  of  winning 
the  understanding  and  active  support  of 
the  peoples  of  the  world  for  the  cause  of 
freedom  and  democracy  if  that  cause  is 
to  triumph.  How  can  this  be  done?  We 
must  realize  that  words  alone  will  not 
suffice  to  touch  the  hearts  and  win  the 
minds  of  mankind.  We  must  under¬ 
stand  that  millions  of  people  throughout 
the  world  do  not  live  as  we  do — that 
theirs  is  an  existence  made  almost  intol¬ 
erable  by  pitiless  poverty,  disease,  and 
ignorance.  We  must  also  realize — con¬ 
trary  to  the  smug  belief  in  some  quar¬ 
ters  that  these  people  live  in  such  con¬ 
ditions  because  they  choose  to — that  they 
are  aware  of  the  subhuman  existence  to 
which  they  are  condemned  and  are  re¬ 
sentful  of  it. 

These  are  the  people  to  whom  the 
Communists  insistently  promise  a  better 
life  if  only  they  will  throw  in  their  lot 
with  communism. 

We  should  know  by  this  time  that  the 
Communists  have  been  able  to  make 
great  strides  by  their  appeal  to  the 
misery  of  the  people.  We  ought  to  know 
that  much  of  the  Communist  aggres¬ 
sion  has  not  been  by  the  force  of  march¬ 
ing  men,  but  by  the  tragedy  of  the 
breakdown  of  social  and  economic 
society.  We  know  that  their  promises 
are  false.  We  see  every  day  that  com¬ 
munism  actually  offers  nothing  but 
slavery,  with  not  even  better  living  con¬ 
ditions  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of 
freedom.  But  the  millions  to  whom  the 
Communists  make  their  promises  do  not 
know  this,  or,  at  least,  they  did  not  know 
it  early  enough. 

How  can  we  convince  them  that  the 
promises  of  communism  are  false  and  the 
ways  of  democracy  are  better?  We  can¬ 
not  convince  them  by  words  alone — we 
cannot  outpromise  and  outlie  the  Com¬ 
munists,  even  if  we  tried.  Our  most  con¬ 
vincing  argument  must  be  directed  to  the 
human  needs;  to  put  it  more  bluntly,  to 
the  pits  of  their  stomachs — where  there 
is  an  aching  void  instead  of  satisfying 
food — where  there  is  a  vacuum  which 
the  Communists  try  to  fill  with  Com¬ 
munist  promises  and  slogans  and  doc¬ 
trines,  just  as  they  try  to  fill  political 
vacuums  wTith  Communist  power. 

On  many  occasions,  Mr.  President,  I 
have  mentioned  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  one  of  the  places  where  Com¬ 
munist  ideology  is  working  overtime  and 
with  feverish  effort  is  the  Republic  of 
India.  That  great  Republic  has  sought 
in  the  past  7  or  8  months  to  procure 
grain  to  feed  the  hungry  millions.  We 
can  talk  to  those  people  about  democracy 
all  we  want  to,  but  what  they  want  is 
something  to  eat.  When  they  see  that 
we  have  food  in  surplus,  that  we  even 
destroy  it,  as  they  are  told  by  the  Com¬ 
munists;  when  they  see  that  we  have 
to  pay  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
even  to  store  this  food  when  they  would 
like  to  buy  it,  it  really  gives  the  Com¬ 
munists  something  to  talk  about.  Every¬ 
thing  we  can  do  in  Indonesia,  every- 
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thing  we  can  do  in  southern  Asia,  Bur¬ 
ma,  Thailand,  Indochina,  to  raise  the 
living  standards  of  the  people  through 
their  own  efforts,  through  the  use  of 
knowledge  and  information,  through  the 
transfer  of  experts  to  those  nations  to 
help  the  people,  will  do  more  to  beat 
down  communism  than  will  all  the  pam¬ 
phlets  we  can  possibly  send  there.  Peo¬ 
ple  have  got  to  be  pretty  hungry  before 
they  will  eat  pamphlets.  A  hungry  man 
is  an  available  person  for  the  Communist 
line. 

What  can  we  offer  these  people  that 
is  more  convincing  than  Communist 
propaganda — that  will  really  fill  their 
stomaches,  that  will  really  alleviate  their 
misery,  that  will  really  give  them  new 
decency  and  dignity,  to  which  even  the 
lowliest  aspire?  We  can  give  them,  Mr. 
President,  the  most  irrefutable  kind  of 
proof  that  democracy  is  immeasurably 
superior  to  communism — demonstrable 
proof  in  the  form  of  the  methods,  the 
skills  and  the  knowledge  that  have  en¬ 
abled  us  to  attain  in  this  country  the 
high  standard  of  living  that  is  the  envy 
of  the  world.  We  can  make  this  demon¬ 
stration  in  a  form  that  can  be  under¬ 
stood  and  appreciated  by  the  humblest 
peasants  and  workers  in  every  country — 
tangible,  effective  advice  and  assistance 
that  will  enable  them  by  their  own  ef¬ 
forts  to  raise  themselves  and  their 
families  to  a  new  level  of  well-being. 
What  better  answer  can  there  be  to 
communism? 

This  is  the  most  effective  answer  to 
the  false  promises  of  communism,  Mr. 
President,  because  it  is  the  stuff  of  life. 
It  makes  itself  felt  in  the  daily  lives  of 
the  masses  of  people,  because  it  deals 
with  the  things  in  which  they  are  most 
vitally  and  immediately  concerned — 
more  food  to  eat,  more  clothing  to  wear, 
better  shelter  for  their  households,  bet¬ 
ter  health  for  their  families,  and  better 
opportunities  for  their  children. 

This  is  what  point  4  means.  This  is 
what  point  4  can  accomplish.  How  do 
we  know?  Because  we  have  tried  this 
method  for  10  years  at  least,  and  have 
proved  that  it  works.  We  have  proved 
that  it  is  practical,  it  is  effective,  it  is 
inexpensive,  and  it  convinces  the  people 
whom  it  benefits  both  of  the  friendship 
of  the  United  States  and  of  the  efficacy 
of  democratic  principles. 

During  World  War  II,  the  technical 
assistance  program  carried  on  by  the 
Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs  was 
one  of  the  most  effective  instrumentali¬ 
ties  for  gaining  support  of  the  United 
States  in  the  Latin-American  countries. 
American  agricultural  experts  showed 
their  farmers  how  to  grow  more  food  to 
offset  the  reduction  of  imports  caused 
by  the  war;  American  doctors  and  engi¬ 
neers  improved  the  health  and  sanita¬ 
tion  of  thousands  of  workers  producing 
war  materials.  By  the  end  of  the  war 
surveys  indicated  that  25,000,000  Latin 
Americans  had  benefited  from  these 
efforts.  This  work  was  known  and  ap¬ 
preciated  by  the  people  of  those  coun¬ 
tries,  as  well  as  by  their  governments. 

Since  then,  this  program  has  been 
continued  on  a  reduced  scale  by  the  in¬ 
stitute,  while  a  parallel  program  of  26 


United  States  agencies  under  the  lead¬ 
ership  of  the  State  Department  has  been 
in  continuous  operation  for  11  years.  At 
the  beginning,  the  United  States  put  up 
most  of  the  money  for  the  health  and 
sanitation,  agricultural  and  educational 
programs,  now  the  Latin-American 
countries  put  up  $3  to  every  $1  spent  by 
the  United  States. 

After  the  Institute  of  Inter-American 
Affairs  had  participated  in  technical - 
assistance  projects  in  Costa  Rica  for  5 
years  the  president  of  that  country  in 
1947,  Jose  Figueres,  dedicated  a  local 
office  of  the  joint  agricultural  service. 
He  emphasized  the  cooperative  nature  of 
the  work,  and  smilingly  told  his  audience: 
“This  is  the  Yankee  imperialism  you  have 
heard  so  much  about.” 

That  is  the  kind  of  testimonial  we  want 
from  peoples  in  other  lands. 

In  the  capital  of  Chile  the  Institute 
of  Inter-American  Affairs  helped  install 
a  sewerage  system  that  serves  200,000 
people  in  a  quarter  of  the  city  inhabited 
by  workers  and  their  families.  The  proj¬ 
ect  not  only  provided  sanitation  for 
people  among  whom  the  Communists  had 
been  very  active,  but  also  made  possible 
the  cultivation  of  crops  on  100,000  acres 
formerly  unsuitable  for  food  production 
because  the  irrigation  ditches  were  pol¬ 
luted  by  sewage.  When  the  project  was 
completed  the  people  of  the  district,  of 
their  own  accord,  arranged  a  public  cere¬ 
mony  at  which  they  sang  the  Star- 
Spangled  Banner  and  dedicated  a  marble 
marker  expressing  their  gratitude  to  the 
United  States. 

Believe  me,  that  kind  of  gratitude  is 
hard  to  find,  and  demonstrations  like 
that  are  few  and  far  between,  when  we 
are  merely  exporting  arms  or  talking  in 
terms  of  a  direct-relief  program.  Here 
these  people  helped  themselves.  They 
were  grateful  for  the  assistance  they  re¬ 
ceived  in  their  self-help  program. 

In  Ceylon  a  representative  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
is  advising  the  Government  on  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  large  dam  that  will  pro¬ 
vide  irrigation  for  enough  land  to  feed 
half  a  million  people.  In  the  same 
country  the  World  Health  Organization 
assisted  in  an  intensive  campaign  that 
entirely  eliminated  malaria  at  a  cost  of 
20  cents  per  capita.  They  have  elimi¬ 
nated  malaria,  the  dread  disease  of  the 
tropics,  in  the  country  of  Ceylon  at  the 
cost  of  20  cents  per  person.  By  way 
of  comparison,  it  has  been  estimated  that 
the  direct  cost  of  malaria  for  every  per¬ 
son  who  has  the  disease  in  India  is  $2 
a  year. 

One  American  agricultural  expert  in 
Guatemala  has  shown  Latin-American 
coffee  growers  how  they  can  double  or 
triple  their  yield  without  increasing 
acreage,  simply  by  selecting  high-yield¬ 
ing  strains  of  coffee  trees.  Another 
American  technician  helped  save  Bra¬ 
zil’s  citrus  industry  by  finding  the  cause 
of  a  ruinous  plant  disease,  at  a  cost  of 
$30,000. 

These  instances  are  only  a  few  of  hun¬ 
dreds  that  could  be  cited.  The  fact  is 
that  the  point  4  principle  has  been 
proved  time  and  again ;  It  is  inexpensive, 
it  is  practical,  it  is  effective  in  persuad¬ 


ing  the  people  among  whom  it  is  ap¬ 
plied  of  the  good  intentions  of  the 
United  States  and  the  benefits  of  the 
democratic  way  of  life. 

I  want  to  say  right  now  that  I  think 
that  kind  of  program  will  do  more  to 
save  the  world  from  aggressive,  mili¬ 
taristic  communism  than  any  pamphlet, 
radio  broadcast,  or  feature  movie,  be¬ 
cause  when  we  get  right  down  to  it  the 
people’s  of  the  world  turn  to  a  foreign 
ideology  or  subversive  doctrine,  and  turn 
away  from  principles  of  human  freedom, 
only  when  they  are  sick,  down  and  out, 
without  property,  and  without  a  chance 
to  make  something  out  of  their  lives. 

We  have  only  to  apply  this  principle 
on  a  much  broader  scale,  as  President 
Truman  has. suggested,  to  have  an  un¬ 
beatable  weapon  against  communism. 

We  frequently  hear  anguished  out¬ 
cries  from  leading  Americans  including 
Members  of  Congress,  about  the  dangers 
of  communism,  and  demands  for  posi¬ 
tive,  imaginative,  appealing  measures  to 
counter  the  threat  of  communism.  Well, 
here  it  is.  What  could  be  more  posi¬ 
tive,  constructive,  dynamic  than  point  4? 

The  trouble  is  that  many  Members  of 
Congress,  many  officials  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  do  not  know  a  good  thing  when 
they  see  it.  Even  the  State  Department, 
as  I  pointed  out  to  the  minority  leader, 
has  been  entirely  too  slow  and  reticent  in 
realizing  the  enormous  potentialities  of 
point  4,  and  too  timid  to  put  it  to  full 
use.  That  seems  to  be  the  trouble  with 
our  Foreign  Service  officers.  They  are 
afflicted  with  timidity  and  caution.  They 
are  always  far  behind  the  people.  You 
can  bet  your  bottom  dollar  that  if  our 
positions  were  reversed,  and  the  Rus¬ 
sians  possessed  the  tremendous  advan¬ 
tage  that  our  technological  resources  give 
us,  they  would  be  using  it  to  the  hilt  all 
over  the  world  against  us.  Here  we  have 
in  our  hands  the  best  imaginable  weapon 
against  communism,  and  we  do  not  have 
the  gumption  and  the  sagacity  to  use  it. 

The  American  people  are  far  ahead  of 
the  Government  in  realizing  the  great 
potentialities  of  point  4.  There  is  tre¬ 
mendous  interest  and  enthusiasm  all  over 
the  country  for  this  program,  especially 
among  people  who  understand  it  best. 
Let  me  quote  a  statement.  It  comes  from 
a  highly  respected  American  citizen. 

I  quote; 

It  is  our  firm  belief  that  the  interests  of 
the  United  States  will  best  be  served  by  help¬ 
ing  nations  and  peoples  to  help  themselves. 
It  is  in  our  interest  to  help  the  distressed 
attain  their  needs  so  that  they  will  have  the 
physical  strength  to  defend  and  carry  for¬ 
ward  their  intellectual,  moral  and  spiritual 
freedom. 

Thus,  by  helping  others  to  help  themselves 
we  will  aid  them  in  achieving  independence 
from  domination  of  any  kind.  *  *  *  our 

interests  and  the  best  interest  of  the  people 
throughout  the  world  are  inseparable,  and 
thus  in  reality  we  slrve  our  own  best  inter¬ 
est  by  helping  others  achieve  strength  and 
health,  opportunity  and  freedom  through 
rising  standards  of  living. 

The  sooner  all  of  us  recognize  the  fact 
that  the  welfare  of  the  world  is  indivisible 
and  that  our  freedom  and  the  freedom  of 
other  nations  are  inseparable,  the  sooner  we 
will  be  able  to  face  with  all  our  force  the 
gigantic  task  that  exists  today,  the  task  of 
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raising  the  standards  of  living  of  peoples  of 
all  lands. 

That  statement,  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  was  not  made  by  an  official  of  this 
Government,  a  visionary  planner,  a  col¬ 
lege  professor,  or  even  a  Democrat.  It 
was  made  by  one  of  the  foremost  indus¬ 
trialists  and  one  of  the  foremost  finan¬ 
ciers  in  this  country,  Mr.  Nelson  A.  Rock¬ 
efeller. 

What  then  is  the  source  of  the  opposi¬ 
tion  to  point  4?  It  can  hardly  be  based 
upon  the  amount  of  money  involved  since 
only  a  total  of  $35,000,000  was  authorized 
for  point  4  whereas  we  are  appropriat¬ 
ing  approximately  $3,000,000,000  for  di¬ 
rect  EGA  assistance  and  about  a  billion 
and  a  quarter  for  additional  military  as¬ 
sistance.  There  is  little  doubt  but  what 
we  will  appropriate  even  more  in  view  of 
the  dire  and  critical  international  situa¬ 
tion. 

It  is  interesting  for  me  to  observe  that 
every  time  Senators  are  asked,  if  more 
money  should  be  needed  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  situation  because  of  the  Korean 
struggle  would  it  be  forthcoming,  that  to 
a  man  we  say,  “Of  course  it  will.”  We 
say  to  the  President,  “Send  down  your 
requests.  They  will  be  voted  immedi¬ 
ately.”  I  want  to  state  as  loudly  as  I  can 
that  we  cannot  whip  communism  with 
arms  alone.  If  we  alone  are  in  an  arms 
race  with  world  communism,  we  are 
licked  right  now.  They  will  bleed  us 
white.  What  we  must  recognize  is  that 
we  need  allies,  and  the  friendship,  under¬ 
standing,  and  devotion  of  millions  and 
millions  of  people  who  are  being  sucked 
into  the  Communist  orbit.  If  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  persists  in  ig¬ 
noring  this  program  and  only  spends 
money  in  a  great  armaments  race,  we 
have  lost  all  hope  of  being  able  to  main¬ 
tain  a  free  world. 

The  opposition  to  point  4  cannot  be 
based  upon  any  claim  that  it  is  new  or  a 
theoretical  matter.  This  program  has 
been  operating  in  limited  areas  for  sev¬ 
eral  years  and  it  has  operated  success¬ 
fully.  It  has  operated  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  peoples  receiving  the  aid  and  our 
own  country  that  has  given  the  aid. 

The  opposition  to  point  4  surely  can¬ 
not  be  based  upon  the  assertion  that  this 
is  some  new  untried  venture  within  the 
framework  of  the  United  Nations.  The 
programs  of  world  health,  food,  and  agri¬ 
culture  and  other  related  UN  agencies 
are  directed  toward  similar  ends.  We 
have  joined  in  these  agencies  in  full 
knowledge  of  their  work  and  objectives. 

What  then  is  the  basis  for  the  opposi¬ 
tion?  Are  the  American  people  to  believe 
that  the  opposition  is  one  based  upon 
economy?  That  will  hardly  stand  the 
test  of  public  scrutiny  when  the  limited 
sum  of  $35,000,000  is  requested.  Com¬ 
pare  this  small  sum  to  the  military  ex¬ 
penditures.  * 

Are  the  American  people  to  believe 
that  the  curtailment  of  appropriations 
for  the  point  4  program  is  primarily  a 
political  move  because  it  was  proclaimed 
and  has  been  vigorously  championed  by 
President  Truman?  I  am  sure  that  this 
is  not  and  will  not  be  the  intention  of  the 
Senate.  I  am  confident  that  party  poli¬ 
tics  does  not  control  in  the  field  of  foreign 
policy. 


We  in  the  Congress  must  keep  pace 
with  the  American  people  in  their  under¬ 
standing  of  the  political,  social,  and 
economic  conditions  which  provide  a 
fertile  soil  for  communism.  The  Ameri¬ 
can  people  know  that  communism 
grows  and  expands  where  there  is  sick¬ 
ness,  hunger,  and  poverty.  The  Ameri¬ 
can  people  know  that  where  men  and 
women  enjoy  some  of  the  good  things  of 
life,  that  communism  finds  it  most  diffi¬ 
cult  to  make  inroads,  and  the  American 
people  have  a  right  to  expect  the  same 
kind  of  intelligence  and  competent  ob¬ 
servation  on  the  part  of  their  repre¬ 
sentatives  in  the  Congress. 

The  American  people  are  a  generous 
people.  They  want  our  country  to  share 
its  scientific  and  technological  knowl¬ 
edge  with  our  friends.  The  American 
people  expect  their  Congress  which 
represents  them  to  translate  their  whole¬ 
some  desire  “to  share”  into  public  law. 
Our  people  are  crying  out  in  desperation 
for  a  Congress  to  be  as  positive  in  its 
search  for  peace  as  it  is  in  its  willingness 
to  meet  the  armed  force  of  communism 
by  military  strength. 

Let  no  one  forget  that  for  a  moment. 
There  is  sadness  in  the  hearts  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  Americans,  and  they  are  looking 
to  the  Congress  for  some  guidance,  not 
merely  on  appropriations  for  new  bombs, 
which  we  must  have  because  of  the  sad, 
sick,  and  sorry  world  in  which  we  live,  but 
they  are  looking  to  the  Congress  for  some 
light  and  some  leadership  to  get  at  and  to 
destroy  the  sources  of  contamination,  of 
communism,  wherever  we  find  them. 
The  way  we  do  that  is  in  the  economic, 
social,  and  political  areas,  not  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  alone. 

Let  there  be  no  misunderstanding^  of 
my  words.  The  people  of  this  Nation 
recognize  that  our  struggle  with  com¬ 
munism  is  twofold.  It  is  one  of  meeting 
the  Communist  ideology  by  democratic 
ideas  and  democratic  performance.  It 
is  the  other  of  meeting  the  brutal  mili¬ 
tary  power  of  Communist  conspiracy  by 
a  united,  strong,  and  prepared  nation. 
Our  people,  the  people  of  America,  ex¬ 
pect  the  Congress  to  interpret  their  ideas 
and  their  wishes  into  public  policy. 

The  Congress  and  the  American  people 
have  rallied  almost  unanimously  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  President’s  courageous  de¬ 
cision  on  Korea.  A  drastic  cut  in  point 
4  funds  at  this  time  would  mean  that 
we  are  ready  to  follow  him  when  he 
stakes  the  fate  of  the  Nation  on  military 
action  to  check  aggression,  but  we  refuse 
to  follow  his  lead  in  a  long-range  effort 
to  prevent  future  Koreas.  It  would 
mean  that  we  actively  seek  the  support 
of  other  nations  when  we  are  directly 
engaged  in  military  action  in  which  our 
national  prestige  and  security  are  in¬ 
volved,  but  we  tell  them  they  can  shift 
for  themselves,  can  go  their  own  way, 
as  far  as  their  own  welfare  is  concerned. 

Only  4  weeks  ago  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  held  a  conference  to  raise  funds 
for  its  expanded  technical  assistance  pro¬ 
gram,  which  was  inspired  by  President 
Truman’s  initiative  in  proposing  point  4. 
This  conference  was  held  only  after  Con¬ 
gress  had  authorized  $35,000,000  for 
technical  assistance  and  specified  that 
part  of  this  amount  could  be  used  in  pro- 


JULY  11 

grams  conducted  by  international  agen¬ 
cies.  This  Government  pledged  $12,- 
000,000  to  the  United  Nations  program, 
and  on  that  understanding,  49  other 
countries  pledged  $3,000,000  more. 

A  drastic  cut  in  the  point  4  appro¬ 
priation,  as  proposed  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  would  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  this  Government,  at  this  critical 
hour  in  world  history,  at  a  time  when 
the  United  Nations  has  stood  with  us 
and  we  have  stood  with  them,  to  renege 
on  at  least  part  of  its  pledge  to  the 
United  Nations.  This  would  hamper,  if 
not  cripple,  the  United  Nations  program 
of  technical  assistance.  Moreover,  it 
would  embarrass  not  only  the  President- 
and  our  representatives  in  the  United 
Nations,  but  it  would  also  seriously  dam¬ 
age  the  prestige  of  the  United  States 
itself. 

Such  a  result  could  only  be  inter¬ 
preted  throughout  the  world,  at  a  time 
when  the  free  world  is  striving  to  achieve 
solidarity  under  the  banner  of  the 
United  Nations,  as  a  vote  of  “no  confi¬ 
dence”  by  the  United  States  in  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  social  activities  of  the  UN. 

Communism  is  an  international  con¬ 
spiracy.  That  is  what  communism  is, 
an  international  conspiracy.  It  is  a 
philosophy  that  has  military  adherents 
and  supporters  in  many  lands.  Interna¬ 
tional  communism  is  directed  by  the  evil, 
and,  may  I  say,  very  clever,  men  of  the 
Kremlin.  Its  center  of  power  is  the  So¬ 
viet  Union.  Yet  the  military  aggression 
that  we  see  in  Korea  and  the  aggression 
that  we  saw  in  Czechoslovakia  were  not 
the  direct  product  of  an  attack  by  Rus¬ 
sian  soldiers.  We  see  a  new  form  of  ag¬ 
gression.  We  see  an  international  army, 
an  international  program,  an  interna¬ 
tional  philosophy,  which  repudiates  the 
whole  structure  of  international  law 
based  upon  territorial  integrity  and  free¬ 
dom,  and  national  independence. 

We  see  Koreans  attack  Korea  for  Rus¬ 
sian  Communist  purposes.  We  see 
Czechoslovakians  destroy  the  independ¬ 
ence  of  Czechoslovakia  as  a  part  of  the 
master  plan  of  the  Kremlin.  We  see 
Chinese  Communists  destroy  independ¬ 
ent  China  to  fulfill  the  plan  of  the  Com¬ 
munist  leaders.  We  see  Communist 
.  Indochinese  attacking  and  ravaging  their 
land  as  a  part  of  the  evil  plot  of  the  in¬ 
ternational  Communist  movement.  We 
watched  the  Communists  of  France  and 
of  Italy — yes,  of  every  land — do  the 
bidding  and  the  work  of  their  masters 
in  the  Soviet  Union.  Time-honored 
principles  of  national  pride  and  national 
patriotism  and  devotion  have  been  cast 
away  by  this  evil  insidious  philosophy 
of  international  communism. 

What  does  this  tell  us?  Surely  it  tells 
us  that  no  one  nation  alone  can  suc¬ 
cessfully  meet  the  attack  of  an  interna- 
tioanl  movement  that  has  its  slaves,  its 
dupes,  and  its  servants  in  every  land. 

One  hundred  and  fifty  million  Ameri¬ 
cans  cannot  meet  the  attack  of  800,000,- 
000  enslaved  Communist-controlled 
people.  It  is  impossible,  unless  we  want 
to  get  ourselves  down  into  the  pitiful 
condition  in  which  their  slaves  and  dupes 
find  themselves.  So  it  resolves  itself  into 
finding  friends,  and  building  for  ourselves 
and  our  principles  an  international 
organization. 
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I  was  very  much  pleased  to  see  the 
editorial  in  the  Washington  Post  of  to¬ 
day,  which  stated  that  the  former  Presi¬ 
dent  of  Chile,  Gonzalez-Videla,  when  he 
came  to  Washington,  suggested  the  cre¬ 
ation  of  a  democratic  international  to 
stop  the  spread  of  the  international 
Communists.  What  a  wonderful  idea,  a 
democratic  international  to  stop  the 
spread  of  international  communism.  If 
the  Communists  can  pick  us  off  one  at 
a  time,  that  is  what  they  are  going  to  do. 
Surely  we  have  discovered  that  the  one 
instrument  through  which  we  can  work 
so  as  to  have  a  great,  united  international 
movement  dedicated  to  democratic  hu¬ 
mane  and  decent  purposes,  is  the  United 
Nations. 

The  very  obvious  fact  that  Commu¬ 
nists  have  but  one  loyalty,  namely,  the 
loyalty  to  a  totalitarian  philosophy  with 
its  prophets  of  doom  working  from  be¬ 
hind  the  walls  of  the  Kremlin,  should 
make  it  crystal  clear  to  all  freedom- 
loving  people  that  if  we  are  to  counter¬ 
attack,  if  we  are  to  meet  this  menace  and 
destroy  its  effectiveness,  we  too  must 
have  an  international  movement,  an  in¬ 
ternational  forum,  an  international  gov¬ 
ernment  to  carry  forth  our  program  of 
freedom  and  democracy,  and  to  imple¬ 
ment  our  ideas.  Here  again  it  seems  as 
if  divine  providence  is  on  our  side.  This 
Nation  has  been  blessed  many  times  by 
the  good  fortune,  I  am  sure,  of  having 
divine  care  and  counsel. 

Fortunately,  a  great  international  in¬ 
strument  of  law  and  order  is  available. 
That  international  body  finds  itself  re¬ 
vealed  in  the  United  Nations.  The 
United  Nations  is  now  a  working  instru¬ 
mentality  to  preserve  international  law. 
This  great  international  organization 
into  which  we  should  be  directing  this 
point  4  funds,  to  give  it  life  and  to  give 
it  something  with  which  to  work,  was 
inspired  by  the  ideals  of  Woodrow  Wil¬ 
son.  He  was  the  great  philosopher  of 
our  time,  of  our  century,  in  the  cause 
of  international  order  and  world  peace. 
The  UN  was  also  given  guidance  by  the 
late  President  Franklin  Roosevelt.  We 
are  its  creators,  and  must  be  its  stanch 
defenders. 

The  declaration  of  the  United  Nations 
was  written  in  this  Capital  and  sub¬ 
scribed  to  by  26  nations  on  January  1, 
1942.  The  preliminary  proposals  for  the 
creation  of  a  great  international  organ¬ 
ization,  later  to  become  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  were  written  at  Dumbarton  Oaks 
right  here  in  the  Nation’s  Capital.  The 
conference  that  drew  the  Charter  of  the 
United  Nations  was  held  in  the  great 
city  of  San  Francisco,  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  as  I  said,  it  appears 
to  me  that  divine  providence  has  given 
to  us  and  to  every  freedom-loving  people 
the  tools  and  the  weapons  to  meet  the 
evil  philosophy  of  Communist  totali¬ 
tarianism.  The  free  people  of  the  world 
have  a  charter  to  fight  for  and  to  work 
for.  The  free  people  of  the  world  have 
an  instrument  of  law  and  order  that  they 
can  use.  We  here  in  America  above  all 
others  should  be  able  to  understand  the 
importance  of  working  through  the 
United  Nations  and  of  strengthening  its 
agencies. 


I  plead  for  the  kind  of  understanding 
that  will  save  us  from  the  peril  which 
will  be  upon  us  if  we  do  not  act  in  con¬ 
cert  with  freedom-loving  peoples. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  series 
of  editorials  pertaining  to  American  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  United  Nations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorials 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post] 

War  op  Words 

Acheson  and  Dulles,  Marshall  and  Eisen¬ 
hower — all  four  spoke  up  forecfully  Wednes¬ 
day  in  behalf  of  an  expansion  of  our  informa¬ 
tion  program.  They  pointed  to  the  im¬ 
mense  resources  that  the  Russians  are  throw¬ 
ing  into  the  battle  of  words  over  Korea. 
Actions  are  said  to  speak  louder  than  words, 
but  one  of  the  wonders  of  the  twentieth 
century  is  that  they  don’t.  Our  actions  in 
Korea  are  pure  enough,  and  the  actions  of 
the  aggressor  that  we  are  coping  with  are  just 
the  opposite:  but  let  us  remember  that  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  depend  not  upon  unadul¬ 
terated  sources  of  news,  but  upon  words 
whispered  across  the  diameter  of  the  earth  by 
men  who  not  only  have  the  resources  but  are 
supreme  technicians  in  the  art  of  bam¬ 
boozling  and  befuddling. 

To  be  sure,  43  nations  have  testified  to 
our  virtue  by  supporting  our  action  against 
the  aggressor,  and  you  would  think  that  this 
fact  would  in  itself  be  eloquent  enough.  But 
the  testimony  is  that  it  isn’t.  Thus  the  great 
need  from  all  these  supporting  nations  is 
that  they  shall  mobilize  their  communica¬ 
tions  resources  to  spell  out  their  support  of 
the  sanctions  undertaken  in  Korea.  They 
should  be  asked  to  join  with  us  and  the 
United  Nations  Organization  at  Lake  Success 
in  revealing  the  true  position.  They  all  have 
facilities  of  communication.  All  of  them 
have  their  own  peculiar  audiences  in  which 
what  they  say  is  predominantly  influential, 
and  some  of  these  go  beyond  their  frontiers. 
In  the  present  crisis,  certainly,  national 
propaganda  should  be  secondary  and  the  first 
item  in  the  43  nations’  program  should  be  an 
explanation  of  why  they  demand  a  cease-fire 
and  a  withdrawal  in  Korea. 

Parallel  propaganda  is  something  for  which 
this  newspaper  has  long  pleaded  as  the 
bounden  duty  of  all  nations  who  prize  their 
liberty.  The  last  occasion  was  when  Presi¬ 
dent  Gonzales  Videla  of  Chile  came  to  Wash¬ 
ington.  The  Chilean  suggested  the  creation 
of  a  democratic  international  to  stop  the 
spread  of  international  communism.  The 
idea  had  merit,  but  this  newspaper  observed 
that,  without  benefit  of  new  machinery, 
there  was  something  that  the  free  nations 
could  do  right  away,  and  that  was  to  unite 
their  propaganda  resources  in  behalf  of  the 
free  way  of  life.  There  is*  now  a  specific 
occasion  for  uniting  propaganda  on  the 
specific  issue  of  the  struggle  upon  which  the 
free  world  is  engaged. 

Propaganda  is  a  device  in  which  the  United 
States  is  deficient,  and  this  is  curious,  for  the 
United  States  has  made  an  art  of  advertising 
and  salesmanship  and  public  relations.  The 
deficiency  is  due  to  disinterest — expressed  in 
a  budget  of  only  $34,000,000,  a  sum  which, 
moreover,  includes  items  that  do  not  properly 
belong  to  an  information  budget.  The 
amount  is  less  than  that  spent  by  the  British, 
let  alone  the  Russians.  Yet  no  country  needs 
to  spread  the  light  about  itself  and  its  situa¬ 
tion  more  than  this  country;  for  no  country 
has  been  more  defamed  and  maligned,  and 
no  country  is  more  responsible  for  defend¬ 
ing  the  peace.  In  India,  for  instance,  the  pic¬ 
ture  conjured  up  of  America  by  all  classes 
of  society  up  to  the  top  level  of  sophistica¬ 
tion  is  a  curious  sort  of  Wall  Street-Holly- 


wood  amalgam.  Million  of  people  in  out-of- 
the-way  places,  as  the  result  of  the  long  start 
of  the  Russians  and  the  American  neglect, 
speak  the  Muscovite  patter  about  America, 
and  thus  the  Russians  may  be  in  a  better 
position  than  we  realize  of  making  their  own 
barefaced  aggression  seem  like  innocent  self- 
defense  in  the  minds  of  the  world’s  guileless. 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  9,  1950] 
Agent  of  the  UN 

The  only  legal  problem  that  has  given 
United  Nations  officials  any  real  concern  in 
connection  with  the  UN  policy  in  Korea  has 
been  successfully  worked  out  in  the  Security 
Council’s  resolution  asking  the  United  States 
to  designate  the  commander  of  the  anti¬ 
aggression  forces.  Some  experts  on  the 
UN  Charter  had  feared  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  carry  out  military  police  action 
in  Korea  without  activating  the  Military 
Staff  Committee  on  which  the  Soviet  Union 
is  represented.  The  Charter  provides  that 
the  Military  Staff  Committee  shall  be  respon¬ 
sible  under  the  Council  “for  the  strategic 
direction  of  any  armed  forces  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Security  Council.”  But  the 
Charter  has  proved  to  be  flexible.  Unity  of 
command  is  being  achieved  without  any 
reference  to  the  Military  Staff  Committee. 

It  was  obvious  at  the  outbreak  of  the 
fighting  that  the  Security  Council  could  not 
itself  put  down  the  aggression  of  the  North 
Koreans.  No  troops  had  been  placed  at  its 
disposal,  as  contemplated  by  the  Charter. 
But  the  Council  could  and  did  act  under 
article  39  of  chapter  VII.  This  article  di¬ 
rects  the  Council  to  determine  the  existence 
of  any  breach  of  the  peace  or  act  of  aggres¬ 
sion  and  to  “make  recommendations  *  *  * 
to  maintain  or  restore  international  peace 
and  security.”  The  Council  took  such  steps 
in  its  resolutions  of  June  25  and  27.  On 
Friday  it  took  the  additional  step  of  “recom¬ 
mending”  that  all  members  responding  to 
its  call  place  their  forces  at  the  disposal  of  a 
unified  command  under  direct  control  of 
the  United  States.  In  other  words,  the 
Council  gave  its  blessing  to  the  practical 
measures  already  taken  by  the  nations  co¬ 
operating  in  this  joint  undertaking. 

Use  of  the  United  Nations  flag,  along  with 
the  national  flags  of  the  nations  resisting 
this  aggression,  was  also  authorized.  The 
United  Nations  is  as  much  committed  as  if 
forces  directly  under  its  command  had  gone 
into  action.  We  think  the  Council  is  to  be 
highly  commended  both  for  shouldering  the 
responsibility  laid  upon  it  by  the  Charter 
and  for  working  out  a  practical  means  of 
making  its  will  effective.  No  doubt  the 
logic  of  events  drove  it  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  anti-aggression  forces  in  Korea  should 
be  placed  directly  under  American  command. 
But  the  initiative  came  from  the  British  and 
French  rather  than  the  American  delegates. 
And  since  45  of  +he  59  members  of  the  United 
Nations  have  approved  the  use  of  armed 
forces  in  Korea  since  the  United  States  took 
the  lead  in  supplying  men  and  equipment,  it 
may  be  assumed  that  the  arrangement  meets 
with  general  satisfaction. 

The  most  heartening  fact  about  the  Korean 
episode  thus  far  is  the  courageous  and  forth¬ 
right  manner  in  which  the  Security  Council 
has  responded  to  the  challenge  of  armed 
aggression.  The  dramatic  manner  in  which 
it  has  emerged  from  its  moribund  state  has 
been  tonic  to  the  entire  free  world.  In  our 
enthusiasm  for  what  the  Council  is  now  do¬ 
ing,  however,  it  is  well  to  remember  that  it 
was  able  to  act  in  this  emergency  only 
because  of  the  Russian  boycott  of  the  UN 
in  violation  of  article  28.  The  Soviet’s  in¬ 
credible  blunder  in  absenting  itself  from  the 
Council  has  resulted  in  a  demonstration  of 
unity  against  aggression  that  scarcely 
seemed  possible  a  few  weeks  ago.  The  dis¬ 
turbing  thought  is  that  the  Council’s  spurt 
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of  activity  could  be  squelched  overnight 
by  the  return  of  a  Soviet  delegate  to  the 
Council.  Of  course,  Russia  could  not  stall 
the  forces  that  have  been  put  into  motion. 
But  her  veto  could  prevent  the  Council  from 
taking  any  further  action  to  counteract  the 
present  or  future  acts  of  aggression.  That 
possibility  must  be  giving  the  jubilant  states¬ 
men  at  Lake  Success  more  worry  than  is 
apparent  in  any  of  their  current  statements. 

[Prom  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  July 
8,  1950] 

Under  One  Flag  for  One  Purpose 

By  a  7  to  0  decision — with  India,  Egypt, 
and  Yugoslavia  abstaining — the  Security 
Council  of  the  United  Nations  now  has  taken 
another  historic  step  to  emphasize  that  the 
effort  to  repel  the  Red  invasion  of  Southern 
Korea  in  an  effort  being  made  not  by  our 
country  alone  but  by  the  UN  as  a  whole. 

As  far  as  specific  action  is  concerned,  the 
Council’s  new  resolution  paves  the  way,  first 
of  all,  for  a  unified  command  of  the  military 
forces  which  numerous  members  have  pro¬ 
vided  to  help  the  Council  carry  out  its  de¬ 
cisions  of  June  25  and  27 — decisions  aimed 
at  forcing  the  Northern  Korean  invaders  to 
withdraw  to  the  thirty-eighth  parallel.  The 
command  is  to  be  under  the  United  States — - 
the  chief  power  involved — and  the  top  com¬ 
mander  is  to  be  an  American,  General  Mac- 
Arthur. 

In  addition  to  this  move— which  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  efficient  use  of  the  multinational 
forces  available — the  Council  has  decreed 
that  the  new  unified  command  may  at  its 
discretion  fly  the  flag  of  the  United  Nations, 
concurrently  with  the  flags  of  the  various 
participating  powers,  during  military  opera¬ 
tions  in  Korea.  Nothing  could  better  sym¬ 
bolize  or  dramatize  the  fact  that  those  op¬ 
erations — legally,  morally  and  militarily — are 
not  a  one-country  enterprise  but  the  enter¬ 
prise  of  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
UN. 

Never  before  in  history  has  there  been  any¬ 
thing  quite  like  this — never  such  a  unified 
command  over  a  great  company  of  nations 
fighting  together  under  one  flag  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  criminal  ag¬ 
gression.  Here  is  the  nearest  approach  the 
world  has  yet  made  to  a  concrete,  flesh-and- 
blood  realization  of  the  international  police 
force  called  for  by  the  UN  charter.  Though 
it  can  accomplish  no  overnight  miracles,  the 
development  is  potentially  a  thing  of  first 
Importance.  Certainly,  in  an  immediate 
sense,  it  can  do  much  to  counter  the  Krem¬ 
lin’s  propaganda  effort  to  blame  the  Korean 
war  on  American  “imperialists." 

In  effect,  moreover,  this  latest  of  the  Se- 
“  curity  Council’s  history-making  actions 
serves  as  a  stern  rebuff  to  the  Soviet  Union's 
continuing  attempt — made  once  again  in  the 
note  protesting  against  our  naval  blockade 
of  Korea — to  depict  the  Council  as  a  kind 
of  outlaw  violating  the  Charter  and  operating 
as  the  tool  of  “imperialistic”  America.  With 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  UN  against  it, 
the  Kremlin  must  fully  realize  that  this  par¬ 
ticular  phase  of  its  propaganda  is  a  complete 
dud  in  the  free  world. 

All  of  which  suggests  that  the  Russians, 
now  that  they  have  virtually  branded  the 
United  Nations  as  a  criminal,  may  formally 
withdraw  from  it.  Whether  they  do  or  not, 
however,  its  course  is  set  and  determined  in 
Korea:  Flying  its  own  flag,  it  proposes,  re¬ 
gardless  of  grave  risks,  to  do  everything  pos¬ 
sible  to  beat  back  the  aggressor.  The  Council 
has  made  that  much  very  clear. 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  July  7,  1950] 
We  Need  All  of  Point  4 

President  Truman’s  point  4  program  for 
providing  technical  aid  to  underdeveloped 
countries  ought  to  appeal  to  anybody  with  an 
economical  drop  of  blood  in  his  veins.  In 


contrast  with  the  billions  spent  or  to  be  spent 
for  Marshall-plan  aid  or  the  military-aid  pro¬ 
gram,  point  4  needed  only  millions.  Mr. 
Truman  had  asked  for  $45,000,000  for  the 
1951  fiscal  year,  or  about  30  cents  per  capita 
for  the  United  States  population.  Subse¬ 
quently,  in  bills  pending  in  both  Houses  of 
Congress,  the  30  cents  was  whittled  down  to 
about  23  cents.  Yesterday  it  was  reported 
that  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
had  cut  the  figure  at  least  tentatively  to  as 
low  as  7  cents  per  capita.  Is  7  cents  as  much 
as  each  of  us  would  like  to  spend  on  this 
really  very  magnificent  enterprise? 

Point  4  contemplates  technical  aid  to 
United  Nations  and  other  agencies,  national 
and  international,  in  the  fields  of  health, 
agriculture,  education  and  industry.  In  his 
address  at  the  American  Newspaper  Guild 
convention  on  June  29  Mr.  Truman  gave 
some  instances  of  what  technical  aid  could 
do.  It  could  clear  the  malarial  mosquito  out 
of  a  rich  farming  area  in  northern  India 
which  otherwise  was  being  abandoned.  It 
could  bfing  pure  water  to  an  area  in  Iran. 
It  could  stimulate  the  production  of  lumber, 
rice,  palm  oil,  and  cocoa  in  Liberia.  It  could 
be  supplemented  by  investments  made 
through  the  World  Bank,  the  Export-Import 
Bank  and  private  agencies.  The  whole  pro¬ 
gram  is  extremely  elastic  in  that  it  might 
mobilize  all  sorts  of  public  and  private  agen¬ 
cies  at  relatively  little  expense  to  the  public 
agencies. 

The  point  4  program  will  .  not  win  a 
war  or  a  police  action  in  Korea.  It  might, 
however,  over  a  period  of  years,  alleviate  the 
conditions  that  aid  the  Communists  to  pene¬ 
trate  the  Far  East  and  other  relatively  un¬ 
developed  regions.  It  might  demonstrate 
against  the  flood  of  Communist  propaganda 
that  mid-century  capitalism  is  energetic,  in¬ 
telligent  and  humane.  We  hope  that  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  and  its 
opposite  numbers  in  the  House  will  realize 
these  facts  in  time  and  will  not  commit  the 
egregious  error  of  trying  to  remake  the  world 
with  a  handful  of  pennies. 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  9,  1950] 
Futility  on  Point  4 

It  is  hard  to  imagine  a  worse  time  for  the 
kind  of  narrow-mindedness  shown  by  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  in  its  de¬ 
cision  announced  yesterday  to  cut  point  4 
funds  in  half.  If  the  cut  should  be  sustained 
by  the  Senate,  it  would  mean  that  the  United 
States  could  conduct  practically  no  inde¬ 
pendent  program  of  technical  assistance  over 
large  areas  of  the  world  at  the  very  time 
that  the  Russians  are  doing  their  utmost  to 
exploit  discontent.  It  would  be  tantamount 
to  telling  India,  for  example,  that  in  return 
for  her  support  on  Korea  we  would  eliminate 
the  technical  aid  on  which  she  has  been 
counting  heavily. 

Of  the  President’s  original  request  for  $45,- 
000,000  for  1951,  the  Senate  authorized 
thirty-five  million.  The  Appropriations 
Committee,  however,  slashed  this  to  seven¬ 
teen  and  six-tenths  million,  including 
seven  and  six-tenths  million  for  existing 
programs  under  the  Institute  of  Inter-Amer¬ 
ican  Affairs  and  the  Smith-Mundt  Act.  This 
leaves  ten  million.  Yet- the  United  States 
already  is  committed  to  furnish  $12,500,000 
to  the  United  Nations  technical  assistance 
program  for  the  period  ending  December  31, 
1951.  Even  if  ECA  appropriations  might  be 
squeezed  to  provide  technical  help  for  co¬ 
lonial  Africa  and  southeast  Asia  under  the 
general  area  of  China  authorization,  there 
would  be  no  such  funds  for  India,  Pakistan 
and  the  Middle  East.  Yet  it  is  precisely  in 
those  areas  where  this  most  enlightened  form 
of  help,  the  stimulation  for  self-help,  is  most 
vitally  needed. 

The  administration  must  bear  some  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  bungling  manner  in 
which  the  whole  point  4  program  has  been 


handled  since  its  inception  18  months  ago. 
But  point  4  is  more  than  an  administration 
proposal;  it  is  an  American  answer  to  a  des¬ 
perate  need.  Yet  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  seemed  to  retain  a  preconceived  hos¬ 
tility  toward  the  program,  except  for  the 
protests  of  one  or  two  members.  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  Thorp,  for  example,  was 
browbeaten  almost  from  the  moment  he  set 
foot  in  the  committee  room,  and  was  never 
allowed  to  complete  his  prepared  statement. 

One  would  think  that  the  parallel  with  our 
world  information  program,  which  most  leg¬ 
islators  now  recognize  to  be  inadequate, 
would  be  strikingly  clear.  It  costs  a  lot 
more  to  fight  communism  after  the  fact 
than  to  prevent  it  from  taking  hold  in  the 
first  place.  In  justice  to  this  country’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  world  struggle,  the  Senate 
should  take  a  sounder  view  of  What  is  meant 
by  real  economy  than  its  short-sighted  com¬ 
mittee  has  done.  As  Senator  Lodge  said  in 
commenting  on  the  information  program,  it 
is  American  deeds  that  count.  “Isn’t  it 
true,”  he  asked,  “that  a  doctor  going  into  a 
fever-ridden  area  is  our  best  story?” 

[From  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of 
July  7,  1950] 

Making  It  Pointless 

We  hope  it  is  only  a  rumor.  It  is  one  of 
those  things  that  certainly  ought  not  to 
be  so. 

But  there  is  a  report  that  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  has  voted  to  reduce 
the  initial  appropriation  for  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram  from  the  $35,000,000  Congress  au¬ 
thorized  to  a  misely  $10,000,000. 

This,  for  a  world-wide  program  of  technical 
assistance  to  economically  backward  coun¬ 
tries,  would  make  point  4  practically  point¬ 
less. 

To  scuttle  one  of  the  few  affirmative  con¬ 
tributions  America  can  make  toward  a  bet¬ 
terment  of  world  living  standards  would  be 
the  height  of  crass  stupidity  and  political 
pettifogging. 

The  United  States  is  spending  nearly  $14,- 
500,000,000  a  year  on  its  own  military  budget, 
plus  additional  costs  for  the  fighting  in 
Korea  and  a  possible  70-group  air  force. 

It  authorized  last  year  more  than  $1,000,- 
000,000  of  arms  aid  to  western  Europe.  It 
spent  $345,000,000  to  help  win  a  civil  war  in 
Greece,  and  since  has  furnished  $375,000,000 
worth  of  arms  to  that  country  and  Turkey. 

How  much  is  the  United  States  willing  to 
spend  to  help  improve  the  opportunities  of 
world  neighbors  whose  economic  level  is 
pathetically  and  irritatingly  lower  than  its 
own? 

Is  it  true,  as  its  enemies  say,  that  all 
America  cares  about  is  armed  might  and  ex¬ 
ploitation? 

No,  it  is  not;  and  $35,000,000  under  present 
circumstances  is  small  earnest  to  give  of  a 
deeper  and  more  benevolent  interest. 

The  $35,000,000  which  both  houses  of  Con¬ 
gress  have  authorized  for  this  purpose  is  less 
than  the  cost,  tag  on  4  hours  of  World 
War  II. 

That  is  a  small  enough  effort  toward 
kindling  hope  in  the  world. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  the 
recent  developments  in  Korea  have 
again  demonstrated  the  importance  of 
this  great  body,  the  United  Nations.  We 
did  not  hesitate  to  promptly  reply  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Security  Council.  We 
did  not  hesitate  to  offer  all  possible  as¬ 
sistance  to  restore  peace  and  order  in 
Korea.  We  did  not  bicker  and  quibble 
over  a  few  dollars  when  the  Security 
Council  asked  for  assistance  to  enforce 
its  resolution.  We  answered  the  call. 

Mr.  President,  I  did  not  see  any  reso¬ 
lution  come  from  the  Appropriations 
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Committee  which  said,  “Now  take  it  easy. 
Do  not  spend  too  much  on  gasoline.  Let 
us  not  be  spending  too  much  now  for 
airplanes  or  for  munitions.”  Not  on 
your  life.  Every  person,  as  he  should, 
every  Senator,  every  member  of  the 
Government,  rallied  as  one  to  see  to  it 
that  every  available  bit  of  equipment 
and  material  was  there  to  do  the  job. 

The  United  Nations  has  asked  for  as¬ 
sistance  in  another  effort — a  fight 
against  poverty,  misery,  unemployment, 
disease,  and  malnutrition.  The  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  Nations  believe  that 
this  war  against  communism  is  a  two¬ 
fold  thing,  not  just  one.  They  not  only 
have  adopted  a  resolution  to  restore  the 
peace  in  Korea  which  we  quickly  sup¬ 
ported  as  we  should  have.  The  United 
Nations  also  has  taken  another  action. 
The  United  Nations  has  asked  for  assist¬ 
ance  to  combat  poverty,  misery,  unem¬ 
ployment,  disease,  and  malnutrition.  It 
seems  to  me  that  both  these  statements 
of  policy  are  of  great  importance.  We 
have  committed  ourselves  to  aid  that 
noble  struggle.  I  cannot  believe  that  we 
will  hesitate  to  fulfill  our  obligations 
in  the  field.  I  cannot  believe  that  we 
will  fail  to  give  support  that  is  expected 
of  us  in  this  other  area  of  our  struggle 
against  the  forces  of  evil. 

A  further  consideration  is  that  a  vir¬ 
tual  repudiation  of  the  point  4  program 
at  a  time  when  the  United  States  is 
taking  military  action  in  Korea  and 
Congress  is  voting  the  full  amount  re¬ 
quested  for  military  assistance  would 
encourage  the  belief — already  strong  in 
many  parts  of  the  world — that  we  choose 
to  emphasize  military  force  in  prefer¬ 
ence  to  constructive  and  humanitarian 
measures. 

As  for  the  harmful  psychological  ef¬ 
fects  throughout  the  world  if  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  recommendation  is  allowed  to 
stand,  here  is  what  an  American  Am¬ 
bassador,  in  Washington  for  consulta¬ 
tion — this  Ambassador  returned  from 
one  of  the  underdeveloped  areas — said: 

I  am.  embarrassed  to  return  to  my  post 
next  week.  I  dread  facing  the  president  of 
that  country  after  this  reported  vote  in  the 
Senate  committee.  We  have  not  made  any 
commitments  under  the  point  4  program, 
but  that  program  has  become  a  world-wide 
symbol.  It  is  regarded  as  an  American 
proposal  that  everyone  roll  up  his  sleeves 
and  work  on  the  problems  of  hunger  and 
sickness.  Now  the  reported  action  of  the 
Senate  committee  seems  to  say  we  really  did 
not  mean  it.  No  action  by  the  United  States 
could  be  better  calculated  to  injure  our  pres¬ 
tige  abroad. 

By  merely  proposing  point  4,  before  it 
goes  into  effect,  this  Government  has 
forged  an  anti-Communist  weapon  of 
the  utmost  importance.  It  has  brought 
hope  to  millions  of  human  beings  for¬ 
merly  without  hope — and  hope  is  a  force 
more  powerful  than  guns,  more  precious 
than  gold.  We  have  created  hope  that 
lifts  up  the  hearts  of  these  people  and 
encourages  them  to  hold  up  their  heads. 

We  have  had  plenty  of  illustrations 
in  history  of  men  and  women  who  had 
hope,  who  had  a  sense  of  dignity  and 
self-respect,  who  were  valient  soldiers 
even  without  adequate  weapons.  We 
have  in  recent  months  had  plenty  of 
illustration  of  the  will  to  fight,  the  will  to 


resist,  just  as  we  had  in  World  War  II 
when  the  Britsh  stood  alone  in  the  Bat¬ 
tle  of  Britain,  without  the  great  air 
fleets  and  air  armadas,  without  the  great 
weapons  of  modern  war.  But  they  re¬ 
sisted  because  they  had  something  to 
fight  for  and  to  die  for.  People  need 
hope — they  need  to  feel  that  life  is  worth 
great  sacrifices. 

If  this  hope  is  now  disappointed,  we 
will  not  only  have  destroyed  the  great 
potential  good  of  point  4  in  the  future; 
we  will  have  destroyed  much  good  will 
and  replaced  it  with  resentment  toward 
us  and  resignation  to  the  encroachment 
of  communism.  We  will  have  shame¬ 
fully  bungled  one  of  the  best  chances  we 
have  of  promoting  peace,  freedom,  and 
democracy. 

I  protest  with  all  the  vigor  at  my  com¬ 
mand,  Mr.  President,  at  this  short¬ 
sighted  attempt  to  wreck  this  construc¬ 
tive  program  which  means  so  much  to¬ 
ward  winning  the  peoples  of  the  world 
to  the  cause  of  freedom  and  democracy. 

I  say  right  now  that  I  would  feel  very 
derelict  to  my  responsibility  and  duty 
if  on  the  one  hand  I,  as  a  member  of  this 
great  body,  having  voted  for  selective 
service,  having  voted  for  military  pre¬ 
paration,  were  to  turn  my  head  and  not 
be  willing  even  to  try  to  take  a  forward 
step  in  eradicating  those  conditions  of 
confusion  and  chaos  and  discontent  that 
make  it  necessary  for  boys  19  and  20 
years  of  age,  to  be  sent  thousands  of 
miles  away  from  home  in  battle.  I  urge 
the  Senate  to  approve  the  full  $35,000,000 
authorized  for  point  4,  which  is  the  very 
minimum  required  to  achieve  substan¬ 
tial  results. 

I  want  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  for  his 
amendment  which  would  raise  the 
amount  to  $20,000,000.  But  let  no  one 
try  to  tell  me  that  we  cannot  spend 
$35,000,000  in  the  cause  of  food,  shelter, 
better  lands,  and  health  and  education 
in  this  world. 

Korea  is  a  solemn  warning  that  we 
need  to  win  the  masses  of  the  people  to 
our  side.  With  this  warning  clearly  be¬ 
fore  us,  this  attempt  to  butcher  the 
point  4  program  in  the  name  of  econ¬ 
omy  is  a  self-defeating  luxury  which  this 
Nation  and  the  free  world  simply  can¬ 
not  afford. 

We  are  fighting  the  Communists  in 
Korea  with  our  right  arm — our  military 
arm.  I  submit  this  is  certainly  no  time 
to  cut  our  left  arm  off  at  the  elbow — the 
point  4  arm  for  fighting  Communists  in 
other  parts  of  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  move  ahead  with 
the  point  4  program  as  we  have  with 
ECA,  as  we  have  with  military  assistance. 
Let  us  have  the  same  unanimity  of  effort. 
If  there  ever  was  a  measure  that  will 
affect  the  thinking  of  men  in  the  world 
it  is  the  amendment  of  the  point  4 
program.  Everyone  is  going  to  watch 
what  we  do  with  respect  to  it.  Let  us 
act  with  boldness.  Imagine  what  it 
would  look  like  not  only  to  the  world 
but  to  all  soul-searching  decent  Ameri¬ 
cans,  if  we  were  to  reject  one  of  the 
most  humanitarian,  effective,  construc¬ 
tive  approaches  toward  eradicating  the 
cause  of  discontent  and  communism, 
namely,  the  point  4  program. 


I  appeal  to  my  colleagues  to  join  with 
me  in  a  full  measure  of  support  for  the 
full  appropriation  for  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram 

i  message  from  the  hotirv 

f  A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre-  i 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its  / 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had  / 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  bill  (S ./ 

;  3876)  to  provide  free  postage  for  mem- 
j  bers  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
:  States  in  specified  areas. 

AMERICAN  CASUALTIES  IN  KOREA— RAY 
RICHARDS  AND  ERNIE  PEELER  \ 

Mr.  DONNELL  obtained  the  floor./ 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
|  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DONNELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Casualty  lists  are 
now  coming  in  from  Korea.  I  note  with 
'  sorrow  that  my  good  friend,  Ray  Rich¬ 
ards,  is  listed  among  those  who  have 
|  given  their  lives  in  Korea. 

Ray  Richards,  a  newspaperman  who 
served  here  in  Washington,  was  not  only 
jan  indefatigable  gatherer  of;. news  but 
|  an  expert  on  the  Far  East,  aud  enlight- 
jj  enment  could  be  obtained  by  talking  with 
|  him  on  that  subject. 

He  was  born  56  years  a^o  in  Minot, 
j  N.  Dak.  He  went  to  the  Oklahoma  A.  & 

;  M.  College,  and  then  became  a  news- 
:  paperman,  serving  in  many  capacities. 

As  I  knew  him  in  Washington,  he  was 
I  with  the  Hearst  newspapers  or  with  the 
|  International  News  Service. 

|  I  realize,  as  I  know  the  Senate  realizes, 
the  great  value  of  those  who  go  forth 
I  to  bring  us  the  news— I  refer  not  only 
I  to  the  newspaper  reporters  but  also  to 
i  the  photographers — so  that  we  may  have 
;  first-hand  knowledge  about  conditions 
;  on  the  battlefield.  T?hese  men  go  on  the 
battlefield,  not  with-  guns  or  other  weap- 
'  ons  in  their  handst  but  with  pencils  or 
I  cameras,  so  that  they  may  inform  their 
country,  and,  in  feet,  the  entire  world, 
about  what  occurs  there.  It  was  in  that 
service  that  my  iood  friend,  Ray  Rich- 
I  ards,  gave  his  life. 

Mr.  President,  I  also  find  that  Corp. 
i  Ernie  Peeler  is  listed  in  the  same  news¬ 
paper  item  as*  having  lost  his  life.  He 
was  one  of  the  editors  of  the  Tokyo  Stars 
and  Stripes,  a  United  States  service 
;  newspaper. 

In  this  connection,  I  ask  unanimous 
|  consent  to  insert  in  the  Record,  as  a  part 
f  of  my  remarks,  the  Associated  Press  dis- 
'  patch  from  Tokyo  in  regard  to  the  death 
of  these  two  men. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
|  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
f  as  follows: 

|  Two  United  States  Correspondent^  Kidded 

at  Front-Line  Post  in  Korea — Rat  Rich¬ 
ards,  Former  Hearst  Bureau  Chief  Here, 

Reported  Sdain 

Tokyo,  July  11. — Two  American  corre- 
*  spondents  were  killed  on  the  Korean,  war 
{  front  yesterday. 

A  regimental  adjutant  reported  their  deaths 
■  to  field  headquarters. 

Presumably  they  were  Ray  Richards,  cor¬ 
respondent  for  the  Hearst  newspapers,  apd 
f,  Corp.  Ernie  Peeler  of  the  Tokyo  Stars  apd 
Stripes. 

International  News  Service  here  was  in¬ 
formed  that  the  report  came  from  a  regi¬ 
mental  adjutant  identified  as  Captain 
Downey. 
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(Mr.  Richards,  56,  was  chief  of  the  Hearst 
Newspapers  Bureau  in  Washington  from  1944 
to  1948,  when  he  went  to  Greece  to  do  a  spe¬ 
cial  series  on  guerrilla  warfare  there.  He 
came  to  Washington  in  1942  and  made  his 
home  at  the  Wardman  Park  Hotel. 

(In  September  of  1949  he  returned  to 
Washington  briefly,  then  went  to  Korea  as  an 
adviser  to  Dr.  Syngman  Rhee,  President  of 
South  Korea.  He  joined  the  staif  of  Inter¬ 
national  News  Service  at  the  outbreak  of  the 
Korean  war. 

(The  INS  bureau  in  Washington  said  his 
daughter,  Dejon  Richards,  a  student  at  Duke 
University,  is  en  route'to  San  Francisco  now 
and  had  planned  to  join  her  father  in  Tokyo 
for  a  month’s  visit.) 

The  Army  reported  the  bodies  were  not  re¬ 
covered  because  fighting  still  raged  around 
the  outpost  where  the  newsmen  were  killed. 

Mr.  Richards  and  Corporal  Peeler  had  been 
reported  missing  since  Sunday  night,  when 
they  went  forward  to  observe  resuVts  of  the 
first  American  around-the-clock  bondings. 

Corporal  Peeler  was  a  newspaperman  in 
San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  before  entering  \’my 
service. 

Mr.  Richards  had  been  covering  wars 
and  on  since  he  served,  as  he  termed  it, 
a  photographer’s  assistant  in  the  Francisco 
Villa  campaign  on  the  Mexican  border.  He 
was  then  with  a  Denver  newspaper,  which  he 
told  fellow  newsmen  was  the  old  Republican. 

He  worked  subsequently  on  the  west  coast 
and  in  Hawaii,  Tokyo,  Manila,  and  Shanghai. 

After  World  War  II  he  reported  hostilities 
In  Manchuria  and  Greece.  He  returned  to 
Tokyo  some  months  ago  and  was  among  the 
first  correspondents  to  reach  South  Korea 
after  the  fighting  started. 

Meager  reports  said  he  and  Corporal  Peeler 
were  at  a  front-line  outpost  when  Commu¬ 
nist  forces  overran  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  these 
two  newspapermen  died  in  the  service 
of  their  country,  as  men  from  all  the 
States  are  now  dying  in  the  service  of 
our  country.  We  hope  and  we  pray  that 
these  men  and  all  the  men  who  will  die 
in  this  conflict  will  not  die  in  vain,  but 
that  from  them  and  from  the  taking  of 
their  lives  there  will  arise  liberty  for 
more  people  in  the  world. 

STRIKES  ON  RAILROADS 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  as 
bearing  on  the  importance  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  into  law  of  Senate  bill  3463,  which 
if  enacted,  would  make  unlawful 
strike  or  any  lock-out  by  a  carrier  aris-/ 
ing  out  of  or  in  connection  with  any 
dispute  falling  within  the  purview  of  the 
Railway  Labor  Act,  it  is  my  desire  to 
submit  certain  facts  and  views. 

In  the  Congressional  Record  of  yes¬ 
terday  there  appears  a  copy  of  an  article 
appearing  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
yesterday.  The  article  is  entitled  “Wage 
Dispute  Still  Unsettled;  Army  Running 
Rock  Island  Railroad  as  Strike  Ends  by 
Court  Order.”  / 

Earlier  we  had  learned  of  the  fact  that 
as  to  the  other  four  railroads  involved 
in  the  strike — in/all,  five  western  and 
midwestern  railroads — there  had  been  a 
termination  of  the  strike,  arising  out  of 
the  announcement  by  the  President 
which  was  given  attention  by  the 
strikers. 

As  to  the  Rock  Island  Railroad,  it  will 
be  retailed  that  there  was  a  refusal  on 
the  part  of  the  labor  union  to  halt  the 
stnfte,  and  that  it  was  only  by  virtue  of 
a  temporary  order  issued  by  a  Federal 
,court  one  night  recently  that  the  strike 


iich, 

any  /tri 


against  the  Rock  Island  Railroad  was 
halted. 

Mr.  President,  as  the  matter  now 
stands,  therefore,  these  five  railroads  are, 

I  assume,  to  a  greater  or  lesser  extent— 
possibly  almost  entirely,  I  trust — again 
in  operation. 

There  is  an  interesting  attribute  of 
human  nature  which  seems  to  be  in¬ 
herent  in  Senators  as  well  as  in  other 
persons,  namely,  that  upon  the  passage 
of  a  crisis  there  is  a  tendency  to  cease 
efforts  to  remedy  the  conditions  out  of 
which  the  crisis  grew.  That  situation  is 
well  expressed  by  a  writer  in  the  Detroit 
News  of  July  4,  in  an  editorial  in  which 
the  following  is  stated : 

Whenever  transport  strikes  occur,  Congress 
talks  about  finding  a  way  of  keeping  the 
men  on  the  job;  but  the  minute  they  are 
settled  it  relapses  into  apathy. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  it  is  not  true 
in  this  instance  that  Congress  is  lapsing 
into  apathy  because  of  the  halting  of 
this  particular  strike.  We  have  had  too 
many  illustrations  within  recent  years — 

es,  even  within  recent  months — of  thi 
fact  that  railroad  strikes  at  times  stri 
at  the  very  national  welfare  and  alny5st 
the  national  existence,  if  you  please./  We 
have  had  too  many  such  illustrations  to 
justify  kpy  lapsing  into  apathy  on  our 
part  because  of  the  fact  thatytfhis  par¬ 
ticular  stride  no  longer  is  ini  progress. 

Mr.  President,  in  a  moment  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  fact,  as  set  forth  in  the 
article  appearingwesterday  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Post,  that  the  wage  dispute  still 
is  unsettled  as  to  th^  Rock  Island  Rail¬ 
road.  I  shall  have  jrfew  words  to  say  as 
to  the  present  situation,  in  that  regard. 

A  moment  agt/l  referred  to  an  article 
appearing  in  tfte  Detroit  NOws,  and  I  read 
an  apt  sentence  appearing  \n  that  ar¬ 
ticle.  Let  me  read  two  other  -sentences, 
preceding  the  one  I  read,  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate ; 

The  _  Commentator  therefore  asserts  ;  what 
he  ha 6  so  often  said  before — that  some  way 
mu^t  be  found  to  prevent  transport  strikes. 
Tljey  are  already  guarded  against  by  law;  but 


the  Washington  Post,  to  which  I 
a  moment  ago,  namely: 

Wage  Dispute  Still  Unsettled. 

I  return  now  to  the  article 
in  today’s  Chicago  Sun-Times : 

A  hearing  has  been  set 
Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  headquarters  of 

Union  officials  said  if  the 
injunction  invalid,  the 


arms 

17  in 
union, 
rt  finds  the 
will  be  re- 
it  will  seek  the 
without  a  strike. 


sumed.  If  not,  the  union  ! 

“best  settlement”  possibU 

I  am  not  criticizing  the  union  for  fol¬ 
lowing  through  oiytlie  court  action;  but 
•  the  point  I  mak/ is  that  the  condition 
under  which  the  strike  has  been  halted 
does  not  mear  that  there  has  been  a 
settlement  qg  the  controversy  in  regard 
to  the  Roc#  Island  Railroad  system,  the 
great  8,0,CK)-mile  railroad  system  which, 
incidentally,  traverses  the  State  in  which 
reside^  the  distinguished  present  occu- 
the  chair  [Mr.  Schoeppel],  and 
of  /frhich  he  was  governor.  We  do  not 
v  whether  it  will  be  settled.  If  the 
burt’s  action  was  valid,  it  would  appear 
that  it  has  been  subject  only  to  future 
negotiations  for  the  best  settlement  pos¬ 
sible  without  a  strike.  If  the  court’s 
action  should  be  proved  to  have  been  in¬ 
valid,  then,  according  to  this  article  in 
the  Chicago  Sun-Times,  the  strike  will 
be  resumed. 

But,  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  the 
most  ominous  cloud  in  the  present  rail¬ 
road  sky.  This  same  article  from  the 
Chicago  Sun-Times  is  headed — and  it 
is  today’s  newspaper — “Weigh  new  rail 
strike  of  250,000.”  I  wish  to  read  a  por¬ 
tion  of  this  article: 

Leaders  of  the  conductors  and  trainmen’s 
unions  met  here — 

That  is,  in  Chicago — 

Monday  to  discuss  whether  to  pull  their  250,- 
000  men  out  this  weekend  on  a  strike  against 
100  railroads. 

A  joint  committee  of  250  general  chairmen 
of  the  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen 
and  the  Order  of  Railway  Conductors  gath¬ 
ered  at  the  Congress  Hotel  to  debate  their 
next  move. 

A  spokesman  for  the  conductors  said  the 
ce  the  legal  barriers  have  been  cleared,  ,  court  order  sending  A.  F.  of  L.  switchmen 
’strikes  occur,  and  may  grow,  as  this  one —  Vback  to  work  on  the  Rock  Island  Railroad 

and  Federal  seizure  of  the  road  has  not  made 

Pie  was  referring  to  the  switchmen’s 
strike — 

threatens  to  do,  into  a  national  calamity  if 
other  unions  take  similar  action. 

What  is  the  situation  confronting  the 
American  people  at  the  moment  upon 
the  immediate  horizon  in  the  railroad 
industry?  Although  this  particular 
strike  has  been  halted,  let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact,  as  set 
forth  in  an  article  in  today’s  Chicago 
Sun- Times,  that — 

Meanwhile,  the  Rock  Island,  strike-bound 
for  14  days,  was  back  to  normal  operation 
Monday  under  Army  supervision. 

Then  there  is  a  subhead,  followed  by 
further  text,  reading  as  follows: 

SEEK  COURT  TEST 

Spokesmen  for  the  switchmen  said  no  at¬ 
tempt  will  be  made  to  negotiate  with  the 
road  until  it  has  been  determined  whether 
the  Federal  court’s  no-strike  injunction 
issued  Saturday  is  legal. 

In  this  connection  I  call  attention 
again  to  the  headline  of  the  article  in 


afty  difference  in  our  thinking. 

W.  E.  B.  Chase,  vice  president  of  the  train- 
men/Baid  no  decision  would  be  reached  until 
after  another  joint  session  Tuesday. 

The  two  A.  F.  of  L.  unions  technically  are 
free  to  go'qn  strike  Saturday  when  the  cool¬ 
ing-off  period  under  the  Railway  Labor  Act 
ends. 

So,  this  is  X  possibility  which  may 
ripen  into  an  actual  strike  within  the 
next  few  days.  Today  is  July  11,  and 
they  are  free  to  strike,  so  this  article 
tells  us,  on  Saturday  of  this  week. 

The  Evening  Star,\of  Washington, 
D.  C.,  published  yesterday,  likewise  com¬ 
ments  on  this  situation  in  &n  Associated 
Press  article.  I  do  not  mean  this  is  an 
editorial;  it  is  a  news  article  i?y  the  As¬ 
sociated  Press,  set  forth  in  the  Evening 
Star  of  yesterday.  It  is  from  Chicago, 
and  it  is  headed  “New  rail  strike  threat 
rises  as  court  forces  switchmen  to  re¬ 
turn.”  The  article  reads: 

Chicago,  July  10. — With  one  major  rail 
walkout  ended,  the  Nation  faced  possibility 
of  another  today. 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10133 


laracter,  a  bill  which  will  impose  con¬ 
trols  on  American  industry  and  business 
at  attime  when  the  Nation  stands,  per- 
haps^ypon  the  threshhold  of  dangers 
greatenLhan  we  have  ever  before  known, 
and  yet^e  bill  has  been  reported  to  the 
Senate  wnfcout  a  single  hearing,  with¬ 
out  having^allowed  anyone  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  offek  amendments,  and  with¬ 
out  any  reconwiendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  which  ctoisidered  it.  This  is 
contrary  to  the  Stostcm  and  the  rules 
respecting  all  proposed  legislation. 
Never  before  during^my  tenure  in  the 
Senate  has  a  bill  of  thiSunagnitude  been 
brought  before  the  Senate  and  seriously 
proposed  to  the  America\  people,  far- 
reaching  as  it  is  in  its  effect,  without 
permitting  those  who  would  affected 
by  it  an  opportunity  to  come%before  a 
committee  and  enjoy  the  right  of  peti¬ 
tion  which  the  Constitution  ai„  the 
United  States  seeks  to  assure  to  alhtfur 
citizens. 

The  procedure  today,  Mr.  President 
is  not  only  political,  but  it  strikes  at  the' 
very  fundamentals  of  the  rights  of  free 
men,  by  distorting  the  system  of  parlia¬ 
mentary  procedure  of  the  Senate  in  order 
to  bring  before  the  Senate  and  to  push 
through  without  allowing  us  to  debate 
the  issue,  a  bill  which  is,  perhaps,  as 
controversial  as  is  any  other  issue  before 
the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  made  the  emotional 
appeal  that  men  of  all  colors,  of  all 
creeds,  and  of  all  races  lire  dying  today 
in  Korea.  I  do  not  dispute  that-.  He 
says  that  unless  we  pass  legislation  of 
this  kind  we  are  furnishing  an  argu¬ 
ment  to  the  Communist  philosophy 
which  threatens  to  engulf  the  entire 
world,  including  our  own  beloved  coun¬ 
try.  That  may  have  an  appeal  to  the 
emotions,  but  it  does  not  address  itself 
to  common  sense.  Carried  to  its  last 
analysis  it  might  be  inferred  that  upon 
their  return  the  boys  who  are  going 
overseas  to  fight  should  be  given  abso¬ 
lutely  equal  economic  status  in  this  Na¬ 
tion.  The  effect  of  such  argument  is  to 
say,  “Let  us  introduce  a  bill  to  divide 
up  equally  all  the  wealth  and  all  the,-' 
blessings  of  the  United  States  equal!# 
among  all  our  people.” 

I  submit,  in  all  seriousness,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  we  cannot  reach  any  Mother 
conclusion  if  we  follow  to  its  logical  end 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  Jf’om  Illi¬ 
nois. 

No,  Mr.  President;  menydre  fighting 
and  dying  in  Korea  in  ordCr  to  preserye 
the  institutions  of  free  often.  The  hall¬ 
mark  of  the  Americans  system  of  free 
enterprise  is  the  right  to  own  and  con¬ 
trol  property.  If  pass  a  bill  of  this 
kind  which  permits  a  Federal  agent  to 
take  over  the  property  of  men,  which 
they  have .  acoomulated  through  their 
own  efforts,  and  tell  them  who  shall  op¬ 
erate  the  property,  not  only  whom  they 
shall  empjcy,  but  whom  they  shall  pro¬ 
mote,  wtro  shall  manage  the  property — 
indeed/ne  might  go  even  further  than 
say  who  shall  sit  upon  the  board 
of  directors  of  an  institution — we  shall 
bo/striking  down  the  American  system 
1st  as  though  we  were  supporting  the 
'entire  Communist  philosophy. 


It  is  most  unfortunate  that  this  bill 
had  to  be  brought  forward  again.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  several  weeks  ago 
made  a  motion  to  proceed  to  its  consid¬ 
eration.  Notice  was  served  repeatedly 
by  the  majority  leader  and  the  minority 
leader  as  to  the  time  the  vote  would  be 
taken.  All  Senators  were  apprised  of 
the  fact  that  the  vote  would  be  taken. 
Indeed,  under  the  very  nature  of  the 
cloture  rule,  every  Senator  has  48  hours’ 
notice  as  to  when  a  vote  will  be  had. 
There  is  practically  no  place  in  the  world 
today  from  which  Washington  cannot 
be  reached  within  a  period  of  48  hours. 
Notice  was  served  and  a  vote  was  had. 
The  bill  was  laid  aside.  Now  another 
motion  has  been  made  to  proceed  to  its 
consideration.  In  the  interim  no  hear¬ 
ings  were  held  on  the  bill.  The  time  was 
not  utilized  to  give  the  American  people 
an  opportunity  to  express  their  opinion. 
It  was  not  used,  Mr.  President,  to  permit 
Members  of  the  Senate  to  present 
amendments  to  the  committee  so  that 
they  might  be  carefully  considered.  In- 
tead,  we  are  presented  again  with  this, 
ked  bill  containing  many  pages  qf 
language  capable,  in  many  instances, ,bf 
devious  construction,  which  was  reported 
by  the.  committee  without  consideration, 
without^  hearings,  and  without  offering 
an  opportunity  to  consider  amendments. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  right  pack  where 
we  were  before,  so  far  as  the  merits  of 
the  measure  *jre  concerned-' 

I  am  aware\f  some  of  ’the  forces  be¬ 
hind  this  bill.  %  realise  that  they  are 
strong  enough  anti  possess  the  political 
power  to  bring  it  iqjfagain  within  a  few 
days  if  they  see  fit,tcPdo  so.  I  know  that 
if  we  remain  in4essiain  for  as  long  as 
3  or  4  weeks,  aaQ  if  somVpersons  in  this 
country  wish,  'to  have  another  cloture 
vote  upon  this  compulsory /jail-sentence 
FEPC  bill/  we  shall  undoubtedly  have 
another /soture  vote. 

The  /'political  implications  '’involved 
should  not  blind  us  to  the  fact  that  all 
the/Procedure  which  has  been  followed 
irq-connection  with  the  bill  is  in  derofca- 
tfbn  of  our  parliamentary  system.  ItH 
/calculated  to  take  away  the  rights  of 
free  men,  not  only  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  legislation,  abolishing,  as  it 
does,  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  giving  to 
little  Federal  bureaucrats  greater  power 
than  that  which  has  ever  before  been 
enjoyed  by  them,  even  in  time  of  war, 
but  it  will  interfere  with  our  industrial 
system  and  cause  unspeakable  confusion 
at  the  very  time  when  we  are  likely  to 
be  called  upon  for  greater  production  of 
arms  and  implements  to  defend  America. 
All  these  considerations,  Mr.  President, 
will  be  waved  aside  if  the  minority  groups 
behind  this  bill  come  forward  and  de¬ 
mand  another  opportunity  for  another 
vote. 

No  reason  has  been  offered  to  cause 
those  who  oppose  the  bill  to  relax  their 
efforts.  The  proponents  present  no  rea¬ 
son  whatever  for  any  man  to  change  his 
vote.  Instead,  Mr.  President,  present 
circumstances  appeal  to  the  judgment 
of  those  who  in  good  faith  voted  for 
cloture  in  the  past.  There  is  today  sound 
reasons  for  them  to  change  their  posi¬ 
tion  and  say  that  this  fiasco  should  end, 
that  this  travesty  upon  the  Congress  of 


the  United  States  and  our  parliamentary 
system  should  no  longer  continue,  /h 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Sariate 
should  rise  up  and  vote  against  this  sec¬ 
ond  motion  for  cloture  in  order  Ziat  we 
may  not  be  bedeviled  with  simffar  pro¬ 
cedure  throughout  the  remainder  of  the 
calendar  year  1950  when  sc^many  dan¬ 
gers  threaten  our  country  and  our  people. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  junior  Seo&tor  from'Oregon 
both  for  his  decision.ro  vote  for  cloture, 
and  for  his  suggestions  regarding  nec¬ 
essary  future  procrtiure  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  cloture  tof  shut  off  debate  and  to 
bring  civil  rights  legislation  to  a  vote. 

I  listened  the  moving  address — not 
an  emotion*!  address — of  the  majority 
leader,  an4  I  cannot  see  how  any  Sena¬ 
tor  can  f«il  to  be  convinced  by  the  state¬ 
ments  ^hade  by  the  majority  leader. 

Thy  distinguished  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  fef erred  to  the  majority  leader’s  ad- 
di^ss  as  an  emotional  appeal,  and  made 
xe  statement  that  what  we  are  trying 
rto  do  is  to  hamstring  industry,  commerce, 
and  the  capitalistic  system. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  at¬ 
tributed  no  such  purpose  to  anyone.  I 
said  that  was  my  opinion  of  the  effect  of 
it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  I  may  continue,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  what  is  being  done  here 
today  in  the  Senate  and  what  has  been 
done  is  to  say  to  many  of  the  men  who 
are  fighting  on  the  battlefields  of  Korea — 
Negroes,  and  members  of  other  minority 
races,  “You  are  good  enough  to  fight 
for  your  country,  you  are  good  enough  to 
risk  your  lives;  you  are  good  enough  to 
die,  but  if  by  good  fortune  you  come 
back  safely,  you  are  going  to  be  second 
class  citizens  again,  without  the  rights 
which  other  American  citizens  possess.” 
This  fight  for  equality  in  employment, 
education,  civil  and  political  activities 
must  go  on.  In  this  good  fight,  I  am 
proud  to  be  on  the  side  of  democracy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour  of 
1  o’clock  having  arrived,  all  time  for  de¬ 
bate  has  expired. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the 
^motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
jtfJCAs]  to  proceed  to  consider  S.  1728,  a 
brtt to  prohibit  discrimination  in  employ- 
meitt  because  of  race,  color,  religion  or 
national  origin.  Under  the  rule,  the 
clerk  wijll  call  the  roll. 

The 


Senators  a 

inswered  to  their 

names : 

Aiken 

\  Gillette 

Lehman 

Anderson 

\Graham 

Lodge 

Benton 

Igreen 

Long 

Brewster 

CTuj'ney 

Lucas 

Bricker 

Harden 

McCarran 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

McCarthy 

Butler 

Hickehiooper 

McClellan 

Byrd  , 

Hill  \ 

McFarland 

Capehart 

Hoey  \ 

McKellar 

Chapman 

Holland  \ 

McMahon 

Chavez 

Humphrey  - 

Magnuson 

Connally 

Hunt  V 

Malone 

Cordon 

Ives  X) 

iAlartin 

Donnell 

Jenner 

'Jdaybank 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Colo. 

MUlikin 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Tex. 

MOtee 

Eastland 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Muifijt 

Ecton 

Kefauver 

Murnly 

Ellender 

Kem 

Myers  \ 

Ferguson 

Kerr 

Neely  ' , 

Flanders 

Kilgore 

O’Mahoney 

Frear 

Knowland 

Robertson  • 

Fulbright 

Langer 

Russell 

George 

Leahy 

SaltonstalX 
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Schoeppel  Thomas,  Okla.  Wherry 

Smith,  Maine  Thomas,  Utah  WM£ 

Smith,  N.  J.  Thye  Williams 

Sparkman  Tydlngs  Young 

Stennis  Vandenberg 

Taft  Watkins 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  questipn  is,  Is  it  the  sense  of  the 
Senate  that  the  debate  shall  be  brought 
to  a  close?  Under  the  rule,  the  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll.  Those  who  are  in 
favor  of  the  motion  will  answer  “yea” 
when  their  names  are  called.  Those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  motion  will  answer 
“nay”  when  their  names  are  called. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  My  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote 
“nay.” 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  tha|  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor]  ^ab¬ 
sent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  he  Were 
present,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Downey]  is  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  business,  having  been  in  at¬ 
tendance  at  the  sessions  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Organization  at  Geneva, 
Switzerland,  as  a  delegate  representing 
the  United  States. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pep¬ 
per]  is  absent  because  of  the  death  of 
Judge  Curtis  Waller,  a  personal  friend, 
whose  funeral  is  being  held  today. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Darby],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“yea.” 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted — yeas  55, 
nays  33,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 55 


Aiken 

Humphrey 

Myers 

Anderson. 

Hunt 

Neely 

Benton 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Brewster 

Jenner 

Saltonstall 

Bricker 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Butler 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Capehart 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  3/ 

Chavez 

Langer 

Taft 

Cordon 

Leahy 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Donnell 

Lehman 

Thom/  Utah 

Douglas 

Lodge 

Thye/ 

Dworshak 

Lucas 

Tydlngs 

Ferguson 

McCarthy 

V/denberg 

Flanders 

McMahon 

Watkins 

Frear 

Magnuson 

/fherry 

Gillette 

Martin  / 

Wiley 

Green 

Millikin  / 

Williams 

Hendrickson 

Morse  / 

Hlckenlooper 

Murray  / 
NA^-33 

Bridges 

Haydafe 

McClellan 

Byrd 

Hill/ 

McFarland 

Chapman 

Hqify 

McKellar 

Connally 

IJCUand 

Malone 

Eastland 

/ohnson,  Colo. 

Maybank 

Ecton 

/Johnson,  Tex. 

Mundt 

Eilender  A 

r  Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Fulbrlght  / 

Kefauver 

Russell 

George  / 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Graham/ 

Long 

Stennis 

Gur  ne/ 

McCarran 

Young 

NOT  VOTING- 

-8 

Ca/ 

C ’Conor 

Tobey 

l/rby 

Pepper 

Withers 

/owney 

Taylor 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Fewer  than 
the  required  number  of  64  Senators  hav¬ 
ing  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  motion 
is  rejected. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask. 
unanimous  consent  that  the  motion  just ! 
voted  upon  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  oi 
Senate  bill  7786,  the  appropriation  bill 
which  the  Senate  has  heretofore  been 
considering. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

Mr.  MORSE  and  Mr.  IVES  addressed 
the  chair 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
holds  that  the  previous  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into,  to  lay  aside  temporarily  the 
motion  to  take  up  Senate  bill  1728  and 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  remains  in  effect. 

Mr.  LUCIAS.  Then  I  withdraw  the  re¬ 
quest  I  have  made. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  A  parliamentary  in- 
v  quiry. 

'■  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it.  / 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  pending  quesjjor 
thereafter  the  conclusion  of  the  appro-1 
priation  bill,  would  be  the  motion.-of  the 
Senator-  from  Illinois?  / 

The  VtCE  PRESIDENT.  Th/  Senator 

is  rnrrPC.L\  -  (  m 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  EllenderL 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  there  has 
been  some  discussion  among  Senators  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
others,  as  to  the  possibility  of  obtaining 
a  unanimous  consent  agreement  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  debate  upon  the  amendments 
to  the  appropriation  bill  and  the  bill  it¬ 
self.  No  definite  arrangement  has  been 
made,  but  I  should  like  to  explore  the 
situation  to  ascertain  whether  it  may 
not  be  possible  to  obtain  a  unanimous 
consent  agrement  that  5  or  10  minutes  be 
allowed  each  Senator  on  each  amend¬ 
ment.  If  we  could  agree  to  limit  the 
debate  to  10  minutes  upon  any  amend¬ 
ment  for  any  individual  Senator  who  de¬ 
sired  to  speak,  I  am  sure  we  Jiould  move 
along  expeditiously  in  the  consideration 
of  the  appropriation  bill.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader,  has  any  ideas 
along  that  line. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  as¬ 
sure  the  majority  leader  that  there  is 
ncr-disposition  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
to  hold  up  debate  on  the  amendments. 
However,  I  am  wondering  if  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  will  not  with¬ 
hold  the  request  until  the  conclusion  of 
the  debate  today,  for  the  reason  that 
some  of  the  amendments  which  are  to 
be  offered  have  not  yet  been  presented, 
and  it  might  be  that  as  to  one  or  two  of 
those  amendments  additional  time  might 


be  required.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader,  however, 
that  after  today  we  will  see  if  there  is 
not  a  possibility  of  working  out  some 
kind  of  an  agreement  which  will  be  ac¬ 
ceptable.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  on  record 
as  saying  that  it  can  be  done,  but  I  feel 
it  is  impossible  to  do  it  until  after  to¬ 
day’s  debate.  Then  we  will  see  if  some 
arrangement  cannot  be  worked  out. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I 
understand  the  situation,  and  I  will  not 
proceed  with  the  matter  any  further  at 
present. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  nearly  all 
•Senators  are  present  at  this  time,  I 
should  like  to  announce  that  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  disposition  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  we  will  proceed  to  a  call 
of  the  calendar,  for  the  consideration  of 
measures  to  which  there  is  no  objection, 
beginning  where  we  left  off  at  the  last 
call. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  On  the  calendar 
there  are  several  bills,  including  two  or 
three  maritime  bills,  which  were  called 
the  last  time  and  went  over  on  objection. 
I  wonder  if  there  would  be  objection  to 
going  back  to  those  measures,  if  no  ob¬ 
jection  were  interposed. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  believe  the  Senate 
would  be  rather  lenient  in  the  case  of 
any  bill  which  has  heretofore  been  ob¬ 
jected  to,  and  it  is  now  found  that  the 
Senator  sponsoring  the  bill  is  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  iron  out  the  differences  which 
existed.  If  objection  is  not  further  in¬ 
terposed,  I  would  have  no  hesitancy 
returning  to  such  bills. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  EllenderL 

■  TUB"  f!ixyrufnf‘"RTmr* 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
reply  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
IYherry]  prior  to  1  o’clock  because  of 
i  he  fact  that  the  Senate  was  scheduled 
i  o  vote  at  that  hour,  and  I  considered 
-j  t  only  fair  that  other  Members  of  the 

■  the  then 

=cially  in 
r  Senator 
;e  during 
from  Ne- 
I  do  not 
lose  with- 
he  junior 
irious  ar- 
ator  from 

;  the  Sen- 
lior  Sena- 
entally  on 
lestion  of 
:  as  to  the 
iture  rule, 
so-called 
t  taken  in 

ne  senate  supplies  suen  convincing  eVi- 
lence.  We  had  a  very  minor\uestion 
sefore  the  Senate,  so  far  as  th\civil- 
•ights  program  is  concerned.  We^had 
•ruly  only  a  procedural  question,  a  d$r- 
iamentary  question  before  the  SenateV- 
t  very  simple  question,  Mr.  President, 

;o  whether  or  not  the  Senate  of  the 
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way  intend  to  rule  upon  the  point  raised 
by'ttie  Senator  from  Michigan  that  the 
Secimary  of  Agriculture  might  have  vio¬ 
lated  auction  201  of  Title  XVni  of  the 
United  States  Code,  but  he  expressed  the 
belief  that  that  was  a  matter  which 
would  propCrly  come  under  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  JusSce,  rather  than  under  the 
Comptroller  Glceral’s  Office. 

He  also  makea^t  clear  that  in  making 
a  ruling  that  these  was  no  provision  of 
law  which  would  erkble  him  to  disallow 
the  expenses  of  thos^tour  thousand-odd 
committeement  who  hw  been  invited  to 
the  meeting,  “That  doe^mot  necessarily 
mean,  of  course,  that  I  approve  of  the 
meeting  or  the  way  in  wfcich  it  was 
conducted.  As  you  know,  I  nave  no  au¬ 
thority  to  disallow  or  withhold^edit  for 
payments  because  they  may  h^e  been 
made  extravagantly  or  unwisely* 

He  also  holds  that  even  thougl\the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  have 
lated  the  criminal  code,  the  committed 
men  could  not  be  held  responsible  for 
that. 

In  an  effort  finally  to  make  this  whole 
situation  a  bit  clearer,  I  ask  that  these 
three  letters  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows : 

Comptroller  General  of  the 

United  States, 
Washington,  June  20,  1950. 
Hon.  George  D.  Aiken, 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Aiken:  Reference  Is 
made  to  your  letters  of  April  12  and  May  19, 
1950,  relative  to  the  meeting  of  the  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Marketing  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on 
April  3  and  4,  1950. 

There  is  attached  for  your  information  a 
copy  of  the  report  of  investigation  of  the 
matter  made  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  which,  by  Office  letter  of  today,  was 
furnished  the  chairman  of  the  House  Select 
Committee  on  Lobbying  Activities  at  his  re¬ 
quest.  Also,  attached  is  a  copy  of  Secretary 
Brannan’s  address  as  made  available  by  him 
and  of  his  report  to  this  Office  relative  to 
the  said  meeting. 

With  regard  to  whether  the  salary  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  community  committeemen 
attending  the  meeting  may  properly  be 
allowed,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  by  sec¬ 
tion  388  of  the  act  of  February  16,  1938, 
52  Stat.  68,  7  U.  S.  C.  1388,  is  directed  to 
utilize  State,  county,  and  local  committees 
as  established  by  16  U.  S.  C.  590h  (b),  and 
the  programs  of  the  Production  and  Market¬ 
ing  Administration  are  largely  administered 
through  such  committeemen.  As  you  know 
the  said  committeemen  are  not  regular  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees  but  farmers  elected  to 
assist  in  carrying  out  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams.  To  effectively  carry  out  their  duties, 
of  course,  they  must  be  trained  as  to  their 
functions  and  related  problems  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
(par.  713.37,  Regulations  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  Governing  PMA  County  and 
Community  Committees)  provide  for  meet¬ 
ings  “when  necessary  to  the  successful  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  program.”  The  salary 
and  traveLexpenses  of  the  community  com¬ 
mitteeman  appear  to  have  been  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  rates  duly  established  by  com¬ 
petent  authority  under  regulations  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Also,  the  said 
salary  and  expenses  appear  to  constitute  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  incurred  by  the  county 
committeemen  in  cooperating  in  the  carry¬ 


ing  out  of  the  production-and-marketing 
program  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
by  section  388  (b)  of  the  act  of  February  16, 
1938,  7  U.  S.  C.  1388b,  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  out  of  funds  made  available 
for  such  program.  The  meeting  considered 
as  a  whole  appears  to  have  familiarized  such 
committeemen  with  the  workings  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  and  it  is  believed  that  the  salary  and 
expenses  of  the  community  committeemen 
are  properly  authorized  to  be  paid  as  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  under  section  388  (b)  of  the  said  act. 
While  the  said  section  of  law  makes  pro¬ 
vision  for  payment  of  the  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  county  committee,  the  salary 
and  expenses  of  the  community  committee¬ 
men  who  assist  the  county  committees  in 
carrying  out  the  program  appear  properly 
to  be  for  consideration  as  an  administrative 
expense  of  the  county  committee  which  is 
payable  in  the  same  way  as  would  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  this  county  com¬ 
mittee  such  as  stenographic  services,  their 
own  compensation  and  expenses,  and  the 
like. 

I  trust  that  what  is  set  forth  above  and 
the  attached  material  will  be  of  assistance  to 
kyou. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lindsay  Warren,  J 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United- 
States.  '  / 

______  * 

toted  States  Senate, 

Cd^MiTTEE  on  Agriculture 

AND  FOREgaPRY, 

July  6,  1950. 

Hon.  Lindsay  Warren, 

Comptroller  bgiieral  of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  WarrA:  I  want  to  thank  you 
for  your  letter  of  Jthie  20  and  also  for  the 
material  enclosed  relating  to  the  meeting  of 
the  Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion,  Department  of  Agriculture,  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  on  April  3  ahd  4,  19: 

However,  I  must  say  that  LVn  pretty  much 
disappointed  and  disturbed  imkour  report  as 
submitted.  In  effect,  you  almost  give  the 
PMA  a  clean  bill  of  health  in  connection 
with  this  meeting.  . 

The  crux  of  the  issue  raised  b^me  in 
connection  with  this  meeting  was  v^ether 
or  not  the  expenses  and  salary  of  cor^au- 
nity^committeemen  could  be  paid  in 
nection  with  their  attendance  at  the  seco: 
day  of  St.  Paul  meeting  for  the  purpose  o: 
hearing  political  speeches. 

Senator  Ferguson  made  the  point  that 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Charles  F.  Brannan 
violated  section  201  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code  by  making  a  speech  intended  to 
influence  legislation.  In  other  words,  in¬ 
stead  of  discussing  the  PMA  program  as  now 
authorized  by  law,  he  made  a  plea  for  the 
adoption  of  the  so-called  Brannan  plan. 
Certainly,  this  plea  for  the  Brannan  plan 
could  have  been  made  for  no  other  purpose 
than  the  influencing  of  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion. 

So  far  as  I  can  see,  you  have  not  made 
any  finding  as  to  whether  the  Secretary  vio¬ 
lated  section  201  of  the  law  in  making  such 
a  speech.  Possibly  you  do  not  consider  this 
as  coming  under  your  jurisdiction. 

However,  as  to  the  specific  point  I  made, 
you  state  that  “said  committeemen  are  not 
regular  Government  employees  but  farmers 
elected  to  assist  in  carrying  out  the  agri¬ 
cultural  programs.  To  effectively  carry  out 
their  duties,  of  course,  they  must  be  trained 
as  to  their  functions  and  related  problems 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (paragraph  713.37,  ‘Regulations 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Governing 
PMA  County  and  Commodity  Committees’) 
provide  for  meetings  ‘when  necessary  to  the 
successful  administration  of  the  program.’ 


"The  salary  and  travel  expenses  of  the' 
community  committeemen  appear  to  have 
been  in  accordance  with  rates  duly  estab¬ 
lished  by  competent  authority  under  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  -  •  Also, 
the  said  salary  and  expenses  appear-'to  con¬ 
stitute  administrative  expenses  incurred  by 
the  county  committeemen  in  cooperating 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  Production  and 
Marketing  program  which  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  by  section  388  /1(b)  of  the  act 
of  February  16,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1388b),  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay  out  of  funds 
made  available  for  such  program.” 

You  have  ignored  (,£>e  fact  that  the  com¬ 
munity  committeenjen  were  not  even  invited 
to  attend  the  first-  day  of  the  meeting  on 
April  3  which  was  publicized  by  the  PMA 
as  the  day  on  Which  county  committeemen 
would  “make  plans  for  the  year’s  conserva¬ 
tion  work  pgid  to  consider  administrative 
details  of  the  price-support  and  crop-insur¬ 
ance  programs.” 

It  was  made  clear  in  the  PMA  news  re¬ 
leases  ,£hat  the  county  committeemen  would 
“be  idined  by  community  committeemen  for 
th^'  second  day’s  session  in  the  auditorium 
ayfena.”  I  have  searched  the  record  care- 
jfully  and  I  cannot  find  any  statement  or 
Jh announcement  whatsoever  that  the  second 
day’s  meeting  would  be  devoted  to,  or  was 
actually  devoted  to,  anything  but  speeches.. 
These  speeches  were  not  billed  as  discus¬ 
sions  of  programs  now  on  the  statute  books; 
they  were  listed  in  such  vague  terms  as 
“messages  of  vital  importance  to  people  in¬ 
terested  in  agriculture.” 

Besides  Secretary  Brannan,  other  speakers 
at  the  second  day  of  the  conference  men¬ 
tioned  were  Dr.  Dewey  Anderson,  executive 
director  of  Public  Affairs  Institute,  who  was 
there  to  discuss  the  President’s  point  4  pro¬ 
gram;  and  Senator  Hubert  Humphrey,  who 
did  not  discuss  the  PMA  program  at  all. 

I  cannot  see  how  you  can  Justify  paying 
community  committeemen  for  attending  the 
second  day  of  the  St.  Paul  meeting  on  the 
ground  that  community  committeemen  can 
attend  meetings  “when  necessary  to  the  suc¬ 
cessful  administration  of  the  program.”  I 
don’t  see  how  even  Secretary  Brannan’s  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  proposed  Brannan  plan  has 
anything  to  do  with  the  successful  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  program  now  on  the  statute 
books,  which  is  the  only  program  community 
or  county  committeemen  have  any  responsi¬ 
bility  for  administering. 

You  also  hold  that — 

“The  salary  and  expenses  of  the  community 
committeemen  who  assist  the  county  com- 
ittees  In  carrying  out  the  program  appear 
iperly  to'  be  for  consideration  as  an  admin- 
isf^jtlve  expense  of  the  county  committee 
whilb  is  payable  in  the  same  Way  as  would 
otherVcirninistrative  expenses  of  this  county 
commiMee  such  as  stenographic  services, 
their  o\w^  compensation  and  expenses  and 
the  like.” 

Accordin^L  to  this  interpretation,  the 
county  committee  can  hire  anyone  to  attend 
any  meeting  any  purpose.  I  am  sure 
most  county  corftonttees  would  not  willingly 
and  knowingly  deltas,  but  this,  neverthe¬ 
less,  is  the  import \f  your  interpretation. 

I  want  to  make  iVclear  that  I  am  not 
blaming  the  commit tlfemen  for  what  took 
place  in  connection  wi  t^the  St.  Paul  meet¬ 
ing.  It  is  their  superiors  whom  I  hold 
responsible. 

I  am  keenly  disturbed  by  y^r  report  which 
so  obviously  evaded  the  points^ised  by  Sen¬ 
ator  Ferguson  and  myself. 

By  determining  that  the  4,256  'Sommunity 
committeemen  could  legally  be  plkl  salary 
and  expenses  to  the  second  day  of^tiie  St. 
Paul  conference,  I  fear  you  have  cleared  the 
way  for  the  expenditure  of  large  sums,  of 
PMA  funds  for  political  purposes. 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  D.  Aiken, 

United  States  Senator. 
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Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  July  7,  1950./ 
Hon.  George  D.  Aiken, 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Aiken:  I  have  rece/ved 
your  letter  of  July  6,  1950,  with  further/  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  meeting  of  the  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  4pril  3 
and  4,  1950. 

It  was  somewhat  distressing  to  me  ^o  learn 
that  you  did  not  consider  my  letteif  of  June 
20,  1950,  as  completely  responsive  to  your 
letters  6f  April  12  and  May  19  andA  wish  to 
assure  yOu  there  was  certainly  no  intention 
on  my  part  to  be  evasive  or  to  indicate  any 
personal  approval  of  the  meeting  My  effec¬ 
tive  jurisdiction  in  the  matta-  was  con¬ 
sidered  to  relate  solely  to  the  bate  legal  ques¬ 
tion  involved — the  availability  of  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  lor  the  payments  po  community 
committeemen — and  it  was  thought  that  the 
conclusion  that  the  appropriation  was  avail¬ 
able  sufficiently  answered  your  letters  to  the 
extent  it  was  within  my  authority  to  do  so. 

For  the  reasons  stated  in/my  letter  of  June 
20,  1950,  there  Appears  toJbe  no  proper  legal 
basis  for  the  General  Accounting  Office  to 
disallow  credit  for  the  payments  made  to 
community  committeemen  for  attendance 
at  the  second  day,  of  the  meeting.  Commu¬ 
nity  committeemep  ar#  provided  for  by  law, 
they  are  authorized  £o  participate  in  the 
agricultural  prografn/  they  are  authorized 
to  attend  meetings  Ml  relation  thereto,  and 
appropriated  funds  are  vailable  for  expenses 
incurred  in  that  connection.  That  does  not 
necessarily  mean,  of  course,  that  I  approve  of 
the  meeting  or  th^j  wa'j'  in  which  it  was  con¬ 
ducted.  As  you  Know/  I  have  no  authority 
to  disallow  or  withhold,  credit  for  payments 
because  they  miy  havetbeen  made  extrava¬ 
gantly  or  unwisely  or  liecause  the  benefits 
received  may  ndt  have  beta.  as  great  as  might 
be  expected  or'desired.  Bhave  no  authority 
to  administer  the  agricultural  programs  or 
to  substitute.  my  judgmenWor  the  judgment 
of  the  officials  charged  with  such  responsi¬ 
bility.  /  l 

The  conclusion  that  community  commit¬ 
teemen  may  be  paid  in  connection  with  at¬ 
tendance  /at  meetings  was  nVt  intended  to 
convey  the  impression  that  county  commit¬ 
tees  “can  hire  anyone  to  attend  any  meet¬ 
ing  for  hny  purpose,”  and  I  assure  you  that 
the  couhty  committees  have  no  %uch  author¬ 
ity  and  the  said  conclusion  will  not  be  so 
applied  in  the  audit  here  of  accounts  and 
claims. 

It  will  be  noted  that  section  201®f  title  18, 
United  States  Code  (now  sec.  19131  title  18) 
contains  penal  provisions  for  Isolations 
thereof  which  are  not  within  my  authority 
to  enforce.  The  fine  and  imprisonm|pt  pro¬ 
visions  thereof  are  criminal  in  natfhe  and 
could  be  enforced  only  through  judical  ac¬ 
tion.  And  should  that  take  place,  it  .prob¬ 
ably  would  afford  no  basis  for  disallowing 
i  credit  for  the  payments  made  to  the  fcom- 
,  munlty  committeemen.  They  were  paid  for 
attending  the  meeting  and  not  for  attempt- 
/  lng  to  influence  anyone. 

It  is  hoped  that  the  foregoing  will  satis¬ 
factorily  explain  the  position  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

/  Lindsay  C.  Warren, 

-  ..  -tfaaiftiiiyitHar  Qanai  al  <4  the,  United  - 

States. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  hill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
discussing  the  appropriation  hill  I  do  not 
desire  to  take  very  much  time,  but  I  dis¬ 
cover  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 


appropriation  covered  in  the  report  on 
page  90,  a  provision  for  the  activities  un¬ 
der  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act, 
1946.  In  the  House  bill  an  appropriation 
of  $11,000,000  was  made,  but  the  Senate 
committee  recommended  that  $6,000,000 
be  allowed,  and  that  $5,000,000  be  taken 
from  this  item  and  transferred  to  the 
Office  of  Experiment  Stations. 

I  have  tried  to  find  in  the  statements 
or  in  the  bill  or  somewhere  else  an  ex¬ 
planation  as  to  why  that  should  have 
been  done.  On  page  97  I  find  the  very 
brief  statement  given  there  from  which 
I  read:  „  , 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  this  item  is  to  conform  to  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  section  9  funds  from  the  item 
for  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  in 
the  amount  of  $5,000,000 — 

And  so  forth.  That  is  about  the  only 
explanation  given. 

I  turn  then  to  page  106,  and  I  find  un¬ 
der  the  heading  “Decreases”  that  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act  has  been  decreased  $5,000,000,  and  a 
statement  as  to  why  it  is  made. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  is  prepared  to  with¬ 
stand  a  point  of  order  against  this  item, 
because  in  my  opinion  it  represents  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  to  change  and  to  repeal 
by  its  action  portions  of  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 

I  think  I  understand  the  reason  for  it, 
but  I  believe  it  is  nonetheless  regret- 
able.  I  hope  the  Members  of  the  Senate, 
before  they  vote  on  this  item,  if  they 
have  a  chance  to  vote  on  it,  if  the  point 
of  order  is  not  found  to  be  good,  will  read 
Public  Law  733  of  the  Seventy-fifth  Con¬ 
gress  again.  This  is  the  law  known  as 
the  Hope-Plannagan  Act,  or  the  Flan- 
nagan-Hope  Act — it  has  been  labeled 
both  ways — named  for  the  majority  and 
minority  ranking  members  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  1946.  They 
both  introduced  individual  bills,  and 
those  two  bills  were  consolidated,  and 
the  bill  passed  providing  for  research 
and  marketing  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  at  this  point  that 
section  1  of  that  act  may  be  printed  in 
the  Record  because  it  states  the  purpose 
of  the  legislation. 

There  being  no  objection,  section  1  of 
the  act  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Section  1.  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Congress  to  promote  the  effi¬ 
cient  production  and  utilization  of  products 
of  the  soil  as  essential  to  the  health  and 
welfare  of  our  people  and  to  promote  a 
sound  and  prosperous  agriculture  and  rural 
life  as  indispensable  to  the  maintenance  of 
maximum  employment  and  national  pros¬ 
perity.  It  is  also  the  intent  of  Congress  to 
assure  agriculture  a  position  in  research 
equal  to  that  of  industry  which  wiU  aid  in 
maintaining  an  equitable  balance  between 
agriculture  and  other  sections  of  our  econ¬ 
omy.  For  the  attainment  of  these  objectives, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  conduct  and  to  stimulate  re¬ 
search  into  the  laws  and  principles  underly¬ 
ing  the  basic  problems  of  agriculture  in  its 
broadest  aspects,  including  but  not  limited 
to:  Research  relating  to  the  improvement 
of  the  quality  of,  and  the  development  of  new 
and  improved  methods  of  the  production. 


marketing,  distribution,  processing,  and  util¬ 
ization  of  plant  and  animal  commodities  at 
all  stages  from  the  original  producer  through 
to  the  ultimate  consumer;  research  into  the 
problems  of  human  nutrition  and  the  nu¬ 
tritive  value  of  agricultural  commodities, 
with  particular  reference  to  their  content 
of  vitamins,  minerals,  amino  and  fatty  acids, 
and  all  other  constituents  that  may  be  found 
necessary  for  the  health  of  the  consumer 
and  to  the  gains  or  losses  in  nutritive  value 
that  may  take  place  at  any  stage  in  their 
production,  distribution,  processing,  and  pre¬ 
paration  for  use  by  the  consumer;  research 
relating  to  the  development  of  present,  new, 
and  extended  uses  and  markets  for  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  and  byproducts  as  food 
or  in  commerce,  manufacture,  or  trade,  both 
at  home  and  abroad,  with  particular  reference 
to  those  foods  and  fibers  for  which  our  capac¬ 
ity  to  produce  exceeds  or  may  exceed  ex¬ 
isting  economic  demand;  research  to  en¬ 
courage  the  discovery,  introduction,  and 
breeding  of  new  and  useful  agricultural 
crops,  plants,  and  animals,  both  foreign  and 
native,  particularly  for  those  crops  and  plants 
which  may  be  adapted  to  utilization  in  chem¬ 
ical  and  manufacturing  industries;  research 
relating  to  new  and  more  profitable  uses  for 
our  resources  of  agricultural  manpower,  soils, 
plants,  animals,  and  equipment  than  those 
to  which  they  are  now,  or  may  hereaiter 
be,  devoted;  research  relating  to  the  conser¬ 
vation,  development,  and  use  of  land,  for¬ 
est,  and  water  resources  for  agricultural  pur¬ 
poses;  research  relating  to  the  design,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  the  more  efficient  and  satis¬ 
factory  use  of  farm  buildings,  farm  homes, 
farm  machinery,  including  the  application 
of  electricity  and  other  forms  of  power;  re¬ 
search  relating  to  the  diversification  of  farm 
enterprises,  both  as  to  the  type  of  commod¬ 
ities  produced,  and  as  to  the  types  of  oper¬ 
ations  performed,  on  the  individual  farm; 
research  relating  to  any  other  laws  and  prin¬ 
ciples  that  many  contribute  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  a  permanent  and 
effective  agricultural  industry  including  such 
investigations  as  have  for  their  purpose  the 
development  and  improvement  of  the  rural 
home  and  rural  life,  and  the  maximum  con¬ 
tribution  by  agriculture  to  the  welfare  of 
the  consumer  and  the  maintenance  of  maxi¬ 
mum  employment  and  national  prosperity; 
and  such  other  researches  or  experiments 
bearing  on  the  agricultural  industry  or  on 
rural  homes  of  the  United  States  as  may  in 
each  case  be  deemed  advisable,  having  due 
regard  to  the  varying  conditions  and  needs 
of  Puerto  Rico,  the  respective  States,  and 
Territories.  In  effectuating  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  maximum  use  shall  be  made  of 
existing  research  facilities  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Federal  Government  or  by 
State  agricultural  experiment  stations  and  of 
the  facilties  of  the  Federal  and  State  ex¬ 
tension  services.  Research  authorized  under 
this  section  shall  be  in  additon  to  research 
provided  for  under  existing  law  (but  both 
activities  shall  be  coordinated  so  far  as 
practicable) . 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  In  that  connection, 
section  9  and  section  10  were  changed  in 
the  bill  to  give  additional  sums  for  new 
types  of  studies  looking  toward  the  bet¬ 
ter  marketing  of  agricultural  products 
and  toward  the  utilization  of  farm  crops. 
This  had  been  the  subject  of  long,  long 
study.  It  was  not  something  which  was 
hastily  drawn  out  of  a  hat  and  presented 
to  the  Congress.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  had  caused  a 
survey  to  be  made  of  every  type  of  agri¬ 
cultural  experimental  work,  research 
work,  that  was  going  on  in  the  whole 
United  States,  and  after  that  survey  was 
completed,  it  required  months  of  time 
of  an  entire  staff  even  to  correlate  all 
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the  facts  brought  to  light  as  to  the  type 
of  research  being  done  by  private  and 
public  institutions  in  the  United  States. 
When  all  that  work  was  done  and  when 
the  results  of  the  correlation  were  ap¬ 
parent  to  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  it  was  seen  that  there  was  need 
for  a  tremendous  amount  of  work  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  itself  both  by 
experimentation  which  it  might  carry 
on  and  by  experimentation  which  it 
might  farm  out  to  the  agricultural  col¬ 
leges  and  to  private  research  organiza¬ 
tions  if  agricultural  crops  were  properly 
to  be  utilized.  As  I  said,  that  was  not 
hastily  done.  It  required  months  of 
work.  Then  finally  upon  the  basis  of  all 
that  research  a  bill  was  prepared  and 
presented  te  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senate  to  a  pamphlet  en¬ 
titled  “The  Agricultural  Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946 — A  Consideration 
of  Basic  Objectives  and  Procedures,” 
which  was  issued  by  the  Agricultural 
Committee  on  National  Policy  of  the 
National  Planning  Association.  It  is 
strange  that  a  publication  of  this  nature 
could  be  issued  and  the  act  praised 
highly  by  everyone  in  the  United  States 
who  was  concerned  with  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  and  that  then  a  commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Congress  should  wipe  out  that 
work  in  a  moment  by  a  provision  in  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill.  It  was 
not  done  solely  by  the  Senate  committee. 
The  House  committee  took  care  of  the 
changes  in  section  10  (a)  and  (b).  Then 
the  Senate  committee  took  care  of  the 
provisions  in  section  9.  I  submit  that 
those  two  things  added  together  have 
pretty  effectively  scuttled  the  research 
provisions  of  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946. 

It  seems  to  me  it  would  have  been 
much  better  if  it  was  desired  to  repeal 
the  act,  to  have  raised  the  question  on 
the  floor  by  submitting  a  bill  for  that 
purpose  and  having  it  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  the  House 
or  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  in  the  Senate.  I  hope  at  this 
stage,  instead  of  reading  it,  because  the 
hour  is  already  late,  that  I  may  have 
permission  to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  statement  on  the  act  itself,  its 
purposes  and  provisions,  not  prepared  by 
me,  but  prepared  by  the  Agricultural 
Committee  on  National  Policy  of  the 
National  Planning  Association..  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  .that  that  may  be 
done. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  agricultural  colleges  have  been  en¬ 
gaged  In  research  almost  since  their  begin¬ 
ning  some  85  years  ago.  Much  of  their  study 
has  been  on  technological  problems  such  as 
the  improvement  at  varieties,  animal  breed¬ 
ing  and  feeding,  soil  management,  disease 
and  pest  control  and  so  on — in  other  words, 
on  ways  of  improving  and  cheapening  pro¬ 
duction. 

The  results  achieved  have  been  enormous, 
though  for  the  most  part  not  sensational. 
Since  agriculture  is  a  competitive  industry, 
a  good  part  of  the  benefits  has  been  widely 
diflused  among  the  Nation’s  population  in 
the  form  of  more  abundant,  cheaper,  and 
better  products. 


In  recent  decades,  however,  farming  has 
become  more  highly  commercial.  It  re¬ 
quires  larger  investments,  borrows  more 
money,  ships  its  products  greater  distances, 
and  produces  more  specialties.  It  is  con¬ 
cerned  with  a  vast  array  of  economic  rela¬ 
tionships  many  of  which  involve  closely  re¬ 
lated  technological  problems.  This  shift 
from  relative  self-sufficiency  and  largely  local 
markets  to  broad  national  and  international 
markets  has  made  necessary  more  study  of 
market  organization,  of  problems  of  pack¬ 
ing,  storing,  shipping,  and  selling,  and  of 
competitive  relations  with  other  areas. 

New  uses  of  agricultural  products  and  new 
outlets  for  them  have  also  become  more  im¬ 
portant,  and  the  problems  of  oversupply  and 
undersupply  and  of  stabilizing  prices  and 
incomes  have  come  into  prominence.  There- 
is,  furthermore,  a  growing  recognition  of  the 
importance  to  agriculture  of  nonfarm  in¬ 
comes  and  buying  power  and  of  general  na¬ 
tional  policies  relating  to  credit,  taxation, 
transportation,  labor,  and  international 
trade. 

,  The  act  of  1946  is  clearly  Intended  as  a 
major  step  in  the  evolutionary  process  of 
providing  for  agriculture  a  research  arm  com¬ 
parable  to  those  available  to  many  non- 
agricultural  industries.  This  process  began 
with  the  Hatch  Act  of  1887  and  was  extended ' 
by  the  Adams  Act  of  1906.  In  1925,  through 
the  Purnell  Act,  and  again  in  1935,  through 
the  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  the  Congress  not 
only  increased  the  funds  for  agricultural  re¬ 
search  but  broadened  the  directives  under 
which  it  was  to  be  carried  on.  The  act  of 
1946  represents  a  more  vigorous  and  compre¬ 
hensive  attempt  to  create  a  larger  and  better 
balanced  program  of  agricultural  research. 
Its  major  emphasis  is  on  economic  problems, 
particularly  those  relating  to  marketing. 
There  is  clear  recognition,  however,  of  the 
need  for  continuing  and  strengthening  the 
work  on  technological  problems.  The  spe¬ 
cific  directives  for  research  on  marketing  and 
economic  problems  should  not  be  interpreted 
as  deemphasis  on  technological  research,  but 
rather  as  an  effort  to  strengthen  an  under¬ 
developed  phase  of  the  research  program. 

No  industry,  of  course,  can  afford  to  ignore 
researches  looking  to  improved  and  more  ef¬ 
ficient  production,  to  the  maintenance  of  its 
basic  resources,  and  to  the  elimination  of 
physical  losses  and  wastages.  Agriculture’s 
efforts  to  solve  problems  of  these  types 
should  be  continued  vigorously  and  effec¬ 
tively. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  long.  I 
merely  have  made  this  statement  on  the 
floor  today  because  the  matter  referred 
to  will  come  up  tomorrow,  I  assume, 
when  the  item  in  question  is  reached.  I 
think  it  is  extremely  unfortunate  that 
there  is  not  a  better  explanation  for  the 
action  of  the  committee.  I  called  offi¬ 
cials  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  tried  to  find  out  what  the  reason 
was  for  the  change,  and  the  answer  I 
received  was  that  it  was  proposed  to 
simplify  the  appropriation  structure. 
That  is  a  simple  explanation,  but  it 
actually  is  a  device  whereby  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  is  repealed 
without  a  moment’s  hearing,  without  an 
opportunity  for  anyone  who  worked  for 
its  enactment  to  appear  before  a  com¬ 
mittee  and  discuss  it.  I  hope  that  some¬ 
thing  better  than  that  will  be  presented 
as  a  reason  for  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena¬ 
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tor  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  his  col¬ 
league  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  was  going  to  suggest 
to  my  colleague  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  dealing  with 
this  matter  is  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  I  am  sorry  that  he  was 
not  present  at  the  moment  my  colleague 
made  his  remarks.  I  am  sure  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  will  be  able  to  explain 
to  my  colleague  and  to  the  Senate  the 
provisions  to  which  my  colleague  has 
referred  to.  I  see  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  now  come  onto  the  floor. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  now  on  the  floor.  I  may  say 
that  I  recognize  the  section  in  question 
was  handled  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia,  and  I  can  testify  from  my 
experience  that  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  has  no  greater  friend  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  than  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I 
do  not  believe  that  he  is  quite  sure  as 
to  why  the  change  is  being  made.  I 
think  it  is  somewhat  important  that  we 
take  a  very  good  look  at  it.  It  is  easy 
to  say  that  we  simply  take  the  money 
from  one  place  and  transfer  it  to  the 
same  group  without  it  going  through  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Administration. 
But  the  very  reason  why  it  was  given 
to  the  Research  and  Marketing  Admin¬ 
istration  was  that  it  was  determined  that 
there  might  be  projects  which  the  coun¬ 
try  at  large  decided  were  necessary  for 
an  over-all  study  of  the  problem  and  that 
the  work  should  be  planned  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  and  then 
farmed  out  to  the  agricultural  colleges 
and  experiment  stations.  The  action 
taken  by  the  committee  completely  re¬ 
verses  that,  and  puts  it  directly  into  the 
hands  of  the  office  of  the  experiment  sta¬ 
tion  the  distribution  and  handling  of 
these  funds.  I  say  that  a  long,  long  fight 
was  made  on  this  question,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  shame  to  lose  the  result  of  that 
struggle  by  such  a  provision  as  that  con¬ 
tained  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  know  whether  this  provision 
w’as  approved  or  protested  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  believe  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  can  tell 
the  Senator  about  that. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  that  this  provision  was  inserted  in 
the  bill  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  The  House  had 
made  a  transfer  of  other  research  funds, 
not  of  course  to  the  same  purpose  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  connection,  but  the  depart¬ 
ment  Suggested  that  the  amendment  be 
included  in  the  bill.  They  stated  to  the 
committee  that  it  would  simplify  their 
bookkeeping  procedures,  and  that  it 
w’ould  not  adversely  affect  the  research 
program.  I  have  requested  of  the  De¬ 
partment  a  full  statement  of  their  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  matter,  and  I  will  have  it 
here  tomorrow  before  the  item  is  reached 
in  the  bill. 
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Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  satisfied  that  it  will  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  research  program? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am,  of  course,  re¬ 
lying  on  the  statement  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  and,  I  expect  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  will  agree  that  greater  controls 
are  no  substitute  for  research  and  mar¬ 
keting  investigation.  I  may  say  that  if 
the  Department  suggested  it,  it  might  be 
in  line  with  the  policy  of  those  who  con¬ 
stantly  emphasize  a  desire  for  more  con¬ 
trols  rather  than  for  more  research.  It 
has  appeared  to  me  ever  since  the  bill 
was  passed  that  the  Department  has 
never  put  its  heart  into  conducting  the 
research  and  marketing  work  of  the  De¬ 
partment  as  the  Congress  had  intended. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  that  the  results  of  all  these  re¬ 
search  items  have  been  disappointing  to 
those  of  us  who  sponsored  the  original 
research  bill.  I  would  not  confine  that 
observation  to  the  production  and  mar¬ 
keting  end. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  would  not,  either. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  say  that  the 
entire  research  program,  for  which  Con¬ 
gress  has  made  perhaps  too  liberal  a  pro¬ 
vision,  has  been  disappointing  to  me. 

Of  course  sometimes  we  have  given  the 
Department,  at  its  request,  money  which 
it  should  not  have  had  because  it  did  not 
have  available  programs  on  which  to  ex¬ 
pend  the  funds;  and  that  has  resulted  in 
haphazard  activities. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  the  Department  has 
requested  the  funds. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes.  Of  course, 
we  have  provided  advisory  committees 
and  other  committees  to  assist  in  the 
program. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  has  been  in  effect 
for  only  a  few  years,  and  perhaps  I  have 
expected  too  much  of  it  by  this  time. 
However,  the  results  have  been  disap¬ 
pointing  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  be  the  last  man 
to  wish  to  injure  any  phase  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1946, 
of  course. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Let  me  say  that  it  has 
been  very  disappointing  to  me  that  the 
only  solution  which  has  been  proposed 
for  some  of  the  problems  has  been  that 
of  providing  more  Government  controls. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  understand 
that  the  question  of  more  Government 
controls  is  involved  in  this  amendment, 
although  that  may  be  the  case.  I  am 
not  in  a  position- to  say  as  to  that. 

However,  I  understood  that  it  was 
merely  a  matter  of  simplifying  the  book¬ 
keeping  and  of  making  more  easy  the  ad¬ 
ministration,  without  attempting  in  any 
way  to  change  the  intent  of  Congress 
under  that  act,  when  it  was  passed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  be  very  happy  if  anyone  could 
point  out  that  that  is  the  situation. 

I  simply  point  out  the  fact  that  the 
House  has  voted  to  merge  the  funds  un¬ 
der  sections  10  (a)  and  10  (b),  and  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  has 
voted  to  transfer  the  funds  under  section 
9.  That  matter  is  one  over  which  we 
fought  for  months,  namely,  the  question 
of  whether  it  was  better  to  appropriate 


the  funds  directly  to  the  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  or  to  appropriate  them  directly  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  itself,  so 
that  it  could  apportion  the  funds  in  any 
way  it  saw  fit  to  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  detain 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  this  matter,  ex¬ 
cept  to  point  out  that  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  there  are  rooms  full  of 
surveys  for  the  better  utilization  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  there  are  charts  and 
plans  and  studies,  which  have  been  made 
for  50  years,  in  regard  to  how  to  better 
utilize  agricultural  products. 

However,  when  the  surveys  were  made 
by  the  various  interested  groups,  they 
discovered  that  it  does  not  do  any  good 
to  talk  about  the  better  utilization  of  an 
agricultural  product  unless  those  han¬ 
dling  the  program  are  prepared  to  make 
contracts  with  certain  persons  or  firms 
to  try  to  use  the  product.  We  found  that 
it  was  one  thing  to  say  that  cotton  should* 
be  used  for  insulation,  for  instance,  but 
quite  another  thing  to  persuade  a  com¬ 
pany  to  use  cotton  for  insulation;  and 
we  found  that  sometimes  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  subsidize  for  a  while  the  attempts 
to  use  a  certain  product  in  a  new  way, 
until  such  uses  became  established. 

For  instance,  we  found  that  sometimes 
a  manufacturing  company  would  have 
millions  of  dollars  available  to  put  to  use 
in  research  in  connection  with  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  synthetic  product  to  be 
used  as  a  substitute  for  cotton  and  in  the 
adaptation  of  that  synthetic  product  to 
various  uses,  whereas  the  cotton  farmers 
did  not  have  any  research  organization 
or  facilities  by  which  to  compete  with 
such  efforts  to  substitute  the  synthetic 
product  for  cotton  itself. 

So  Congress  has  realized  that  research 
is  most  important  to  the  proper  use  of 
the  various  agricultural  products.  On 
that  basis,  the  act  was  passed  in  1946, 
and  efforts  have  been  made  to  start  the 
research  work. 

I  can  say  frankly  that  there  are  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  agencies 
which  resisted  when  attempts  were 
made  to  take  away  from  them  the  re¬ 
search  work  they  long  had  handled ;  and 
those  agencies  were  not  happy  when  an 
attempt  was  made  to  set  up  a  research 
and  marketing  section. 

Now  we  find  the  fruits  of  their  efforts, 
when  the  funds  under  sections  10  (a) 
and  10  (b)  have  been  voted  by  the  House 
to  be  transferred,  and  when,  now,  the 
funds  under  section  9  are  proposed  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  to  be  transferred.  I  do  not  think 
that  should  be  done.  I  think  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  most  important  and  most  serious 
to  the  country  as  a  whole.  I  think  it  is 
important  that  we  have  a  chance  to  bet¬ 
ter  utilize  agricultural  products.  We 
should  realize  that  we  are  faced  with 
the  fact  that  if  these  appropriations  are 
reduced  this  year,  possibly  these  agen¬ 
cies  will  not  be  able  to  do  the  necessary 
work  in  future  years. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  not  the  situation  the 
Senator  has  been  discussing  quite  simi¬ 
lar  to  the  situation  in  connection  with 
silver?  In  other  words,  the  silver  pro¬ 


ducers  have  set  up  committees  to  find 
new  markets  for  silver.  Is  not  that  situ¬ 
ation  similar  to  the  one  in  this  case? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Of  course  it  is.  We 
had  hoped  that  we  would  be  able  to  make 
great  savings,  as  a  result  of  the  proper 
utilization  and  development  of  this  re¬ 
search  program.  For  instance,  there  is 
a  field  in  which  cotton  can  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  fine  bond  paper.  How¬ 
ever,  no  paper  manufacturer  will  begin 
to  do  so  at  once ;  it  is  necessary  to  supply 
cotton  to  him  free  for  a  certain  period 
of  time,  and  perhaps  to  subsidize  him 
to  a  limited  extent  in  connection  with 
such  a  development;  and  then,  finally, 
he  will  reach  the  point  where  he  will  use 
cotton  for  that  purpose.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  has  done  precisely  that,  and  I  think 
it  has  acted  wisely  in  trying  to  find  new 
uses  for  cotton  and  other  products. 

Cotton  is  not  the  only  product  for 
which  attempts  have  been  made  to  find 
new  uses,  but  similar  attempts  have  been 
made  in  regard  to  other  products  and 
commodities. 

Certainly  in  that  connection  the  vari¬ 
ous  producers  need  the  combined  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  further,  I  should  like 
to  call  particular  attention  to  wheat 
straw,  flax  straw,  and  corn,  which  the 
Senator  has  mentioned.  It  seems  to  me 
me  that  in  that  connection  there  is  a 
chance  to  bring  about  very  great  de¬ 
velopments. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether  the  committee  was  apprised  of 
these  facts  before  it  took  the  action  it 
did  take. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  know.  The 
best  person  to  whom  the  Senator  can  ad¬ 
dress  that  question  is  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 

My  understanding  is  that  the  matter 
was  presented  by  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  as  a  means  of  simplifying  its 
budgetary  and  accounting  procedures.  I 
have  tried  to  say  that  the  Department 
has  no  finer  friend  than  the  Senator 
from  Georgia.  I  know  that  from  my  ex¬ 
perience  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture;  and 
I  know  that  if  the  matter  had  been  prop¬ 
erly  presented  to  the  committee,  it  would 
have  been  carefully  considered. 

It  may  be  that  there  is  nothing  to  the 
present  proposal  other  than  an  attempt 
to  bring  about  a  change  in  the  budgetary 
and  accounting  procedures.  However,  I 
do  not  so  understand  the  proposal;  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  certainly  smacks  of 
the  battle  which  we  had  for  a  long  time 
regarding  whether  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  itself  should  direct  the  re¬ 
search  or  whether  it  should  turn  the  re¬ 
search  funds  over  to  the  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  and  let  them  direct  the  research. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  a 
question,  if  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  will  yield  to  permit  me  to  do  so. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  whether  the  committee  con¬ 
sidered  this  matter? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  committee  con¬ 
sidered  it.  No  objection  was  raised, 
from  any  source,  to  the  provision  of  the 
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House  provision  which  consolidated  the 
funds  authorized  in  regard  to  research 
and  administration. 

The  Department  said  it  would  apply 
the  same  rules  to  the  transfer  of  the 
funds,  as  authorized  in  section  9  or  sec¬ 
tion  9  (a),  I  beileve,  of  the  original  act, 
with  assurances  that  in  no  wise  would 
that  affect  the  research  work,  but  merely 
would  be  a  simplification  of  the  pro¬ 
cedures. 

A  few  minutes  ago  I  stated  that  I  had 
requested  from  the  Department .  a  full 
and  complete  statement  of  the  effect  of 
the  amendment,  from  its  standpoint, 
and  a  statement  regarding  what  it  pro¬ 
posed  to  do  under  the  amendment,  if 
the  amendment  is  agreed  to  and  goes 
into  effect.  I  hope  to  have  that  infor¬ 
mation  available  tomorrow,  when  this 
title  pf  the  bill  will  be  reached. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield,  to  permit  me  to  ask  a 
further  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly,  if  I  now 
have  the  floor. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Senator  is  familiar,  as  is  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey], 
with  the  situation  in  the  Northwest, 
where  literally  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
tons  of  wheat  straw  are  burned  each 
year.  Great  stacks  of  wheat  straw  are 
piled  up  and  burned.  I  have  always 
thought  it  was  a  terrific  loss  to  the  coun¬ 
try  that  the  wheat  straw  was  not  used 
beneficially  in  industry. 

Of  course  it  took  us  many  years  to  find 
ways  to  utilize  the  flax  straw.  I  remem¬ 
ber,  as  I  am  sure  my  colleague  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  does,  the  day%  when 
flax  straw  was  burned,  just  as  today 
wheat  straw  is  burned,  all  over  the 
Northwest. 

I  should  like  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  the  question  of  finding  some  use 
for  wheat  straw,  so  that  when  similar 
questions  arise  before  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry,  he  will  have 
that  particular  subject  in  mind,  because 
it  seems  to  me  that  instead  of  permit¬ 
ting  this  tremendous  waste  to  con¬ 
tinue — and,  so  far  as  I  know,  it  occurs 
only  in  the  United  States  and  in  Can¬ 
ada — somehow,  somewhere,  such  straw 
should  be  utilized,  and  the  marketing 
division  should  find  some  way  of  utiliz¬ 
ing  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  is  certainly  a  proper  matter  of  re¬ 
search.  I  have  had  a  hobby  of  my  own 
of  research  along  similar  lines  for  the 
past  10  years.  It  has  always  disturbed 
me  greatly  to  know  that  one-fourth  of 
all  our  timber  was  discarded  in  the  form 
of  sawdust  and  waste.  It  has  always 
seemed  to  me  to  be  almost  a  criminal 
waste,  when  we  know  that  we  are  cutting 
down  our  forest  resources  every  year  and 
that  the  production  is  not  keeping  pace 
with  the  rate  of  consumption,  particu¬ 
larly  during  the  war  years.  So,  for 
years  I  urged  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  through  the  Forestry  Products 
Laboratory,  to  make  intensive  surveys  to 
ascertain  if  some  feasible  use  could  not 
be  made  of  sawdust  and  shavings  and 
materials  of  that  kind  which  are  now 
burned  at  tens  of  thousands  of  sawmills 


and  planing  mills  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  Some  little  research  has  been  done 
along  that  line.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
whatever  I  can  in  assisting  the  Senator 
to  have  some  research  done  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  wheat  straw. 

Mr.  LANGER.  During  the  war  there 
was  an  admitted  shortage  of  paper,  as 
the  Senator  knows. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  question  arose  as 
to  whether  certain  kinds  of  timber  could 
be  used  for  the  manufacture  of  paper 
pulp.  Finally,  as  the  Senator  knows,  we 
spent  a  great  deal  of  money  in  Canada 
for  paper  to  be  shipped  into  the  United 
States.  The  prices  doubled,  trebeled, 
and  rose  even  higher.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  attention  of  the  marketing  divi¬ 
sion  should  be  called  to  the  fact  that 
wheat  and  oat  straw  makes  excellent 
paper.  Whether  the  cost  is  prohibitive 
I  think  is  something  that  should  be  ascer¬ 
tained. 

Mi'.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  happy  to  see 
research  done  along  that  line.  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  knows  that  we  also 
make  paper  from  pine  pulp. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes,  indeed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  also  knows  that  tens  of 
millions  of  tons  of  sawdust,  slabs,  and 
shavings  from  pine  lumber  have  been 
burned.  During  my  lifetime  I  have  ob¬ 
served  a  great  deal  of  it.  But,  thus  far, 
very  little  research  has  been  done  toward 
the  utilization  of  such  material  either  in 
the  production  of  paper  or  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  remember  that  one 
of  the  most  eloquent  arguments  ever 
heard  upon  this  floor  was  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  on 
the  very  matter  which  he  is  now  discuss¬ 
ing,  about  the  waste  of  stumpage,  I  think 
it  was  called,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  I 
thank  the  Senator.  We  have  been  too 
prodigal  with  the  blessings  of  Providence 
in  this  country.  We  have  been  wasteful 
since  the  inception  of  civilization  on  this 
continent. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  inquire  whether 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  expects  to 
get  a  vote  on  his  amendment  this  after¬ 
noon? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  immediately 
following  the  obtaining  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Have  the  arguments  been 
concluded? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  desire  to  discuss  the 
amendment,  and  I  am  pretty  sure  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Building  Commission,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  will 
want  2  or  3  minutes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  is  the  pending  bus¬ 
iness  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  Chair,  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 


the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
is  the  pending  business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Is  that  under  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  under 
the  unanimous  consent  that  was  granted 
yesterday  to  lay  aside  temporarily  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  and 
to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  that 
bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  should  demand  the  regular  order, 
that  would,  as  I  understand,  place  the 
so-called  FEPC  bill  before  the  Senate 
again. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  would 
place  before  the  Senate  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  that  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  what  I  meant. 
Mr.  President,  I  demand  the  regular  or¬ 
der. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  regular 
order  being  demanded,  the  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois - 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it.  . 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  the  demand 
of  the  Senator  open  to  objection? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  not. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  that,  if  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  demands  the  regu¬ 
lar  order,  there  is  no  way  of  preventing  it, 
is  that  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  Any  Senator  has  the  right  to  de¬ 
mand  the  regular  order.  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  demand  the  regular 
order? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  demands  the  regular  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  to  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1728)  to  prohibit 
discrimination  in  employment  because  of 
race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the 
pending  motion. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No;  I  demand  the  regu- 
larorder. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  regular 
order  is  that  the  motion  be  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  And  it  is  now 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Then  I  withdraw  the  de¬ 
mand. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
withdraws  the  demand. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Just  a  moment, 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  that  open  to 
objection? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  not. 
Any  Senator  may  withdraw  a  demand 
that  he  makes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  now  move  that  we  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H. 
R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
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purposes.  This  is  the  bill  we  have  been 
considering. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
motion  debatable? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion 
to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
appropriation  bill  is  debatable. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  order  that  I  may 
know  what  is  before  the  Senate,  was  it 
the  intention  to  replace  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  as  the  pending  business,  which 
was  taken  up  by  unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  that  there  was  some  mis¬ 
understanding  as  to  what  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation  was.  The  Senator  will  re¬ 
call  that,  earlier  in  the  day,  immediately 
following  the  vote  upon  the  cloture  mo¬ 
tion,  I  asked  unanimous  consent  to  with¬ 
draw  the  motion  for  the  consideration 
of  the  FEPC  bill,  and  to  move  to  resume 
consideration  of  House  bill  7786.  The 
Vice  President,  at  that  time,  held  that 
that  was  unnecessary,  that  the  bill  H. 
R.  7786  was  the  pending  business  and 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  wait  until 
we  finished  with  the  appropriation  bill 
before  I  could  request  the  withdrawal  of 
my  motion,  unless  we  returned  to  the 
regular  order.  That  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  clarifies  the  par¬ 
liamentary  situation.  So  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  motion  would  make  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  the  unfinished  business.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct.  There 
was  some  question  as  to  whether  that 
was  the  case,  and  that  is  why  I  raised 
the  question.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Will  the  Senator  with¬ 
hold  the  suggestion  for  a  moment,  to  en¬ 
able  me  to  obtain  a  leave  of  absence? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair  before  any  other  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  withdraw  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
was  on  the  verge  of  recognizing  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President, .  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  to  be  excused  from 
attendance  upon  the  sessions  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  tomorrow,  Friday,  and  on  Saturday, 


if  there  should  be  a  session  on  that  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  suggest  that 
the  Senator  can  say  it  after  we  have  a 
quorum  call. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Very  well. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
has  not  been  recognized  for  the  purpose 
of  suggesting  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  the  purpose  of  sug¬ 
gesting  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  cannot  yield  for 
that  purpose  without  losing  the  floor. 

Ml-.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  was  recognized, 
and  he  has  the  floor,  if  he  wishes  to  pro¬ 
ceed. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  realize  that,  and  I 
intend  to  proceed,  but  I  thought  I  could 
yield  for  that  purpose.  I  am  sorry  if  I 
cannot. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
cannot  yield  for  a  quorum  call  without 
losing  the  floor,  except  by  unanimous 
consent.  If  he  wishes  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  he  may  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  the  Chair  will  put  the  question. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  may  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting 
the  absence  of  a  quorum,  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  his  right  to  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  renew  my  sugges¬ 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Louisiana  makes  the  point  that  a 
quorum  is  not  present.  The  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 


their  names: 

Aiken 

George 

Lodge 

Anderson 

Graham 

Long 

Brewster 

Green 

Lucas 

Bricker 

Gurney 

McCarran 

Bridges 

Hayden 

McCarthy 

Butler 

Hendrickson 

McClellan 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

McFarland 

Chapman 

Hill 

McKellar 

Chavez 

Hoey 

McMahon 

Connally 

Holland 

Magnuson 

Cordon 

Humphrey 

Malone 

Donnell 

Ives 

Martin 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Maybank 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Morse 

Eastland 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Mundt 

Ecton 

Kefauver 

Murray 

Ellender 

Kem 

Myers 

Ferguson 

Kerr 

Neely 

Flanders 

Kilgore 

O’Mahoney 

Frear 

Knowland 

Robertson 

Fulbright 

Langer 

Russell 

Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith,  Maine 
Smith,  N.  J. 
Sparkman 


Stennis  Watkins 

Taft  Wherry 

Thomas,  Okla.  Wiley 
Thomas,  Utah  Williams 
Thye  Young 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  before  the  Senate  is  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender]  to 
eliminate  the  so-called  new  Senate  Office 
Building  from  the  legislative  chapter  of 
the  appropriation  bill.  The  pros  and 
cons  of  the  argument  for  the  new  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  are  known  to  every 
Senator.  For  many  years  Senators  have 
been  complaining  that  the  space  avail¬ 
able  to  them  is  not  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  perform  their  work  efficiently. 
As  a  result  in  1947  the  Eightieth  Congress 
made  an  authorization  for  the  initiation 
of  a  study  for  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  The  story  of  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building  dates  from  that  period. 

Following  the  creation  of  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  various  steps 
were  taken.  Finally  a  site  was  selected 
on  First  Street,  in  the  rear  of  the  present 
Senate  Office  Building.  Architects  were 
employed,  plans  drawn,  the  land  pur¬ 
chased,  and  the  old  buildings  on  the  land 
removed.  The  land  is  now  either  un¬ 
used  or  used  in  part  as  a  parking  lot. 
During  this  period  Senator  after  Senator 
has  gone  to  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
first  to  former  Senator  Brooks  and  now 
to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hay¬ 
den].  They  have  cried  on  their  shoul- 
derstfor  more  space,  which  they  said  they 
must  have  in  order  to  make  available 
reasonable  working  conditions  for  their 
staffs. 

The  issue  is  before  us,  Mr.  President. 
There  is  nothing  to  be  gained  by  dis¬ 
cussing  the  subject  further.  Every  Sena¬ 
tor  knows  whether  he  is  in  favor  of  the 
construction  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
Building.  The  proposal  is  to  provide 
$10,000,000  in  order  to  go  ahead  with 
the  work.  Some  Senators  who  now  ob¬ 
ject  raised  no  question  when,  we  spent 
$65,000,000  to  construct  a  building  for 
the  United  Nations,  $20,000,000  for  a 
Court  building  only  two  or  three  blocks 
from  the  Senate  Office  Building,  and  ap¬ 
proximately  $23,000,000  for  a  new  build¬ 
ing  for  the  General  Accounting  Office. 
If  a  Senator  wants  to  be  consistent,  and 
therefore  is  against  the  construction  of 
a  new  Senate  Office  Building,  that  is  one 
thing.  However,  when  we  have  gone 
ahead  and  furnished  new  buildings  for 
various  departments  and  divisions  of  the 
Government,  and  we  fail  to  recognize 
or  lack  the  courage  to  recognize  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  providing  adequate  quarters 
and  efficient  working  space  for  our  em¬ 
ployees,  it  seems  to  me  we  have  reached 
a  sad  day  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

If  I  may  do  so,  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  if  what  I 
have  stated  regarding  Senators  making 
requests  of  him  is  not  true? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
entirely  true.  I  feel  very  strongly  about 
the  testimony  given  to  me.  not  only  by 
Senators  but  by  members  of  their  staffs. 
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They  have  been  to  me  time  and  time 
again  asking  if  some  cubbyhole  or  some 
space  somewhere  could  not  be  found  in 
order  to  relieve  the  tremendous  conges¬ 
tion  in  their  offices.  It  seems  to  me  that 
any  Senator  who,  knowing  tlfe  condition 
in  his  office  and  having  made  to  me  the 
representations  which  have  been  made, 
votes  against  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building  should  go  back  to  his  office 
force  and  publicly  confess  to  them  that 
he  knew  what  he  was  doing  in  making 
their  working  conditions  hard.  He  would 
not  suffer.  He  has  four  or  five  rooms  in 
his  office  and  he  has  a  room  of  his  own 
into  which  no  one  comes  unless  he  sends 
for  him.  However,  when  he  steps  out  of 
that  room  he  steps  into  conditions  which 
I  think  are  utterly  disgraceful.  As  a 
matter  of  record,  we  do  not  provide  half 
the  office  space  which  is  provided  in 
other  Government  agencies. 

Mr.  President,  confession  is  good  for 
the  soul,  and  any  Senator  who  is  op¬ 
posed  to  a  new  office  building  should  call 
the  members  of  his  force  together  and 
tell  them  that  he  did  not  have  the  po¬ 
litical  courage  to  vote  for  it  because  he 
feared  that  some  political  commentator 
on  the  radio  or  some  columnist  might 
comment  on  his  having  done  something 
for  himself  and  therefore  he  dodged  the 
issue.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  would  not 
be  for  himself,  but  would  give  more  room 
for  his  hard-pressed  office  force. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  THYE.  This  is  a  very  unhappy 
moment  for  me.  I  occupy  a  three-room 
suite  on  the  east  side  of  the  Senate  Office 
Building,  and  because  of  the  balcony 
there  they  are  short  rooms;  they  are 
much  shorter  than  the  average  room.  I 
am  extremely  crowded,  and  it  is  difficult 
for  my  clerks  to  work  in  the  rooms  I 
have.  I  would  support  the  erection  of  a 
new  Senate  Office  Building  at  this  mo¬ 
ment  if  we  were  not  faced  with  a  world 
crisis  such  as  the  one  which  confronts 
us,  and  such  as  we  may  expect  in  the 
next  few  weeks,  or  possibly  many  months. 

In  view  of  that  situation  I  think  our 
efforts  should  be — at  least  my  effort  will 
be — to  back  up  the  boys  at  the  front  and 
to  spend  money  for  military  appropria¬ 
tions  or  anything  else  that  is  necessary. 
I  cannot  support  a  provision  to  appro¬ 
priate  funds  to  erect  a  new  office  build¬ 
ing,  and  I  shall  go  back  to  my  office  force 
and  say,  “In  view  of  this,  we  are  going 
to  stay  in  these  crowded  quarters  just  so 
-long  as  I  am  permitted  to  remain  in 
Washington,  and  until  the  world  situa¬ 
tion  improves  we  are  going  to  put  up 
with  these  quarters,  even  though  they 
are  inconvenient  and  uncomfortable.” 

I  do  not  expect  that  I  shall  be  given 
much  consideration  when  I  ask  for  addi¬ 
tional  space  at  some  future  time,  in  view 
of  my  remarks  at  this  moment.  But  we 
are  faced  with  a  world  situation  that  is 
most  critical,  and  in  view  of  that  I  shall 
not  vote  to  appropriate  funds  to  con¬ 
struct  a  new  office  building  until  the 
world  crisis  is  past. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  that  he  cannot  yield  to  other 
Senators  to  make  speeches. 


Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  thank  the  Chair. 
I  shall  abide  by  his  suggestion. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  a  little 
aside  from  the  point,  because  he  knows, 
as  well  as  I  do,  that  there  is  not  a  Sena¬ 
tor  in  this  Chamber  who  does  not  desire 
to  provide  funds  adequate  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  men  who  are  fighting  in  the 
so-called  Korean  affair,  if  it  is  not  to 
be  called  a  war. 

It  was  brought  out  on  the  Senate  floor 
yesterday,  clearly  and  unmistakably,  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota,  that  if  this  situation  should  de¬ 
velop  into  a  major  crisis  which  would 
necessitate  the  use  of  scarce  materials 
and  labor,  the  President,  under  his  power 
of  allocation,  and  similar  powers,  could 
stop  the  construction  of  the  building 
at  a  moment’s  notice,  and  we  would  ex¬ 
pect  him  to  do  so.  So,  if  Senators  vote 
against  the  provision,  they  are  merely 
delaying  the  construction  of  the  build¬ 
ing,  while  if  we  do  proceed  with  it,  and 
the  emergency  develops  to  a  greater  ex¬ 
tent  than  is  now  apparent,  I  think  the 
Senator’s  point  can  be  well  protected, 
for,  as  I  have  said,  the  President  would 
have  full  authority,  as  a  result  of  his 
power  of  allocation  of  materials,  to  stop 
the  construction  at  a  moment’s  notice, 
and  I  trust  he  would  do  so.  I  think 
that  may  answer  the  Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  also 
recall  that  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Office  Building  Commission  made  a  state¬ 
ment  that  the*  commission  itself  would 
not  proceed  with  the  construction  of  the 
building  if  it  were  found  that  the  labor 
or  the  materials  required  competed  with 
the  war  effort? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  understand  the  build¬ 
ing  is  to  be  constructed  only  if  it  does 
not  compete  in  any  way  with  the  war 
effort. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  In  other  words,  if  the 
war  blows  over,  then  the  building  will 
be-  erected.  If  it  does  not  blow  over, 
the  building  will  not  be  erected. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a.  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  made  the  in¬ 
quiry  yesterday  as  to  what  the  position 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  Commis¬ 
sion  would  be  in  case  of  a  war  or  any¬ 
thing  that  looked  like  a  war,  when  ma¬ 
terials  would  be  necessary  to  carry  on 
the  war  effort? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  did  not  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  commission,  speaking  for 
the  entire  commission,  which  is  com¬ 
posed,  in  addition  to  the  chairman,  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  ,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  [Mr.  Green]  ,  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  not  only  state 
that  we  would  carry  out  our  orders,  but 
would  also  follow  strictly  the  suggestion 


made  by  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  when  it  practically  unanimously 
inserted  this  item  in  the  appropriation 
bill? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
another  question? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  This  item  is  in  chapter 
2  of  the  appropriation  bill,  which  is  the 
legislative  feature  of  t^e  bill,  and  it 
comes  directly  after  chapter  1,  which  is 
the  District  of  Columbia  part  of  the  bill. 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  when  the  Senate 
was  in  a  sane  and  economical  mood,  it 
voted  to  give  the  District  of  Columbia 
$12,000,000  of  the  taxpayers’ 'money,  but 
that  when  it  comes  to  a  question  of  pro¬ 
viding  space  the  whole  Senate  needs. 
Senators  indicate  a  desire  to  save  money? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  I  hope  that  any  Senator  who  is 
opposed  to  this  appropriation  will  be  con¬ 
sistent.  I  expect  that  any  Senator  who 
opposes  it  will  also  oppose  all  the  efforts 
to  increase  the  nonessential  appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  bill.  I  expect  he  will  oppose 
all  new  building  projects,  and  I  know 
many  Senators  who  are  opposing  it  have 
favored  similar  building  projects  in  the 
executive  department  running  into  mil¬ 
lions  and  millions  of  dollars. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  inserted  in  the  bill  these  words 
which  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate: 

After  full  discussion,  the  committee  voted 
to  request  the  Senate  Office  Building  Com¬ 
mission  to  review  forthwith  the  detailed 
plans  of  the  proposed  Senate  Office  Building 
with  a  ■  view  of  simplifying  the  building  to 
bring  about  savings,  and  with  the  expressed 
desire  of  the  committee  to  make  the  new 
office  building  more  of  a  working  and  utili¬ 
tarian  unit  than  the  present  plans  contem¬ 
plate.  When  this  review  is  completed  and 
the  plans  revised  to  meet  the  suggestions  of 
the  Commission,  the  construction  is  to  go 
forward  as  expeditiously  as  is  practicable 
in  an  effort  to  relieve  the  congestion  and 
crowding  that  now  exists  in  the  offices  of 
many  Senators  and  in  the  space  allotted  to 
each  committee  of  the  Senate. 

I  now  desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  commission  whether  or  not  he,  as 
chairman  of  the  commission,  intends  to 
carry  out  this  instruction  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  believe 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  any  commission,  any 
creature  of  the  Senate,  to  carry  out  the 
directions  of  the  Senate.  It  was  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George]  that  something 
be  done  about  the  construction  of  a  new 
building.  We  have  been  waiting  for 
many  years  in  order  to  carry  on,  and 
nothing  has  been  done.  We  have  spent 
$25,000  for  plans  alone,  which  will  be 
wasted  if  we  start  anew. 

Everyone  admits  the  need  of  a  new 
building.  If  Senators  will  look  at  the 
Congressional  Record  of  yesterday  they 
will  see  letter  after  letter  from  Senators. 
I  am  curious  to  see  how  Senators  will 
vote  this  afternoon,  after  writing  those 
letters,  in  which  they  complained,  and 
Insisted  they  needed  more  space. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  do  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  correctly  to  say  he  is 
not  going  to  have  the  plans  revised  and 
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is  not  going  to  follow  the  instructions 
of  the  committee  read  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  as  chairman  of  the  commission, 
intends  to  follow  that  mandate,  and  re¬ 
view  the  plans. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  in 
closing,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  issue  is 
clear.  If  Senators  desire  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building,  if  they  think  they  need 
more  space  to  make  their  offices  efficient, 
they  should  support  the  committee 
amendment.  It  is  time  for  Senators  to 
speak  for  themselves.  The  issue  is  clear. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  correct  a  statement  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  when  he  stated  that  the  purpose  of 
my  amendment  was  simply  to  strike 
from  the  bill  all  the  language  pertaining 
to  the  erection  of  a  new  Senate  Office 
building.  I  have  offered  a  substitute 
which  would  strike  all  of  said  language 
and  in  addition  would  provide  for  an 
appropriation  of  $10,000  for  use  by  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission  to 
make  new  plans  for  the  erection  of  a 
building  that  will  be  more  in  keeping  with 
the  actual  needs  of  Senators.  Should 
my  amendment  fail  I  will  then  move  to 
strike  from  the  bill  all  of  the  language 
pertaining  to  the  erection  of  the  new 
Senate  Office  Building.  It  is  my  consid¬ 
ered  judgment  that  under  no  circum¬ 
stances  should  the  proposed  building  be 
erected  accordingly  to  the  plans  approved 
by  the  Commission  and  now  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

As  I  pointed  out  yesterday,  the  plans 
which  have  already  been  approved  by 
the  Commission  cannot  be  changed  to 
give  us  the  kind  of  building  which  many 
of  us  think  we  should  have.  We  want  a 
utilitarian  building,  something  that  will 
be  of  service.  One  in  which  all  of  the 
available  space  will  be  utilized.  We  have 
no  use  for  18  large  committee  rooms,  2 
special  hearing  rooms,  an  auditorium, 
18  ante  rooms  for  standing  committees, 
a  swimming  pool,  a  garage  to  accommo¬ 
date  200  cars,  and  many  other  extras 
that  I  pointed  out  in  debate  on  yesterday. 

I  repeat,  that  under  the  law  which  I 
read  yesterday  it  is  provided  that  the 
building  must  be  in  substantial  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  plans  and  specifications 
prepared  by  the  architects  employed, 
and  which  have  already  been  approved 
by  the  Senate  Building  Commission.  I 
grant  that  a  few  changes  could  be  made, 
but  not  to  a  degree  that  will  make  it 
possible  to  give  us  what  we  need.  The 
architects  took  the  position  that  to  give 
us  a  utility  building,  the  present  plans 
would  have  to  be  scrapped.  My  amend¬ 
ment  provides  for  an  appropriation  of 
$10,000  so  that  the  Commission  can  em¬ 
ploy  architects  to  plan  a  utility  build¬ 
ing  and  not  a  monumental  building. 
Aside  from  that,  the  cost  of  a  building 
to  fill  our  needs  could  be  contructed  for 
about  one-half  of  what  the  building  in 
contemplation  will  cost.  I  hope  my 
amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender],  on  page  23,  beginning 


with  line  24,  to  strike  out  down  to  line 
4,  on  page  24,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
certain  new  language. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
is  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Leahy],  and  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  of¬ 
ficial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  business,  having  been  in  at¬ 
tendance  at  the  sessions  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Organization  at  Geneva, 
Switzerland,  as  a  delegate  representing 
the  United  States. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pep¬ 
per]  is  absent  because  of  the  death  of 
Judge  Curtis  Waller,  a  close  personal 
friend,  whose  funeral  is  being  held  today. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor] 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Darby],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart  and  Mi'.  Jenner] 
and  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Millikin]  are  detained  on  official 
business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  32, 
nays  46,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 32 


Byrd 

Graham 

Lucas 

Connally 

Hendrickson 

McClellan 

Cordon 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Douglas 

Holland 

Robertson 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Saltonstall 

Eastland 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ellender 

Johnston,  8.  C. 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Kem 

Watkins 

Flanders 

Knowland 

Wiley 

Frear 

Lodge 

Williams 

Fulbrlght 

Long 

NAYS — 16 

Aiken 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Anderson 

Ives 

Myers 

Brewster 

Kefauver 

Neely 

Bricker 

Kerr 

O’Mahoney 

Bridges 

Kilgore 

Russell 

Butler 

Langer 

Schoeppel 

Chapman 

McCarran 

'  Smith,  Maine 

Chavez 

McCarthy 

Sparkman 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Stennls 

Ecton 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Okla. 

George 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Utah 

Green 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Gurney 

Malone 

Wherry 

Hayden 

Martin 

Young 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Hill 

Mundt 

NOT  VOTING— 18 

Benton 

Hunt 

Pepper 

Cain 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Capehart 

Leahy 

Tobey 

Darby 

Lehman 

Tydings 

Downey 

Millikin 

Vandenberg 

Gillette 

O’Conor 

Withers 

So  Mr.  Ellender’s  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  after 
submitting  the  amendment  that  was  ad¬ 
versely  voted  upon,  I  was  told  by  quite 
a  few  Senators  that  they  were  opposed 
to  the  appropriation  of  any  money, 
whether  it  be  for  planning  or  for  the 
actual  construction  of  a  building.  So  in 
order  to  bring  the  issues  squarely  before 
Senators  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should 
appropriate  any  money  at  all,  I  now  move 
to  strike  from  the  bill  lines  22,  23,  24,  and 
25  on  page  23,  and  through  line  4  on  page 
24,  and  on  that  amendment  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  in  order.  A  vote  on  the 
committee  amendment  itself  would  have 
the  same  result. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

A  negative  amendment  striking  out  a 
committee  amendment  is  not  in  order, 
because  the  same  result  comes  on  the 
decision  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  itself. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I  dis¬ 
cussed  my  proposed  amendment  with 
the  Parliamentarian,  and  I  was  told  that 
a  motion  to  strike  out  was  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Parlia¬ 
mentarian  advises  the  Chair  that  the 
Senator  did  not  take  up  the  matter  with 
him.  The  Chair’s  ruling  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  views  of  the  Parliamen¬ 
tarian. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
took  up  the  matter  with  the  Assistant 
Paliamentarian  who  is  sitting  to  the  left, 
at  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
does  not  know  just  who  that  is. 

At  any  rate,  the  Chair — not  the  Parlia¬ 
mentarian — is  ruling  on  this  matter. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  dur¬ 
ing  the  debate  on  yesterday  and  again 
today  I  took  the  position  that  I  did  not 
believe  that  the  instructions'  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  incorporated  in  the  report  could 
be  adhered  to  by  the  Commission.  It 
will  be  recalled  that  the  Appropriations 
Committee  expressed  the  desire  that  the 
Building  Commission  make  the  new  office^ 
building  more  of  a  working  and  utilitar-* 
ian  unit  than  the  present  plans  contem¬ 
plate.  The  reason  for  my  position  is 
that  the  law  under  which  the  building 
is  to  be  erected  specifically  provides  that 
it  must  be  built  in  substantial  accord¬ 
ance  with  preliminary  plans  already  pre¬ 
pared  and  now  in  the  possession  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol.  If  there  is  any 
substantial  change  from  those  plans — 
which  I  think  will  be  necessary  if  we  are 
to  erect  a  utilitarian  building — a  ques¬ 
tion  may  arise  as  to  whether  those  who 
contract  to  put  up  the  building  can  be 
paid. 

I  wish  to  be  perfectly  fair.  My  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  the  pending  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  will  make  certain 
that  the  Commission  can  change  the 
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present  plans  in  any  manner  it  sees  fit. 
I  may  state  further  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  could  make  new  plans  if  it  saw  fit, 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  mandate  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  In  short, 
Mr.  President,  my  perfecting  amend¬ 
ment  would  legalize  what  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  sought  to  have  the 
Building  Commission  do  by  incorporating 
in  the  report  certain  specific  instruc¬ 
tions. 

The  amendment  which  I  submit  to  the 
committee  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  notwithstanding  Lhe  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1948,  requiring  that  the  additional 
building  authorized  to  be  constructed  there¬ 
under  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  be  con¬ 
structed  in  substantial  accordance  with  pre¬ 
liminary  plans  prepared  under  authority 
of  the  act  of  July  11,  1947  (Public  Law 
169,  80th  Cong.),  such  building  may  be 
constructed  in  accordance  with  such  modi¬ 
fications  or  revisions  of  such  plans,  or  with 
such  new  plans,  as  may  be  approved  by  the 
Senate  Office  Building  Commission :  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  funds  hereunder 
appropriated  shall  be  available  for  use  in 
the  preparation  of  such  plans. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear,  Mr.  President, 
that  even  though  my  perfecting  amend¬ 
ment  is  agreed  to  I  shall  continue  my 
opposition  to  the  pending  amendment- 
I  do  not  wish  to  detour  the  Senate.  I 
have  made  my  say.  Now  is  not  the  time 
to  construct  a  new  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  especially  one  that  is  more  orna¬ 
mental  than  useful. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  amendment 
to  the  committee  amendment,  and  send 
it  to  the  desk  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  24, 
after  the  figures  “$10,000,000,”  in  fine  4, 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  be¬ 
fore  the  period:  “Provided,  That  not¬ 
withstanding  the  provisions  of  the  Sec¬ 
ond  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948, 
requiring  that  the  additional  building 
authorized  to  be  constructed  thereunder 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate  be  constructed 
in  substantial  accordance  with  prelimi¬ 
nary  plans  prepared  under  authority  of 
the  act  of  July  11,  1947  (Public  Law  169, 
80th  Cong.),  such  building  may  be  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  with  such  modi¬ 
fications  or  revisions  of  such  plans,  or 
with  such  new  plans,  as  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Senate  Office  Building 
Commission:  And  provided  further,  That 
the  funds  hereunder  appropriated  shall 
be  available  for  use  in  the  preparation 
of  such  plans.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  this  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment  a  proviso  to 
be  added  at  the  end  of  the  language  now 
appearing  in  the  bill,  and  not  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
understands  that  it  is  an  addition  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  amendment  offered  to  the  commit¬ 


tee  amendment?  If  so,  I  understand 
that  it  is  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
understands  that  it  is  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  question  of  whether  it  is  in  order 
is  another  matter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President, 
while  I  am  on  my  feet,  I  wish  to  say  that 
as  I  view  the  matter,  it  is  very  unfortu¬ 
nate  that  this  proposal  is  brought  up 
when  we  are  considering  one  of  the  most 
important  bills  ever  before  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  very  serious 
matter  before  us.  As  I  figured  the  situ¬ 
ation  yesterday  and  today,  we  are  giv¬ 
ing  approximately  10  times  as  much  at¬ 
tention  to  the  building  of  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building,  at  this  time  of  emer¬ 
gency  in  our  national  and  international 
affairs,  as  we  are  giving  to  the  interna¬ 
tional  affairs  for  which  this  bill  will 
provide  funds  for  the  defense  of  our 
country.  I  am  very  sorry  about  that 
situation.  However,  it  cannot  be  helped 
now,  for  this  question  is  now  before  the 
Senate,  and  we  must  vote  on  it. 

It  seemed  to  me,  after  very  careful 
consideration,  that  the  position  taken 
by  the  committee  was  the  proper  one, 
and  that  is  why  I  voted  for  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Incidentally,  let  me  say  that 
quite  a  considerable  sum  of  money — ap¬ 
proximately  $850,000  I  believe — already 
is  available;  and  it  is  now  proposed  to 
provide  $10,000,000  more. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  desires  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  press  the  perfecting  amendment, 
I  am  willing  to  accept  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Ellender]  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  24,  in  line  4. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  dis¬ 
like  very  much  to  rise  in  opposition  to  a 
measure  which  is  needed  in  normal 
times,  and  which  I  have  supported  in  the 
past,  and  which  I  shall  expect  to  sup¬ 
port  in  the  future,  at  the  proper  time. 

However,  I  think  a  set  of  circum¬ 
stances  completely  out  of  the  control  of 
the  distinguished  chairman  and  other 
members  of  the  Approprations  Commit¬ 
tee  has  brought  on  a  situation  which 
entirely  changes  the  picture,  since  this 
action  was  taken  in  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  Of  course,  that  situation  is 
the  trouble  existing  in  Korea  and  the 
other  dangerous  and  difficult  interna¬ 
tional  complications  which  now  confront 
us,  and  which  of  course  involve  and  re¬ 
quire  heavy  additional  expenditures  by 
our  Government. 

Before  proceeding  a  little  further,  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  fully 
and  completely  in  accord  with  the  feel¬ 
ing  of  the  committee  that  we  should  have 
this  building,  when  we  can  have  it,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  needed;  and  I  am  entirely 
sympathetic  with  the  attitude  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  and  patient  senior  Senator 


from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  who,  I 
know,  has  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
in  finding  space  for  the  various  Members 
of  the  Senate,  including  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  who  from  time  to  time 
have  tried  to  find  additional  space. 

However,  there  is  a  time  to  do  certain 
things  and  a  time  when  they  cannot  be 
done. 

~I  believe  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  looking  to  the  Senate  today  to 
see  whether  the  Senate  is  going  ahead 
now  on  a  basis  of  business  as  usual,  at 
a  time  when  all  of  us  realize  the  finan¬ 
cial  difficulties  are  tremendous,  and 
when  all  expenditures  of  money  which 
are  made  should  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  and  against  the  background  of  the 
international  situation. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  moments  ago  my 
attention  was  called  to  certain  items 
shown  on  the  Associated  Press  ticker,  in¬ 
dicating  clearly  that  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George],  in  common  with  other  Sena¬ 
tors  and  Members  of  the  House  who 
have  the  heaviest  responsibility  on  their 
shoulders  in  connection  with  planning 
for  revenue,  have  been  constrained  to 
slow  down,  at  least,  in  their  announced 
program  in  connection  with  the  revision 
of  excise  taxes  and  the  raising  of  cer¬ 
tain  additional  taxes,  and  have  done  so 
because  of  the  international  situation  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

I  quote  briefly  into  the  Record  from 
the  Associated  Press  ticker  tape  on  that 
point;  and,  first,  under  a  Washington 
date  line: 

Administration  leaders  were  reported  to¬ 
day  to  have  decided  to  put  aside  the  $1,010,- 
000,000  (b)  excise-tax-slashing  bill,  pending 
developments  from  the  Korean  war. 

The  next  item  continues: 

The  report  could  not  be  officially  con¬ 
firmed  immediately. 

One  source,  who  is  familiar  with  tax  mat¬ 
ters,  told  a  reporter  the  agreement  was 
reached  after  conferences  of  leading  con¬ 
gressional  Democrats,  with  representatives 
of  the  administration. 

The  third  item  quotes  our  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George].  I  read  it  as  it  appears 
on  the  ticker  tape: 

Chairman  George,  Democrat,  of  Georgia, 
of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  confirmed 
that  the  tax  bill  will  be  shelved  momenta¬ 
rily  when  public  hearings  are  completed  on 
it  tomorrow.  But,  George  declined  to  say 
there  would  be  no  tax  action  at  this  session. 

Asked  about  reports  that  the  Treasury 
Department  has  withdrawn  its  support  of 
the  House-approved  bill,  in  view  of  the  pos¬ 
sible  military  money  needs  in  the  resistance 
against  Communist  aggression  in  Korea, 
George  said: 

“I  have  no  statement  at  all  to  make  on 
that  at  this  time.  I  suggest  you  confer  with 
Mr.  Snyder  (Secretary  of  the  Treasury) .” 

“The  Finance  Committee  will  continue  its 
hearings  on  the  tax  bill  tomorrow,”  George 
said,  “and  then  will  recess  on  this  subject 
until  the  record  is  printed.  This  will  take 
several  days.” 

The  original  timetable  called  for  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  prepare  the  tax  bill  next  week  for 
immediate  Senate  action. 
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Now,  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  I 
heard  the  comment  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Arizona  a 
while  ago  about  what  columnists  may 
say — what  columnists  may  say  about  the 
action  of  any  Senator  upon  this  floor  on 
this  matter.  I  have  become  quite  used 
to  having  columnists  say  uncomplimen¬ 
tary  things.  I  am  not  in  the  slightest 
concerned  about  what  they  may  say,  and 
I  do  not  have  great  concern  about  what 
other  Senators  may  say,  if  I  have  a  deep 
conviction  on  a  matter,  as  I  have  on  this. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  for 
the  Senate  to  take  the  position  that  it 
would  launch  at  this  particular  time  a 
$20,000,000  building  program  primarily 
for  its  own  convenience  and  needs,  which 
are  certain,  and  which  are  definite,  and 
which  at  the  same  time  are  the  conveni¬ 
ence  and  needs  of  the  public  whom  we 
serve.  But  I  think  that  the  people  of 
this  Nation  expect  us  to  put  first  things 
first,  and  to  quit  this  business-as-usual 
attitude  toward  appropriations,  particu¬ 
larly  toward  appropriations  of  this  kind. 
I  think  it  is  up  to  us,  right  now,  and  on 
this  matter,  to  make  it  very  clear  that 
we  do  not  feel  that  this  is  an  appropri¬ 
ate  time  for  the  launching  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  building.  I  want  to  say  that  I 
think  we  might  as  well  realize  that  peo¬ 
ple  reading  the  paper  tomorrow  will  have, 
in  columns  side  by  side,  these  two  items, 
if  this  amendment  is  voted  down:  First, 
an  item  stating  that  in  this  time  of  crisis, 
after  2  days  of  debate  on  a  venture  of 
this  kind,  the  Senate,  in  its  dignified  and 
deliberate  judgment,  decided  that  this 
was  an  appropriate  time  to  enter  upon 
a  $20,000,000  building  project  for  addi¬ 
tional  housing  for  itself.  Second,  in  the 
other  column  and  with  much  bolder 
headlines  will  be  the  story,  disappointing 
to  those  thousands  of  people  who  are  de¬ 
pending  upon  and  hoping  for  some  dimi¬ 
nution  of  excise  taxes,  which  so  vitally 
affect  their  business — and  of  course  citi¬ 
zens  generally,  the  purchasing  public,  are 
looking  at  this  matter  also — will  be  the 
item  that  the  financial  situation  is  so 
critical  on  this  particular  date  that  those 
particular  committees  of  Congress 
charged  with  the  raising  of  appropriate 
finances  for  the  handling  of  the  grave 
problems  of  our  Government  and  with 
preparing  a  tax  bill  have  said  that  there 
is  question  enough  about  our  financial 
condition  that  we  are  slowing  down  the 
time  schedule  of  excise-tax  reduction. 
When  the  question  comes  as  to  whether 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  himself 
has  insisted  that  there  be  no  reduction, 
our  esteemed  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  has  gravely  suggested  that 
he  would  prefer  to  have  the  question  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Snyder  himself. 

Now,  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  I  do 
not  believe  this  is  the  time  to  launch  this 
project.  I  think  we  have  spent  too  much 
time  on  it  already.  I  certainly  do  not 
intend  to  debate  it  at  length  now.  But 
I  do  feel,  and  I  feel  very  keenly,  that  we 
would  be  placing  the  Senate  and  the 
Congress  in  a  most  unfortunate  position 
by  the  approval  of  this  item,  and  would 
make  it  appear  that  we  are  in  fact  find¬ 
ing  here  at  this  date  and  at  this  partic¬ 
ular  time  that  “business  as  usual”  is  go¬ 


ing  on,  and  that  we  can  properly  start 
a  building  program  of  this  kind. 

SO  far  as  there  having  been  any  waste 
in  the  money  that  has  been  spent  here¬ 
tofore,  I  respectfully  differ  from  those 
wh6  say  that  there  has  been  waste  or 
would  be  waste  if  we  did  not  proceed  just 
now.  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  loss  because  we  have  already  bought 
and  paid  for  the  site  of  this  proposed 
building:  the  site  will  be  there,  available 
for  this  building,  when  we  can  build.  I 
do  not  think  there  will  be  any  loss  be¬ 
cause  we  have  already  bought  and  paid 
for  plans  and  specifications.  I  think 
those  plans  and  specifications,  or  some 
modification  of  them,  will  be  available 
when  we  are  ready  for  them. 

Mr.  President  and  Senators,  I  strongly 
feel  that  this  is  not  the  time  for  us  to  em¬ 
bark  upon  this  venture,  and  that  we 
should  strongly  and  quietly,  and  quickly 
vote  it  down,  and  go  on  to  more  vital 
business  of  the  Nation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  and  other  Senators 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  like  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Florida,  I 
hate  to  oppose  a  project  which  is  needed, 
but,  like  him,  I  am  going  to  vote  against 
It.  I  believe  that  the  need  for  additional 
space  affects  me  as  much  as  it  does  any 
other  Senator.  I  have  a  staff  of  27  peo¬ 
ple.  I  receive  from  2,000  to  5,000  letters 
a  day.  I  need  much  more  space.  But 
I  want  to  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  and 
to  my  fellow  Senators,  that  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  this  is  not  the  time  for  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  embark  upon  an 
expensive  project  of  this  sort,  costing  up¬ 
ward  of  $20,000,000  or  $25,000,000,  when 
we  know  that  in  all  probability  we  are 
going  to  require  huge  sums  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  operations  now  under  way  in 
Korea  in  a  struggle  which  may  spread 
to  other  parts  of  the  world,  a  struggle  in 
which  men  are  dying.  Many  more,  I  am 
afraid,  will  die  before  it  is  all  over.  And 
so  I  urge  the  defeat  of  this  amendment. 
I  do  it  reluctantly,  because  I  know  the 
project  is  needed,  and  I  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  following  the  lead  of  my 
esteemed  colleagues  from  Arizona  and 
New  Mexico,  but  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  urge 
the  rejection  of  this  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  as  amended.  The  yeas  and 
nays  having  been  ordered,  the  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll.  Those  who  favor  the 
committee  amendment,  as  amended,  will 
vote  “yea”  as  their  names  are  called. 
Those  who  oppose  it  will  vote  “nay.” 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton! 
is  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey!  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette!,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt!,  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Leahy!,  and  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings!  are  necessarily 
absent. 


The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor!  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  official  business,  having  been  in 
attendance  at  the  sessions  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Organization  at  Geneva, 
Switzerland,  as  a  delegate  representing 
the  United  States. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pep¬ 
per!  is  absent  because  of  the  death  of 
Judge  Curtis  Waller,  a  close  personal 
friend,  whose  funeral  is  being  held  today. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor! 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers!  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Darby],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey!  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg!  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  senior  and  junior  Senators  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart  and  Mr.  Jenner] 
are  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  35, 


nays  42, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 35 

Aiken 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Anderson 

Kefauver 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Kerr 

Murray 

Bridges 

Kilgore 

Myers 

Chapman 

Langer 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

McCarthy 

Bussell 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Smith,  Maine 

Ecton 

McMahon 

Sparkman 

Green 

Magnuson 

Stennis 

Gurney 

Malone 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hayden 

Martin 

Young 

Hill 

Millikin 

NAYS— 42 

Butler 

Hendrickson 

McClellan 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Connally 

Holland 

Neely 

Cordon 

Ives 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Saltonstall 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppel 

Eastland 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ellender 

Kem 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Knowland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Thye 

Frear 

Lodge. 

Watkins 

Fulbright 

Long 

Wherry 

George 

Lucas 

Wiley 

Graham 

McCarran 

Williams 

NOT  VOTING— 

-19 

Benton 

Hlckenlooper 

Taylor 

Brewster 

Hunt 

Tobey 

Cain 

Jenner 

Tydings 

Capehart 

Leahy 

Vandenberg 

Darby 

McKellar 

Withers 

Downey 

O’Conor 

Gillette 

Pepper 

So  the  committee  amendment,  as 
amended,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  make  a  statement  with 
respect  to  the  record  vote  just  had  on  the 
appropriation  for  the  new  Senate  Office 
Building.  After  the  vote  on  the  first 
Ellender  amendment,  and  apparently 
shortly  prior  to  the  record  vote  on  the 
committee  amendment  as  amended,  I 
was  in  the  cloakroom  adjoining  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Chamber.  Apparently  the  bells  did' 
not  ring  in  the  cloakroom.  I  heard  no 
bell.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  pages 
did  not  come  into  the  cloakroom,  to  say 
that  a  record  vote  was  being  taken.  I 
walked  into  the  Chamber  just  as  the 
Chair  was  announcing  the  result  of  the 
record  vote.  I  fail  to  understand  why 
apparently,  the  bells  did  not  ring  in  the 
cloakroom,  where  I  was  constantly,  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  of  the  record  vote.  I  want 
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to  make  my  position  clear.  I  oppose 
the  appropriation  for  the  Senate  Office 
Building  at  this  time  and  I  am  opposed 
to  the  committee  amendment  as 
amended.  Because  of  some  inadvertence, 
or  the  failure  of  the  bells  to  ring,  or  for 
some  other  reason,  I  was  not  notified  of 
the  record  vote. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  find  myself  in  the 
same  position  in  which  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  finds  himself.  I  was  called  to  the 
cloakroom  and  I  was  in  conference  in 
the  cloakroom,  within  10  feet  of  the 
Chamber.  No  bells  rang.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  and  I  came  into  the  Chamber 
and  discovered  that  the  record  vote  had 
been  taken.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  a 
check  would  be  made  to  see  whether  the 
bells  are  ringing.  I  would  have  voted 
against  the  appropriation  at  this  time. 
I  simply  wish  to  state  my  position  for  the 
Record. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  eloquent  pleas  made  for 
economy  in  certain  sections  by  certain 
Senators,  I  desire  to  give  notice  that 
they  will  have  an  opportunity  to  vote 
for  economy  in  connection  with  this  bill, 
and  it  will  be  as  to  new ’projects,  worth¬ 
while  projects.  They  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  vote  for  a  10-percent  over¬ 
all  cut,  of  course,  excluding  appropria¬ 
tions  for  defense;  but  I  hope  the  Sena¬ 
tors  who  have  so  eloquently  spoken 
against  the  construction  of  the  new  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  will  be  consistent  and 
will  support  the  economy  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
we  shall  be  in  favor  of  economy  from 
now  on.  I  hope  that  when  some  com¬ 
mittee  reports  in  favor  of  constructing 
another  $25,000,000  building  for  some 
department  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
economy-minded  Senators  will  feel  the 
same  way,  and  I  hope  that  those  who 
want  authorizations  for  $80,000,000  or 
more,  to  bring  water  from  my  State  to 
their  States,  will  want  to  economize.  We 
may  as  well  start  on  that. 

At  this  particular  time,  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  give  notice  that  it  is  my 
purpose  to  move  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  chapter  1  of  the  appropriation 
bill  was  approved  on  yesterday,  namely, 
the  vote  by  which  an  economy-minded 
Congress  is  giving  the  people  of  Wash¬ 
ington  $12,000,000  out  of  the  taxpayers’ 
money,  in  these  hard  times,  when  we 
need  money  so  much  for  other  purposes. 

I  make  the  motion  that  the  Senate 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  chapter  1 
of  the  appropriation  bill  was  approved. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair).  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  to  lay  on  the  table 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  The  motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  to  say  that  he  was  only  giv¬ 
ing  notice  that  he  expected  to  move  to 
reconsider  the  vote. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  the  statement  read  by  the  Offi¬ 
cial  Reporter? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  concluded  his  statement  by 
making  the  motion,  and  the  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  motion  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  to  lay  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  ELLENDER  and  other  Senators 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (putting 
the  question).  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Chair,  the  “ayes”  have  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators 
asked  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  Mr.  McKellar’s  motion 
to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Chavez  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  I  should  like  to  address  a  question 
to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  I  have 
been  queried  by  several  Senators  within 
the  past  few  minutes  with  respect  to  a 
hearing  tomorrow  morning  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  because 
they  had  understood,  as  I  understood, 
that  the  hearings  on  this  bill  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  had  been 
closed.  We  understood  that  the  bill  had 
been  reported  and  therefore  all  hear¬ 
ings  had  been  closed.  I  was  surprised  to 
hear  that  there  would  be  a  hearing  to¬ 
morrow  morning.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  what  the  situ¬ 
ation  is  with  respect  to  that  subject. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  give  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
any  information  which  I  have  in  my  pos¬ 
session.  Some  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  National  Guard  and  the  Re¬ 
serve  Corps  stated  that  they  had  not 
been  treated  fairly  and  wanted  to  talk 
to  me  personally  about  the  matter.  I 
told  them  that  I  thought  it  would  be  bet¬ 
ter  for  them  to  talk  to  the  whole  com¬ 
mittee  rather  than  to  myself.  I  thought 
the  committee  was  enitled  to  know  what 
they  have  in  mind.  I  told  them  to  come 
before  the  committee  tomorrow.  I  have 
asked  the  secretary  of  the  committee  to 
notify  the  other  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  he  has  done  that. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  hearing  is  not 
for  the  purpose  of  reopening  hearings 
on  this  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No.  Not  at  all.  I 
very  much  hope  that  nothing  will  be 
done  to  interfere  with  the  action  the 
committee  has  taken  thus  far  and  that 
we  shall  all  stand  by  the  committee 
when  it  comes  to  a  vote  tomorrow.  This 
is  a  tremendous  bill.  I  believe  it  is  the 
largest  single  bill  which  has  ever  been 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  address 
an  inquiry  to  the  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  ^distinguished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  stated  that 
some  men  who  were  personally  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  National  Guard  and  in  the 
Reserve  Corps  had  come  to  him.  I  am 
not  asking  for  their  names.  Can  the 
Senator  tell  me  whether  they  are  from 
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the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve 
Corps? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  so  understood.  I 
will  get  their  names.  I  do  not  remember 
now. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Had  the  Senator 
heard  them  before? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  remember 
that  we  had  heard  them  before. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  hearings  on  this 
bill  are  closed?  I  assured  those  who 
made  inquiry  of  me  that  we  were  not  re¬ 
opening  any  hearings. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  are  not  reopen¬ 
ing  any  hearings.  However,  I  thought 
when  a  Government  organization  felt  it 
had  been  unfairly  treated  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  appealed  to  me  as  chairman, 
that  I  should  call  the  committee  to¬ 
gether.  Every  member  will  find  that  he 
has  been  asked  to  come  to  the  committee 
room  tomorrow. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Are  they  the  same 
persons  who  testified  originally? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  quite  see  the 
point.  I  do  not  wish  to  embarrass  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  will 
not  embarrass  me  unless  he  states  some¬ 
thing  which  is  not  true,  and  he  has  not 
done  that. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  merely  asking 
the  question. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  not  sure,  but  per¬ 
haps  what  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
is  talking  about  is  with  respect  to  a  small 
appropriation  for  the  Illinois  National 
Guard,  which  they  requested  some  time 
ago.  In  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  I  stated  that 
representatives  of  the  Illinois  National 
Guard  had  come  to  me  some  time  ago 
and  asked  for  a  small  additional  appro¬ 
priation.  I  forget  what  it  was.  I  have 
not  looked  at  my  file.  I  thought  I  could 
offer  an  amendment  from  the  floor,  if  I 
thought  it  was  necessary.  Then  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  suggested  that 
I  come  before  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  in  the  morning.  That  may  be 
the  situation  that  we  are  talking  about 
at  this  time.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  National  Guard  so  far  as  the  present 
situation  is  concerned.  These  gentle¬ 
men  came  to  me  some  60  days  ago.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  was  talking  about 
the  National  Guard  being  additionally 
equipped,  and  one  thing  or  another,  and 
he  and  I  merely  had  this  colloquy.  That 
may  be  the  situation. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  point  I  wished  to 
make  was  that  when  inquiry  was  made  of 
me,  as  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  I  told 
those  making  the  inquiry  that  the  -hear¬ 
ings  had  been  closed  and  the  bill  was  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That  is  why  I 
asked  the  question. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  I  received  the  same  inquiry.  The 
House  had  raised  the  appropriation  for 
the  National  Guard  above  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  estimate.  The  item  related  to 
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drill  pay,  and  other  matters.  The  House 
had  gone  far  above  the  Budget  Bureau’s 
estimate.  I  told  the  persons  who  made 
inquiry  of  me  the  same  thing  which  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  told  them, 
namely,  that  the  hearings  had  been 
closed. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TKYE.  When  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  was  making 
his  statement  on  the  entire  world  situa¬ 
tion  I  raised  the  question  of  the  advis¬ 
ability  of  reducing  the  estimate  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for 
the  National  Guard  by  the  sum  of  $1,- 
800  000.  I  also  raised  the  question 
whether  we  should  not  increase  the  ap¬ 
propriation,  as  well  as  increase  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  aviation  section  of 
the  National  Guard.  I  was  informed 
this  afternoon  that  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  to  appear  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  tomorrow 
morning  at  10:20. 

In  order  to  inform  and  enlighten  my¬ 
self  on  the  subject  I  called  the  former 
Adjutant  General  of  the  National  Guard 
in  Minnesota,  General  Walsh,  who  is  now 
President  of  the  National  Guard  Asso¬ 
ciation  cf  the  United  States,  in  an  effort 
to  obtain  full  information  concerning 
the  National  Guard’s  anticipated  needs 
in  the  near  future.  As  I  suggested  this 
afternoon,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Regular  Army  is  being  called  into  active 
service  in  the  South  Pacific,  I  felt  we  were 
weakening  our  own  national  security 
when  the  Regular  Army  was  called  to 
that  duty  and  that  we  should  be  increas¬ 
ing  the  strength  of  the  National  Guard 
because  of  the  national  emergency. 

I  am  very  happy  that  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  is  permitting  the 
statement  not  only  by  me  as  of  tomor¬ 
row,  but  is  affording  an  opportunity  pos¬ 
sibly  to  file  a  statement  concerning  the 
whole  question  of  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  feel  that  if  the 
National  Guard  as  a  unit,  or  if  the  Re¬ 
serves,  desire  more  money,  they  should 
proceed  through  the  regular  channels, 
and  present  the  matter  on  a  deficiency 
bill,  or  a  supplemental  bill,  as  is  antici¬ 
pated  being  done  by  the  regular  services? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do;  that  is  the  logi¬ 
cal  course  to  follow. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
for  two  services,  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy,  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
in  this  bill  has  given  the  amount  the 
budget  requested,  and  in  the  one  service 
gave  more,  but  in  the  Army  $200,000  less? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield,  I  have  before  me  the  re¬ 
port  which  accompanies  H.  R.  7786,  and 
if  we  look  the  report  over  we  find  in  the 
chart  on  page  286  that  the  appropriation 
for  the  Army  National  Guard,  1950  act,  is* 
$216,000,009;  estimated,  1951,  $210,700,- 
000.  The  House  bill  provided  $212,- 
400,000.  The  amount  recommended  by 
the  Senate  committee  was  $210,500,000, 


or  $1,800,000  less  than  the  amount  in  the 
House  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Minus  $200,000,  just 
as  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  One  million  nine  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  dollars  under  the  House 
figure,  and  $200,000  under  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  figure. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  agree;  but  the  House 
allowed  $212,400,000,  and  at  the  time 
the  House  passed  the  bill  they  did  not 
have  confronting  them  the  world  situa¬ 
tion  which  faces  us  today.  They  cer¬ 
tainly  were  not  confronted  with  the  fact 
that  the  Regular  Army  was  being  called 
from  the  shores  of  the  United  States, 
thereby  lessening  our  own  national  se¬ 
curity,  and  that  we  are  now  dependent 
upon  the  National  Guard  to  give  us  the 
internal  security  the  Nation  must  have. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  and  Mr.  MAYBANK 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doss  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield,  and 
if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  and  then  I  shall 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mi’.  FERGUSON.  I  merely  desire  to 
make  clear  that  so  far  as  the  pending 
bill  is  concerned,  the  appropriation  is 
only  $200,000  under  the  budget  estimate. 
We  cannot  change  the  House  figure  ex¬ 
cept  as  we  vote  on  the  Senate  bill,  and 
then  any  amendment  would  have  to  go 
to  conference.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
will  agree  that  any  Senator  may  offer 
an  amendment,  and  trust  and  hope  that 
he  will  be  able  to  convince  the  Senate 
that  his  amendment  should  prevail.  My 
only  reason  for  entering  into  a  discus¬ 
sion  with  the  able  junior  Senator  from 
Texas,  when  he  was  giving  a  report  as 
he  saw  the  situation  as  to  our  own  se¬ 
curity  and  the  world  crisis,  was  to  com¬ 
pliment  the  able  Senator.  I  stated  at 
that  time  that  it  was  my  conviction  that 
the  National  Guard  should  have  more 
money,  and  that  I  hoped  and  intended 
to  offer  an  amendment,  before  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  finally  passed,  trust¬ 
ing  that  I  could  convince  the  Senate 
that  we  need  to  appropriate  more  funds 
for  the  National  Guard  in  order  to 
strengthen  our  own  internal  security, 
inasmuch  as  our  troops  are  leaving  our 
shores  and  going  to  foreign  service. 

I  am  very  thankful  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  for  affording  an  op¬ 
portunity  tomorrow  morning  to  appear 
before  them  and  present  arguments  in 
the  committee  as  to  the  need  to  increase 
the  appropriation,  both  for  the  National 
Guard  and  the  wing  section  of  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  I  attended  the  hearings,  and  no  one 
has  a  greater  respect  for  General  Walsh 
than  I  have,  but  I  finally  agreed  with 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  this 
matter  should  be  handled  in  a  supple¬ 
mental  bill.  The  question  came  up  as  to 
whether  we  should  reduce  the  House  ap¬ 


propriation.  We  were  interested  in  the 
Taber  amendment,  and  that  is  why  wo 
voted  in  the  subcommittee  as  wTe  did. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  Fresident,  may  I 
have  one  moment? 

Mi’.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  wish  to  say,  in  behalf 
of  General  Walsh,  the  President  of  the 
National  Guard  Association,  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Walsh  did  not  come  to  me  originally; 
he  was  not  initiating  any  action.  I  called 
General  Walsh  in  order  to  get  his 
opinion. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

Mr.  ERIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  never  have  sug¬ 
gested  that  General  Walsh  would  do  such 
a  thing.  I  merely  made  the  statement 
that  some  of  those  interested  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  came  to  see  me,  and  that 
my  vote  on  the  subcommittee  was  in 
keeping  with  the  House  provision  rather 
than  the  Taber  amendment,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  stated. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  my 
only  point  in  raising  this  question  was 
that  I  wanted  to  make  sure  that  the  bill 
was  not  to  be  reopened.  It  was  reported 
to  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  very 
sincere  in  what  he  says,  and  he  should 
have  a  right  to  present  his  argument  and 
his  case.  I  think  the  place  for  the  ap¬ 
propriation  would  be  in  the  next  supple¬ 
mental  bill.  We  have  not  had  any  re¬ 
quest  from  the  National  Defense  De¬ 
partment  about  this  matter.  Should 
they  request  what  the  Senator  presents, 
or  what  the  armed  services  may  present, 
I  think  the  appropriation  should  come  in 
the  supplemental  bill  which  will  follow 
this  one  shortly.  My  only  point  is  as  to 
the  reopening  of  the  bill,  because  if  we 
reopen  it  as  to  one  appropriation,  we  will 
be  asked  to  reopen  it  as  to  a  number  of 
others. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  very  brief  statement  to  make  on 
the  vote  last  cast  for  some  new  office 
space  for  Senators.  I  voted  for  the 
office  space.  Perhaps  we  do  not  need  a 
new  building.  I  do  not  suppose  we  would 
go  ahead  with  any  building  if  the  war 
situation  were  such  that  it  did  not  seem 
desirable  or  feasible.  Some  members  of 
the  Senate,  who  have  not  been  here  so 
long  as  some  of  the  old  timers,  are  very 
crowded  for  space.  I  resent  anyone  say¬ 
ing  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
voted  for  some  extra  space,  when  we 
must  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  Senators  are  crov/ded,  that  stenog¬ 
raphers  are  sitting  almost  on  top  of 
each  other,  with  files  on  top  of  them. 
I  resent  any  implication  that  we  are 
voting  for  extra  space  in  troubled  times 
merely  because  it  is  wanted. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  ask  the  Senator  who  said  that? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  implication 
was  that  we  might  have  done  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  made  no  such 
implication. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  got  that  implica¬ 
tion  from  some  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  cer¬ 
tainly  did  not  get  it  from  anything  I  said, 
because  I  know  exactly  what  the  situa¬ 
tion  is,  but  I  do  not  think  this  is  the 
time  to  remedy  that  situation. 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wanted 
to  make  the  statement  that  the  business 
of  the  Senate,  of  course,  is  just  as 
much  public  business  at  any  time  as  is 
Pentagon  Building  business.  It  is  busi¬ 
ness  which  must  be  taken  care  of,  and 
during  times  of  national  stress  it  involves 
communications,  letters  to  answer  from 
people  directly  involved  in  any  effort  we 
may  make  at  home  or  abroad.  Some  of 
us  younger  Senators  who  are  in  a  crowd¬ 
ed  condition  perhaps  should  not  have 
voted  for  a  new  building  or  for  some  new 
space.  If  some  quonset  huts  were  put  up 
on  the  lot  which  has  been  acquired  we 
would  be  glad  to  have  them,  if  thereby 
additional  space  would  be  provided. 
Probably  the  matter  can  be  remedied 
without  all  this  discussion  about  the  con¬ 
ditions  as  they  are. 

On  behalf  of  myself  and  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  I  sub¬ 
mit  an  amendment.  I  am  sure  I  could 
get  15  or  20  other  Senators  to  sponsor 
the  amendment  if  we  had  time.  There 
are  many  Senators  who  have  plenty  of 
space.  That  is  well  and  good.  I  want 
them  to  have  plenty  of  space.  But  some 
of  us  have  a  particular  problem.  I  ask 
for  immediate  consideration  of  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair).  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  proper 
place  in  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following: 

The  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion  is  hereby  directed  to  reexamine  and  re¬ 
allocate  all  Senate  office  space  toward  the 
end  of  a  more  equitable  assignment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Com¬ 
mittee  amendments  are  now  being  con¬ 
sidered,  the  Chair  will  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington.  It  is  not  in  order 
to  consider  the  Senator’s  amendment  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  of¬ 
fer  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is 
no  committee  amendment  pending  at  this 
time.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
may  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table  until 
committee  amendments  have  been  dis¬ 
posed  of. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  offer  the  amend¬ 
ment  then  to  appear  on  page  23,  follow¬ 
ing  line  21. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the 
Chair  state  that  the  same  rule  as  pre¬ 
viously  stated  by  the  Chair  still  would 
apply. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Then,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  submit  the  amendment  and  ask 
that  it  may  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table.  I  hope  all  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration  will 
have  the  opportunity  to  file  by  the 
clerk’s  desk  and  read  the  amendment 
because  it  represents  a  very  serious  plea 
on  the  part  of  some  Senators  who  have 
much  public  business  to  transact,  who 
are  tremendously  crowded  and  have  less 
office  space  than  some  Senators  who 
have  rooms  tucked  away  all  over  the  Cap¬ 


itol  and  in  the  Senate  Office  Building  it¬ 
self. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and 
will  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  and  Mr.  KNOWLAND 
addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  now  yield  the 
floor,  Mr.  President.  Before  doing  so, 
however,  I  should  like  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  along 
the  line  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Washington  I  should  like 
to  say  that  the  fault  is  not  at  all  with 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis¬ 
tration.  The  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Washington  is  just  as  correct  as  he  can 
be.  What  can  those  in  the  Pentagon 
Building  do  that  is  more  than  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  can  do?  How  can 
those  in  the  Pentagon  Building  function 
adequately  unless  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  functions  adequately? 
How  can  Senators  be  happy  and  work 
well  unless  they  work  in  a  happy  atmos¬ 
phere,  with  adequate  space?  How  can 
we  do  more  for  the  country  in  the  emer¬ 
gency  which  is  talked  about  so  much, 
than  by  doing  something  for  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States?  Where  can  we 
do  more  than  we  can  by  providing  ade¬ 
quate  space  for  the  Members  of  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  President,  it  appears  that  some 
want  to  blame  the  Committee  on  Rules 
and  Administration.  Let  us  blame  our¬ 
selves  alone.  We  do  not  seem  to  have 
enough  intestinal  fortitude.  We  are 
willing  to  present  measures  by  the 
wholesale  which  cost  the  taxpayers 
much  money,  present  measures  which 
call  for  the  appropriation  in  the  future 
of  millions  upon  millions  of  dollars.  But 
when  it  comes  to  the  question  of  doing 
something  for  the  Senate  itself,  so  its 
members  can  properly  perform  their 
work  for  the  benefit  of  the  taxpayer  we 
love  to  talk  about,  whose  patriotism  and 
loyalty  we  love  to  extol,  then  it  is  some¬ 
thing  quite  different.  I  believe  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  is  correct  in  the 
position  he  has  taken. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  asked  me  to 
yield  to  him.  I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order.  Who  has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  still  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Washington  said  he  yield¬ 
ed  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  He  did 
so,  but  then  almost  immediately  he 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
before  the  Senator  from  California 
started  to  speak.  The  Chair  will  recog¬ 
nize  the  Senator  from  California  as  soon 
as  the  Senator  from  Washington  yields 
the  floor. 

The  Chair  is  informed  that  the  Sen- 
tor  from  Washington  has  now  yielded 
the  floor.  The  Chair  now  recognizes  the 
the  Senator  from  California. 


tovember,  both  in  Tokyo  and  in  Seoul, 
{any  Members  of  the  Senate  knew  Ray 
Richards  very  wel]r  as  a  newspaper  man 
who  had  had  long  experience  .*  in 
Washington. 

ly  Richards  made  the  entire  Pacific 
theater  his  beat.  In  the  twenties  he  was 
witl&the  Associated  Press  in  Los  Angeles, 
going^  from  there  to  the  Honolulu  Star 
Bulletin.  Then  followed  yeacs  of  news 
coverage — in  Japan  for  the  .japan  Ad- 
vertisefc — in  China  for  Shanghai  Sunday 
Post-Mercury  and  Shanghai  Press,  be¬ 
fore  returning  to  the  Ur]fted  States  in 
the  mid^thirties,  to  work  first  on  the  San 
Francisdp  Examiner  add  later  on  the 
Los  Angeles-  Examiner.  During  this  pe¬ 
riod  he  piade  one  Ihore  trip  to  the 
Orient  cohering  various  stages  of  Japa¬ 
nese  aggression  in  nbrth  China.  In  1938 
he  returned  to  the  JLos  Angeles  Examiner 
as  day  city  editor/  a  position  he  occupied 
until  he  cajne  jto  Washington  shortly 
after  Pearl  l|ai\&or. 

Richards  foade  two  surveys  of  the 
Near  East  situation  for  the  Hearst  news- 
je  war.  In  1946  he  visited 
irkey  briefly  during  the 
|munist  disturbances  in 
tv  country,  following  which  he 
to  his;  duties  in  Washington. 
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KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
rday  news  came  from  Korea  of  the 

i  of  Ray  Richards.  I  had  seen  Ray 
irds  when  I  was  in  the  Far  East  last 


He  was’  a  correspondent  at  the  United 
Nations  Conference  in  San  Francisco, 
and  m  late  1947’tand  the  first  part  of 
194)7  covered  they  Chinese  Communist 
aggressions  in  no%h  China.  Again  he 
returned  to  Washiiteton  to  report  efforts 
ip  Congress  to  strengthen  our  forces  in 
the  Pacific.^ 

A  year  ago,  convinced  the  key  danger 
point  in  the  Pacific  to  Communist  attack 
was  South  Korea,  he  joined  President 
Syngman  Rhee  of  the;  South  Korea  Re¬ 
public,  whom  he  had  ;known  for  years, 
as  a  press  adviser.  He^  returned  to  the 
role  of  correspondent '< for  the  Hearst 
newspapers  and  International  News 
Service  when  the  Korean  Communists 
invaded  and  the  South  Korean  Govern¬ 
ment  fled  the  capital  Seopl. 

The  news  dispatches,  as  I  said  yes¬ 
terday,  told  how  Ray  Richards,  together 
with  the  other  foreign  waA  correspond¬ 
ents  who  are  now  in  Korda,  went  out 
to  see  for  himself  and  to  report  to  the 
American  people  what  was\ happening, 
in  that  country  during  the  war  period. 

During  the  period  of  World  War  II, 
Mr.  President,  many  war  correspond¬ 
ents  connected  with  the  newspapers  and 
press  associations  also  gave  their  lives 
for  their  country,  in  order  to  keep  the 
American  Republic  and  its  people  prop¬ 
erly  informed  as  to  what  was  gsing  on. 
While  these  men  are  not  in  the  same 
category  as  members  of  our  armed 
services,  they  nevertheless  on  numerous 
occasions  have  risked  their  lives  inlprder 
to  acquaint  the  American  people  |with 
the  facts.  I  believe  the  American )|peo- 
ple  many  times  get  their  first  inforjma- 
tion  from  the  newspapers  rather  $ian 
from  their  Government,  which  is  some¬ 
times  a  little  lax  in  telling  them  the 
cold  hard  facts  of  life.  Many  of  the 
^newspaper  correspondents  risk  their 
'lives.  On  occasion  some  of  them  have 
to  give  their  lives  in  the  performance 
of  their  duties.  Ray  Richards  was  one 
of  them,  and  I  know  that  all  his  friends,] 
both  in  the  fourth  estate  and  those  in 


10164 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  12,  1950 


the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  will 
nfiss  him  from  now  on. 

Sto.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  apanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
RECORfitlollowing  the  speech  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  frhm  California  two  telegrams 
which  I  sftpt  to  the  family  of  Mr.  Rich¬ 
ards,  whom'!  knew  well,  for  I  had  worked 
with  him  onynany  occasions,  and  also 
to  the  press,  oW  his  passing  away. 

There  being  \o  objection,  the  tele¬ 
grams  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows  \ 

Reports  of  the  deatHVpf  Bay  Richards  in 
Korea  come  as  a  distii^t  shock  and  give 
me  a  sense  of  personal  iWs.  I  knew  Ray 
Richards  well.  He  had  a  g\at  understand¬ 
ing  of  the  Pacific  and  its  ne'sds  and  prob¬ 
lems;  we  had  discussed  them\nany  times. 
It  is  no  surprise  to  learn  he  wak  out  there 
before  there  was  a  war  on,  as  he  Had  an  in¬ 
stinct  for  activity  in  the  Pacific^  After 
World  War  II  he  took  the  greatest  interest 
in  my  efforts  to  insure  that  we  would  have 
American  bases  in  the  Pacific.  He  knew  the 
arguments  behind  my  proposal  for  establish¬ 
ing  a  naval  academy  on  the  west  coast  and 
why  it  was  needed.  He  was  abreast  or  ahead 
of  our  demands  for  adequate  defenses  in 
Alaska  and  only  a  few  months  ago  we  were 
up  to  our  necks  in  that  fight,  with  Ray 
working  to  keep  the  American  public  in¬ 
formed  of  the  progress.  Even  more  recently 
he  went  through  another  round  in  the  ever¬ 
lasting  fight  for  a  stronger  Pacific,  this  time 
on  Hawaiian  and  Alaskan  statehood.  Few 
knew  China  or  Japan  better,  or  understood 
the  Pacific  as  well  as  did  Ray  Richards.  He 
died  as  he  lived,  well  out  in  front  of  the 
fight  for  American  security.  _ I 

WARREN  G.  MAGNUSON,  . 'J 

United  States  Senator. 

July  11,  1950. 

Mr.  Edward  C.  Lapping, 

The  Hearst  Newspapers. 

Times-Herald  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

With  deepest  regret  have  just  heard  re¬ 
ports  of  death  of  Ray  Richards  in  Korea. 
On  many  occasions  during  years  he  served 
with  Hearst  newspapers  I  had  come  to  know 
him  as  vigorous  and  accurate  correspondent 
whose  purpose  was  to  keep  public  informed 
on  vital  public  issues.  In  most  recent 
months  he  was  engaged  in  developing  facts 
regarding  Alaskan  and  Pacific  defenses  and 
Hawaiian  and  Alaskan  statehood  issues  here 
in  Washington,  D.  C.  His  loss  will  be  keenly 
felt  by  those  of  us  who  knew  him  personally. 

Warren  G.  Magnuson,  ■ ' 

United  States  Senator. 

Mr.  LARGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  completely  with  the 
remarks  made  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California  [Mr.  Knowland], 
Of  all  the  newspapermen  wj£h  whom  we 
associate  here,  certainly  among  those 
who  are  close  friends  o^-friine,  I  do  not 
know  of  any  man  who  .Aid  more  for  the 
Indian  than  did  Ray  Richards.  He  was 
one  of  my  dear  frienfls.  He  was  born  in 
Minot,  N.  Dak.,  56  years  ago.  He  was  one 
of  the  outstanding  citizens  of  North  Da¬ 
kota.  He  was  a^nan  of  whom  the  people 
of  North  Dakota  were  inordinately  proud. 

Ray  Richards  made  a  thorough  study 
of  the  Terres-Martinez,  Navajo,  and 
Hopi  Indians.  His  death  is  a  distinct 
loss  to  .Riose  of  us  who  have  been  trying 
to  better  the  condition  of  some  233,000 
Indians.  I  know  that  as  that  fight  goes 
oiyto  better  their  conditions  the  Indians 
ill  realize  that  one  of  their  very  best 
friends  has  been  taken  from  them. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  only  two  more  minor  amendments 
to  chapter  2  of  the  bill.  I  wonder  wheth¬ 
er  they  can  be  considered  and  acted 
upon  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair) .  The  next 
amendment  of  the  eommittee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  27, 
after  line  20,  to  insert; 
index-digest  of  the  publications  of  the 

TEMPORARY  NATIONAL  ECONOMIC  COMMITTEE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  the  Librarian  to  edit  and 
publish  the  index-digest  of  the  publications 
of  the  Temporary  National  Economic  Com¬ 
mittee,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a); 
$18,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  let 
us"fiave  a  clear  understanding  of  what 
the  amendment  does. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  a 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  know  that,  but 
I  wish  to  have  the  amendment  go  over 
until  tomorrow;  I  object  to  its  present 
consideration. 

NATfO»r*fa  OOMMIOOI^W  "ON  " 

ernmentAl  relations 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  %hat  there  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this 
point  an  editorial  entitled  “Nation  and 
State,”  which  appeared  in\he  Washing¬ 
ton  Post  for  July  11,  1950,  ilkconnection 
with  the  bill  (S.  3147),  to  establish  a 
national  commission  on  intergovern¬ 
mental  relations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Nation  and  State 

None  of  the  better-government  bills  draft-’’ 
ed  to  carry  out  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  has  more  far-reaching 
significance  than  Senator  Humphrey’s  pro¬ 
posal  to  set  up  a  national  commission  on 
intergovernmental  relations.  This  measure 
came  out  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  recently  and  is  awaiting  action 
on  the  floor.  It  is  cosponsored  by  41  Sena¬ 
tors.  There  should  be  no  opposition  to  it, 
for  its  purpose  is  to  set  in  motion  a  long- 
range  study  of  that  basic  but  controversial 
subject  of  the  relationship  between  the 
States  and  the  Federal  Government. 

The  study  would  be  made  by  a  temporary 
bipartisan  commission  of  seven  members  se¬ 
lected  by  the  President  on  the  basis  of 
their  knowledge  and  experience  in  the  sphere 
of  intergovernmental  relations.  Its  scope 
would  be  broad  enough  to  cover  any  problem 
concerning  the  distribution  of  functions 
and  powers  among  the  Federal,  State,  and 
local  governments.  But  let  no  one  suppose 
that  it  would  be  kept  in  the  realm  of  politi¬ 
cal  theory.  It  would  deal  with  such  prac¬ 
tical  and  urgent  questions  as  those  arising 
out  of  grants-ln-aid.  Intergovernmental  tax 
immunities,  and  the  competition  of  different 
governments  for  taxes  from  the  same  sources. 
It  would  explore  the  possibility  of  different 
governments  sharing  the  receipts  from  cer¬ 
tain  taxes  now  commonly  used. 


/ 


In  the  background  is  the  question  of  how;, 
’ar  the  Federal  Government  should  go  in 
absorbing  the  powers  of  the  States  and  sup- 
dying  them  with  revenue.  We  do  not/$up- 
Dose  that  any  commission  can  satisfa<!torily 
answer  that  question.  The  people .will  de¬ 
termine  the  division  of  power  between  na¬ 
tional  and  local  governments  in  accord  with, 
what  they  believe  to  be  their  current  interest 
from  decade  to  decade.  But Jk  well-chosen 
ntergovernmental  commissi^  can  bring  to 
ublic  attention  the  trendy of  recent  years 
nd  point  out  the  advantages  and  dangers 
f  those  trends.  To  ouow/ay  of  thinking  the 
issue  is  not  whethe^r the  national  power 
should  be  enhanced/rit  the  expense  of  the 
,  States  or  whether  the  States  should  reclaim 
many  of  the  functions  they  have  lost,  but 
how  governments  can  best  work  together  on 
the  national  a^d.  local  levels  to  advance  the 
general  welfare.  Accommodation  will  doubt¬ 
less  be  the^atchword' of  the  commission  if 
it  is  created,  and  that  will  mean  accommo¬ 
dation  of  government  to  present-day  re¬ 
quirements — not  the  reversion  to  any  out- 
mode^  notion  as  to  what  Federal-State  rela¬ 
tions  ought  to  be. 

RECESS 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12 
o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
6  o’clock  and  31  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen¬ 
ate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thurs¬ 
day,  July  13, 1950,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  July  12  (legislative  day  of  July 
«*«,1950: 

Deputy  United  States  Special  Representative 
in  Europe 

C.  Tyler  Wood,  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  be  deputy  United  States  special  representa¬ 
tive  in  Europe,  with  the  rank  of  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary. 

Federal  Reserve  System 
Oliver  S.  Powell,  of  Minnesota,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  for  the  unexpired 
term  of  14  years  from  February  1,  1938,  vice 
Lawrence  Clayton,  deceased. 

California  Debris  Commission 
Col.  John  S.  Seybold,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
to  serve  as  president  and  member  of  the 
^California  Debris  Commission  provided  for 
gy  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  1, 
93,  entitled  “An  act  to  create  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Debris  Commission  and  regulate 
hydraulic  mining  in  the  State  of  California,” 
vice  ubl.  Dwight  F.  Johns,  to  be  relieved. 

Lt.  <^1.  Clarence  C.  Haug,  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  t observe  as  member  and  secretary  of 
the  California  Debris  Commission  provided 
for  by  the  a®  of  Congress  approved  March  1, 
1893,  entitled VAAn  act  to  create  the  Califor¬ 
nia  Debris  Commission  and  regulate  hydrau¬ 
lic  mining  in  tlii  State  of  California,”  vice 
Col.  Joseph  S.  Gor^nski,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
to  be  relieved. 

United  States’^District  Judge 
Thomas  H.  Roberts,  olythode  Island,  to  be 
United  States  district  juOEe  for  the  district 
of  Puerto  Rico,  vice  Hon.  E^vid  Chavez,  Jr., 
resigned. 

United  States  Attorney 
Thomas  A.  Uzzell,  Jr.,  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  the  western  distriettof  North 
Carolina,  vice  DavidvR  Henderson,  ^signed. 

United  States  Marshal 
Donald  A.  Draughon,  of  Puerto  Rico,  tq  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  districted 
Puerto  Rico.  He  is  now  serving  in  this  office 
under  an  appointment  which  expires  July"- 
27,  1950. 
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Day  address  at  the  Milwaukee  Auditorium 
last  Saturday  night. 

WHAT  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE  OMITTED 
SAYING 

First,'  let  me  say  that  we  of  Wisconsin  are 
always  sincerely  happy  to  welcome  distin¬ 
guished  officials  of  the  executive  branch  to 
America’s  dairyland.  I  am  sorry,  however, 
that  you  did  not  use  your  visit  to  explain  to 
the  dairy  farmers  of  Wisconsin  why  you  have 
failed  to  lift  a  finger  to  prevent  the  fall  in 
dairy  returns  by  around  25  percent  within 
the  last  year.  I  am  sorry  that  you  did  not 
explain  just  how  it  was  that  (a)  President 
Truman  could  campaign  for  office  prior  to 
the  November  1948  election  on  the  basis  of 
promising  to  maintain  farm  income  high, 
and  (b)  within  12  months  thereafter  how  it 
was  that  the  President  could  sit  by  with 
folded  hands  while  the  dairy  farmers’  prices 
dropped  through  the  floor.* 

It  is  indeed  to  be  regretted,  too,  that  you 
did  not  explain  why  it  was  that  Congressman 
Reid  Murray,  Republican,  of  Wisconsin,  and 
I  had  to  practically  pull  the  teeth  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  get  you  to  sup¬ 
port  adequately  manufactured  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts  at  the  time  they  were  suffering  particu¬ 
larly  badly. 

Oh,  how  much  Wisconsin’s  175,000  farms 
would  have  been  interested  in  hearing  from 
your  lips  your  attempted  explanation  of  why 
the  Democratic  administration  has  stabbed 
the  dairy  farmer  in  the  back  by  overriding 
Republican  opposition  and  passing  the 
vicious  oleo  yellow  color  steal. 

WISCONSIN  IS  WISE  TO  SMEAR  ARTISTS 

Be  that  as  it  may,  we  try  to  be  courteous 
to  out-of-State  visitors  who  come  to  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  However,  when  they  come  from  the 
White  House  and  the  agencies  on  political 
smear  missions,  we  have  a  habit  of  listening 
to  them  politely,  but  then  doing  exactly  con¬ 
trary  to  what  they  recommend. 

Thus,  in  1944,  your  undistinguished  prede¬ 
cessor,  Mr.  Henry  “kill-the-little-pigs”  Wal¬ 
lace  came  to  Wisconsin  to  attempt  to  smear 
me,  as  did  Mr.  Ickes,  Mr.  Wickard,  and  the 
then  Senator,  Mr.  Truman.  Your  predecess¬ 
ors  came,  they  saw,  and  they  were  conquered 
by  the  battling  badgers.  Yes,  the  Wisconsin 
voters  listened  to  these  visitors  and  then 
proceeded  to  reject  completely  what  they  had 
recommended.  I  believe  very  confidently 
that  the  same  will  occur  this  time. 

A  COINCIDENCE  OF  PARROTING 

/ 

However,  right  now,  I  just  want  to  point 
out  one  of  the  many  misstatements  which 
you  made  in  the  course  of  your  address 
last  Saturday.  Let  me  point  to  you  an  in¬ 
teresting  coincidence  wherein  the  July 
issue  of  the  newspaper,  the  League  Report 
published  by  the  American  Federation/of 
Labor,  a  deliberate  distortion  of  facts  simi¬ 
lar  to  yours  was  printed.  Sure  enoij'gh,  I 
expected  that  sooner  or  later  some...  of  the 
administration  parrots  would  preheed  to 
mimic  that  misstatement  and  as. 'expected, 
this  occurred,  because  within  a  Week  you  re¬ 
peated  the  very  same  canard^published  in 
that  issue.  / 

The  League  Reporter  commented  on  the 
fact  that  on  June  26  a 
Senate  defeated  our 
commit  to  committee 
on  the  Commodity 
The  A.  F.  of  L.  misi: 
readers  that  whoe 


Rep, 


-35  vote  in  the 
ilican  effort  to  re¬ 
conference  report 
Corporation  bill, 
'ormation  sheet  told  its 
voted  to  recommit  the 


CCC  bill  to  committee  was  voting  against 
price  supports.  ..-'Nothing,  however,  could  be 
further  from  the  truth. 

Unfortunately,  however,  you  picked  up  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  qne  and  also  decided  to  stray  from 
the  truth Jby  stating  in  Milwaukee  that  Sena¬ 
tor  Wiupt  had  allegedly  voted  against  a  bill 
which/would  make  it  possible  for  farmers 
g^t  continued  price  supports  for  their 
Oh,  what  deliberate  bunk  on  your 
ft. 

me  point  out  the  following  facts  so  as 
to  nail  that  Democratic  mistruth  in  its 


tracks  and  so  that  never  again  will  anyone 
have  the  audacity  to  repeat  so  vicious  a  mis¬ 
statement. 

1.  The  question  of  continued  price  sup¬ 
ports  for  milk  was  not  under  the  remotest 
consideration  in  that  36-35  vote. 

A  DEMOCRATIC  SENATOR  PROVED  DEMOCRAT 
BRANNAN  WRONG 

I  refer  you  to  a  statement  made  by  the 
Democratic  Senator  who  had  cosponsored 
the  amendment,  the  Honorable  Warren 
Magnuson,  of  Washington.  He  stated  that 
the  bill,  H.  R.  6567,  increased  borrowing  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  by  $2,000,000,000.  He  stated  further  as 
reported  on  page  9294  of  the  Congressional 
Record  that — 

“Both  the  House  and  Senate  were  in  com¬ 
plete  agreement  that  the  CCC  borrowing  au¬ 
thority  should  be  increased.  In  conse¬ 
quence,  any  Senator  who  votes  with  me  to 
reject  this  conference  report  cannot  be  ac¬ 
cused  by  that  action  of  being  against  the 
farmers  of  this  country.  Irrespective  of 
whether  we  send  this  bill  back  to  confer¬ 
ence,  a  $2,000,000,000  increase  in  CCC’s  bor¬ 
rowing  authority  is  assured.  The  only  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  conferees .  has  to  do  with 
section  3  of  the  Senate  version — the  so- 
\  called  Magnuson-Morse  amendment.  If  we 
'reject  the  conference  report  this  amendment 
again  will  be  the  only  issue  before  tl 
conferees.” 

UNITED  STATES  FARM  ITEMS  NEED  TARJ 
\  PROTECTION 

2.  Senator  Magnuson  then  went'  on  to 
show  that  .completely  contrary  to.-Vhat  the 
Secretary  of  .  Agriculture  stated  in^Milwaukee 
and  what  thp  A.  F.  of  L.  sheet  stated  in 
Washington,  a...failure  to  reject  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  jeopardized  thfe  entire  price- 
support  program‘s  Why?  /  Because  as  you 
full  well  know,  the  ainyfef  the  Magnuson- 
Morse  amendment  (which  I  also  supported  in 
its  original  version) /^as  to  streamline  a 
procedure  for  tariff  .protection  of  American 
farm  commodities  Thvts,  this  amendment 
was  designed  to  transfer  to  you  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture,  the  exclusive  right  to 
investigate  injurious  effects  \>r  imports  of 
foreign  commodities  on  our  domestic  farm 
program,  yfe  of  the  Republican  minority 
felt  that  it  is  absolutely  ridiculous  to  con¬ 
tinue  tQf  import  tremendous  quantities  of 
potatoaf^  for  example,  or  foreign  types  of 
cheeses  when  at  the  very  same  time?  huge 
surpluses  of  potatoes  and  cheese  are  piling 
ur/in  our  own  warehouses.  That  is  why  the  ' 

’agnuson -Morse  amendment  was  offered, 
..ecause  under  it,  when  farm  surpluses  piled*" 
f  up,  there  would  be  authorized  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  an  import  fee  of  up  to  50  percent  of 
value  or  a  quota  limiting  the  amount  of 
imports  to  not  less  than  50  percent  of  the 
imports  during  a  representative  period  in 
the  past. 

3.  Let  me  point  out  that  the  whole  idea 
of  such  procedure  dates  all  the  way  back  to 
November  23,  1935,  when  President  Roose¬ 
velt  issued  Executive  Order  No.  72,  delegat¬ 
ing  preliminary  investigation  authority  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  when  imports 
interfered  with  domestic  farm  products 
under  the  Triple  A  Act.  However,  it  was 
found  that  this  procedure  dating  back,  these 
15  years  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  makes  a  review  and  reports  to  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  and  the  President  then  asks  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  make  a  study — that  this  pro¬ 
cedure  takes  as  long  as  17  to  18  months  or 
2  years.  Therefore,  the  Magnuson-Morse 
amendment  was  offered  to  establish  a  single, 
simple  investigation  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  on  the  injurious  effects  on  farm 
imports. 

The  conference  committee,  unfortunately, 
mutilated  the  Magnuson-Morse  amendment 
and  we  had  no  alternative  therefore,  but  to 
try  to  vote  to  send  the  bill  back  to  the 
committee  so  that  it  could  restore  the  Mag¬ 
nuson-Morse  amendment,  and  thus  in  ef¬ 


fect,  protect  United  States  domestic  farm 
production.  / 

SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE  WANTS  TO  TORPEDO 
FARM  SUPPORTS 

4.  In  summary,  the  35  of  us  who  voted 
to  recommit  the  bill  were  voting  for  protec¬ 
tion  of  American  farmers.  On/  the  other 
hand,  the  36  who  voted  agains#1  recommittal 
were,  I  believe,  in  sincerity  brft  in  mistaken 
approach  voting  against  the^welfare  of  Amer¬ 
ican  farmers. 

You,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who 
are  sworn  to  protect  the  interests  of  Amer¬ 
ican  agriculture  havann  effect  endorsed  an 
act  by  the  Senate  which  jeopardized  the  very 
price-support  proepim  which  you  are  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  executing. 

This,  I  trustynelps  to  straighten  out  the 
situation  whicfc  you  have  unfortunately  at¬ 
tempted  to  confuse. 

I  hope  tb^A  you  will  be  coming  back  to  Wis¬ 
consin  soph  again,  because  I  think  that  we 
will  giW'you  a  real  Badger  greeting  (at  the 
polls)  Jsuch  as  We  did  in  November  1944,  to 
your  .predecessor. 

Qc,  by  the  way,  I  was  just  wondering 
whether  the  Democratic  administration  will 
tfow  attempt  to  defeat  Senator  Magnuson 
/“because  of  his  cosponsorship  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  or  Senate  Majority  Leader  Lucas,  be¬ 
cause  he  completely  rejects  the  farm  plan 
which  bears  your  name? 

With  all  good  wishes,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Alexander  Wiley. 


STANDARDS  OF  ELECTRICAL  AND  PHOTO¬ 
METRIC  MEASUREMENTS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  441)  to 
redefine  the  units  and  establish  the 
standards  of  electrical  and  photometric 
measurements,  which  were  on  page  3, 
lines  10  and  11,  strike  out  “National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards”  and  insert  “Secretary 
of  Commerce,”  and  on  page  3,  lines  14 
and  15,  strike  out  “National  Bureau  of 
Standards”  and  insert  “Department  of 
Commerce.”. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  CERTAIN  FUNCTIONS 

OF  NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

,  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2046)  to 
provide  authority  for  certain  functions 
and  Activities  of  the  National -Bureau 
of  Stlfepdards  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  %re,  on  page  2,  strike  out  line  2 
and  insert  on  page  2  line  12  strike 
out  “Bureau”  and  insert  “Secretary  of 
Commerce”, •'■on  page  2  line  15  after  “fa¬ 
cilities”,  insert. ' “of  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards”,  kpd  to  amend  the  title  so 
as  to  read: 

An  act  to  provide  authority  for  certain 
functions  and  activities  in  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  and  for  Other  purposes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.\ 

PERFORMANCE  OF  CERTAIN  FACTIONS 

OF  NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  S.  2201,  an 
act  amending  section  2  of  the  act  of 
March  3,  1901  (31  Stat.  1449),  to  provide 
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•basic  authority  for  the  performance  of 
certain  functions  and  activities  of  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  and  for 
othek  purposes,  which  were,  on  page  1, 
lines  6Vnd  7,  to  strike  out  “The  functions 
of  the  Bureau  shall  be  the  following:” 
and  inserV'The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  ‘Secre¬ 
tary’)  is  authorized  to  undertake  the 
following  functions:”;  on  page  2,  line 
22,  strike  out  “Bureau”  and  insert  “Sec¬ 
retary”;  on  pag^i5,  lines  15  and  16, 
strike  out  “specified  functions  of  the 
Bureau”  and  insert  functions  specified 
herein”;  on  page  5,  lin^si 18  and  19,  strike 
out  “work  of  the  Burden”  and  insert 
“performance  of  the  functions  specified 
herein”;  on  page  6,  lines  4  apd  5,  strike 
out  “National  Bureau  of  Standards,  the 
Bureau”  and  insert  “Secretaf’v  in  thST 
performance  of  functions  Specified 
herein,  the  Department  of  Commerce”; 
on  page  6,  line  8,  strike  out  “equipment,” 
and  insert  “equipment”;  on  page\6, 
lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  “National  Bit- 
reau  of  Standards”  and  insert  “Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce”;  on  page  6,  line  10, 
after  “investigation”  insert  “authorized 
herein’/’;  on  page  6,  lines  11  and  12,  strike 
out  “National  Bureau  of  Standards”  and 
insert  “Department  of  Commerce”;  on 
page  6,  line  16,  strike  out  “of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards”  and  in¬ 
sert  “authorized  herein”;  and  to  amend 
the  title  so  as  to  read:  “An  act  to  apaend 
section  2  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1901 
(31  Stat.  1449),  to  provide  basic  au¬ 
thority  for  the  performance  of  certain 
functions  and  activities  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GRANT  OF  EASEMENT  TO  EAST  BAY  MU¬ 
NICIPAL  UTILITY  DISTRICT,  ALAMEDA, 

CALIF. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2507)  to 
authorize  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  to  grant  to  the  East  Bay 
Municipal  Utility  District,  an  agency  of 
the  State  of  California,  an  easement  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  a,ii  in 
terceptor  sewer  pipeline  in  and/under 
certain  Government-owned  lands  com¬ 
prising  a  part  of  the  Maritime  Alameda 
Shipyard,  Alameda,  Calif.,  ^fiich  were, 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  exacting  clause 
and  insert :  / 

That  the  Secretary  of  jdommerce  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  grant  and  contey  to  the  East  Bay 
Municipal  Utility  District,  an  agency  of  the 
State  of  California,  va<!hout  cost  to  the  said 
utility  district,  and/^ubject  to  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
may  deem  proper**  a  perpetual  easement  for 
the  construction,  maintenance,  operation, 
renewal,  replacement,  and  repair  of  an  in¬ 
terceptor  sewer  pipeline  or  pipelines  within 
two  strips  of  land  20  feet  wide  each,  one  ex¬ 
tending  distance  of  seven  hundred  and 
thirty-njhe  and  thirty-seven  one-hundredths 
feet  mjiftherly  from  Tynan  Avenue  and  the 
otheyrextending  a  distance  of  one  thousand 
twy  hundred  and  eighty-five  and  seventy- 
fqur  one-hundredths  feet  southerly  from 
2*ynan  Avenue,  both  lying  along  the  easterly 
/boundary  of  lands  comprising  a  part  of  the 


Maritime  Alameda  Shipyard,  Alameda,  Calif., 
and  contigluous  to  the  westerly  boundary 
line  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co.  right- 
of-way,  metes  and  bounds  descriptions  of 
such  strips  of  land  being  on  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

And  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read: 
“An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  to  grant  to  the  East  Bay  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Utility  District,  an  agency  of  the 
State  of  California,  an  easement  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  an  inter¬ 
ceptor  sewer  pipeline  in  and  under  cer¬ 
tain  Government-owned  lands  compris¬ 
ing  a  part  of  the  Maritime  Alameda 
Shipyard,  Alameda,  Calif.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House. 
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GENERAL  APPROPRIATION,  1951 
The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 


tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
on  page  27,  line  21,  which  was  under 
consideration  at  the  time  of  recess  yes¬ 
terday.  The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  27, 
after  line  20,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

INDEX-DIGEST  OF  THE  PUBLICATIONS  OF  THE 

TEMPORARY  NATIONAL  ECONOMIC  COMMITTEE 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  the  Librarian  to  edit  and  pub¬ 
lish  the  index-digest  of  the  publications  of 
the  Temporary  National  Economic  Commit¬ 
tee,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  $18,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Library  of  Congress — Library 
Buildings,”  on  page  31,  line  12,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  "$695,200” 
and  insert  “$698,680.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand,  that  complete  chapter  II 
of  the  omnibus  bill.  Before  we  proceed 
with  the  next  chapter,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  on  page  5, 
beginning  with  line  5,  and  ending  with 
line  9,  was  agreed  to.  Before  that  action 
is  taken,  I  wish  to  state  that  through 
an  oversight  the  Senate  failed  to  appro¬ 
priate  $2,416  to  pay  the  pages  for  the 
2  weeks  after  the  Congress  adjourns. 
The  reason  for  my  request  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  vote  is  so  that  that  item 
may  be  inserted;  that  is  to  add  to  the 
present  figure  the  sum  of  $2,416. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  vote  by  which 
the  amendment  was  agreed  to  will  be 
reconsidered. 

Mi*.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment  I  suggested. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 


The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  5, 
line  9,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$1,- 
025,789”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$1,- 
028,205.” 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  object,  but  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  effect  of  the  amendment  is. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  effect  is  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  by  $2,416  so  as  to  pay 
the  pages  for  2  weeks  after  Congress  re¬ 
cesses  or  adjourns.  That  is  provided  for 
under  Public  Law  641  of  the  Eightieth 
Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  secretary 
will  state  the  next  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Chapter  III — Departments  of 
State,  Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judi¬ 
ciary — Title  I — Department  of  State — • 
Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page  42,  line 
18,  after  the  word  “advance”,  to  strike 
out  “$77,300,000”  and  insert  “$78,- 
300,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  43, 
line  6,  after  “(5  U.  S.  C.  168d)  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following  additional  pro¬ 
viso:  “Provided  further,  That  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Administration  shall  be  $17,500  per 
annum  so  long  as  the  position  is  held 
by  the  present  incumbent.” 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  may 
be  have  the  amendment  identified? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  on  page  43,  line  6. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  understand  that 
amendment  is  going  to  be  withdrawn.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  desire  to  make  a 
statement  with  reference  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  the  honor  of  be¬ 
ing  chairman  of  the  Appropriation  Sub¬ 
committee  for  the  Departments  of  State, 
Justice,  and  Commerce,  and  the  Judici¬ 
ary.  I  am  gratified  that  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  approved,  and  has  so  reported  the 
recommendations  t>f  my  subcommittee. 
I  feel  that  this  is  a  tribute  to  my  col¬ 
leagues  on  the  subcommittee,  and  I 
wish  at  this  time  to  express  my  appre¬ 
ciation  to  them  for  the  splendid  work 
they  did  on  chapter  III  of  this  bill.  I 
wish  also  to  express  my  personal  appre¬ 
ciation  and  to  compliment  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar],  chair¬ 
man  of  the  full  committee,  for  his 
leadership  in  guiding  this  very  difficult 
appropriation  bill  through  the  commit¬ 
tee.  He  has  devoted  many  long  hours  to 
this  task,  and  deserves  the  thanks  of  the 
Senate  for  a  job  well  done.  We  have 
accomplished  substantial  reductions, 
and  I  wish  to  assure  the  Senate  that 
these  reductions  were  only  made  after 
exhaustive  hearings  and  many  hours  of 
consideration.  They  represent  the 
judgment  of  the  subcommittee,  con¬ 
curred  in  by  the  full  committee,  as  to  the 
minimum  that  should  be  allowed  each 
Department  and  agency  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  necessary  functions  during 
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the  fiscal  year  1951.  Chapter  D3,  as  re¬ 
ported,  represents  a  reduction  in  cash 
and  contract  authority  of  $142,136,665, 
or  11.1  percent  below  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates,  and  is  $35,144,230  or  3  percent  be¬ 
low  the  amount  allowed  by  the  House. 
The  budget  estimate  was  $1,276,649,397; 
the  House  allowed  $1,169,656,962;  the 
committee  recommends  a  total  of 
$1,134,512,732. 

For  the  Department  of  State,  the  bud¬ 
get  estimate  in  cash  was  $230,077,397; 
the  House  allowed  a  total  of  $217,651,297. 
The  committee  recommends  a  total  of 
$204,483,067,  a  reduction  of  $25,594,330, 
or  11.1  percent  below  the  budget,  and  a 
reduction  of  $13,168,230,  or  6.1  percent 
below  the  House. 

For  the  Department  of  Justice  the 
budget  estimate  in  cash  was  $149,002,800; 
the  House  allowed  a  total  of  $144,230,000. 
The  committee  recommends  a  total  of 
$141,952,000,  a  reduction  of  $7,050,800, 
or  4.7  percent  below  the  budget,  and  a 
reduction  of  $2,278,000,  or  1.6  percent  be¬ 
low  the  House. 

For  the  Department  of  Commerce  the 
budget  estimate  in  cash  was  $782,419,000 ; 
the  House  allowed  a  total  of  $725,429,000. 
The  committee  recommends  a  total  of 
$696,183,000,  a  reduction  of  $86,236,000, 
or  11  percent  below  the  budget,  and  a 
reduction  of  $29,246,000,  or  3.7  below  the 
House. 

For  the  judiciary  the  budget  estimate 
in  cash  was  $24,113,700;  the  House  al¬ 
lowed  a  total  of  $23,560,165.  The  com¬ 
mittee  recommends  a  total  of  $23,478,665, 
a  reduction  of  $635,035,  or  2.6  percent 
below  the  budget,  and  a  reduction  of 
$81,500,  or  0.3  percent  below  the  House. 

In  contract  authority,  the  committee 
recommends  an  increase  or  $7,000,000  for 
the  institute  of  inter-American  affairs  in 
the  Department  of  State.  The  budget 
estimate  for  this  item  was  $14,000,000, 
and  the  House  committee  had  recom¬ 
mended  $7,000,000,  which  amount  was 
struck  out  on  the  House  floor.  For  the 
Department  of  Justice  the  committee 
recommends  no  increase  in  contract  au¬ 
thority.  For  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  the  committee  recommends  a  net 
increase  of  $2,629,500  in  contract  au¬ 
thority.  The  committee  recommends 
an  increase  of  $6,538,500  in  contract  au¬ 
thority  for  air  navigation  facilities  un¬ 
der  the  CAA,  but  'also  recommends  a 
decrease  of  $3,909,000  in  contract  au¬ 
thority  approved  by  the  House  for  the 
national  Bureau  of  Standards.  While 
the  committee  is  recommending  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $9,629,500  in  contract  authority 
over  that  allowed  by  the  House,  the  total 
of  the  committee’s  recommendation  is 
$22,620,500  below  the  budget  estimate,  or 
24.8  percent. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  only  attempted 
to  sketch  the  broad  outlines  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  action  in  regard  to  chapter  III, 
and  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  any  ques¬ 
tions  that  any  Senators  may  have. 

I  may  say  Mr.  President,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  recommended  an  increase  in  sal¬ 
ary  for  Mr.  John  E.  Peurifoy,  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Adminis¬ 
tration,  from  $15,000  to  $17,500  per  an¬ 
num.  Since  the  committee’s  action,  the 
President  has  transmitted  to  the  Senate 


the  nomination  of  Mr.  Peurifoy  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Greece.  Since  Mr.  Peuri¬ 
foy  will  not  be  occupying  the  position 
which  he  now  holds  in  the  Department 
in  Washington,  I  shall  ask,  when  we  ar¬ 
rive  at  that  amendment,  that  it  be 
rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  We  are  now 
at  that  amendment. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  on  page  43,  begin¬ 
ning  in  line  6. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  amendment  be  rejected,  because 
of  the  reasons  I  have  stated  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Peurifoy  is  about  to 
be  sent  as  Ambassador  to  Greece,  and 
will  not  occupy  the  position  he  now  holds 
in  the  Department  of  State. 

It  was  the  view  of  the  committee,  let 
me  say,  that  in  view  of  the  value  of  Mr. 
Peurifoy’s  services — his  fine,  candid,  up¬ 
standing  way  of  presenting  matters  to 
the  committee  and  of  handling  the  af¬ 
fairs  of  the  Secretary  of  State  when  he 
came  before  the  committee — he  should 
have  the  same  salary  as  that  of  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  State  who  is 
just  ahead  of  him. 

However,  now  that  Mr.  Peurifoy  is  to 
be  sent  as  Ambassador  to  Greece,  I  am 
asking  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
committee  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  on  page  43,  line  6. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  state  that  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  disagreed  to,  as  requested 
by  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Representation  allowances,”  on 
page  43,  line  13,  after  “(22  U.  S.  C.  1131) 
to  strike  out  “$675,000”  and  insert 
“$900,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  43, 
after  line  13,  to  strike  out: 

FOREIGN  SERVICE  RETIREMENT  AND  DISABLIITV 
FUND 

For  financing  the  liability  of  the  United 
States,  created  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act 
of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1061-1116),  $2,233,000, 
which  amount  shall  be  placed  to  the  credit 
of  the  “Foreign  Service  retirement  and  dis¬ 
ability  fund.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Buildings  fund,”  on  page  43, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “Act”,  to  strike 
out  “$8,000,000”  and  insert  “$5,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Emergencies  in  the  diplomatic 
and  consular  service,”  on  page  44,  line 
13,  after  the  word  “Columbia”,  to  strike 
out  “$10,600,000”  and  insert  “$9,900,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Contributions  to  international 
organizations,”  on  page  44,  line  21,  after 


the  word  “Congress”,  to  strike  out  “$55 ,- 
178,297”  and  insert  “$53,753,067.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Missions  to  international  or¬ 
ganizations,”  on  page  45,  line  25,  after 
the  word  “chauffeurs”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,600,000”  and  insert  “$1,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “International  contingencies,” 
on  page  47,  line  7,  after  “(44  U.  S.  C. 
Ill)”,  to  strike  out  “$3,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$2,800,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission,  United  States  and 
Mexico,”  on  page  48,  line  12,  after  the 
words  “purchase  of”,  to  strike  out  “four” 
and  insert  “eight” ;  and  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  word  “vehicles”,  to  insert  “of 
which  six  shall  be.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,”  on  page  49,  line 
19,  after  the  numerals  “1944”,  to  strike 
out  “$5,035,000”  and  insert  “$3,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “American  sections,  interna¬ 
tional  commissions,”  on  page  51,  line  11, 
after  the  word  “Commissions”,  to  strike 
out  “$500,000”  and  insert  “$600,000”;  and 
in  line  15,  after  the  word  “forth”,  to  in¬ 
sert  “except  that  $92,000  of  such  amount 
shall  be  available  upon  the  enactment  of 
this  act  and  until  expended  only  for  the 
examination  and  survey  of  the  Red  River 
of  the  north  and  its  tributaries  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  what  action 
should  be  taken  to  control  floods  and 
provide  proper  drainage  in  the  areas 
through  which  such  river  and  tribu¬ 
taries  flow.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
thought  the  clerk  had  skipped  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  48,  in  line  12, 
but  I  believe  I  am  in  error  as  to  that. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Both  those 
amendments  are  agreed  to. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “International  information  and 
educational  activities,”  on  page  54,  line 
13,  after  the  word  “organizations”,  to 
strike  out  “$34,000,000”  and  insert  “$32,- 
700,000,  of  which  sum  $200,000  shall  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
friendships  with  the  peoples  of  western 
European  countries  by  means  of  radio 
broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be  created 
and  produced  under  the  supervision  and 
control  of  the  Department  of  State  by 
experienced  private  international  broad¬ 
casting  organizations ;  and.” 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  to 
that  committee  amendment,  I  have  an 
amendment  to  offer.  It  has  been  printed 
and  lies  on  the  desk,  and  I  now  offer  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  54, 
in  line  13,  in  lieu  of  the  figure  “$32,700,- 
000”,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  figure 
“$36,645,000.” 
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Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  discuss  this  amendment  for  a  few 
moments.  I  have  offered  amendments 
on  several  occasions — this  will  he  the 
third  year — to  the  appropriation  items 
for  this  particular  program. 

Before  I  discuss  the  actual  effect  of  the 
amendment  I  am  offering  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment,  let  me  say  that  I  have 
from  the  State  Department  a  report  as 
to  a  tentative  distribution  of  the  cut 
which  has  been  made  in  this  program. 

I  wish  to  say,  first,  that  this  program 
should  not  be  regarded  as  a  peacetime 
business-as-usual  type  of  program.  I 
think  what  is  going  on  today  in  Korea 
and  what  has  been  occurring  in  the  sat¬ 
ellite  countries  for  the  past  3  or  4  years 
surely  should  demonstrate  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  people  that  this  program  is  a 
very  vital  and  important  part  of  our  se¬ 
curity  and  of  our  defense. 

Last  night  I  happened  to  read  an  arti¬ 
cle  in  which  I  know  many  Senators  will 
be  interested.  It  appears  in  the  Satur¬ 
day  Evening  Post,  and  is  by  Mr.  Hanson 
W.  Baldwin,  who  is  admitted  to  be  one 
of  our  best  civilian  authorities  on  the 
question  of  the  Defense  Establishment. 
It  is  a  disturbing  article.  As  I  read  about 
the  sad  state  of  our  military  security  I 
was  more  than  ever  concerned  about  the 
weakness  of  our  information  and  ex¬ 
change  program.  Apparently  we  are  not 
very  wise  in  our  efforts  to  prevent  war  or 
to  win  a  war  after  it  has  started. 

This  information  program  has  been 
neglected  and  has  been  kicked  about 
ever  since  the  war  ended.  I  think  its 
effect  upon  our  ability  to  defend  the 
American  system  in  certain  other  coun¬ 
tries  has  been  greatly  underestimated. 
I  desire  to  recall  to  the  Senate  a  few 
words  from  the  debate  of  June  30,  last 
year,  appearing  at  page  7479  of  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

One  of  the  principal  means  by  which 
communism  has  now  gained  control  of  China 
is  through  the  activities  of  Chinese  who 
have  been  indoctrinated  in  Moscow  over  a 
long  period  of  time.  Senators  will  notice, 
if  they  read  carefully,  that  practically  all 
the  leaders,  like  Mao  Tse-tung  in  China, 
or  Tito  in  Yugoslavia,  or  Togliatti  in  Italy, 
were  trained  under  programs  very  similar 
to  the  one  which  is  supported  by  the  appro¬ 
priation  we  are  considering.  They  were 
trained  in  Moscow  by  that  type  of  program, 
leaders  throughout  the  world,  people  who 
have  been  brought  to  Moscow  under  edu¬ 
cational  exchange  programs.  Since  the 
earliest  days  of  the  Soviet  regime  it  has 
maintained  and  expanded  its  educational 
exchange  program. 

We  have  relied — I  think  perhaps  too 
much,  as  events  are  showing  in  Korea 
today — upon  what  we  thought  was  a  very 
strong  and  invulnerable  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment.  The  point  is,  I  think,  that 
this  program  should  be  considered  in  its 
relationship  to  our  foreign  policy.  It  is 
not  a  business-as-usual  activity.  Its 
purpose  is  not  simply  to  give  opportu¬ 
nities  to  individuals  as  such.  It  is  to 
enable  us  to  develop  a  corps  of  young 
people  who  have  experience  in  foreign 
countries  which  they  can  devote  to  the 
defense  and  the  security  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  among  other  things.  That  is  cer¬ 
tainly  one  of  the  primary  objectives. 

I  would  not — as  I  did  not  yesterday 
with  regard  to  the  new  office  building — 


be  here  urging  the  increase  of  any  ap¬ 
propriation  purely  of  a  peactime  na¬ 
ture  which  we  could  forego  for  the  mo¬ 
ment  without  in  any  way  prejudicing 
our  foreign  relations.  I  need  not  tell 
the  Senate  that  the  real  trouble  and  the 
real  danger  to  this  country  is  not  in 
connection  with  domestic  affairs,  but  in 
connection  with  foreign  affairs.  I  need 
not  tell  the  Senate  that  the  great  mis¬ 
takes  which  have  been  made  within  the 
past  few  years  have  been  primarily  in 
our  foreign  relations.  That  is  due,  to  a 
great  extent,  to  the  fact  that  we  have 
not  developed  and  sufficiently  utilized 
the  services  of  experienced  persons  who 
are  acquainted  with  the  history  and  who 
know  how  to  speak  the  languages  of  the 
countries  with  which  we  have  to  deal.  I 
think  that  is  generally  admitted. 

We  were  isolationists  so  long  that  now, 
when  we  enter  into  the  foreign  field, 
whether  we  like  it  or  not,  we  are  poorly 
prepared.  To  alter  that  situation  is  one 
of  the  principal  objectives  of  this  pro¬ 
gram.  I  think  it  is  a  great  reflection 
upon  the  judgment  of  this  body  that  year 
after  year  we  have  cut  down  this  pro¬ 
gram,  holding  it  to  a  bare  minimum. 
The  history  of  it  is  familiar  to  Senators. 
Last  year  it  was  cut  in  a  manner  very 
similar  to  the  cut  made  this  year.  The 
year  before  that,  as  I  recall,  it  was  very 
substantially  cut.  It  is  true  that  last 
year  there  was,  later,  a  nonrecurring 
appropriation  in  the  deficiency  appropri¬ 
ation  for  certain  physical  equipment  in 
the  radio  field.  But  the  actual  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  program  have  been  severely 
curtailed.  I  think  that  has  been  one  of 
the  greatest  mistakes  we  have  ever  made. 

For  the  Record,  I  desire  to  recall  what 
has  happened  here.  We  are  providing 
great  economic  and  military  aid  to  many 
countries,  on  a  scale  far  larger  than  the 
amount  of  money  devoted  to  this  pro¬ 
gram  of  establishing  real  understanding 
among  the  peoples  and  of  enlightening 
them  as  to  why  we  are  engaging  in  such 
programs  as  the  ECA.  The  House  of 
Representatives  proposes  that  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951  for  the  information  and 
educational  exchange  program  be  re¬ 
duced  from  the  budget  estimate  of  $36,- 
645,000  to  $34,000,000.  That,  as  I  say, 
follows  the  pattern  of  last  year  very 
closely.  The  Senate  committee  is  now 
proposing  an  appropriation  of  $32,700,- 
000.  I  believe  that  the  reduction  of 
$1,300,000  recommended  by  the  Senate 
committee  would  be,  to  say  the  least,  un¬ 
realistic  in  the  face  of  present  world 
conditions  and  in  the  light  of  the 
amount  of  money  being  devoted  to  com¬ 
munistic  propaganda  throughout  the 
world. 

If  we  are  to  create  a  peaceful  world, 
it  will  not  be  through  the  use  of  arms 
alone.  I  do  not  think  we  can  do  it  by 
the  use  of  arms  alone,  nor  by  providing 
economic  aid,  alone.  We  must  employ 
some  means  of  arousing  the  understand¬ 
ing  and  the  cooperation  of  peoples 
throughout  the  world.  Present  world 
conditions  emphasize  this  need  for  a 
much  greater  effort  in  telling  the  Ameri¬ 
can  story  abroad  and  in  combating  false 
propaganda  with  the  truth.  Yet,  at  this 
time,  when  the  need  is  so  great,  an  effort 
is  being  made  to  reduce  the  appropria¬ 


tion,  although  the  amount  originally 
proposed  was  only  $36,645,000. 

One  particular  aspect  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  has  to  do  with  the  exchange  of 
students.  The  House  committee  made 
an  observation  that  the  emphasis  should 
be  placed  on  the  aspect  of  the  program, 
under  Public  Law  584,  which  does  not 
call  for  dollars.  Of  course,  I  think  that 
demonstrates  a  complete  misunderstand¬ 
ing  as  to  how  the  program  operates. 
The  dollars  which  were  requested,  which 
were  allocated  under  the  budget  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  amounted 
to  only  a  little  more  than  $600,000.  Last 
year,  we  had  a  program  with  only  10 
countries.  The  most  recent  addition,  as 
will  be  recalled,  was  Austria,  which 
brings  the  number  of  countries  to  19. 
Yet  this  provision  of  the  bill  will  entail  a 
decrease  in  the  amount  of  dollars  which 
were  available  to  carry  on  the  program 
with  only  10  countries.  So  it  is  obvious 
that  if  the  provision  is  adopted  it  will 
necessitate  a  much  further  restriction  of 
the  exchange  program. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  for  the  fiscal  year 
1950,  approximately  only  50  percent  of 
the  grants  which  were  authorized  to  en¬ 
able  foreign  nationals  to  come  to  this 
country  could  be  accepted  because  there 
were  no  dollars  available.  In  other 
words,  it  achieves  no  results  to  urge  the 
Department  to  increase  the  programs 
which  use  foreign  currencies  alone  when 
there  are  no  dollars  to  balance  them. 
I  think  the  total  amount  which  would  be 
needed  under  a  fully  balanced  program 
would  be  only  $1,500,000.  When  we  put 
that  in  the  perspective  of  what  we  are 
doing  through  ECA  and  through  other 
aid  programs,  it  is  merely  a  drop  in  the 
bucket,  and  I  simply  cannot  understand 
the  wisdom  of  restricting  this  program. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  will  remember  that  the  ECA,  last 
year,  brought  students  to  this  country 
for  the  purpose  of  studying  our  institu¬ 
tions,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
matter  of  learning  how  to  balance  budg¬ 
ets.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  whether  any  of  the  stu¬ 
dents  who  are  to  be  brought  under  this 
appropriation  will  also  be  interested  in 
learning  how  to  balance  budgets? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  do  not  know.  I 
may  say,  first,  that  the  ECA  program  is 
not  this  program  and  has  no  connection 
with  it.  The  administrators  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  do  not  determine  what  the  course 
of  study  shall  be.  I  confess  a  doubt  as 
to  whether  this  would  be  one  of  the  best 
places  to  find  out  how  to  balance  a 
budget.  We  have  considerable  difficulty 
on  that  score  in  the  Senate,  I  may  say. 
So  I  doubt  that  that  would  be  one  of 
their  principal  objectives. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  very  brief  obser¬ 
vation?' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  answer  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri,  I  may  suggest  that 
the  way  to  balance  the  budget  is  not  by 
depriving  foreign  students  of  any  of  the 
benefits  to  be  enjoyed  in  America.  The 
way  to  balance  the  budget  is  to  take  it 
out  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
said  a  moment  ago  that  I  had  obtained 
a  tentative  statement,  if  this  reduction 
remains  in  the  bill,  of  what  the  Depart¬ 
ment  estimates  it  will  have  to  do  in  order 
to  adjust  itself  to  the  reduction  which 
has  been  imposed  by  the  House  and  the 
Senate.  On  their  radio  program,  $405,- 
000  would  be  cut  from  their  estimated 
budget.  I  refer  to  the  one  with  which 
they  started.  It  is  said  this  will  require 
the  elimination  of  the  publication  of 
broadcasting  schedules  and  all  other 
promotional  activities  designed  to  ex¬ 
pand  the  overseas  listening  audience, 
and  that  it  will  make  it  impossible  to 
activate  certain  programs  in  minority 
languages  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  which  are 
so  vital  in  reaching  a  larger  section  of 
the  Russian  people. 

The  motion-picture  program  has  been 
cut  $447,403.  This  will  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  of  documentary  motion  pictures, 
foreign-language  versions,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  prints  by  one-sixth  below  the  pres¬ 
ent  level. 

Motion  pictures,  of  course,  are  a  very 
effective  method,  particularly  among  the 
masses  in  some  of  the  countries,  who  are 
not  particularly  receptive  to  reading  ma¬ 
terial  because  there  is  a  certain  amount 
of  illiteracy  in  those  countries.  Motion 
pictures  have  an  important  field  in  this 
country  as  compared  with  the  written- 
material  field. 

The  press  and  publications  cut  is  $994,- 
513.  This  will  force  a  reduction  of 
almost  one-third  in  the  present  patheti¬ 
cally  small  effort  which  the  Government 
is  now  making  in  the  field  of  news  and 
printed  materials  in  the  face  of  a  con¬ 
tinually  expanding  flood  of  Communist 
literature  being  issued  in  nearly  every 
country  of  the  world. 

These  reductions  will  force  curtail¬ 
ment  of  our  library  and  cultural  insti¬ 
tutes  in  other  countries.  The  reduction 
in  the  appropriation  for  libraries  is  $829,- 
480.  That  program  is  one  as  to  which 
I  have  heard  no  criticism.  Reduction  of 
our  library  activities  will  be  viewed  with 
great  concern  by  the  peoples  of  other 
nations,  since  they  know  that  this  is  the 
time  that  we  should  be  redoubling  our 
efforts  to  show  the  beneficial  effects  of 
the  democratic  way  of  life. 

The  exchange-of-persons  program 
would  be  cut  $536,354.  This  proposed 
reduction  will  curtail  our  program  for 
the  exchange  of  persons  between  the 
United  States  and  other  countries. 
Under  Public  Law  584,  we  have  now 
signed  agreements  with  19  countries, 
permitting  us  to  use  the  proceeds  of  sales 
of  surplus  war  properties  abroad  for  a 
program  of  educational  exchange. 

This  is  a  two-way  exchange  of  grad¬ 
uate  students,  professors,  teachers,  and 
research  scholars  between  the  United 
States  and  the  19  other  countries.  This 
reduction  in  the  exchange-of-persons 
program  will  limit  our  activities,  not 


only  with  respect  to  exchanges  financed 
completely  by  United  States  dollars,  but 
will  also  reduce  the  dollars  which  are 
necessary  to  enable  full  use  of  foreign 
funds  in  bringing  foreign  students,  pro¬ 
fessors,  research  scholars,  and  teachers 
to  the  United  States. 

Under  this  program,  most  of  the 
money,  in  round  figures  approximately 
$7,000,000  in  the  equivalent  of  foreign 
currencies  annually,  is  available.  I 
would  remind  the  Senate  that  those 
funds  did  not  come  from  appropriation 
by  the  Congress.  They  are  credits  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  the  sale  of  surplus  war  mate¬ 
rials.  I  am  convinced  that  if  the  money 
had  not  been  used  for  this  purpose,  we 
would  have  gotten  nothing  out  of  the 
surplus  war  materials  at  all.  It  would 
have  gone  in  the  same  way  as  it  did  in 
the  First  World  War.  It  is  as  near  to 
getting  something  for  nothing  as  I  can 
imagine.  But  we  cannot  continue  it  as 
a  one-way  proposition.  We  cannot  send 
1,500  students  abroad  into  their  graduate 
institutions  and  not  accept  any  students 
in  return.  It  is  provided  in  our  own  law 
that  the  program  shall  not  be  operated 
to  the  prejudice  of  our  own  students,  in 
other  words,  to  give  places  to  foreign 
students  to  the  exclusion  of  our  own  stu¬ 
dents.  So  long  as  it  balances,  it  does  not 
prejudice  anyone,  because  if  for  every 
student  we  send  abroad  we  take  one,  no 
one  can  say  he  has  been  excluded.  So 
long  as  it  is  within  reasonable  balance  it 
can  continue. 

I  am  confident  that  over  a  long  period 
the  other  countries  will  not  continue  to 
accept  any  substantial  number  of  our 
students  without  making  it  possible  for 
an  equivalent  number  to  come  to  this 
country.  It  would  take,  I  think,  approx¬ 
imately  a  million  and  a  half  dollars. 
Last  year  only  50  percent  of  the  grants 
offered  to  foreign  students  could  be  ac¬ 
cepted  because  there  was  no  way  to  ob¬ 
tain  funds  to  support  them  here.  Their 
currencies  afe  not  convertible  into  dol¬ 
lars.  Even  though  individuals  have 
pounds  or  francs,  under  the  regulations 
now  existing,  they  cannot  obtain  dollars. 
Of  the  600  students  brought  here  last 
year,  only  about  one-half  were  supported 
by  funds  appropriated  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Fraternities,  individual  citizens, 
and  institutions  put  up  the  remainder  of 
the  money.  I  know,  from  the  experience 
in  my  own  home  town,  that  three  for¬ 
eign  students  were  supported  during  the 
past  year  by  local  citizens.  All  their  dol¬ 
lar  requirements  were  met  by  local  citi¬ 
zens,  and  particularly  by  other  students 
in  the  University  of  Arkansas. 

Aside  from  the  benefits  which  accrue 
to  the  individuals  from  abroad  who  come 
to  this  country,  I  think  it  is  a  fine  way  to 
cultivate  interest  in  our  foreign  rela¬ 
tions  among  our  own  students,  and  to 
inspire  support  for  an  intelligent  foreign 
policy. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
a  recapitulation  of  the  figures  showing 
what  has  happened  in  connection  with 
the  various  programs.  It  shows  a  total 
cut  of  $3,945,000  and  where  it  occurs  in 
the  budget. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  recapitu¬ 
lation  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

1951  information  and  educational  exchange 
programs,  tentative  application  of  House 
and  Senate  cuts 


• 

House 

Senate 

Total 

Radio  . . 

$20(1,  000 

$205,  000 

$405, 000 

Motion  pictures . 

272,  403 

175, 000 

447, 403 

Press  and  publications . 

784,  513 

210, 000 

994, 513 

Libraries . 

629,  480 

200, 000 

829,  480 

Exchange  of  persons . 

Scientific  and  technical  co- 

236, 354 

300, 000 

536, 364 

operation.. . . . 

300, 000 

85, 000 

385, 000 

Administrative  support... 

222, 250 

125, 000 

347, 250 

Total . 

2, 645, 000 

1, 300, 000 

3, 945, 000 

Original 

request 

(Presi¬ 

dent’s 

budget) 

Net  budget 
(Senate 
Appropri¬ 
ations  Com¬ 
mittee 
recom¬ 
mendation) 

Obligated, 
fiscal  year 
1950 

(present 

programs) 

Radio . 

$11,  790,  932 

$11,  385, 932 
3, 438,  882 
5, 272,  722 
3, 361, 362 
2, 970, 775 

2, 600, 315 

i  $10,  525, 469 
3, 800, 134 
6, 015, 040 
4, 187, 138 
3, 440, 930 

3, 238, 380 

Motion  pictures _ 

Press . 

S,  886, 285 
6, 267,  235 
4, 190,  842 
3,  507, 129 

2,985,315 

Libraries..  . . 

E  xchange  of  persons. 
Scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  cooperation. 

1  Exclusive  of  construction  of  radio  facilities,  $9,779,616. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  quibbling  over  a  small  amount  of 
money  as  compared  with  the  total  ap¬ 
propriation  provided  for  in  the  bill.  I 
want  to  contrast  what  private  American 
institutions  are  doing  in  the  field  of  ad¬ 
vertising,  which  is  an  activity  very 
closely  associated  with  the  program  of 
information  with  which  we  are  con¬ 
cerned. 

In  the  last  issue  of  the  magazine  Ad¬ 
vertising  Age  we  find  the  amounts  which 
certain  large  manufacturing  companies 
in  this  country  expended  for  newspaper, 
magazine,  and  radio  advertising  in  1949. 

General  Motors  spent  $39,184,000  fo% 
that  purpose.  That  one  company,  sell¬ 
ing  automobiles,  spent  substantially 
more  than  this  whole  program  would 
cost  to  carry  on  a  reasonable  program  of 
information  for  the  whole  world. 

Procter  &  Gamble  spent  $30,305,000. 

Colgate-Palmolive-Peet  spent  $20,- 
185,000. 

General  Foods  spent  $19,727,000. 

Lever  Bros,  spent  $19,010,000. 

The  total  amount  expended  by  those 
five  great  companies  was  $128,411,000. 
Of  course,  there  are  many  other  com¬ 
panies  doing  the  same  thing,  and  the 
total  expenditures  would  probably  ex¬ 
ceed  a  billion  dollars. 

We  know  that  our  businessmen  have 
very  good  judgment  and  ability  to  ana¬ 
lyze  what  is  effective  in  their  programs, 
and  I  believe  the  Senate  might  learn 
something  from  what  they  are  doing 
and  how  they  evaluate  this  kind  of  a 
program  when  it  involves  a  matter  of 
selling  their  own  products. 

As  I  understand,  our  program  is  de¬ 
signed  to  try  to  sell  to  peoples  abroad 
what  we  sometimes  call  western  civiliza¬ 
tion,  or  our  American  democracy.  I 
think  we  should  do  it  adequately,  or  we 
should  abandon  it.  We  are  following  a 
policy  of  starving  it  to  death  gradually 
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and  keeping  it  so  restricted  that  it  is  in¬ 
effective.  It  subjects  us  to  criticism  for 
not  achieving  results. 

I  feel  very  strongly.  Mr.  President, 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  exchange 
program,  because  I  followed  it  very 
closely.  I  attended  every  meeting  of 
the  Board  of  Foreign  Scholarships  held 
in  Washington  during  the  past  2  years. 

The  fiscal  year  of  1949  was  the  first 
full  year  during  which  this  program  was 
in  operation.  As  late  as  yesterday  I 
discussed  the  subject  with  Mr.  Sargeant, 
one  of  the  men  from  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  who  has  recently  returned  from  a 
trip  of  inspection  of  the  progress  which 
is  being  made  in  European  countries  un¬ 
der  this  program.  He  was  most  enthu¬ 
siastic  about  it.  He  was  enthusiastic 
about  the  benefits  resulting  not  only  to 
the  individual  Americans  who  are  par¬ 
ticipating,  but  particularly  about  the 
impression  which  those  Americans  make 
upon  foreigners,  and  the  reaction  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Italy,  France, 
England,  and  other  countries,  in  which 
these  Americans  have  visited,  to  their 
presence  in  their  respective  countries. 
I  know  it  has  the  possibilitie  s  of  being 
one  of  the  most  effective  programs  in 
promoting  our  foreign  relations  and,  I 
would  say,  in  preventing  conditions 
which  result  in  war,  if  it  is  given  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  to  operate. 

We  have  had  a  little  experience  in  this 
field  with  countries  such  as  Belgium. 
That  program  involved  approximately 
only  700  people,  about  500  of  them  Bel¬ 
gians.  Over  a  period  of  years  it  did 
not  involve  as  many  persons  as  this  pro¬ 
gram  has  taken  care  of  during  the 
first  year  of  its  operation.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  great  advantages  flowed  from  the 
program.  I  should  like  to  pay  tribute  to 
Mr.  Hoover  for  having  had  the  vision  to 
participate  in  setting  up  that  program, 
which  was  undertaken  immediately 
following  the  first  world  war.  The  funds 
involved  were  surplus  funds  left  over 
from  the  relief  program  which  he  had 
administered.  Prior  to  that  time  the 
Boxer  indemnity  funds  were  used  for 
similar  purposes.  It  was  not  a  mutual 
exchange.  It  was  not  exactly  like  this 
program.  However,  it  had  some  of  the 
same  elements  in  it.  I  think  everyone 
who  is  familiar  with  it  knows  that  it 
accomplished  much  good  even  though  it 
was  on  a  very  small  scale.  None  of  these 
programs  has  been  on  a  sufficiently 
large  scale  really  to  have  had  a  large 
impact  upon  any  one  country.  What 
they  did  was  to  give  us  a  core  of  people 
in  these  countries  with  whom  we  could 
do  business,  and  who  were  of  great  as¬ 
sistance  to  us  in  carrying  on  our  foreign 
relations  with  their  respective  countries. 

Perhaps  an  equally  good  example  of 
what  has  happened  from  a  similar  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  the  experience  of  Robert 
College  in  Istanbul.  I  happened  to  be 
there  2  years  ago,  and  I  found  that  some 
of  the  most  influential  members  of  the 
Turkish  Government  were  graduates  of 
Robert  College.  They  understood  our 
country,  they  understood  our  purposes. 
There  was  no  confusion  in  the  minds  of 
those  people  as  to  the  issues  involved 
between  us  and  the  Communists.  I 
think  anyone  who  has  considered  the 


role  which  Turkey  has  played  in  the  past 
2  years,  and  has  thought  about  the  sub¬ 
ject  at  all,  will  agree  that  it  is  the  strong¬ 
est  bastion  of  the  West  in  that  whole 
area.  None  is  afraid  that  Turkey  will 
go  Communist  tomorrow.  Certainly  no 
one  is  nearly  so  much  afraid  of  Turkey 
going  Communist  as  we  were  that  Italy 
or  France  might  go  Communist  only  a 
short  time  ago. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  appeared  before 
the  Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  in  support  of  this  pro¬ 
gram,  some  interest  was  evinced  with 
regard  to  individual  statements  or  re¬ 
actions  on  the  part  of  participants  in  the 
program.  I  submitted  for  the  record  a 
few  of  those  comments.  I  do  not  have 
them  all.  I  get  some  of  them  in  the 
course  of  a  year.  Participants  write  to 
me  from  time  to  time.  Of  course,  most 
of  them  go  to  the  State  Department  and 
to  the  Institute  of  International  Educa- 
ion  in  New  York,  which  is  in  much  more 
intimate  touch  with  the  program. 

I  desire  to  read  for  the  Record  a  few 
excerpts  from  the  letters  and  articles 
which  I  supplied  to  the  subcommittee. 
Before  doing  so,  I  wish  by  way  of  preface 
to  say  that  the  Board  of  Foreign  Scholar¬ 
ships,  which  was  appointed  2  years  ago 
to  determine  the  policy  for  this  program, 
is  one  of  the  finest  boards  I  have  ever 
seen.  Its  members  work  very  hard  and 
are  extremely  conscientious  in  their  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  act.  They  do  not 
administer  it,  but  they  determine  the 
policy  by  which  it  is  administered. 
First,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  an 
article  by  Mr.  Martin  R.  P.  McGuire, 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Board.  He  is 
a  professor  at  the  Catholic  University  of 
America.  The  article  was  published  in 
the  February  issue  of  the  Bulletin  of 
the  National  Catholic  Educational  As¬ 
sociation.  The  article  appears  at  page 
1389  of  the  hearings.  I  read  from  the 
article  as  follows: 

The  writer  believes  that  Catholic  colleges 
and  universities  should  consider  the  Ful- 
bright  program  of  the  highest  importance 
and  should  try  to  participate  in  it  as  much 
as  possible.  It  would  seem  unnecessary  to 
observe  that  Catholics,  as  Catholics,  should 
be  mere  interested  than  others  in  promoting 
sound  international  understanding  and  cul¬ 
tural  exchange.  Yet  it  must  be  admitted 
that,  all  in  all,  American  Catholics  are  not 
as  active  as  they  should  be  in  this  field. 

At  page  1390  of  the  hearings  the  fol¬ 
lowing  appears  in  Mr.  McGuire’s  article : 

I  would  add  that  it  is  also  one  of  the  most 
significant  and  far-reaching  in  its  possibili¬ 
ties.  Therefore,  I  hope  that  our  Catholic 
colleges  and  universities  will  give  it  the  full 
attention  it  so  rightly  deserves,  and,  above 
all,  that  they  will  participate  actively  in  it 
in  the  various  ways  which  I  have  indicated. 

I  call  attention  particularly  to  one  let¬ 
ter,  beginning  at  page  1390  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  written  by  Mr.  Richard  B.  Bilder, 
who  at  the  time  he  wrote  the  letter  was 
at  Cambridge  University,  in  England.  I 
believe  two  or  three  passages  in  the  letter 
are  extremely  interesting  and  state  con¬ 
cisely  what  I  think  is  a  very  important 
aspect  of  the  program.  Mr.  Bilder  says: 

The  more  interesting  question  to  us  both, 
however,  is  whether  the  Fulbright  program 
appears  to  make  sense  from  the  poi'nt  of 
view  of  International  understanding.  I  am 
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convinced  from  my  short  time  in  England 
and  on  the  Continent  that  the  answer  is 
overwhelmingly  “Yes.” 

The  "ambassadors  of  good  will”  idea,  which 
I  used  to  consider  rather  cynically,  has  im¬ 
pressed  me  as  being  really  meaningful. 
There  is  no  better  antidote  to  the  European 
conception  of  Americans  than  a  normal  de¬ 
cent  American.  There  is  nothing  more  dam¬ 
aging  to  Russian  propaganda  about  America 
than  a  normal  American  ready  and  compe¬ 
tent  to  fairly  analyze  and  answer  it.  I  have 
been  amazed  at  the  widespread  anti-Ameri¬ 
can  feeling  existing  in  Europe.  In  part,  I 
think,  it’s  irrational,  based  on  the  natural 
antipathy  of  the  charity  taker  to  the  giver 
and  on  jealousy  and  frustration.  In  part,  it 
appears  to  be  the  result  of  some  of  the  grosser 
actions  of  American  tourists  and  soldiers 
who,  uncomfortable  in  their  environment 
and  without  enough  time  to  “settle  in,” 
have  behaved  in  rather  extravagant,  high¬ 
handed,  or  immature  manners.  In  part,  un¬ 
fortunately,  it  is  also  the  result  of  the  words 
and  actions  of  some  of  the  people  and  groups 
in  America — phenomena  which  assume  gross 
misproportion  and  misinterpretation  over 
here — but  nevertheless  have  a  factual  basis. 
Nonetheless,  the  feeling  exists  and  represents 
a  danger  point  to  American  foreign  policy — 
one  which  must  be  neutralized  as  far  as 
possible,  in  my  opinion. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  Fulbright  pro¬ 
gram  is  a  very  effective  weaDon  to  do  this. 
Let  me  walk  in  a  bit  further  with  some 
of  the  things  I  have  observed. 

(I)  The  Fulbrighters  tend  to  be  more  rep¬ 
resentative  Americans  than  Europe  has  yet 
seen.  Tourists’  limitations  as  well  as  soldiers 
are  too  obvious  to  need  comment.  The 
Parisian  America  is  more  eccentric,  more 
avantgarde,  often  of  the  “Let’s  be  indignant 
about  America — I’m  way  ahead  of  my  times” 
school  (this  is  a  monstrous  generalization). 
From  what  I’ve  seen  of  my  fellows  here,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  tend  to  be  serious,  ma¬ 
ture,  nice  guys  with  both  a  sense  of  their 
responsibility  in  representing  America  to  Eu¬ 
ropeans  and  yet  no  exaggerated  sense  of 
200-percent  Americanism  which  would  an¬ 
tagonize  people  here. 

I  skip  some.  He  says: 

In  England  (I  imagine  in  contrast  to  the 
Continent)  the  Communist  line  falls  pretty 
flat,  although  the  ignorance  about  things  like 
the  American  political  system  is  amazing. 
But  what  interests  me  most  is  that  those 
who  accept  it  are  often  (a)  quite  nice  peo¬ 
ple,  potential  friends,  or  at  least  no  ene¬ 
mies  of  the  United  States  and  (b)  very  ar¬ 
ticulate.  I  have  found  that  frank  and  hon¬ 
est  discussions  on  the  pros  and  cons  of 
American  life  have  had  no  little  effect  on 
some  of  these  people’s  views. 

***** 

You  can  explain  Marshall  aid,  how  it 
doesn’t  consist  of  Coca-Cola,  how  it  comes 
out  of  Americans’  pockets  and  is  an  act  of 
good  will  rather  than  imperialism,  and  how 
it  couldn’t  possibly  be  an  export  surplus 
method  of  maintaining  full  employment 
since  it  began  in  an  inflationary  period.  And 
thus  on  and  on.  Of  course,  these  reflect  my 
own  personal  views — the  approach  I  take — 
but  I’ve  found  the  people  surprisingly  in¬ 
telligent  and  a  consequent  necessity  for 
admitting  certain  (what  I  consider)  bad 
things.  The  best  argument,  of  course,  is 
that  occasional  error  and  misuse  is  the  price 
that  a  nation  must  pay  for  democracy,  and 
that  these  things  are  heard  of  in  the  United 
States  whereas  not  in  Russia  because  of  the 
absence  of  censorship.  In  fact,  our  own 
papers  bring  these  things  to  light.  It  Is  also 
impressive  to  these  people  when  you  point 
out  that  the  United  States  thinks  enough 
of  the  cultures  of  foreign  nations  to  send 
students  abroad  to  study,  and  is  sufficiently 
proud  of  its  own  institutions  to  allow  for¬ 
eign  students  to  study  in  the  United  States 
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in  obvious  contrast  to  Russia.  These  facts 
tend  to  make  Russophiles,  jprho  have  never- 
seen  a  Russian  face  to  face,  think.  Intelli¬ 
gent  discussion,  not  phrase  throwing,  seems 
most  effective. 

***** 

It’s  hard  to  fight  for  democracy  and  diver¬ 
sity  and  the  sort  of  spirit  I  believe  America 
to  represent  (and  the  Europeans,  I  believe, 
would  support)  when  at  every  turn  you’re 
frustrated  by  an  (isolated)  example  of  the 
“truth”  of  Communist  propaganda.  On  the 
other  hand,  a  real  example — Fulbrighter 
Porter  Williams  from  Charleston  comes  to 
mind — works  wonders.  It’s  one  thing  for 
an  Englishman  to  read  the  Worker  and  an¬ 
other  to  have  quiet,  universally  respected 
and  liked  Porter  discuss  the  question 'of  Ne¬ 
groes  from  personal  experience.  The  people 
nod,  get  less  indignant,  more  sober,  go  away 
seeing  that  the  world  isn’t  a  black  and  white 
God  and  devil  proposition.  Typical  com¬ 
ment:  “Now  we  understand  the  problem 
much  more  clearly.”  Soon  they’re  even  kid¬ 
ding  him  about  being  a  southerner  and  about 
the  Yankees  and  also  smiling  at  Worker 
headlines.  It  seems  to  me  that,  politically, 
this  is  enough  to  make  the  whole  program 
a  paying  proposition. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  a  great  many 
other  letters,  but  I  have  read  all  I  care 
to  read  out  of  this  particular  letter.  I 
shall  not  take  the  time  to  read  all  the 
others,  but  there  is  one  in  particular 
which  I  think  is  interesting.  This  is 
from  Mr.  Albert  L.  Wallace,  and  this 
happens  to  have  been  addressed  to  me. 
He  says : 

I  am  from  a  small  coal-mining  district  in 
Pennsylvania,  was  able  to  go  to  college  only 
because  of  the  GI  bill  and  work  on  the  side, 
and  was  rapidly  coming  to  the  end  of  my 
Government  time.  I  wanted  very  badly  to 
continue  my  education,  in  order  to  fit  myself 
for  university  teaching,  but  knew  that  the 
next  few  years  were  going  to  be  rough  unless 
I  could  get  a  scholarship.  I  applied  for  one 
of  your  sponsored  scholarships,  expecting  to 
find  that  they  were  riddled  with  politics  and 
red  tape,  graft,  and  corruption.  I  can  can¬ 
didly  say  that  I  have  never  seen  nor  heard  of 
an  educational  grant  more  capably  and  im¬ 
partially  handled,  nor  designed  to  reflect  a 
greater  influence  on  the  course  of  American 
educational  affairs.  The  influence  of  the 
Fulbright  scholarship  will  continue  to  be 
felt  for  many  generations  yet  to  come.  This 
Is  a  piece  of  legislation  of  which  you  can 
justly  be  proud,  sir. 

There  are  several  others.  One  which 
I  desire  to  read  is  by  Mr.  Robert  Trum- 
ble,  who  writes  special  articles  for  the 
New  York  Times. 

I  desire  to  point  out  that  under  the 
existing  legislation,  particularly  the 
Smith-Mundt  Act,  everything  that  can 
be  done  under  the  point  4  program  is 
already  authorized.  Of  course,  I  am  in 
a  difficult  position  as  to  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram,  because  this  program  is  held  down 
so  severely  that  in  order  to  accomplish 
anything  in  this  field  I  assume  we  must 
have  an  additional  program. 

My  criticism  has  been  that  if  we  desire 
to  make  this  program  effective  it  would 
have  resulted  in  a  much  more  efficient 
administration  and  procedure  if  the 
amount  of  this  appropriation  had  been 
increased,  rather  than  to  come  in  with 
a  proposal  for.  $45,000,000  for  point  4, 
and  I  understand  there  may  be  an  addi¬ 
tional  appropriation  for  Information 
later.  As  I  said  before,  there  is  all  the 
authorization  needed  to  carry  on  the 
program  of  technical  assistance  in  the 
Smith-Mundt  Act. 


I  noticed  yesterday,  in  a  discussion 
with  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  he  did  not 
seem  to  be  aware  of  the  extent  of  the 
authority  that  is  contained  in  the  Smith- 
Mundt  Act.  But  here  is  an  interesting 
little  comment,  under  the  date  line  of 
Rangoon,  Burma,  March  3,  from  Mr. 
Robert  Trumble,  to  whom  I  just  referred. 
He  was  talking  about  some  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  we  had  sent  there.  They  had  re¬ 
quested  technical  people,  just  as  we  an¬ 
ticipate  under  point  4.  He  says: 

They  fill  some  of  the  vacuum  left  by  the 
departure  of  British  technicians  in  the  break 
with  alien  rule. 

Practical  projects  range  from  teaching  of 
modern  agricultural  methods  to  a  physical- 
education  program.  In  the  realm  of  pure 
science  United  States  researchers  are  col¬ 
lecting  data  under  various  headings,  such  as 
rural  village  life,  the  endocrine  cycle  of  the 
tropical  lizard,  and  the  emergence  of  Bur¬ 
mese  law  upon  the  removal  of  alien  courts. 

All  of  these  are  modest  projects,  but  those 
in  the  practical  field  mean  a  great  deal  to 
Burma,  for  they  are  opening  avenues  of  de¬ 
velopment  that  had  hardly  been  touched 
before  and  that  are  greatly  needed.  Burma, 
on  her  part,  has  sent  70  scholars  to  the 
United  States  for  various  types  of  training, 
and  there  is  a  continual  clamor  for  more 
of  what  Americans  can  offer  toward  the 
improvement  of  the  country.  There  are  150 
applications  on  file  for  10  United  States 
scholarships  now  available. 

Marshall  Noble,  United  States  Embassy 
officer,  handling  the  Fulbright  program  here, 
commented  that  the  working  of  the  act  was 
peculiar  in  Burma  in  that  the  major  benefit 
is  to  this  country,  whereas  elsewhere  it  was 
the  Americans  who  were  gaining  the  most 
from  their  studious  activities. 

Otto  K.  HUnerwardel,  of  Gainesville,  Fla., 
a  retired  United  States  agricultural  exten¬ 
sion  agent,  and  his  wife  are  up  north  in  the 
Shan  States  teaching  the  tribespeople  for 
the  first  time  that  food  can  be  preserved  in 
cans,  how  to  knot  and  splice  rope,  how  to 
stretch  a  wire  fence,  and  other  elementary 
farm  techniques.  Mr.  Hunerwardel  now  has 
the  natives  eating  sauerkraut  made  from 
surplus  cabbage  that  they  used  to  throw 
away.  He  recently  demonstrated  caponizing 
fqr  the  first  time  in  Burma  and  has  intro¬ 
duced  the  avocado  tree. 

Those  are  very  simple  facts,  but  as  I 
understand  the  point  4  program,  that  is 
the  main  objective.  It  is  incredible  that 
so  many  persons  do  not  know  these  facts, 
but  it  is  true  that  they  do  not.  Carrying 
on  this  kind  of  work  involves  very  little 
cost  to  us,  but  is  of  tremendous  impor¬ 
tance  to 'the  areas  which  may  be  affected. 
I  believe  we  should  engage  in  a  program 
of  this  kind,  which  is  of  real  and  sub¬ 
stantial  assistance  to  other  peoples  who 
need  to  have  knowledge  given  to  them 
rather  than  to  engage  in  a  tremendous 
program  along  other  lines  which  would 
exhaust  our  own  resources.  I  believe 
it  to  be  the  very  thing  we  speak  of  as 
the  essence  of  the  point  4  program. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be 
misunderstood  as  trying  to  criticize  the 
point  4  program.  I  say  only  that  I  think 
it  would  have  been  better  judgment  on 
the  part  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  to  have  considered  the  whole  picture 
and  tried  to  provide  for  one  effective 
program  rather  than  to  spread  it  out 
along  different  avenues. 

As  I  understand,  point  4  will  entail  a 
new  coordinator,  and  a  new  organization, 
whereas,  in  my  opinion,  there  now  ex¬ 
ists  a  very  efficient  organization  in  the 
State  Department.  It  had  some  diffi- 
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culties  in  the  beginning  with  respect  to 
the  Voice  of  America.  That  was  a 
new  undertaking.  I  think  we  can  all 
understand  why  there  were  difficulties 
in  connection  with  it.  But  I  have  heard 
very  little  criticism  of  it  in  the  past  few 
years.  The  trouble  is  that  the  sum  which 
we  appropriate  for  it  is  entirely  too 
small.  It  should  be  much  greater.  I 
think  the  minimum  for  this  program 
should  be  $50,000,000  this  year. 

What  should  not  be  lost  site  of  is 
that  this  is  not  a  mere  “business  as 
usual”  program.  I  think  it  is  of  extreme 
importance  in  the  very  grave  fight  for 
survival  between  western  civilization  and 
communism.  Of  course,  an  efficient 
army  is  fundamental,  but  the  next  most 
important  activity  I  can  think  of  is  this 
program. 

In  thumbing  through  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  I  found  one  item  with  which 
I  happen  to  be  familiar.  The  item 
deals  with  the  RPC.  Those  who  advo¬ 
cated  it  had  no  difficulty  in  having  the 
appropriation  increased  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  by  $700,000  on  the  basis  that  there 
were  more  mortgages  to  be  handled  in 
the  coming  year  than  were  handled  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year.  Since  that  time,  how¬ 
ever,  we  have  transferred  the  National 
Federal  Mortgage  Association  to  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency. 
That  increase  was  obtained  apparently 
without  much  difficulty. 

I  asked  the  committee  to  earmark  not 
less  than  $1,500,000 — not  an  additional 
$1,500,000,  because  $680,000  was  already 
appropriated,  and  therefore  the  amount 
would  be  less  than  $1,000,000 — to  carry 
on  the  program  for  the  exchange  of  stu¬ 
dents.  The  words  “exchange  of  stu¬ 
dents”  I  think  perhaps  are  a  cause  of 
some  misunderstanding  of  the  real  sig¬ 
nificance  of  the  program.  These  stu¬ 
dents  come  from  every  State.  It  is  true, 
of  course,  that  the  great  State  of  New 
York  has  representation  far  out  of  pro¬ 
portion  to  its  size,  but  that  is  because  of 
the  great  concentration  of  educational 
institutions  in  that  State.  Nevertheless, 
every  State  participates  in  the  program. 
That  is  because  it  is  extremely  impor¬ 
tant  that  there  be  persons  in  every  com¬ 
munity  of  this  country  who  shall  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  rest  of  the  world, 
and  who  can,  when  they  return,  be  the 
source  of  originating  ideas,  present  ex¬ 
planations  of  what  is  going  on,  and  ex¬ 
plain  our  policy,  can  help  in  developing  a 
real  backing  for  the  policies  which  our 
Government  undertakes,  and,  of  course, 
help  in  the  formulation  of  such  policies 
to  the  extent  that  they  participate  in 
public  affairs. 

I  shall  speak  of  another  very  impor¬ 
tant  thing.  Recently  there  has  been 
much  criticism  of  the  State  Department, 
as  there  has  been  throughout  our  his¬ 
tory.  The  Department  is  not  very  in¬ 
timately  connected  with  the  processes  of 
becoming  elected  to  office.  We  all  neglect 
it,  and  among  our  youth  there  is  a  very 
limited  source  of  humane  material  for 
the  State  Department. 

I  visited  some  of  the  American  Embas¬ 
sies  abroad,  and  I  found  most  excellent 
men  representing  us.  I  am  not  offering 
this  as  a  criticism;  but  as  an  explanation. 
I  do  not  think  we  can  expect  otherwise, 
but  in  many  cases  the  excellent  men  in 
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our  embassies  could  not  speak  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  country  to  which  they  had 
been  sent.  Few  had  had  any  previous 
experience  abroad.  But  think  how  much 
more  effective  we  would  be  if  a  large 
group  of  our  citizens  of  the  highest  tal¬ 
ents  could  receive  some  experience 
abroad,  come  back,  as  I  think  some  of 
them  would,  with  a  desire  to  assist  their 
country 'and  Government  in  its  foreign 
relations,  and  volunteer  service  in  posi¬ 
tions  of  influence  where  they  could  help 
the  United  States  develop  some  system 
that  might  preserve  peace  in  the  world. 

I  can  think  of  nothing,  as  I  said,  aside 
from  an  extremely  able  and  strong 
army,  that  would  contribute  more  to  the 
preservation  of  peace.  Indeed,  I  think 
It  would  contribute  much  more  than  an 
army  would  to  the  preservation  of  peace, 
and  also,  if  we  must  have  war,  it  would 
be  extremely  valuable  in  the  prosecution 
of  war.  Wars  are  no  longer  provincial 
quarrels.  Men  who  know  and  under¬ 
stand  the  peoples  of  the  world  are  in¬ 
valuable  in  the  prosecution  of  modern 
global  warfare. 

Senators  will  recall  what  difficulty  we 
had  in  the  last  war  in  rounding  up  per¬ 
sons  who  knew  something  about  Japan. 
I  remember  that  a  search  was  made  all 
over  the  country  for  anyone  who  had 
pictures  of  places  in  Japan.  In  my  State 
of  Arkansas,  where  it  was  not  likely  that 
there  would  be  many  persons  who  had 
such  pictures,  inquiries  were  made  for 
maps  or  pictures  of  Japan  and  China  and 
all  the  Pacific  area.  That  would  indi¬ 
cate  that  there  were  extremely  few  per¬ 
sons  in  this  great  country  who  had  any 
knowledge  at  all  of  that  area,  and  the 
same  can  be  said  of  persons  having 
knowledge  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Americans  are  notoriously  bad  lin¬ 
guists.  That  is  not  because  of  the  fact 
that  they  are  not  intelligent  and  are 
not  capable  of  learning  other  languages, 
but  because  there  has  not  been  much 
occasion  for  them  to  do  so  or  much  op¬ 
portunity.  But  under  this  program  the 
cream  of  the  youth  of  our  country  will, 
as  they  hear  of  the  program,  apply 
themselves  to  the  learning  of  other  lan¬ 
guages.  I  think  they  have  already 
done  so. 

This  is  the  first  year  of  the  full  op¬ 
eration  of  the  program.  It  was  con¬ 
ducted  on  a  very  restricted  scale  a 
yeay  ago.  Some  800  scholarships  were 
granted  as  of  last  fall.  This  year  there 
are  more  than  6,000  applications,  I  be¬ 
lieve.  A  tremendous  interest  is  being 
shown.  There  are  1,190  educational  in¬ 
stitutions  in  this  country  which  have 
committees  composed  of  members  of  the 
faculty  who  undertake  to  screen  the 
applicants. 

Someone  raised  the  question  in  com¬ 
mittee  the  other  day  how  the  applicants 
are  screened.  The  question  was  asked 
whether  the  danger  did  not  exist  of 
sending  abroad  or  receiving  them  from 
abroad  persons  who  might  be  Commu¬ 
nists.  I  think  the  best  way  to  screen 
them  in  the  initial  stages  is  by  persons 
on  the  campus  where  the  applicants  have 
gone  to  school,  who  have  known  the  ap¬ 
plicants  for  2  or  3  years.  Most  of  them, 
however,  are  graduates,  which  in  the 
normal  course  of  events  would  mean  they 
had  gone  to  college  4  years.  If  there  is 


any  way  to  provide  any  guaranty  with 
respect  to  the  character  of  the  indi¬ 
viduals,  it  is  by  the  method  I  have  just 
described.  We  have  instituted  a  policy 
which  decentralizes — and  it  will  progres¬ 
sively  decentralize  more  than  it  does 
now — responsibility  for  the  selection  of 
the  persons  who  come  under  the  pro¬ 
gram.  I  know  of  no  better  way  to  guar¬ 
antee  that  we  will  get  the  best  possible 
candidates  under  this  program  than  the 
screening  method  on  the  campus. 

What  will  happen  in  3,  5,  or  10  years,  as 
these  individuals  return  to  America,  after 
the  experience  they  have  had  abroad, 
and  begin  to  assume  their  places  in  our 
society,  and  I  hope  in  the  Government? 
What  will  happen  in  private  life  as  they 
become  journalists  or  teachers  or  busi¬ 
ness  men?  I  think  the  potentialities  of 
the  program  are  practically  unlimited.  I 
doubt  that  I  myself  can  even  visualize 
what  is  possible  if  the  program  is  prop¬ 
erly  carried  forward  on  a  scale  suf¬ 
ficiently  large  to  make  an  impact  upon 
our  great  country. 

As  I  said,  the  program  heretofore  has 
been  on  a  small  scale.  The  result,  how¬ 
ever,  of  that  small  scale  program  I  think 
justifies  great  confidence  in  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  program  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  President,  the  report  I  spoke  of  was 
published  last  October,  when  only  10 
countries  were  participating.  Today  19 
countries  have  signed.  As  of  last  October 
there  were  a  few  more  than  1,800  par¬ 
ticipants  in  all  categories.  That  is  be¬ 
ginning  to  be  a  substantial  number. 
About  830  or  840  of  those  consist  of 
Americans  going  abroad,  approximately 
600  of  Europeans  coming  here,  and  the 
difference  of  approximately  390,  is  made 
up  of  foreign  people  going  to  American 
institutions  abroad.  Those  are  round 
figures. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  emphasize 
that  heretofore  only  10  countries  were 
involved.  There  are  19  now.  So  that 
if  we  have  to  spread  over  19  a  lesser  ap¬ 
propriation  than  we  had  for  10,  it  can  be 
seen  what  will  happen  to  the  program. 
If  we  continue  along  the  same  line  for 
the  next  few  years  I  think  the  result  will 
be  a  gradual  strangulation  and  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  program. 

I  cannot  see  the  sense  of  it.  The  best 
estimate  we  can  make  is  that  after  it  is 
full  grown,  with  19  countries  participat¬ 
ing,  about  a  million  and  a  half  dollars 
is  all  that  would  be  needed  to  supplement 
the  travel  grants,  which  can  be  paid  for 
in  foreign  credits. 

In  my  judgment,  a  terrible  mistake  is 
being  made  in  cutting  this  program  down, 
and  if  once  it  is  cut  down  and  the  peo¬ 
ple  lose  interest  in  it,  it  will  be  dead,  and 
I  know  of  no  way  to  revive  it  until  per¬ 
haps  after  the  next  war,  or  some  other 
catastrophe.  The  tendency  to  neglect 
vital  programs,  which  should  be  carried 
on  as  permanent  programs,  when  there 
seems  to  be  a  lull  in  our  difficulties,  has 
been  one  of  the  great  curses  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy.  We  become  excited  after 
trouble  and  try  to  do  something,  Mr. 
President,  and  immediately  when  there 
is  a  lull  we  cut  it  down. 

I  have  wondered  in  the  last  day  or  two 
whether  the  committee  would  have  re¬ 
duced  this  appropriation  if  the  Korean 
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outbreak  had  occurred  before  it  reported 
the  bill,  because  this  program  certainly 
has  a  bearing  on  the  developments  of  the 
past  few  days. 

I  cannot  think  of  a  more  valuable  con¬ 
tact,  for  example,  than  if  we  had  several 
hundred  men  in  Indochina,  let  us  say, 
or  Burma,  or  Indonesia,  who  had  been  to 
school  here,  who  had  contacts,  who  spoke 
the  language,  who  understood  what  our 
purposes  are.  If  such  a  group  were 
there  functioning  today,  what  a  great 
source  of  strength  it  would  be  to  us. 
The  same  can  be  said  of  other  countries. 

It  simply  does  not  make  sense  to  me 
to  cut  down  this  program  when  so  small 
an  amount  is  involved.  We  can  go 
through  the  bill,  and  here  and  there  and 
everywhere  find  vast  amounts  of  money 
appropriated  for  things  that  have  no  re¬ 
lation  to  our  essential  security,  to  the 
difficulties  that  confront  us  from  abroad. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  reinstate  this 
small  amount,  at  least  for  this  program, 
and  not  cut  it  below  the  estimate  of  the 
Budget  Bureau. 

THE  SITUATION  IN  KOREA— ARTICLE  BY 
HAROLD  ICKES 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  rather  shocked  this  morning  to  read 
a  dispatch  which  appeared  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington  News  telling  of  an  attack  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  current  issue  of  New  Re¬ 
public  by  Harold  Ickes  against  the  Allied 
supreme  commander  in  the  Far  East, 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur.  I  could 
hardly  believe  my  eyes,  and  I  sent  for  a 
copy  of  the  New  Republic  to  read  the 
article  in  full. 

Mr.  President,  the  Communist  press 
and  their  left-wing  allies  have  been  at¬ 
tacking  the  supreme  commander  in  the 
Far  East  for  a  long  time,  but  I  hardly  ex¬ 
pected,  and  I  think  that  the  American 
people  hardly  expected,  that  a  former 
member  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  would  drive  a  knife 
into  the  back  of  the  supreme  com¬ 
mander,  who  is  responsible  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  American  position  in  Korea 
and  in  the  Far  East. 

Mr.  President,  this  attack  is  less  ex¬ 
cusable  because  it  is  unjustified  and  is 
untruthful.  Were  it  not  for  the  fact 
that  if  unchallenged,  the  misstate¬ 
ments  by  Mr.  Ickes  might  be  picked  up 
and  used  as  facts  elsewhere,  I  would  not 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today  to 
challenge  the  article,  but  I  think  that 
when  an  article  is  as  untruthful,  and  as 
filled  with  misstatements  as  this  is,  the 
Members  of  thr  Senate  and  the  people 
of  the  United  States  are  entitled  to  have 
the  story  scotched  right  now. 

In  the  first  place,  the  charge  of  Mr. 
Ickes  is  that  General  MacArthur  was 
caught  flat-footed  and  unready.  The 
facts  of  the  matter  are,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  Korea  mission  to  train  the 
troops  in  that  country  was  not  under  the 
command  of  General  MacArthur.  It 
was  a  mission  established,  as  in  Greece, 
under  the  American  Ambassador,  who  ' 
was  responsible  to  the  Department  of 
State,  and  not  to  General  MacArthur. 

Mr.  President,  so  that  I  will  not  be  mis¬ 
understood,  I  do  not  mean  in  that  state¬ 
ment  to  be  critical  of  Ambassador  Muccio. 

I  have  the  highest  regard  for  him.  I 
think  that  he  is  one  of  our  top  diplomats 
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in  that  area  of  the  world.  Ambassador 
Muccio  I  met  when  I  was  in  Korea,  and 
I  stopped  at  the  American  Embassy.  I 
have  never  seen  a  more ,  conscientious 
public  official.  I  know  that  he  was 
greatly  concerned  because  of  the  lack  of 
material  being  sent  to  Korea. 

I  happened  to  have  gone  to  the  thirty- 
eighth  parallel.  I  talked  with  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  mission  in  Korea.  I  know 
that  they  were  greatly  concerned  about 
the  situation.  But  the  decisions  that 
were  made  not  to  have  American  combat 
forces  in  Korea  were  decisions  that  were 
made  in  Washington,  and  not  by  General 
MacArthur  in  the  Far  East. 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  of  the  matter 
is  that  for  a  long  period  of  time  General 
MacArthur,  in  his  dispatches  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  kept  them  fully 
conversant  with  the  fact  that  the  spread 
of  communism  in  Asia  was  detrimental 
to  the  peace  of  the  world  and  the  security 
of  the  United  States,  and  when  the 
archives  are  finally  opened  I  think  they 
will  be  found  to  be  replete  with  messages 
from  General  MacArthur  giving  an  ac¬ 
curate  summary  of  the  dangers  in  that 
area  of  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition,  in  this  ar¬ 
ticle  which  Mr.  Ickes  wrote,  he  criticizes 
General  MacArthur  for  the  fact  that 
some  of  our  equipment  needed  by  the 
Korean  forces  had  not  been  sent  out 
there.  I  again  underscore  the  fact  that 
that  was  not  General  MacArthur ’s  re¬ 
sponsibility.  The  decisions  that  were 
made  were  made  here  in  Washington, 
and  before  the  committees  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  there  has  been 
ample  testimony  that  of  the  $10,000,000 
allotted  in  the  arms  implementation  bill 
of  1949  for  Korea,  less  than  $200  had  been 
spent  for  shipments  made  prior  to  June 
24.  The  only  shipment  which  had 
taken  place  up  to  the  time  when  war 
broke  out  in  the  Pacific  area  was  a  ship¬ 
ment  of  some  signal  equipment  out  of 
our  surplus  and  excess  stocks.  Mr. 
Ickes  in  his  statement  said: 

Our  civilian  Ambassador  to  Seoul,  John  J. 
Muccio,  had  returned  to  Washington  a  month 
or  so  earlier  to  warn  that  South  Korea  was 
in  danger  of  attack.  With  little  support,  he 
made  enough  of  an  impression  to  induce  the 
shipment  of  some  heavy  artillery  for  use 
against  the  terrorizing  Soviet  tanks  of  the 
North  Korean  Army.  It  had  been  alleged 
that  a  leak  apprised  the  Communists  of 
this  shipment,  with  the  result  that  they 
launched  their  attack  before  the  artillery 
could  reach  Korea. 

Mr.  President,  there  was  no  such  ship¬ 
ment  of  artillery  prior  to  the  start  of 
the  fighting.  I  have  accurately  stated 
the  fact  that  the  only  shipment  under 
the  arms  implementation  program  which 
had  taken  place  prior  to  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  on  the  24th  of  June,  our  time, 
or  the  25th- of  June,  Korean  time,  was 
some  signal  equipment. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  read  this  article  will 
find  that  it  is  loaded  with  misstatements. 
It  is  an  obvious  attempt  to  smear  the 
United  Nations  Supreme  Commander  in 
the  Far  East.  It  gives  aid  and  comfort 
to  the  enemy.  Even  though  Mr.  Ickes 
has  apparently  turned  his  back  on  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur,  in  the  heavy  responsi¬ 
bilities  he  has  out  there,  I  am  sure  that 


neither  the  Congress  nor  the  American 
people  will  turn  their  backs  on  our  com¬ 
mander  in  the  Far  East. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  pending  amendment, 
which  is  identical  with  the  one  I  of¬ 
fered  earlier  today. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  tell 
the  Senate  how  vital  this  program  is,  in 
the  light  of  current  events  abroad.  The 
savage  and  desperate  struggle  now  rag¬ 
ing  in  Korea  in  only  one  front — admit¬ 
tedly  a  critical  one — in  the  great  con¬ 
flict  in  which  we  are  engaged  in  the 
world  today. 

What  are  we  fighting  for  in  Korea? 
Yes,  we  are  fighting  in  support  of  our 
own  national  security  and  our  own  na¬ 
tional  interests.  But  if  this  were  all  we 
were  fighting  for,  we  might  well  con¬ 
sider  whether  Korea  was  the  best  front 
on  which  to  fight.  The  fact  is  that  we 
are  fighting  for  our  way  of  life  and  for 
the  way  of  freedom  throughout  the 
world.  We  are  fighting  for  the  right  of 
all  nations  and  of  all  peoples  to  order 
their  destinies  without  being  subject  to 
violent  aggression  or  violent  interference 
in  their  internal  affairs.  We  are  fighting 
for  the  principles  of  freedom,  democracy, 
and  equality  of  opportunity  for  all  men. 

In  order  to  maintain  this  fight,  in 
order  to  press  forward  with  it,  we  must 
reach  the  peoples  of  the  world  through 
every  medium  and  by  every  means  avail¬ 
able  to  us.  We  must  reach  them  and 
convince  them  of  our  motives  and  pur¬ 
poses.  We  must  assure  them  of  our  in¬ 
terest  in  their  welfare.  We  must  as¬ 
sure  them  of  our  desire  for  their  se¬ 
curity. 

I  need  not  tell  Members  of  this  body 
how  vital  the  information  and  educa¬ 
tional  activities  financed  with  these 
funds  are.  I  believe  that  the  amount 
recommended  by  the  Budget  Bureau  is 
far  from  adequate  for  the  tasks  con¬ 
fronting  it.  I  expect  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  request  us,  in  the  days  ahead, 
vastly  to  increase  these  funds. 

In  view  of  the  testimony  presented 
in  recent  days  by  such  competent  wit¬ 
nesses  as  General  Marshall,  General  Ei¬ 
senhower,  Secretary  Acheson,  and  oth¬ 
ers  before  the  Thomas  subcommittee  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  it  is 
obviously  foolhardy  to  cut  back  on  the 
very  inadequate  sum  recommended  by 
the  Budget  Bureau. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  has  already  outlined  eloquently 
and  convincingly  the  damage  which 
could  be  done  to  our  efforts  to  convey 
an  understanding  of  our  motives  to 
other  countries,  were  the  student  ex¬ 
change  program  to  be  curtailed.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  great  danger.  I  agree  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  that  nothing  we  could  do  would  bring 
greater  returns  and  greater  dividends 
for  our  own  security  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  our  way  of  life  than  the  con¬ 
tinuation — nay,  the  expansion — of  the 
exchange-student  program. 


But  I  have  been  informed  by  com¬ 
petent  officials  that  many  other  essen¬ 
tial  projects  in  the  information  program 
will  suffer  greatly  if  the  proposed  cuts 
are  sustained.  For  example,  the  State 
Department  has  been  planning  to  short¬ 
wave  new  programs  to  various  minority 
groups  in  the  Soviet  Union.  Today  the 
State  Department  broadcasts  only  in 
Russian  and  in  Ukrainian.  Many  other 
groups  in  the  Soviet  Union  are  believed 
to  be  hungry  for  freedom  and  for  in¬ 
formation  about  the  non-Communist 
world.  The  Voice  of  America,  if  broad¬ 
cast  in  other  languages,  would  be  very 
effective  in  providing  this  information. 
Unless  we  restore  these  cuts,  the  State 
Department  will  not  be  able  to  proceed 
with  these  plans. 

Another  effect  of  this  curtailment  of 
funds  would  be  on  the  motion-picture 
program.  In  many  areas  of  the  world, 
motion  pictures  have  been  our  most  ef¬ 
fective  ambassadors.  In  connection  with 
the  supplying  of  films  to  foreign  na¬ 
tional  groups,  it  is  necessary  to  provide 
translations  and  captions  in  the  foreign 
language  in  question.  If  we  do  not  vote 
adequate  funds,  this  program  will  be 
severely  handicapped. 

There  are  many  other  activities,  too, 
which  would  suffer  from  these  reduc¬ 
tions.  For  example,  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  now  maintains  approximately  150 
libraries  in  various  parts  of  the  world. 
These  libraries  are  windows  opening  up 
a  veiw  of  America  to  scholars,  business¬ 
men,  government  officials,  and  working 
people.  This  library  program,  too,  must 
be  maintained  and  expanded  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  weapon  in  the  battle  for  men’s 
minds. 

Mr.  President,  the  least  we  can  do 
today  is  to  restore  the  full  amount  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
We  should  and  must  serve  notice  to  the 
world  that  the  United  States  is  not  re¬ 
trenching  in  these  programs  but  is  ex¬ 
panding  and  proposes  to  carry  the  cam¬ 
paign  of  truth  to  the  furthest  reaches 
of  the  world. 

A  wise  man  said  “The  truth  shall  make 
you  free.”  We  must  help  make  men  free 
through  activities  such  as  this.  I  hope 
the  Senate  will  support  this  amendment 
and  any  other  amendments  to  increase 
the  funds  for  this  vital  undertaking. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
O’Conor  in  the  chair).  The  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  follow- 


ing  Senators 

answered  to  their  names; 

Aiken 

George 

Langer 

Anderson 

Gillette 

Leahy 

Brewster 

Graham 

Lehman 

Bricker 

Green 

Lodge 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Lucas 

Butler 

Hayden 

McCarran 

Byrd 

Hendrickson 

McCarthy 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

McClellan 

Chapman 

Hill 

McFarland 

Chavez 

Hoey 

McKellar 

Connally 

Holland 

McMahon 

Cordon 

Humphrey 

Magnuson 

Donnell 

Ives 

Malone 

Douglas 

Jenner 

Martin 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Maybank 

Eastland 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Millikin 

Ecton 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Morse 

Ellender 

Kem 

Mundt 

Ferguson 

Kerr 

Murray 

Frear 

Kilgore 

Myers 

Fulbrlght 

Knowland 

Neely 
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O’Conor 

O’Mahoney 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Schoeppel 

Smith,  Maine 
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Smith,  N.  J.  Tydlngs 


Sparkman 
Stennls 
Taft 

Thomas,  Okla. 
Thomas,  Utah 
Thye 


Watkins 

Wherry 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gra¬ 
ham  in  the  chair) .  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright],  and  to  give 
very  briefly  my  reasons  therefor.  I  think 
the  committee  has  been  exceedingly  gen¬ 
erous  with  respect  to  this  particular  pro¬ 
posal.  I  enjoyed  the  speech  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  very  much.  He 
makes  a  very  engaging  speech  when  he 
has  a  subject  such  as  this,  which  involves 
the  education  of  youth,  to  which  to  ad¬ 
dress  himself.  In  my  opinion,  however, 
he  has  somewhat  overlooked  the  practi¬ 
cal  aspects  involved.  We  have  here  a 
somewhat  different  situation  from  that 
which  obtained  when  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  first  undertook  to  advance  this 
proposal. 

Much  has  been  said  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  as  well  as  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York,  concerning  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  defeat  of  this  proposal.  Mr. 
President,  if  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  should  be 
rejected,  it  would  not  mean  the  defeat 
of  the  program. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  action  of 
the  committee  in  recommending  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $32,700,000,  when  the 
Budget  Bureau’s  estimate  called  for  $36,- 
645,000,  which  represents  a  difference  of 
nearly  $4,000,000  between  what  the 
Budget  Bureau  estimated  and  what  the 
Senate  committee  actually  provided. 

Let  us  see  how  that  would  work  or¬ 
dinarily  and  how  it  will  work  in  this  case. 
Suppose  I  became  interested  in  an  ex¬ 
cellent,  kindly,  friendly  proposal  such  as 
this  one;  and,  being  a  poor  man,  I  did 
not  have  the  money  to  carry  it  out. 
Suppose  I  went  to  one  of  my  friends — 
there  are  several  here  in  the  Senate 
whom  I  could  name,  but  I  shall  not  do 
so — whom  I  know  to  be  very  well  off, 
indeed,  in  this  world’s  goods;  and  sup¬ 
pose  I  said  to  him,  “Here  is  a  proposition 
I  have.  I  have  figured  out  what  it  will 
cost.  It  will  do  an  immense  amount  of 
good,  but  I  do  not  have  the  money  it  re¬ 
quires.  I  know  you  are  a  rich  man, 
whereas  I  am  a  poor  man;  and  I  want 
you  to  help  me  out.” 

Suppose  my  friend  replied,  “What  is 
the  amount  of  money  you  want?” 

Then  suppose  .1  said,  “As  I  figure  it 
out,  it  will  take  $36,000,000  to  carry  out 
my  plan.  It  will  be  very  helpful  to  the 
young  people  and  students  in  many  for¬ 
eign  countries.  It  is  true  that  we  were 
not  elected  for  the  special  purpose  of 
enacting  legislation  to  help  the  young 
people  of  foreign  countries;  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  we  were  elected  for  the  purpose, 
among  others,  of  helping  with  the  edu¬ 
cation  of  our  own  people.  Nevertheless, 
I  think  this  project  is  a  very  worthy  one 
and  should  be  put  into  effect.” 

Suppose  my  friend  then  would  say  to 
me,  “I  have  looked  into  it;  I  have  had  ex¬ 
perts  examine  it;  I  have  had  persons  in 
whom  I  have  great  confidence  consider 


It  carefully.  I  cannot  give  you  $36,000,- 
000,  but  here  is  $32,700,000.” 

Mr.  President,  would  it  be  good  judg¬ 
ment  for  me  to  refuse  that  amount? 
Would  not  I  be  a  little  off  the  track  of 
what  is  practical  if  I  were  to  refuse  a 
proposal  of  that  kind? 

Could  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  con¬ 
scientiously  say  that  because  he  could 
not  get  $36,645,000,  he  should  refuse  a 
somewhat  smaller  amount?  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  appropriation  of 
$32,700,000,  approximately  $4,000,000  less 
than  the  full  amount  requested,  will  re¬ 
sult  in  spoiling  the  entire  project? 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  new  project; 
one  of  this  kind  has  not  previously  been 
established.  It  is  true  that  the  ECA  is 
beginning  a  similar  project,  and  it  is 
true  that  the  State  Department  is  be¬ 
ginning  a  similar  project;  and  it  is  true 
that  the  State  Department  is  mentioned 
in  connecion  with  this  particular  case. 
However,  this  project  is  a  new  one. 

Can  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  con¬ 
scientiously  say  that  because  the  Senate 
committee  and  the  Senate  itself  and  the 
Congress  will  not  give  him  the  amount 
of  money  he  requests — namely,  $36,645,- 
000 — but  is  willing  to  give  him  nearly 
$33,000,000,  that  will  destroy  his  project? 
What  figures  does  the  Senator  have  to 
show  that  the  reduction  by  less  than 
$4,000,000  of  the  amount  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  this  project  will  ruin  the 
project  or  will  spoil  it,  as  he  argued  to  us 
so  persuasively  a  few  minutes  ago?  I 
simply  cannot  see  it  that  way. 

I  think  the  subcommittee  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  and  subse¬ 
quently  the  full  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  itself  have  been  exceedingly  generous 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  to 
his  proposal. 

It  is  a  worthy  proposal.  If  we  had 
plenty  of  money,  the  situation  would  be 
different;  but  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
the  proposal  will  be  ruined  by  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  a  somewhat  smaller 
amount  of  money  than  the  full  amount 
requested.  The  item  is  in  the  bill;  and 
I  expect  to  vote  for  it,  so  far  as  the 
amount  of  nearly  $33,000,000  is  con¬ 
cerned.  The  committee  has  determined 
to  reduce  the  amount  to  that  extent. 

So  I  earnestly  hope  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  will  forego  his  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment,  and  will  not 
ask  the  Senate  to  adopt  his  amendment 
to  the  committee  amendment,  in  view 
of  the  relatively  small  difference  between 
the  two  amounts. 

Would  not  it  be  better  for  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  to  agree  to  the  smaller 
amount,  especially  in  view  of  the  present 
financial  condition  of  the  Government — 
with  an  unbalanced  budget  and  with  our 
boys  being  killed  on  foreign  fields,  and 
with  the  necessity  for  the  Congress  to 
appropriate  large  sums  of  money  to  pro¬ 
tect  our  boys,  so  far  as  we  can,  and  also 
to  protect  our  country? 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  the  practical, 
everyday,  good-sense  view  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  would  be  for  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  to  say  that  he  is  perfectly  willing 
to  accept  an  amount  which  in  my  judg¬ 
ment  the  House  and  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  have  been  most  generous  in 
agreeing  to. 


I  do  not  believe  that  the  amount  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  committee  for  this 
program  has  even  been  equaled  before. 

I  do  not  recall  a  time  when  our  Govern¬ 
ment  has  ever  been  more  generous  in 
making  provision  for  an  undertaking  of 
this  sort. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  First,  I  may  say 
to  the  Senator  that  I  did  not  intend  to 
leave  the  impression  that  if  the  full 
amount  of  approximately  $36,000,000  is 
not  appropriated,  I  shall  not  want  to 
have  any  amount  appropriated.  I  did 
not  seek  to  leave  that  impression. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Perhaps  the  Sena¬ 
tor  misunderstood  me.  Nevertheless,  he 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
decrease  would  spoil  the  project.  So 
much  was  said  about  the  sad  effect  on 
the  project  if  the  amount  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  were  reduced  to  $32,700,000, 
that  I  received  the  impression  that  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  had  it  figured 
out  in  his  own  mind  and  knew  where 
every  dollar  of  the  money  would  be  used, 
and  that  he  was  convinced  that  if  the 
entire  amount  of  $36,645,000  was  not 
appropriated,  he  would  not  want  any 
money  at  all  appropriated,  but  would 
turn  down  any  smaller  amount. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  turn  down 
this  most  magnificent  gift — the  most 
magnificent  gift  the  Government  has 
ever  made  for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
first  let  me  explain  my  own  attitude. 
After  all,  this  is  not  a  private  project  of 
my  own,  and  I  do  not  expect  to  get  one 
of  these  scholarships. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course,  I  am  not 
suggesting  that. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  This  program  will 
be  administered  by  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  The  objective  of  this  program  is 
the  same  as  the  objective  of  the  ECA. 

I  should  like  to  make  a  deal  with  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee:  I  will  vote  to 
cut  the  ECA  appropriation  $10,000,000 
if  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  agree 
to  add  $5,000,000  to  the  appropriation 
for  this  program.  Certainly  I  think  the 
country  will  benefit  a  great  deal  more 
from  a  program  which  will  enable  us  to 
have  in  our  country  citizens  of  19  for¬ 
eign  countries,  who  will  be  influential 
both  in  a  military  and  in  a  diplomatic 
and  in  a  business  sense,  then  if  we  were 
to  spend  money  on  a  factory  in  one  of 
those  countries.  It  is  truly  my  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  return  from  this  program 
is  the  best  return  we  can  receive  from 
an  investment  of  public  funds.  That  is 
all  there  is  to  it. 

If  the  program  does  not  have  a  real 
bearing  upon  the  promotion  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy,  the  official  policy  of  this 
Government,  then  I  say  it  should  be  en¬ 
tirely  eliminated.  If  we  are  wrong  in 
the  significance  we  attach  to  the  pro¬ 
gram,  then  it  should  be  abandoned. 
But  it  is  an  accepted  policy,  as  expressed 
in  two  laws  passed  by  Congress,  one  being 
Public  Lav/  584,  passed  in  1946,  and  the 
other  the  Smith-Mundt  Act.  So  the 
program  is  not  a  new  one.  All  the  re¬ 
duction  in  the  appropriation  does  is 
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simply  to  make  the  amount  so  small 
that  the  program  cannot  be  effective. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  make  the  argument  to 
this  body  that  reducing  the  amount 
available  for  the  program  from  $36,645,- 
000  to  $32,700,000  will  destroy  the  pro¬ 
gram?  Is  that  what  the  Senator  says? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  reduction  in 
the  appropriation  will  weaken  it  sub¬ 
stantially. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  will  weaken  it 
substantially,  the  Senator  says. 

Mr.  FULBRIGgT.  It  certainly  will. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  How  in  the  world 
can  a  Senator  say  that  a  reduction  of 
about  $4,000,000 - 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  a  10-per¬ 
cent  reduction  in  the  program. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  the  Senator 
think  that  a  10 -percent  reduction  in 
the  appropriation  will  destroy  the  pro¬ 
gram? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  say  it  will  sub¬ 
stantially  weaken  it.  I  think  the  same 
can  be  said  about  many  other  programs. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Holland  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  hope  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  will 
not  compromise  in  line  with  the  sug¬ 
gestion  just  made. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  not  going  to 
compromise,  Mr.  President.  When  the 
Senator  uses  the  word  “compromise,”  he 
reminds  me  of  an  incident  that  occurred 
in  my  own  life.  I  will  tell  the  story.  At 
one  time  I  was  engaged  in  a  great  law 
suit.  It  was  a  forgery  case.  There  was 
involved  a  considerable  sum  of  money, 
thirty  or  forty  thousand  dollars,  which 
in  these  days,  when  I  was  a  youngster, 
meant  a  great  deal.  By  the  way,  we 
had  no  income  tax  in  those  days,  Mr. 
President. 

My  law  partner  was  an  elderly  lawyer. 
He  turned  the  case  over  to  me  for  the 
purpose,  as  he  said,  of  advertising  me. 

I  said,  “Good  heavens,  Carroll,  how  can 
you  expect  to  advertise  me  by  giving  me 
a  big  lawsuit  such  as  this  which  you  say 
at  the  outset  cannot  be  won?  You  said 
I  must  not  fool  myself  about  succeeding 
in  winning  it.  You  just  told  me  it  was 
impossible  to  win  it.”  He  said,  “I  have 
written  a  two-page  letter  to  the  bank  . 
telling  them  the  case  cannot  be  won.  I 
heard  you  try  a  case  the  other  day, 
though  you  did  not  know  it.  What  you 
need  is  advertising.  This  case  will  ad¬ 
vertise  you.” 

I  could  not  understand  how  losing  a 
case  of  any  kind  would  favorably  adver¬ 
tise  a  young  lawyer.  So  I  demurred  very 
strongly.  However,  my  partner  had  the 
upper  hand  and  I  had  to  follow  his  ad¬ 
vice,  and  I  did  so. 

There  were  11  lawyers  on  tjie  other 
side.  The  endorsers  of  the  paper  were 
all  rich  men,  and  they  had  employed 
good  lawyers.  I  tried  the  case  and  to 
the  astonishment  of  everyone  I  won  it. 
The  case  went  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
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the  State  of  Tennessee  and  I  finally  won 
it  there.  But  while  it  was  there  the 
lawyers  on  the  other  side,  one  of  whom 
was  Gen.  Luke  Wright,  who  was  after¬ 
ward  Secretary  of  War  under  Theodore 
Roosevelt,  another  one  of  whom  was 
Thomas  B.  Turley,  who  held  the  same 
position  that  I  hold  now  as  United  States 
Senator — both  were  great  lawyers — 
came  to  Colonel  Carroll  and  offered  to 
settle  the  case  at  50  cents  on  the  dollar, 
for  half  the  face  of  the  notes.  Colonel 
Carroll  recommended  that  settlement  to 
the  bank.  The  bank  agreed  to  it. 

Colonel  Carroll,  it  seems,  had  delivered 
a  talk  at  the  bank  directors’  meeting, 
and  had  spoken  about  me.  At  that  meet¬ 
ing  one  of  the  directors  insisted  on  call¬ 
ing  for  me.  I  went  there.  The  director 
said  that  Colonel  Carroll  had  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  bank  accept  the  offer 
of  settlement,  and  wanted  to  know  what 
I  would  recommend  if  the  case  were 
mine.  I  may  say  it  was  not  my  case. 
It  came  to  the  office  before  I  became  a 
partner  of  Colonel  Carroll.  I  tried  to 
evade  answering  the  question,  but  could 
not.  So,  very  foolishly,  I  said,  “Colonel 
Carroll  and  gentlemen,  I  would  not  ac¬ 
cept  that  compromise.”  I  placed  myself 
in  that  position.  I  refused  the  compro¬ 
mise.  It  was  not  a  compromise  such  as 
the  one  offered  by  us  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas.  We  offered  him  practically 
everything.  The  compromise  in  ques¬ 
tion  was  a  50-50  compromise.  One  of 
the  directors  said,  “Mr.  President,  I  move 
we  reconsider  and  let  the  case  take  its 
course.”  So  I  was  placed  in  the  situa¬ 
tion  of  continuing  to  fight  the  case,  be¬ 
cause  the  motion  was  adopted  by  the 
bank  directors.  The  case  went  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  I  won  it  there. 

I  will  say  I  never  spent  any  more  un¬ 
happy  days  in  my  life  than  those  I  spent 
after  having  made  that  very  foolish  deci¬ 
sion.  I  did  not  know  what  would  finally 
happen.  What  did  happen  was  that 
through  good  luck  the  Supreme  Court 
decided  in  my  favor,  and- my  clients  got 
every  dollar  of  the  money  sued  for. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  may  ob¬ 
tain  every  dollar  he  seeks,  but  I  doubt  it. 
If  I  were  in  his  place  I  would  certainly 
accept  the  approximately  $4,000,000  cut 
out  in  the  $36,000,000  asked  for. 

Looking  at  the  matter  in  a  plain,  com¬ 
mon-sense,  everyday  way,  I  express  the 
hope  that  the  Senate  will  stand  by  the 
committee.  The  subcommittee,  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
ran]  is  chairman,  which  considered  this 
matter  gave  it  its  best  attention.  They 
had  received  the  very  best  proof  and  evi¬ 
dence  that  could  be  obtained  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  They  recommended  an  immense 
amount  of  money  to  begin  with. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  not  fool  our¬ 
selves  about  the  way  we  spend  money. 
We  are  spending  money  too  rapidly. 
There  is  no  telling  what  may  happen  to 
us.  We  are  already  on  the  verge  of  a 
war,  and  we  ought  not  to  go  haywire,  so 
to  speak,  and  throw  money  away. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  view  of  the  argu¬ 
ments  made  yesterday,  I  desire  to  pro¬ 
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pound  a  question  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  This 
body  has  been  in  existence  longer  than 
the  public  laws  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  referred.  Does  not  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  consider  the 
amount  of  $32,000,000  allowed  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  approved  by  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  for  this  program  to  be  a  respecta¬ 
ble  amount? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Not  only  is  the 
amount  the  committee  recommended  a 
respectable  amount  for  the  purpose  in 
question,  but  it  is  one  of  the  most  gener¬ 
ous  things  any  government  in  the  world 
has  ever  done.  Members  of  this  body  are 
all  highly  educated  and  highly  informed 
men.  Does  any  Senator,  man  or  woman, 
know  of  any  comparable  gift  made  by 
any  government  for  the  purpose  of  edu¬ 
cation — a  gift  made  by  one  government 
to  the  citizens  of  other  governments  or 
to  other  governments?  Does  anyone 
know  of  any  such  generosity  by  one  gov¬ 
ernment  to  another  government  or  by 
one  people  to  another  people?  If  so,  I 
yield  to  any  Senator  who  will  rise  to  say 
that  he  knows  of  a  more  generous  gift 
than  this  one.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
this  is  the  most  generous  gift  which  ever 
was  proposed. 

It  has  been  only  during  the  past  fev; 
years  that  we  have  felt  that  the  Federal 
Government  has  the  power  to  contribute 
to  the  cost  of  education  in  the  States. 
However,  under  the  proposal  now  before 
us  we  shall  be  providing  for  education  all 
over  the  world. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we 
are  not  contributing  to  the  individual 
States  in  the  way  that  we  shall  be  con¬ 
tributing  to  the  foreign  countries  under 
this  program? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Undoubtedly  that  is 
true. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
although  the  Senate  has  passed  a  bill  for 
Federal  aid  to  education,  the  Congress 
as  a  whole  has  not  passed  it? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes  the  House  has 
not  passed  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  true  that  that 
measure  is  not  the  law  of  the  land? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  On  the  other  hand, 
under  the  program  now  before  us,  we 
shall  be  contributing  very  liberally  to 
the  proposal  sponsored  very  nobly,  in  my 
opinion,  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas; 
shall  we  not? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  wish  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  major  part  of  this  money 
is  not  for  education  at  all.  The  amount 
of  money  to  be  used  for  that  purpose  is 
only  a  minor  part  of  the  entire  amount. 
In  the  original  budget  estimate,  only 
$682,000  was  to  be  used  for  that  purpose. 
If  the  amount  provided  is  distributed 
according  to  the  schedule  I  read  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago,  which  I  obtained  from  the 
State  Department,  the  amount  of  money 
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to  be  used  for  education  will  be  cut  in 
half,  reduced,  let  us  say,  to  $350,000. 

Certainly  it  is  incorrect  to  leave  the 
impression  that  the  entire  amount  for 
this  program  will  be  used  for  education¬ 
al  purposes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  only  $350,000  will 
be  used  for  that  purpose,  what  will  be¬ 
come  of  the  remainder  of  the  $32,000,000 
or  $36,000,000? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  mean  to  say  that 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  left  the  im¬ 
pression  that  the  entire  amount  is  to  be 
used  for  education. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  what  is  the 
remainder  of  the  fund  to  be  used  for? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  particular 
part  to  be  used  for  the  exchange  of  stu¬ 
dents  is  a  very  small  portion  of  the  full 
amount.  ^ 

However,  of  course,  I  am  interested  in 
the  entire  program,  including  the  library 
service,  publications,  radio,  and  other 
things. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wish  to  say  that 
my  neighbor  from  Arkansas — for  he  lives 
near  me  and  he  bears  a  very  fine  repu¬ 
tation  in  his  State — is  a  very  active  and 
vigorous  and,  I  think,  successful  logi¬ 
cian,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  his  logic  in 
this  case;  I  think  he  goes  too  far.  If 
we  are  to  begin  this  plan,  and  if  we  are 
to  continue  with  it,  I  think  we  should  do 
so  in  a  reasonable  and  an  ordinary  way. 

I  think  we  should  not  undertake  to  spend 
such  tremendous  sums  of  money  sfor  such 
purposes  while  the  state  of  the  world  is 
as  it  is  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  the 
principal  purpose  of  the  entire  sum  is  to  ' 
try  to  make  the  state  of  the  world  a 
little  better. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  that  purpose,  because 
nothing  else  could  very  well  impel  him 
to  take  the  position  he  does  regarding 
this  matter.  I  know  he  conscientiously 
believes  it.  However,  I  think  he  is  mis¬ 
taken.  It  is  not  possible  to  buy  the 
friendship  of  men  or  of  nations.  Some¬ 
times  we  have  tried  to  do  so;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  impossible  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  friendship  of  either  men  or  of 
nations.  Those  who  try  it  find  that  it  is 
a  very  difficult  thing  to  do.  We  have 
tried  it  several  times,  and  have  found  the 
difficulty;  and  I  hope  we  never  under¬ 
take  it  again. 

Mr.  President,  I  favor  education  as 
much  as  does  anyone  else.  When  I  was 
a  boy  I  had  to  work  in  the  fields  in  the 
hot  sun.  Sometimes  the  temperature 
rose  to  95  or  100;  and  it  is  rather  difficult 
to  chop  cotton  or  plant  corn  or  cultivate 
corn  when  the  temperature  is  that  high. 
However,  finally  I  worked  out  my  own 
education.  I  have  the  greatest  sympathy 
for  the  boy  or  girl  who  is  not  educated, 
but  who  wants  to  have  an  education. 
We  should  help  them  in  every  way  we 
can. 

However,  this  proposal  comes  at  the 
wrong  time,  just  now. 

I  appeal  to  my  colleagues  in  this  body 
to  vote  with  the  committee  on  this  mat¬ 
ter,  Mr.  President.  The  committee  has 
done  a  very  sensible  and  fair  and  just 
thing.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran],  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  has  allowed  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  almost  all  he  wants.  The  cup 


of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  may  not 
be  running  over,  but  it  is  almost  running 
over.  Yet  he  comes  before  us  now  and 
opposes  the  allowance  the  committee  has 
so  generously  voted  to  make  in  this 
matter. 

I  hope  that  upon  second  thought  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  will  withdraw  his 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  for  it  should  be  withdrawn.  This 
is  no  time  to  spend  money  in  the  way  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  proposes. 

Mr.  President,  strange  as  it  may  ap¬ 
pear,  there  are  in  this  country  some  boys 
and  girls  who  need  an  education,  and 
need  it  very  badly.  However,  although 
we  are  making  some  provision  for  edu¬ 
cation,  we  are  not  doing  so  in  the  way 
that  would  be  done  for  the  young  people 
of  foreign  countries  under  this  proposal, 
under  which  considerable  sums  of  money 
would  be  spent  for  that  purpose  in  for¬ 
eign  countries.  Strange  as  it  may  seem, 
Mr.  President,  of  course —  to  look  at  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas — 
one  would  never  think  so,  because  he 
gives  every  appearance  of  success,  hap¬ 
piness,  good  education,  and  everything 
else — but,  strange  as  it  may  seem,  there 
are  in  Arkansas  some  persons  who  would 
like  to  be  educated  in  the  way  that  the 
proposal  now  before  us  provides  for  the 
education  of  persons  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries.  Certainly  there  are  in  the  United 
States,  and  certainly  there  are  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  in  particular,  young  people  who 
would  like  to  have  these  grand  trips  and 
would  like  to  have  this  generosity  show¬ 
ered  upon  them.  However,  this  is  not 
the  time  to  do  so. 

This  program  should  be  deferred,  Mr, 
President. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  simply  wish  to  point 
out - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  going  to  make 
an  observation. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  a  question.  Does 
not  the  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
(Committee  think  that  in  order  to  show 
the  people  of  the  United  States  just  what 
this  money  is  to  be  spent  for,  the  entire 
wording  of  this  particular  section  of  the 
bill — appearing  on  pages  53  to  55 — 
should  be  inserted  at  this  point  in  the 
Record?  Let  me  read  it,  if  the  indul¬ 
gence  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is 
granted  me  for  the  moment,  so  that  we 
may  keep  the  record  clear  as  to  how 
much  money  the  American  people,  the 
taxpayers — the  ones  who  would  punish 
the  Senate —  are  willing  to  spend  for  this 
particular  purpose: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  to  carry  out  international 
information  and  educational  activities — 

That,  of  course,  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  educational  program  about  which 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  talks.  But — 

as  authorized  by  the  United  States  Infor¬ 
mation  and-  Educational  Exchange  Act  of 
1948. 

We  then  come  to  the  following; 

Salaries,  expenses,  and  allowances  of  per¬ 
sonnel  and  dependents  as  authorized  by  the 


Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  *  *  *;  ex¬ 

penses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  activities  provided  for  under  this  ap¬ 
propriation  (not  to  exceed  $11,000);  printing 
and  binding;  entertainment  within-  the 
United  States. 

This  is  not  for  the  entertainment  of 
American  boys  or  American  girls,  but  it 
is  for  the  entertainment  of  those  who 
are  to  become  the  beneficiaries  of  the 
$32,700,000.  * 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  My  understanding 
is — and  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
whether  it  is  correct — that  the  students 
are  to  be  brought  to  the  United  States 
from  various  foreign  countries  at  the 
expense  of  the  United  States,  they  are 
to  be  kept  here  at  our  expense,  and  they 
are  to  be  educated  at  the  expense  of  the 
United  States  Government — all  of  which, 
as  I  have  said  time  and  again  this  after¬ 
noon  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  is 
very  generous.  It  is  extremely  generous. 
It  is  extraordinarily  generous.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  cannot  mention  another  country 
that  has  ever  done  anything  like  it.  It 
is  wonderfully  generous.  But  it  is  all 
being  done  at  the  expense  of  the  United 
States.  The  budget  of  the  United  States 
Government  is  not  balanced,  as  we  all 
know.  I  hope  to  heaven  it  will  be  bal¬ 
anced,  and  balanced  soon.  I  believe  that 
a  country  ought  to  pay  its  debts,  just  as 
I  believe  that  a  man  ought  to  pay  his 
debts.  A  man  who  does  not  do  so  is 
hardly  worthy  to  live. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  proceed,  in  order  to  rhake  the 
Record  straight  as  to  where  the  $32,700,- 
000  which  the  committee  approved,  and 
which  is  now  being  recommended  to  the 
Senate  for  its  approval,  is  to  go.  I  men¬ 
tioned  entertainment  within  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  How  much? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  it  so  much  per 
day? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  is  “not  to  exceed 
$5,000.”  Nevertheless,  that  $5,000  is  part 
of  the  $32,700,000  recommended  by  the 
Senate  committee.  Reading  farther 
from  the  bill: 

Hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Are  those  for  American  boys  or  Amer¬ 
ican  girls?  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas.  It  continues: 

Services  as  authorized  by  section  16  of 
the  act  of  August  2,  1946  *  *  *;  advance 

of  funds  notwithstanding  section  3648  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  as  amended;  actual  ex¬ 
penses  of  preparing  and  transporting  to  their 
former  homes  the  remains  of  persons — 

That  is,  transporting  their  remains 
when  they  die  here — 

not  United  States  Government  employees, 
who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while 
participating  in  activities  authorized  under 
this  appropriation;  establishment  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  and  other  experiment 
and  demonstration  stations  in  other  Amer¬ 
ican  countries,  on  land  acquired  by  gift  or 
lease,  and  construction  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings  thereon;  radio  activities  and  acquisition 
and  production  of  motion  pictures  and  visual 
materials  and  purchase  or  rental  of  tech¬ 
nical  equipment  and  facilities  therefor,  nar- 
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ration  and  script-writing,  by  contract  or 
otherwise;  and  purchase  of  objects  for  pres¬ 
entation  to  foreign  governments — 

A  presentation  to  o-  r  Government?  A 
presentation  to  our  schools  and  to  our 
institutions?  No — 

to  foreign  governments,  schools,  or  organ¬ 
izations;  $32,700,000 — 

The  sum  approved  by  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

I  think  the  committee  has  been  ex¬ 
tremely  liberal.  If  the  argument  yes¬ 
terday  was  correct,  that  this  body  can¬ 
not  provide  for  itself  necessary  and  ade¬ 
quate  office  space  and  rooms  in  order  to 
take  care  of  the  needs  of  Senators,  so 
that  an  employee  may  be  able  to  wash 
her  hands  in  privacy,  then  I  think  the 
same  argument  should  be  used  in  this 
particular  instance,  because  as  stated  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see,  the  committee  has  been  liberal,  and 
its  action  should  be  sustained.  We  have 
been  extremely  liberal,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  very  much.  I  now 
want  to  yield  to  my  friend  from  New 
York. 

Several  Senators.  Question!  Ques¬ 
tion! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
solicitude  of  the  able  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  is  appreciated. 
He  appeared  before  the  committee  and 
made  an  extensive  statement,  in  his  able 
way.  The  trouble  now  is  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor,  to  my  mind,  is  addressing  himself 
to  the  wrong  tribunal.  The  committee 
has  recommended  an  appropriation  of 
$32,700,000,  which  the  State  Department 
can  allocate  as  it  sees  fit.  It  can  cut  its 
program  if  it  sees  fit,  though  it  is  not 
required  to  do  so.  What  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  can  do  is  to  address  the 
State  Department  and  see  to  it  that  the 
cut  is  not  quite  so  deep  as  is  indicated 
by  his  figure. 

I  have  a  copy  of  the  figures  I  think  the 
Senator  was  using  today,  by  which  it  is 
proposed  to  cut  the  item  of  exchange  of 
persons  program  $300,000r  I  do  not  see 
that  that  is  necessary.  The  Department 
can  do  as  it  likes  about  that. 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  an  appropriation  of  $32,700,000, 
which  is  $1,300,000  below  the  House  fig¬ 
ure,  and  $3,945,000  below  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  estimate. 

For  1950,  the  appropriation  was  $47,- 
300,000.  But  $11,475,000  of  that  amount 
was  for  a  nonrecurring  item,  namely, 
the  construction  of  radio  range  and  facil¬ 
ities.  The  committee  is  aware  that  there 
are  those  who  favor  tremendous  increase 
in  this  item.  We  have  heard  all  kinds  of 
figures  that  could  be  used  in  connection 
with  this  program.  The  committee’s 
recommendation  is  felt  to  be  sufficient,  in 
view  of  the  Government’s  present  fiscal 
condition,  and  we  feel  that  the  amount 
recommended  will  allow  a  well  balanced 
program  in  the  field. 

If  this  were  the  only  money  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  this  particular  objective  it  might 


be  different.  At  least,  those  who  are  so 
solicitous  about  it  might  have  some  con¬ 
cern.  But  let  me  say  that  ECA  has  a 
technical  assistance  program  of  $15,000,- 
000,  which  involves  the  very  same  items. 
The  High  Commissioner  of  Germany  has 
a  program  of  $18,500,000,  which  involves 
almost  the  same  identical  item  as  this. 
The  Government  of  Occupied  Areas  has  a 
program  of  $4,350,000,  involving  items 
such  as  this;  and  Point  4,  with  $10,000,- 
000,  in  this  very  bill,  has  a  program  quite 
similar  to  this. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mi'.  McCARRAN.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  sometimes  we  can  take 
cognizance  of  rumors.  There  is  a  rumor 
_  which  is  now  prevalent  that  the  President 
is  to  send  to  the  Senate  a  message  re¬ 
questing  a  supplemental  $100,000,000  to 
be  applied  to  this  particular  program. 
The  Appropriations  Committee  was 
guided  by  what  was  thought  to  be,  and 
which  is  now  thought  to  be,  the  view  of 
the  Congress.  In  other  words,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  a  cut  somewhere.  With 
reference  to  this  program,  perhaps  if  we 
had  $20,000,000,000  to  spare,  more  might 
be  appropriated  for  it.  But  we  do  not 
have  it.  There  is  a  deficit  now,  and  it  is 
increasing.  We  are  operating  “in  the 
red,”  and  we  are  going  to  go  further  “in 
the  red.”  From  day  to  day  we  are  going 
to  have  a  call  for  more  and  more  appro¬ 
priations  for  necessities,  in  order  that  we 
may  save  lives  abroad,  in  order  that  we 
may  bring  this  war  to  an  end — call  it  a 
war  or  a  police  activity,  or  whatever  one 
may  wish  to  call  it ;  I  care  not  what. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  promised  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  mentioned  the  point  4  program, 
involving  $10,000,000.  Is  it  not  true  that 
we  authorized  the  transfer  of  over  $2,- 
000,000  into  that  fund? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct ;  but 
does  not  that  all  the  more  augment  my 
position? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  would  gather  from 
the  attitude  of  the  Senator  and  from  the 
attitude  of  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  that  any  proposals  for  any 
increased  sums  would  certainly  meet 
with  a  cold  reception  in  the  committee. 
If  it  is  unwilling  to  recommend  in  this 
instance  an  appropriation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $36,000,000,  how  in  the  world  can 
any  proposal  of  $100,000,000  be  expected 
to  be  accepted?  Here  is  a  regular  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  authorized  by  two 
legislative  acts.  It  is  in  being;  it  is  func¬ 
tioning. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  So,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  not  logical  to  cut  it  on  the  basis  of 
rumors  as  to  some  other  programs  which 
may  or  may  not  come  up. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  But  we  are  not  cut¬ 
ting  it.  The  Senator  takes  a  position, 
which  led  to  a  fallacious  statement  a 
while  ago,  that  this  will  ruin  the  entire 
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program.  It  will  not  do  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  It  would  certainly 
weaken  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator’s  atti¬ 
tude  is  like  that  of  the  character  in  the 
fable  who  was  holding  out  for  more.  We 
would  give  the  Senator  more  if  it  were 
possible,  and  if  we  could  see  the  results. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  on  that  point  before 
he  goes  to  another  point? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  am  perfectly  will¬ 
ing  to  join  with  the  committee  to  cut  the 
ECA  appropriation.  They  are  both  de¬ 
signed  for  the  same  purpose,  namely,  to 
further  our  foreign  policy.  It  is  my  con¬ 
sidered  judgment  that  a  dollar  spent  in 
connection  with  this  program  will  bring 
greater  returns  than  will  a  dollar  spent 
for  ECA.  There  we  have  a  program  call¬ 
ing  for  $3,000,000,000,  but  the  commit¬ 
tee  could  not  swallow  $36,000,000.  If  the 
Senator  wants  to  save  money  by  cutting 
the  ECA  appropriation,  he  has  my  vote. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say,  in  response  to  what  the  able 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  just  said, 
that  as  chairman  of  the  watchdog  com¬ 
mittee  I  went  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  recommended  a  cut  in 
ECA  so  that  the  amount  would  be  only 
$2,200,000,000,  plus  the  carry-over,  which 
is  $276,000,000.  I  think  the  ECA  appro¬ 
priation  should  be  cut;  I  have  said  so  re¬ 
peatedly.  I  think  it  should  be  reduced 
so  that  in  1952  it  will  be  cut  out  com¬ 
pletely.  Somewhere  along  the  line,  Mr. 
President,  the  Congress  must  curtail  ex¬ 
penditures.  Here  is  a  place  where,  if  the 
program  has  all  the  merits  claimed  for 
it — and  I  am  not  going  to  argue  about 
that — the  Senator  from  Arkansas  can 
take  his  fine  argument  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment  and  say,  “Do  not  cut  this  pro¬ 
gram;  cut  somewhere  else.”  I  think  it 
would  be  a  forceful  argument,  because  if 
he  presents  his  argument  to  the  State 
Department  as  he  presented  it  to  the 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  he  will 
be  very  convincing.  That  is  why  he  is 
getting  what  he  is  getting. 

I  apologize  to  the  Senator.  I  did  not 
mean  it  as  a  personal  matter  at  all.  The 
program  is  now  receiving  a  large  amount 
from  the  Appropriations  Committee.  If 
the  State  Department  wants  to  cut  the 
particular  item  $300,000,  it  is  not  the 
fault  of  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
They  can  allocate  the  appropriation  as 
they  see  fit  and  as  they  think  the  pro¬ 
gram  deserves. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  to 
make  it  clear  that  I  asked  the  committee 
to  earmark  a  minimum  amount  for  the 
program,  but  the  committee  refused  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Senator 
knows  better  than  I  do  how  these  things 
operate.  They  have  certain  overhead 
expenses,  and  there  is  nothing  I  can  do 
about  it,  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
cannot  do  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Cuts  are  always 
made  where  there  is  the  greatest  pull  on 
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the  heart  strings.  That  is  the  reason 
why  the  program  in  which  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  is  so  much  interested  has 
been  cut.  It  was  known  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor,  with  his  natural  eloquence,  would  go 
to  the  floor  and  try  to  have  the  amount 
restored. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  hold  the 
Senate  any  longer.  The  committee  held 
full  and  careful  hearings  on  the  question. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
r  Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  first,  that  I' congratulate  him. 
I  felt  he  did  a  very  thorough  and  care¬ 
ful  job  with  his  administrative  assist¬ 
ants  and  with  the  administrative  assist¬ 
ants  of  the  committee  in  working  out  the 
various  provisions  of  this  chapter  of  the 
appropriations  bill.  As  the  member  of 
the  minority  party  who  was  in  part  re¬ 
sponsible  for  this  bill,  I  finally  agreed 
with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  on  every 
single  item  of  the  chapter  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  this  particular  item.  The 
budget  estimate  was  $36,645,000.  The 
House  cut  it  to  $34,000,000.  A  motion 
was  made  in  the  subcommittee  to  cut  it 
to  $30,000,000,  but  it  was  finally  compro¬ 
mised  at  $32,700,000. 

I  hope,  in  view  of  the  rumor,  which  I 
think  is  more  than  a  rumor,  which  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  mentioned,  re¬ 
garding  an  additional  $100,000,000,  we 
may  properly  leave  the  committee  sub- 
gestion  where  it  is  and  deal  with  the 
$100,000,000  when  the  request  is  pre¬ 
sented. 

There  was  a  very  great  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  subcommittee  and  in  the 
full  committee  as  to  the  amount,  and  I 
felt,  in  the  end,  that  $32,700,000  was  ap¬ 
proximately  fair. 

I  would  respectfully  say  that  it  is  my 
belief  that  it  adds  to  the  security  of  our 
country  to  give  information  to  other  na¬ 
tions  as  to  what  we  believe  is  helpful  for 
them  to  know  and  to  understand  with 
relation  to  our  mode  of  life  arid  with  re¬ 
lation  to  what  the  ideal  of  democracy  in 
its  full  sense  means.  I  would  point  out — 
I  do  not  think  it  has  yet  been  pointed 
out — that  under  the  estimates  $11,700,- 
000,  in  round  figures,  would  go  to  radio; 
$3,800,000  to  motion  pictures;  $6,200,000 
to  the  press;  $4,100,000  to  libraries;  $3,- 
500,000  to  exchange  of  persons,  which  is 
the  interest  of  the  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas;  $2,900,000  to  technical  cooperation; 
$9,100,000  to  the  USEI  Mission;  and 
$3,200,000  for  administrative  purposes. 

As  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
stated,  those  estimates  would  be  cut 
down  $2,300,000  in  their  total  amount. 
This  was  a  compromise,  after  long  dis¬ 
cussion.  While  I  should  like  to  see  the 
amount  greater,  I  think  it  is  as  fair  a 
compromise  as  could  be  reached  under 
all  the  circumstances.  The  statements 
which  have  been  made  concerning  addi¬ 
tional  amounts  for  this  purpose  have 
been  considered,  and  I  believe  we  should 
let  this  item  go  unchallenged. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
appeal  to  the  Senate  that  after  such  full 
consideration  has  been  given,  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Arkansas  should  not  be  adopted. 


Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 

will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  What  would  the 
Senator  suggest  as  to  a  limitation,  along 
the  line  of  my  suggestion  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  as  to  a  supplementation? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  would  not  have 
the  authority  to  commit  the  committee. 
That  matter  was  presented. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  What  would  be  the 
Senator’s  personal  feelings?  Would  he 
personally  support  such  a  limitation? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Not  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  He  would  not? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Not  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  an  observation,  but  I  do  not  want 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  perfectly 
agreeable  to  me  to  have  the  Senator 
make  his  observation  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  for  his  courtesy.  I  merely  wish 
to  make  one  point.  There  seems  to  be  ar 
mistaken  impression  entertained  by  some 
Members  of  the  Senate.  The  impression 
seems  to  be  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
funds  provided  in  this  item  of  the  bill 
would  be  used  for  educational  purposes, 
the  project  described  and  advocated  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  FdlbrightI.  That  project  is  a 
valuable  one,  and  I  favor  it.  However,  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  amount  for 
educational  purposes  out  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  appropriation  of  $36,645,000  to 
supplement  the  other  funds  for  edu¬ 
cation  would  be  less  than  10  percent.  It 
is  closer  to  5  percent  of  the  entire 
amount. 

As  the  able  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  pointed  out,  the  greater  part 
of  the  funds  to  be  provided  would  be 
used  for  other  purposes.  The  $36,000,- 
000  would  be  used  mainly  to  prove  to  the 
world — to  our  friends  and  to  those  whom 
we  hope  to  make  our  friends — that  the 
purposes  of  this  country  are  unselfish 
and  that  we  have  no  devious  designs.  I 
think  one  of  the  most  unfortunate  fea¬ 
tures  of  this  whole  situation  is  the  fact 
that  our  purposes  and  our  political 
philosophy  have  been  misrepresented, 
largely  in  Asia,  but  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  as  well,  by  the  Soviets  and  their 
satellites.  We  know  our  purposes  are 
noble.  We  know  that  our  record  for  the 
past  150  years  is  a  noble  one.  Unfor¬ 
tunately,  all  the  people  of  the  world  do 
not  know  that.  They  must  be  told  it 
time  and  time  again.  The  facts  must  be 
brought  home  to  them.  That  is  the  only 
way  in  which  we  can  make  friends. 

President,  last  night  I  voted 
against  the  erection  of  a  new  Senate 
Office  Building  which  would  have  cost 
$20,000,000  or  $25,000,000  before  comple¬ 
tion.  I  did  so  very  reluctantly.  I  did 
it  at  great  cost  to  my  convenience  and 
the  efficiency  of  my  office;  but,  as  I 
pointed  out,  I  felt  that  this  was  not 
the  time  to  use  money  for  nonessentials. 

I  said  I  wanted  to  use  available  funds — 
and  more  funds  will  be  needed  than  we 
realize  today — to  be  used,  first,  for  our 
security  and  that  of  our  friends  and 
allies,  second,  for  the  health  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  people  of  the  Nation,  and 


third,  for  the  efficient  operation  of  gov¬ 
ernment.  I  said  I  intended  to  cast  my 
votes  in  the  Senate  for  those  purposes. 

I  believe  the  item  under  consideration 
is  a  defense  and  security  item.  If  there 
ever  was  a  security  measure,  this  is  one. 
I  believe  if  we  can  hold  our  friends  and 
make  new  ones  based  on  confidence  and 
respect  for  us  as  a  people  and  for  our 
purposes,  we  shall  not  only  insure  our 
military  security  but  shall  save  a  great 
deal  of  money  as  well.  I  think  it  is  a 
pity  that  the  amount  of  money  asked 
for,  $36,645,000,  which  in  itself  is  far 
less  than  I  think  should  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  this  purpose,  has  been  reduced 
to  $32,700,00,  which  represents  a  cut  of 
more  than  10  percent.  Therefore,  I 
have  urged  in  several  colloquys — and 
urge  now — that  we  increase  this  appro¬ 
priation  to  the  sum  recommended  by  the 
Budget  Bureau. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
argument  made  by  the  able  Senator 
from  New  York  is  the  same  argument 
to  which  we  have  listened  before.  If 
we  had  hundreds  of  billions  of  dollars 
lying  in  our  Treasury  today,  the  argu¬ 
ment  might  have  great  force.  However, 
we  do  not  have  it.  Somewhere  along 
the  line,  Mr.  President,  some  agencies 
must  curtail — not  be  destroyed,  not  be 
put  out  of  existence,  but  curtailed. 
That  is  necessary  so  that  all  agencies 
of  the  Government  may  have  a  reason¬ 
able  sum  of  money  with  which  to 
operate. 

Mr.  President,  as  we  go  through  this 
bill  for  several  days  we  shall  find  that 
many  agencies  have  had  to  accept  rea¬ 
sonable  curtailment.  If  they  were  to 
make  their  pleas  to  the  Senate,  they 
would  make  them  as  forcibly  as  the  able 
Senator  from  New  York  and  the  able 
Senator  from  Arkansas  have  made  their 
pleas.  This  proposal  would  not  destroy 
the  program  in  which  the  Senators  are 
interested.  It  would  not  impair  it  to 
the  extent  that  it  could  be  called  an 
impairment.  It  would  curtail  the  pro¬ 
gram,  so  that  those  who  foster,  promote, 
and  guide  it  may  be  guarded  in  their 
expenditures  by  the  admonition  which 
the  Congress  would  bring  to  them  by 
way  of  the  imposition  of  this  cut  in  the 
appropriation, 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  will 
not  prevail. 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators  an¬ 


swered  to  1 

Aiken 

Bricker 

Butler 

Connally 

Donnell 

Douglas 

Dworshak 

Hendrickson 

Hickenlooper 


eir  names: 
Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Knowland 
Lehman 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McKellar 
Robertson 


Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith,  Maine 
Smith,  N.  J. 
Sparkman 
Taft 

Thomas,  Okla. 
Wherry  « 

Williams  i 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present.  The  clerk  will  call 
the  names  of  the  absent  Senators. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  the  absent  Senators,  and  Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Fulbright,  Mr. 
George,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Kem,  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr. 


1950  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Murray,  and  Mr.  O’Mahoney  answered 
to  their  names  when  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  move  that  the  Sergeant 
at  Arms  be  directed  to  request  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  absent  Senators. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr. 
Martin,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  McMahon, 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  McClellan,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Texas,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Cordon, 
Mr.  McFarland,  Mr.  Eastland,  Mr. 
Anderson,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Frear,  Mr. 
Bridges,  Mr.  Gillette,  Mr.  Lodge,  Mr. 
Mundt,  Mr.  Tydings,  Mr.  Myers,  Mr. 
Langer,  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr. 
Millikin,  Mr.  O’Conor,  Mr.  Wiley,  Mr. 
Jenner,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Utah,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Mr.  Thye,  Mr. 
Neely,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr.  Ecton,  Mr.  Ma¬ 
lone,  and  Mr.  Graham  entered  the 
Chamber  and  answered  to  their  names. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  tMr.  Fulbright]  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  54,  in  line  13. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Will  the  Chair  please 
state  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  54,  in  line 
13,  namely,  to  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  figure 
“$32,700,000”,  the  figure  “$36,645,000.” 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
is  absent  on  public  business,  and  if  pres¬ 
ent  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 

Downey]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr],  and  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Russell]  are  detained  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 

Hunt]  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefauver]  are  absent  on  official 
committee  business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  trom  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Leahy]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Pepper]  are  necessarily  absent. 

•Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 


Cain],  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Darby],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  25, 
nays  53,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 26 


Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

Fulbright 

Lehman 

Myers 

Graham. 

Lodge 

Neely 

Hayden 

McClellan 

O’Conor 

Hill 

McFarland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Holland 

McMahon 

Sparkman 

Humphrey 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

lyes 

Morse 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Mundt 

NAYS— 53 

Aiken 

Gillette 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Green 

Millikin 

Brewster 

Gurney 

O'Mahoney 

Brlcker 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

SaltonstaU 

Butler 

Hoey 

Schoeppel 

Byrd 

Jenner 

Smith,  Maine 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Stennis 

Chavez 

Kem 

Taft 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Donnell 

Langer 

Thye 

Dworshak 

Lucas 

Tydings 

Eastland 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

■Wherry 

Ferguson 

McKellar 

Williams 

Frear 

Malone 

Young 

George 

Martin 

NOT  VOTING— 

18 

Benton 

Flanders 

Pepper 

Cain 

Hunt 

Russell 

Capehart 

Kefauver 

Taylor 

Darby 

Kerr 

Tobey 

Downey 

Leahy 

Vandenberg 

Ellender 

Long 

Withers 

So  Mr.  Fulbright’s  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  54,  beginning  in 
line  13. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  54, 
in  line  20,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “$3,000,000”  and  insert  “$2,- 
875,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Philippine  rehabilitation,”  on 
page  55,  line  21,  after  the  numerals 
“1949”,  to  strike  out  “$13,000,000”  and 
insert  “$10,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  the  committee 
amendment  decreases  the  appropriation 
made  by  the  House,  would  a  motion  to 
cut  the  appropriation  still  further  re¬ 
quire  unanimous  consent? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No.  The 
Chair  thinks  that  an  amendment  to  a 
committee  amendment  is  in  order. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  at  a  later  pe¬ 
riod,  after  we  have  gone  over  the  bill 
chapter  by  chapter? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
is  now  considering  the  bill  amendment 
by  amendment.  Whenever  a  committee 
amendment  is  before  the  Senate,  that  is 
the  time  to  offer  an  amendment  to  it. 
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not  to  wait,  because,  as  the  Senate  goes 
through  the  bill,  the  committee  amend¬ 
ments  are  being  agreed  to.  Regardless 
of  what  chapter  they  are  in,  amend¬ 
ments  to  committee  amendments  must 
be  offered  at  the  time  the  committee 
amendments  are  being  considered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  that  is  true,  when  the 
committee  amendment  increases  the 
amount  authorized  by  the  House. 

The  VICE  PRESID5NT.  It  does  not 
matter  whether  it  increases  it  or  de¬ 
creases  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  55,  line  21. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
we  discussed  briefly  before  the  Senate 
the  possibility  of  reaching  some  kind  of 
unanimous-consent  agreement  limiting 
the  time  of  debate  on  various  amend¬ 
ments  and  on  the  bill.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  after  having  taken  all  day  yester¬ 
day  upon  one  amendment,  and  having 
taken  practically  3V2  hours  this  after¬ 
noon  on  another  amendment,  if  we  are 
to  expedite  the  voting  on  amendments 
and  the  passage  of  the  bill,  we  ought  to 
be  able  to  reach  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement.  I  suggested  some  time  ago 
that  possibly  an  agreement  allowing  10 
minutes  to  each  Senator  who  might  de¬ 
sire  to  speak  upon  any  amendment  would 
be  acceptable.  It  would  certainly  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and,  I  think,  to  most  of  the  Senators  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  again  inquire 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  as  to 
whether  it  may  be  possible  to  obtain  an 
agreement  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  inquiry  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader,  I  may  say  that 
there  has  been  much  work  done  in  an 
attempt  to  get  an  agreement  with  respect 
to  the  time  for  debating  the  amend¬ 
ments.  I  should  like  to  state  to  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  however,  that  I  know  of 
two  amendments  to  be  filed  which  have 
not  yet  been  filed.  After  they  are  pre¬ 
sented,  I  am  satisfied  we  can  work  out 
some  sort  of  an  arrangement.  Those 
who  intend  to  present  those  amend¬ 
ments  desire  more  time.  I  had  even 
thought  of  suggesting  an  exception  as 
to  a  few  amendments  and  perhaps 
agreeing  on  a  limitation  as  to  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  them.  I  also  thought  of 
proposing  a  time  limit  on  debate  of  the 
chapters. 

While  I  desire  to  cooperate  with  the 
majority  leader,  I  must  say  that  until 
the  amendments  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  have  been  offered — which  I  hope 
will  be  done  not  later  than  this  after¬ 
noon  or  tomorrow  morning — I  would  not 
be  in  a  position  to  go  along  with  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request.  However,  I  think 
it  can  be  worked  out  as  soon  as  those 
amendments  have  been  offered. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  the  approximate 
length  of  time  which  will  be  necessary 
in  order  to  debate  the  particular  amend¬ 
ments  referred  to  which  have  not  jet 
been  offered? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  bear  with  me,  there  are  two 
or  three  speeches  on  matters  other  than 
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amendments,  as  to  which  it  may  be  de¬ 
sirable  to  endeavor  to  limit  the  time,  if 
Senators  want  to  make  speeches. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  be 
permitted  to  finish  my  answer. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  For  example,  I  know 
of  at  least  two  speeches  on  subjects  other 
than  the  appropriation  bill  which  would 
have  to  be  canceled  completely  or  lim¬ 
ited  to  10  minutes.  As  I  said,  if  the 
Senator  will  bear  with  us,  we  are  trying 
to  iron  out  this  matter.  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  do  it  today,  but  if  the  major¬ 
ity  leader  will  renew  his  request,  which 
I  think  is  a  very  legitimate  one,  I  shall 
try  to  answer  the  inquiry  definitely  some¬ 
time  tomorrow. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  shall  subside  for  the 
moment,  and  shall  interrogate  the  Sen¬ 
ator  later. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  in  full  sympathy 
with  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  Senator  who  is  trying  to  proceed 
■with  the  appropriation  bill  is  to  be 
blamed  when  time  is  taken  out  for  other 
matters.  If  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  will  con¬ 
sult  the  Record  of  yesterday,  they  will 
see  that  it  was  not  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
or  anyone  else  handling  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  who  took  the  time.  The  debate 
was  on  something  else.  I  shall  be  in 
complete  sympathy  with  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  if  he  will  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  limit  debate  on  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  and  will  at  the  same  time 
propose  a  limitation  of  debate  on  other 
matters.  It  is  not  fair  to  blame  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  for  the 
debates  which  took  place  yesterday. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not 
attaching  any  blame  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  I  have  all  the  affec¬ 
tion  and  respect  in  the  world  for  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman,  who  sits  at  my 
side  day  after  day,  and  for  all  the  other 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee.  I  was  only  attempting  to  follow 
through  with  a  more  or  less  tentative 
arrangement  which  had  been  discussed 
with  different  Members  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “The  Institute  of  Inter-Ameri¬ 
can  Affairs,’’  on  page  56,  line  15,  after 
the  word  “vehicles”,  to  strike  out 
“$5  500,000”  and  insert  “$5,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

-  ftp  HOMiMfeja 

TIES — NOT  X  LOCAL  MATTER,  BUT  AN 

INCIDENT^  U.  S.  S.  R.  STRATEGY 

Mr.  FBRGUSON.  No  one  who  has 
followed/ the  course  of  events  since  the 
closinar'years  of  World  War  II  could  have 
any  doubts  about  the  meaning  of  hos¬ 
tilities  in  Korea.  Except  for  Koreans 
themselves,  north  and  south  of  the 
lirty-eighth  parallel,  the  situation  in 
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Korea  is  not  a  local  matter.  It  is  defi¬ 
nitely  an  incident  in  Russian  world 
3trategy  directed  from  Moscow.  Proof 
if  this  central  fact  is  indisputable.  Any 
ippraisal  which  fails  to  recognize  this 
fact  would  be  unrealistic. 

Taken  by  themselves,  the  Korean  peo¬ 
ple’s  only  desire  is  the  national  unity  and 
independence  of  their  country.  If  left 
svholly  to  themselves,  without  interven¬ 
tion  from  outside  influences,  develop¬ 
ments  in  Korea  might  be  considered  a 
local  matter.  Factional  strife  might 
(even  have  been  avoided  if  Korea  had 
not  been  split  into  two  areas,  with  each 
area  conditioned  into  opposing  factions. 

But  the  Korean  situation  has  not  de¬ 
veloped  in  a  vacuum.  It  came  about  in 
the  framework  of  Soviet  strategy  in  its 
war  against  the  United  States  and  other 
free  countries.  As  in  the  division  of 
Germany  and  Austria,  the  Soviet  Union 
managed  the  division  of  Korea  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Soviets  with  a  base  and  instru¬ 
ment  for  its  operations.  This  is  what 
raises  the  Korean  outbreak  from  a  local 
(natter  to  an  international  affair. 

U.  S.  S.  R.  WORLD  STRATEGY  / 

kyssian  relations  with  the  rest  of  i, he 
world  flow  in  two  main  channels g  1) 
Old-styte  Russian  imperialism,  and  (2) 
the  Coiivpiunist  crusade.  Each  is  com¬ 
plementary  to  the  other ;  whenever  Rus¬ 
sia  extendsfeer  national  bourujaries,  pos¬ 
sessions,  andt  interests,  communism  is 
served ;  and  \  wherever  /  communism 
makes  headway^ussiaivnational  inter¬ 
ests  are  served. 

Under  the  policy  ^’imperialism,  Rus¬ 
sia  has  taken  over  .^rritories  formerly 
independent  as  in  ^atvV  Lithuania,  and 
Estonia.  She  hjas  alsoNaken  territory 
belonging  to  otjfer  nation&such  as  parts 
of  Poland,  Finland,  BulganW  and  Man¬ 
churia  in  Cfifna.  Where  it  wise  not 
to  take  j/Ver  territories,  Russia  has 
sovietized'  them  in  the  form  of  stellites 
which  jBocept  Russian  dominatiofe  and 
do  he/ bidding.  These  are  her  spheres 
of  influence  and  the  colonies  she 
plolts,  all  well-known  forms  of  i: 
perialist  policies.  She  is  welding  them 
into  a  Pan-Slav  union,  an  old  Russian 
imperialist  dream.  Other  imperialist 
policies  are  Russia’s  attempts  to  reach 
out  toward  natural  resources,  such  as 
Iran  oil  and  Chinese  minerals,  attempts 
to  control  warm-water  ports,  Port 
Arthur,  attempts  to  control  strategic  wa¬ 
ters,  the  Turkish  Dardenelles,  the  Gulf 
of  Finland,  the  China  Sea,  attempts  to 
control  offshore  islands,  such  as  Ku- 
;  riles  and  Sakhalin,  and  finally,  attempts 
to  exert  her  influence  in  the  affairs  of 
other  regions,  western  Europe,  Africa, 
non-Communist  Asia  and  the  South  Pa¬ 
cific.  These  are  the  old  imperialist  pol¬ 
icies  in  a  modern  world  setting. 

Under  the  Communist  crusade,  Russia 
■is  the  mother  of  Communists  every- 
where  who  are  committed  to  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  all  nations,  peoples,  institutions, 
and  agencies  which  resist  domination  by 
communism.  By  division  and  disrup¬ 
tion,  propaganda,  lies,  treaty  violations, 
infiltration,  obstruction  of  normal  proc¬ 
esses,  fifth  columns.  Communist  fronts, 
puppet  governments,  and  by  fomenting 
discord  and  strife,  Russia  seeks  to  un¬ 
dermine  the  strength  and  independence 


of  the  free  world.  The  success  of  thesje 
Communist  activities  throughout  the 
world  varies  from  low  to  high  degree/out 
everywhere  the  movement  is  pushed  in 
preparation  for  the  day  when  a/revolu- 
tionary  situation  provides  th/f  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Communists  to  take  over. 

Resistance  to  Russian  imn/rialism  and 
to  the  Communist  crusade  has  been 
given  the  name  “cold  w$tr”  because  the 
Communist  tactics  do  n6t  fit  in  with  the 
old  idea  of  hot-lead  war.  But  this  is  a 
misnomer  springing.-from  the  failure  to 
understand  the  nature  of  modern  war¬ 
fare.  In  the  pas/  war  was  the  attempt 
to  conquer  by  force  of  arms,  but  if  the 
emphasis  is  placed  where  it  should  be — 
on  the  word/*conquer” — then  war  is  any 
means  by  ,/hich  one  or  a  group  of  na¬ 
tions  seeks  to  conquer  "others.  The  con¬ 
text  ofythe  modern  world  is  such  that 
instruments  exist  to  conquer  nations 
with/ut  the  firing  of  a  shot.  They 
ara/the  instuments  Russia  now  employs 
in’  Communist  activities.  The  conclu¬ 
sion  is  irresistible  that  the  Communist 
/  crusade  openly  directed  by  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 
is  war,  in  its  fullest  meaning,  against  the 
free  world.  Failure  to  recognize  this  on 
the  part  of  free  nations  has  already  re¬ 
sulted  in  widespread  Russian  successes 
in  areas  where  they  might  never  have 
been  gained  if  the  true  nature  of  the 
Communist  movement  had  been  under¬ 
stood. 

Russian  world  strategy  regards  the 
Eurasian  land  mass  as  the  base  of  opera¬ 
tions.  The  U.  S.  S.  R.  itself  is  at  the  cen¬ 
ter.  The  first  step  in  Russian  strategy 
was  to  surround  herself  with  a  belt  of 
controlled  territory  and  peoples  for  the 
purpose  of  insulating  Russia  against 
direct  attacks  from  without.  y  It  provides 
her  with  expendable  manpower,  re¬ 
sources,  and  defense  in  depth.  Except 
for  the  Arctic,  where  weather  is  an  im¬ 
portant  ally  and  safety  factor,  this  insu¬ 
lating  ring  is  now  complete. 

Russia  is  well  into,  the  second  stage  of 
her  world  strategy  which  consists  of 
movements  east,  west,  and  south  as  op¬ 
portunity  arises.  The  tactics  of  the 
Communist  crusade  help  to  prepare 
jthese  opportunities.  They  create  “soft” 
ots  and  trouble  areas  in  which  it  is 
safe  to  move.  Russia’s  position  as  the 
safdiv  insulated  hub  of  a  wheel  permits 
her  tAjmove  freely  and  at  will  in  almost 
any  direction.  She  can  and  does  employ 
the  tactife  of  diversion.  Today,  it  is  the 
Berlin  airflft.  Tomorrow  it  is  the  threat 
to  the  oil  fields  of  Iran.  At  another  time, 
the  thrust  is*,  in  the  direction  of  the 
Turkish  DardeHelles.  Tito’s  Yugoslavia 
is  threatened;  Ffeland  and  the  Scandi¬ 
navian  countries  afe  threatened.  Some¬ 
times  Russia  moveS\directly  as  in  the 
Baltic  countries  and  ih.  the  Berlin  block¬ 
ade.  At  other  times, Vhe  equips,  en¬ 
courages,  and  spports  native  satellites  to 
move  as  in  China.  Evfey where  the 
Communist  crusade  continues  to  weaken 
and  disrupt  free  and  independent  na¬ 
tions. 

Where  the  soft  spot  crumblesVnther 
Russia  moves  in  directly  or  natives  hf  the 
area  extend  the  Russian  system  withSher 
aid.  Each  success  increases  Russia’s 
strength  and  prestige,  weakens  the  reV 
sistance  of  intended  victims,  or  paralyzes’* 
them  by  fear. 
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1950 

4  that  their  acts  in  this  matter  were 
almost  a  sab9tfl.se  of  the  program. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  whether  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  will  advise  me  how 
long  he  thinks  it  will  be  before  we  shall 
finish  with  this  section  of  the  bill.  I  am 
particularly  interested  in  knowing  when 
the  Treasury-Post  Office  section  of  the 
bill  will  be  reached. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  about  completed  action  upon  the 
portion  of  the  bill  dealing  with  the  State 
Department.  The  next  portion  of  the 
bill  is  that  dealing  with  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  then 
comes  the  portion  of  the  bill  dealing  with 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  for  the  Judiciary. 

In  view  of  the  way  we  are  proceeding, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  probably  shall 
require  most  of  the  remainder  of  the 
afternoon  on  the  sections  preceding  the 
section  dealing  with  the  Treasury-Post 
Office  appropriations.  However,  that  is 
only  a  guess.  Of  course,  all  of  us  have 
seen  much  faster  progress  made  in  times 
past. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  with¬ 
draw  my  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a 
quorum,  and  that  the  order  for  the  call¬ 
ing  of  the  roll  may  be  rescinded. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the 
next  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  56, 
in  line  16,  after  the  word  "expended”,  to 
insert  “and  in  addition,  the  Institute  is 
authorized,  prior  to  June  30,  1953,  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of 
such  act,  as  amended,  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $7,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  II — Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice — Legal  activities  and  general  ad¬ 
ministration — Salaries  and  expenses, 
general  administration,”  on  page  59,  line 
2,  after  the  word  “field”,  to  strike  out 
“$2,175,000”  and  insert  “$2,125,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general 
legal  activities,”  on  page  59,  line  11,  after 
“(31  U.  S.  C.  529)”,  to  strike  out 
“$7,330,000”  and  insert  “$7,475,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Anti¬ 
trust  Division,”  on  page  59,  line  17,  after 
“(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)”,  to  strike  out  “$3,- 
850,030”  and  insert  “$3,750,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,  United 
States  attorneys  and  marshals,”  on  page 
60,  line  12,  after  the  word  “ammunition”, 
to  strike  out  “$12,600,000”  and  insert 
“$12,847,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Fees  and  expenses  of  wit¬ 
nesses,”  on  page  60,  line  22,  after  the 
word  “conclusive”,  to  strike  out  “$1,- 
000,000”  and  insert  “$1,250,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,  claims 
of  persons  of  Japanese  ancestry,”  on 
page  61,  line  6,  after  the  word  “Colum¬ 
bia”,  to  strike  out  “$4,000,000”  and  insert 
“$1,300,000”;  and  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$250,000” 
and  insert  “$300,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Federal  prison  system— Build¬ 
ings  and  facilities,”  on  page  66,  line  12, 
after  the  word  “account”,  to  strike  out 
“$900,000”  and  insert  “$800,000”;  in  line 
17,  after  the  word  “which”,  to  strike  out 
“$270,000”  and  insert  “$170,000”;  and  in 
line  22,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike 
out  “$970,000”  and  insert  “$870,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  "Office  of  Alien  Property — Sal¬ 
aries  and  expenses,”  on  page  67,  line  16, 
after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$4,240,000”  and  insert  “$4,150,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  ask  whether 
the  committee  amendment  on  page  56, 
in  lines  16  to  19,  has  been  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  has  been 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  vote  by  which  that  amend¬ 
ment  was  agreed  to  may  be  reconsidered. 

I  am  informed  that  of  the  300  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  Institute  of  Inter-American 
Affairs,  128  of  them  fall  in  the  category 
with  salaries  ranging  from  $7,000  to  $10,- 
750 — or  that  43  percent  of  the  personnel 
are  receiving  salaries  of  $7,000  a  year  or 
more,  indicating  that  this  program  is  ra¬ 
ther  top-heavy  with  high-paid  personnel. 

It  is  my  intention  to  move  that  the 
appropriation,  instead  of  being  $5,000,- 
000,  be  reduced  to  $4,500,000,  and  that  the 
contract  authorization  specified  in  line 
19  be  reduced  from  $7,000,000  to  $5,000,- 
000 — in  short,  effecting  a  reduction  of 
$500,000  in  the  appropriations  and  $2,- 
000,000  in  the  contract  authorizations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  requests  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  for  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by 
which  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  56,  in  lines  16  to  19,  has  been  agreed 
to. 

Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  let  me  say  that  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  addressing  his 
suggestion  to  the  wrong  part  of  the  bill. 
I  think  the  part  to  which  he  should  ad¬ 
dress  his  suggestion  is  on  page  105,  the 
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portion  relating  to  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment — reading  as  follows: 

Department  of  State 

The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs: 
Not  to  exceed  $767,500  of  the  funds  available 
to  the  Corporation  shall  be  available  during 
the  current  fiscal  year  for  its  administrative 
expenses,  including  administrative  services 
performed  for  the  Corporation  by  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Senator 
should  address  his  suggestion  to  that 
item,  rather  than  to  the  item  to  which 
he  has  just  referred. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
appropriation  on  page  105  of  the  bill,  in 
line  12,  is  only  in  the  amount  of  $767,- 
500,  whereas  the  appropriation  dealt  with 
on  page  56,  at  the  point  I  have  indicated, 
is  $5,000,000. 

The  number  of  employees  to  whom  I 
have  called  attention  totals  300,  with  128 
of  them  receiving  salaries  between  $7,000 
and  $10,750.  So  the  salaries  of  those  128 
employees  would  be  well  in  excess  of 
$1,000,000,  and  therefore  their  salaries 
cannot  be  covered  by  the  item  of  $767,- 
500  appearing  on  page  105 — as  we  may 
determine  by  the  simple  process  of  mul¬ 
tiplication. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Of  course,  the  item 
on  page  105  is  a  part  of  the  item  on  page 
56. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  does  not  give  us  any  good  reason 
why  we  should  agree  to  the  change  he 
has  suggested,  because  he  does  not  say 
that  he  is  definitely  or  reliably  informed 
that  there  is  such  a  category  of  salaries. 
Moreover,  the  evidence  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  does  not  justify  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
read  from  the  Senate  committee  hear¬ 
ings,  on  page  759: 

TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT  STRENGTH 

Chairman  McKellar.  In  the  House  hear¬ 
ings,  on  page  1285,  Mr.  Stefan  asks: 

“How  many  people  do  you  have  employed 
over-all  domestically  and  in  the  field  in  all 
categories?” 

The  rest  of  the  conversation  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“Mr.  Myer.  In  1950,  we  have  375  positions 
with  300  of  them  filled,  Mr.  Stefan." 

On  the  next  page,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran  1  asked: 

I  am  reading  from  page  1286  now  of  the 
House  hearings  under  the  head  "Statement 
of  number  and  percentage  of  employees  in 
1951  estimate  whose  annual  rates  are  $7,000 
or  more.” 

Under  the  salary  range  of  $7,000  to  $8,999 
in  Washington  there  are  13,  in  the  field  89, 
with  a  total  of  102.  That  is,  102  draw  any¬ 
where  from  $7,000  to  $8,999. 

In  the  category  of  $9,000  to  $9,999  there  are 
4  in  Washington,  12  in  the  field,  with  a  total 
of  16. 

In  the  salary  range  of  $10,000  and  over 
there  are  7  in  Washington,  3  in  the  field,  and 
10  in  total. 

The  total  is  128.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator,  by  his  own  cross  examination, 
he  brought  forth  the  fact  that  there  were 
128  employees  with  salaries  in  excess  of 
$7,000  each.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
this  is  three-sevenths  of  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  employees  in  the  Institute,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  organization  is 
topheavy  with  highly  paid  help,  and  that 
we  might  very  well,  in  view  of  the  situa- 
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tion  of  the  country  and  of  the  budget, 
Impose  a  cut  of  at  least  $500,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  still 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  that  it  has  been  disclosed 
that  these  employees  are  of  a  particular 
type.  They  are  experts  who  must  be  paid 
the  salaries  indicated  in  order  to  obtain 
their  services.  They  are  not  ordinary 
workmen.  They  are  experts  selected  for 
specific  work.  We  shall  have  many  of 
them  in  point  4,  as  well. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  knows 
the  definition  of  an  expert,  I  am  sure — 
a  man  who  is  a  long  way  from  home. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes;  I  have  heard 
that;  and  that  is  the  reason — these  em¬ 
ployees  go  a  long  way  from  home. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  object  for  the 
time  being.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall 
object  eventually.  I  suggest  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  that  the  matter  go 
over,  and  perhaps  I  can  confer  with  him 
and  we  may  be  able  to  arrive  at  an 
understanding. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  matter 
has  already  gone  over.  The  Secretary 
will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  III — Department  of  Com¬ 
merce — Office  of  the  Secretary,”  on  page 
70,  line  12,  after  “(not  exceeding  $1,000)  ”, 
to  strike  out  “$1,300,000”  and  insert 
“$1,400,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  the  Census,”  on 
page  72,  line  24,  after  the  word  “work,” 
to  strike  out  “$29,500,000”  and  insert 
“$28,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  74,  line  5,  after  the  word 
"aviation”,  to  strike  out  “$97,000,000” 
and  insert  “$99,775,000.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  captious,  but  these  amend¬ 
ments  are  going  through  with  supersonic 
speed,  and  they  generally  call  for  in¬ 
creases.  I  should  like  to  raise  the  ques¬ 
tion  regarding  the  amendment  on  page 
74,  line  5,  that  the  committee  has  rec¬ 
ommended  an  increase  of  $2,750,000  over 
the  appropriation  provided  by  the  House. 
Once  this  amendment  is  adopted,  it  is 
going  to  be  very  hard  indeed  to  have 
the  action  reversed. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  reason  is,  and  why  there  should 
be  an  increase  of  about  $3,000,000  in  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration.  I 
may  say  that  the  House  report  says  there 
exists  a  definite  requirement  as  to  per¬ 
sonnel  utilization  and  to  provide  ways 
and  means  of  more  fully  utilizing  the 
potential  available  operational  capabili¬ 
ties  of  the  field  personnel.  Expendi¬ 


tures  for  the  last  year,  Mr.  President, 
were  only  $95,000,000.  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  an  increase  of  $2,000,000.  The 
Senate  Committee  recommends  an  addi¬ 
tional  increase  of  $2,775,00,  making  a 
total  increase  of  $4,775,000.  Unless 
there  is  a  good  reason  for  it,  I  find  my¬ 
self  very  allergic  to  this  request  for  an 
increase. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  that  there  is  good  reason  for 
these  figures  applying  to  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration.  Much  more 
equipment  has  been  installed  and  many 
more  ground  guides  and  greater  facili¬ 
ties  for  safety  have  been  installed,  re¬ 
quiring  additional  personnel.  The  com¬ 
mittee  recommended  an  appropriation 
of  $99,775,000  for  salaries  and  expenses. 
This  is  an  increase  over  the  House  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $2,775,000  and  is  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $4,475,000  from  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  estimate.  So  that  the  amount 
recommended  by  the  committee  is  nearly 
$4,500,000  under  the  budget  estimate; 
and  with  the  amount  recommended  by 
the  committee,  the  CAA  will  be  able,  in 
the  estimation  of  the  committee,  to  con¬ 
tinue  at  about  the  1950  level. 

The  CAA  came  before  the  committee 
and  asked  for  much  more  than  this,  and 
the  Budget  Bureau,  in  fact,  allowed  them 
more  than  this.  It  is  a  cut  of  nearly 
$4,500,000  from  the  estimate  of  the 
Budget  Bureau.  The  committee  feels 
that  this  increase  is  justified,  because  of 
the  growing  emphasis  on  the  aviation 
program  and  because  of  the  needs  of 
keeping  the  safety  program  at  the  high¬ 
est  possible  level. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  House 
report,  on  page  44 — and  the  House  re¬ 
duced  the  appropriation  $2,750,000  be¬ 
low  the  Senate  figure — stated: 

No  part  of  the  reduction  is  to  apply  to  any 
activitiy  of  the  Administration  dealing  with 
promulgation  or  enforcement  of  safety 
regulations. 

The  reduction  was  to  be  on  the  non¬ 
safety  functions  of  the  CAA. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  says  in  its 
report: 

The  committee  recognizes  the  results  de¬ 
rived  from  the  promulgation  and  enforce¬ 
ment  of  safety  regulations.  However,  this 
activity  alone  does  not  assure  safety.  Other 
activities  of  the  CAA,  including  air  traffic 
control,  aids  to  air  navigation,  and  airport 
services,  together  with  the  cooperative  effort 
of  the  entire  aviation  industry,  are  required 
to  assure  the  public’s  safety  in  air  travel. 
The  committee  recommends  a  balanced  avia¬ 
tion  safety  program  among  the  several  ac¬ 
tivities  within  this  appropriation. 

That  was  the  attitude  of  the  Senate 
committee. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  I  may  continue 
for  a  moment,  I  may  say  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  was  gone  into  at  great 
length  by  the  subcommittee.  The  hear¬ 
ings  are  before  the  Senator.  We  thought 
when  we  cut  the  budget  estimate  as  much 
as  we  did,  we  were  going  just  about  as 
far  as  safety  would  permit  us  to  go. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  first  that 
the  House  committee,  which  provided 
an  appropriation  $2,750,000  less  than 
that  recommended  by  the  Senate  com¬ 


mittee,  said  that  the  House  cut  would 
not  interfere  with  safety.  The  House 
report  indicates  also  that  the  reason  the 
budget  was  asking  for  a  large  figure  for 
CAA  was  that  CAA  has  been  assuming — 
and  I  now  quote  the  House  report — 

The  message-handling  function  for  com¬ 
mercial  airlines  of  a  purely  private  opera¬ 
tions  nature  at  some  of  the  overseas  airway 
communications  stations. 

Continuing  to  read  from  the  House 
report: 

The  investigative  report  suggested  that  the 
CAA  take  action  to  divest  itself  of  the  over¬ 
seas  communications  function  concerning 
private-message  traffic,  or  else  continue  the 
serve  on  a  fee  basis.  The  committee  is  in 
complete  accord  with  the  following  remark 
of  the  Administrator  of  the  CAA,  in  his  gen¬ 
eral  statement: 

“It  is  our  plan  to  completely  eliminate 
the  furnishing  without  charge  of  communi¬ 
cation  services  for  company  traffic  to  air 
carriers  operating  between  the  United  States 
and  overseas  points.” 

Resuming  the  statement  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  : 

The  committee  is,  however, -at  a  loss  to  un¬ 
derstand  why  such  a  situation  has  been  al¬ 
lowed  to  exist  for  so  long. 

So,  the  implication  is  that  if  this  serv¬ 
ice  which  is  of  a  purely  private  nature, 
were  put  on  a  fee  basis,  or  were  dis¬ 
continued,  the  CAA  would  need  less 
money,  and  I  think  the  Senator  will  find 
that  the  $2,750,000  extra  is  really  going 
to  provide  communications  service  for 
private  overseas  airlines,  which  should 
be  charged  to  the  private  lines  them¬ 
selves. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
with  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  say  two  things.  I  thor¬ 
oughly  approve  of  the  appropriation 
which  has  been  recommended  by  the 
coiftmittee.  In  my  opinion  one  of  the 
most  important  things  we  can  do  is  to 
assure,  so  far  as  possible,  safety  in  air 
flights.  As  I  see  it,  what  we  are  trying 
to  do — and  I  have  followed  this  subject 
for  several  years — is,  to  build  up  safety 
precautions  on  the  fields  we  now  have 
before  we  extend  too  much  into  new 
fields.  Let  us  take  those  two  things  to¬ 
gether. 

The  subcommittee  of  which  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran]  is  chairman  has  reduced  the 
amount  for  new  airfields,  but  has  in¬ 
creased  slightly  the  amount  for  making 
greater  safety  precautions  on  the  fields 
we  now  have.  If  the  appropriation  were 
left  at  its  original  figure,  we  would  not 
only  be  unable  to  take  care  of  our  safety 
facilities  this  year,  but  we  would  actually 
have  to  cut  down  some  of  the  stations 
we  are  now  operating. 

So  far  as  the  international  situation 
is  concerned,  I  would  simply  refer  to  one 
paragraph  of  the  report: 

The  effect  of  saving  $420,000  by  reducing 
the  present  operating  level  of  overseas  for¬ 
eign  aeronautical  communication  stations 
and  the  reduction  of  the  stations  will  ser¬ 
iously  interfere  with  the  handling  of  over¬ 
seas  traffic  and  may  result  in  inability  to 
comply  with  international  obligations. 

There,  in  substance,  is  what  was  tes¬ 
tified  before  the  committee  on  the  sub- 
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ject  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  has  brought  up.  I  look  upon 
the  whole  situation  as  involving  safety 
in  flying,  which  we  want  to  make  as  safe 
as  we  can.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  re¬ 
duce  the  figure  to  the  House  amount 
without  seriously  interfering  with  the 
progress  we  are  making  in  safety  de¬ 
velopment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  know  who 
has  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  theoretically  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  estimate  of  the 
Budget  Bureau  is  $104,250,000.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  reduced  this  item  to  $99, 775,- 
COO,  which  is  $4,475,000  below  the  esti¬ 
mate.  It  seems  to  me  the  committee 
has  done  very  well.  The  full  committee 
approved  what  the  subcommittee  had 
done,  and  I  hope  that  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  75, 
line  7,  after  the  word  “storm”,  to  strike 
out  “$32,000,000”  and  insert  “$27,500,- 
000”;  in  line  8,  after  the  word  “which”, 
to  strike  out  “$26,500,000”  and  insert 
“$22,000,000.” 

Tire  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  line  13, 
after  the  word  “exceeding”,  to  strike  cut 
“$13,461,500”  and  insert  “$20,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  that 
is  an  increase  of  $6,500,000. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
item  to  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
makes  reference  is  a  contract  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  the  amount  of  $40,500,000,  of 
which  $26,500,000  is  for  liquidation  of 
prior  contract  authority.  The  House  al¬ 
lowed  $32,000,000  with  $26,500,000  al¬ 
lowed  for  liquidation  of  contract  author¬ 
ity.  The  Senate  committee  recommends 
that  the  amount  for  liquidation  of  con¬ 
tract  authority  be  reduced  further,  or  a 
cut  of  $4,500,000  under  the  House  figure. 
Based  upon  the  rate  of  expenditure  in 
the  fiscal  year  1950,  the  amount  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee  will  be  entirely 
sufficient  for  the  year. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  very  able  Senator  from  Nevada  is 
speaking  of  the  committee  amendment 
on  line  8.  I  congratulate  the  committee 
on  the  good  work  done  here,  but  in  lines 
13  and  14  there  is  authorized  an  addi¬ 
tional  contract  authority  of  $6,500,000. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  is  a  contract 
authorization  also,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  the  increase  was  jus¬ 
tified  and  in  keeping  with  the  history 
of  the  matter. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  great  need  for  economy,  and  here  is 
an  increase  of  $6,500,000  above  the  figure 
which  the  House  committee  believes  to 
be  proper.  I  shall  vote  against  this 
committee  amendment,  but  I  wonder  if 
the  committee  would  not  withdraw  its 
request  for  an  increased  appropriation 


in  the  general  interest  of  national  econ¬ 
omy. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No,  Mr.  President; 
this  was  inserted  after  long  consideration 
and  careful  study,  and  it  is  in  keeping 
with  the  entire  history  of  the  transac¬ 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
77,  line  14,  after  the  numerals  “1953”, 
to  strike  out  “$45,000,000”  and  insert 
“$37,OCO,COD”;  and  in  line  15,  after  the 
word  “which”,  to  strike  out  “$42,000,- 
000”  and  insert  “$34,0C0:0C0.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
79,  line  9,  after  the  word  “expenses”, 
to  insert  “of  which  $35,0C0  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  ‘Salaries  and 
expenses.  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion  for  such  expenses,  including  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  meaning  of  the  amendment  on 
page  79?  Does  it  mean  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  $6,000,000  or  an  additional 
authorization  of  $35,000? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  a  transfer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Civil  Aeronautics  Board,”  on 
page  80,  line  5,  after  the  word  “binding”, 
to  strike  out  “$3,400,000”  and  insert 
“$4,000,000”,  a  colon,  and  the  following 
proviso:  “Provided,  That  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
are  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  without  charge,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  aircraft  (for  replacement  only), 
aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  accessories 
surplus  to  the  needs  of  such  Depart¬ 
ments.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  increase  of  $600,000  over  the  appro¬ 
priation  provided  by  the  House. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
refer  to  page  80? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  is  now  under  consideration. 
The  House  appropriated  $3,400,000.  The 
committee  recommendation  is  $4,000,000. 
It  is  an  increase  of  $600,000  plus  trans¬ 
fers.  I  might  point  out  that  the  total 
appropriation  was  a  million  and  a  half 
dollars  in  1945,  and  it  has  been  steadily 
increasing  ever  since.  A  large  part  of 
the  increases  which  have  been  granted 
have  been  allegedly  for  the  purpose  of 
decreasing  a  large  backlog  of  work,  but 
despite  increased  appropriations,  delay 
in  making  decisions  and  failure  to  de¬ 
crease  the  alleged  backlog  have  con¬ 
tinued.  The  House  committee  has  long 
recognized  the  fact — and  I  read  from  the 
House  report,  page  46: 

That  the  trouble  with  this  agency  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  not  one  of  appropriations. 

We  have  had  a  supposed  reorganiza¬ 
tion  of  the  CAB  along  the  lines  suggested 
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by  the  Hoover  Commission,  and  I  believe 
that  if  the  recommendations  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  brought  about  in¬ 
creased  efficiency,  as  is  alleged  to  be 
the  case,  the  CAB  does  not  need  this 
Increased  appropriation.  I  therefore  - 
suggest  that  the  Senate  restore  the  House 
appropriation  by  rejecting  the  committee 
amendment  and  thereby  save  $600  000 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  committee  on  page  80,  line  5. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  with  reference  to  the 
amendment  just  agreed  to,  wherein  it  is 
stated : 

Provided,  That  the  Departments  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  to 
transfer  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  with¬ 
out  charge,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Bureau  cf  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for. replace¬ 
ment  only) ,  aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  surplus  to  the  needs  of  such  de¬ 
partments. 

I  should  like  to  have  some  explana¬ 
tion  of  that  broad  grant  of  authority. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
answer  to  the  Senator’s  question,  this 
equipment,  as  suggested,  is  surplus,  and 
instead  cf  buying  it  the  Army  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  it  to  the  CAB  in  place 
of  having  the  CAB  purchase  new  equip¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  In  view  of  events 
of  the  last  week,  is  it  presupposed  that 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  will  not 
need  these  supplies? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  not  certain 
that  I  caught  the  Senator’s  question. 
However,  the  material  must  be  declared 
to  be  surplus  before  it  can  be  trans¬ 
ferred.  When  it  is  declared  to  be  sur¬ 
plus,  it  may  be  transferred  by  the  au¬ 
thorities  to  the  CAB  for  public  use. 
Otherwise  the  CAB  would  be  required 
to  purchase  the  material,  and  an  appro¬ 
priation  would  have  to  be  made  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
say  a  word? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  makes  a  very  good  point 
on  this  particular  item.  One  of  the  les¬ 
sons  which  we  have  learned  during  the 
past  few  weeks  is  that  we  have  disposed 
of  too  much  surplus  material.  Because 
we  have  rushed  the  disposal  of  surplus 
materials,  we  now  find  ourselves  weak¬ 
ened  and  in  a  position  of  not  being  able 
to  furnish  the  supplies  which  are  so 
much  needed  to  back  up  our  troops  in 
Korea.  I  think  the  Senator’s  point  is 
well  taken,  not  only  that  the  Army  and 
Navy  may  need  the  supplies,  but  that 
the  policy  of  declaring  material  surplus 
material  has  gone  too  far. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  further  answer 
to  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  and  also 
in  answer  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  I  should 
like  to  read  from  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  as  follows: 

The  amendment  relating  to  the  transfer 
of  aircraft  and  aircraft  parts  from  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  is  requested  to  provide 
authority  for  replacing  obsolete  and  over- 
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age  Board  aircraft  at  no  cost  to  the  Board. 
At  the  present  time  the  Board  owns  17  air¬ 
craft  of  various  types.  Of  this  fleet,  six  are 
in  need  of  major  overhaul  and  fabric  recov¬ 
ering,  eight  are  in  need  of  fabric  recover¬ 
ing,  and  one  is  in  a  completely  unflyable 
condition.  All  but  six  of  the  fleet  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  obsolete  and  should  be  re¬ 
paired. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Is  the  impression 
sought  to  be  conveyed  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  took  the  position  that  the  material 
was  practically  obsolete? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  material  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  report  is  regarded  as  prac¬ 
tically  obsolete,  and  must  be  repaired  or 
replaced  by  these  surplus  commodities. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  I  remember  the  testimony,  I  would 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  and 
I  were  convinced  of  the  fact  that  the 
planes,  which  are  to  be  used  for  replace¬ 
ment  purposes  only,  are  no  longer  of  any 
service  to  the  Air  Force.  They  are  anti¬ 
quated  planes.  Their  armament  has 
been  removed.  They  were  transferred 
to  the  CAB  for  transportation  purposes 
only,  as  they  were  no  longer  fit  for  fight¬ 
ing  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Do¬ 
mestic  Commerce,”  on  page  82,  line  18, 
after  “(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)”,  to  strike  out 
“$5,000,000”  and  insert  “$5,300,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  an  increase  of  $300,000,  and  is  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $245,000  over  last  year’s  ap¬ 
propriation.  The  committee  in  its  re¬ 
port  justifies  this  increase  by  stating 
that  "the  amount  recommended  by  the 
committee  will  allow  modest  increases 
in  the  Office  of  Business  Economics,  the 
Office  of  Domestic  Commerce,  and  the 
Office  of  International  Trade.”  Mr. 
President,  this  is  not  the  time  to  be  mak¬ 
ing  modest  increases  in  civilian-agency 
spending.  If  we  cannot  make  drastic 
reductions,  we  should  at  least  make  mod¬ 
est  reductions,  not  modest  increases. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
83,  line  3,  after  the  word  “binding”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,050,000”  and  insert  “$2,- 
155,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  an  increase  of  $105,000  over  the  House 
appropriation.  I  hope  it  will  be  re¬ 
jected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Patent  Office,”  on  page  84,  line 
4,  after  the  word  “photolithography”,  to 
strike  out  “$11,300,000”  and  insert  “$11,- 
530,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  an  increase 
of  $230,000  above  the  House  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $11,300,000  passed  by  the  House. 
Although  the  committee  admits  in  its 
report,  on  page  37,  that  this  agency, 
namely,  the  Patent  Office,  has  “an  ex¬ 
cessively  high  supervisory  overhead,”  it 
went  ahead  and  increased  the  appropria¬ 
tion  by  $230,000  over  the  House  figure. 


This  was  done  although  the  House  had 
already  increased  by  $460,000  the  amount 
appropriated  last  year.  I  should  think 
the  $460,000  increase  allowed  by  the 
House  would  be  sufficient,  and  it  should 
not  be  necessary  to  further  increase  the 
amount  by  $230,000. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  committee  rec¬ 
ommends  $11,530,000,  which  is  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $230,000  over  the  House  figure, 
and  a  reduction  below  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $230,000.  During  the  past  year, 
for  the  first  time  in  several  years,  more 
patent  applications  have  been  disposed 
of  than  have  been  received.  The  com¬ 
mittee  therefore  restored  half  of  the  re¬ 
duction  made  by  the  House,  so  that  this 
tempo  could  be  maintained. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 
[Putting  the  question.]  The  Chair  is  in 
doubt.  As  many  as  favor  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  rise  and  stand  until  counted. 
[A  pause.]  Those  who  oppose  the 
amendment  will  rise  and  stand  until 
counted.  [A  pause.]  The  amendment 
is  rejected. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  amendment  was  rejected.  I  make 
the  motion  because  if  there  is  any  justi¬ 
fication  anywhere  for  a  larger  amount, 
it  is  in  the  field  of  patents.  I  am  a 
lawyer,  though  not  a  patent  lawyer. 
However,  the  Patent  Office  is  in  an  out¬ 
rageous  condition.  If  today  an  inventor 
wants  to  get  a  patent,  2  or  3  years  must 
elapse  before  his  application  can  be 
heard.  Due  to  the  war  effort  the  fact 
that  the  Patent  Office  has  been  moved 
two  or  three  times,  the  office  is  in  such 
condition  that  there  is  a  backlog  of 
cases  which  it  is  trying  to  make  up.  If 
my  memory  serves  me  aright,  it  will  take 
10  years  before  the  Patent  Office  can  be 
placed  on  a  current  working  level.  If 
the  appropriation  is  cut  to  the  amount 
represented  by  the  rejection  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  it  will  take  a  longer 
time  before  patent  applications  can  be 
put  on  anywhere  near  a  current  basis. 

If  a  man  is  able  to  make  something 
by  reason  of  his  inventive  genius  or 
ingenuity,  he  should  know  whether  he 
will  get  a  patent  without  having  to  wait 
2  or  3  years.  It  may  be  that  in  that 
time  he  may  be  dead,  or  something  else 
may  have  happened.  Certainly,  in  the 
interest  of  business  and  the  proper  func¬ 
tioning  of  our  economic  life,  the  small 
amount  recommended  by  the  committee 
should  be  appropriated  for  the  Patent 
Office.  I  was  tempted  to  do  what  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  suggested,  but  I 
was  convinced  that  this  amount  should 
be  appropriated  if  the  Patent  Office  is 
to  operate  anywhere  near  on  a  current 
basis.  I  hope  my  motion  to  reconsider 
will  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  restored  to  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  was  rejected.  [Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.  ] 

Several  Senators  asked  for  a  division. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  division  is 

called  for. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  divide. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  fol- 


lowing 

Senators  answered  to  their 

names : 

Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Hill 

Millikin 

Brewster 

Hoey 

Morse  • 

Bricker 

Holland 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Butler 

Ives 

Myers 

Byrd 

Jenner 

Neely 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Conor 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Connally 

Kem 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Donnell 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Stennjs 

EUender 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Frear 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Ful  bright 

McCarthy 

Thye 

George 

McClellan 

Tydings 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Watkins 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Green 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Hayden 

Malone 

Young 

Hendrickson  Martin 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall]  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  committee  amendment,  on 
page  84,  line  4,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  benefit  of  Senators  who  came  into 
the  Senate  Chamber  since  the  original 
action  was  taken,  I  may  say  that  last 
year  the  Patent  Office  received  approxi¬ 
mately  $10,840,000.  The  House  bill  in¬ 
creased  this  by  about  $475,000  to  $11,- 
300,000,  representing  an  increase  of 
something  more  than  4  percent.  The 
Senate  committee  proposed  a  further  in¬ 
crease  of  $230,000.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Senate,  on  a  division,  rejected  this 
increase,  and  I  hope  very  much  that  the 
motion  to  reconsider  may  be  defeated. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  a  result  of  the  rejection  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  the  Patent  Office 
appropriation  is  reduced  from  $11,530,- 
000  to  $11,300,000,  a  cut  of  $230,000.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
fact  that  the  receipts  of  the  Patent 
Office  represent  about  50  percent  of  its 
expenditures,  so  that  the  net  cut  is  half 
of  $230,000,  or  approximately  $115,000. 

By  making  that  reduction,  what  are 
we  sacrificing?  We  are  reducing  the 
force  employed  in  the  Patent  Office  by 
75  men.  The  backlog  of  cases  of  patents 
pending  in  the  Patent  Office  is  now  220,- 
000.  and  that  number  is  being  cut  down 
at  the  rate  of  21,000  a  year.  In  other 
words,  if  there  were  retained  the  75  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  Patent  Office  who  would 
be  lost  to  the  office  if  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  is  rejected,  it  would 
still  take  10  years  to  put  the  Patent 
Office  on  a  current  basis.  At  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  it  takes  2  years  from  the  time 
an  application  for  a  patent  is  filed  until 
the  result  is  known. 

It  seems  to  me  there  are  other  places 
where  we  could  make  a  cut.  I  have 
studied  this  particular  case  very  closely 


1950  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


because  I  have  received  many  letters  re¬ 
questing  that  an  increase  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  be  made.  I  did  not  want  to 
have  an  increase  made.  But  after 
studying  the  matter,  I  believe  we  should 
increase  the  appropriation  to  retain  the 
present  force,  not  to  increase  it,  in  order 
to  give  the  man  who  wants  to  secure  a 
patent  a  decent  break.  I  do  not  consider 
that  he  has  a  decent  break  if  he  is  made 
to  wait  2  years  for  his  patent.  I  do  not 
consider  it  a  good  break  when  there  is 
a  backlog  of  220,000  cases,  which  are 
being  broken  down  at  the  rate  of  21,000 
a  year.  I  hope  the  motion  to  reconsider 
will  prevail. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  of  all  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  the  splendid  work  done  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  Chapter  III, 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  committee,  is 
$44,773,730  under  the  House  bill,  and 
it  is  $119,516,165  under  the  estimate  of 
the  Budget  Bureau.  It  seems  to  me  the 
committee  has  done  a  wonderful  job,  and 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  sustain  the  com¬ 
mittee  by  voting  for  the  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  and  to  restore  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  said  that  if  we  restored 
the  House  appropriation  ft  would  mean  a 
reduction  in  personnel.  I  assume  the 
Senator  meant  a  reduction  in  personnel 
below  that  provided  in  the  Senate  re¬ 
port.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  House  bill 
grants  $475,000  more  than  is  presently 
appropriated,  so  that  if  we  adopt  the 
House  figure  we  would  have,  not  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  employees  in  the 
Patent  Office,  but  an  increase?  We  sim¬ 
ply  would  not  have  as  large  an  increase 
as  would  be  the  case  if  we  adopted  the 
recommendation  of  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee.  Is  that  not  the  case? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  desire  to  an¬ 
swer  the  Senator  from  Illinois  accur¬ 
ately,  but  it  is  a  little  hard  to  find  the 
figure  quickly.  I  think  the  figure  on 
page  1372  of  the  hearings  shows  that,  if 
the  committee  amendment  should  not 
be  agreed  to,  the  Patent  Office  would 
have  to  lay  off  75  men  whom  they  now 
have  employed.  I  am  not  absolutely 
certain  about  that  figure,  but  I  believe 
it  to  be  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  committee  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
order  that  Senators  who  were  not  pres¬ 
ent  when  action  was  taken  on  the 
amendment  may  be  advised,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  the  item  in  question  is 
a  part  of  the  appropriation  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  cut 
the  appropriation  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce  by  11  percent. 


This  is  a  Department  for  which  we 
thought  the  full  amount  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  should  be  retained,  so  that  the 
Department  can  properly  perform  its 
work. 

The  committee  recommends  $11,530,- 
000,  an  increase  of  $230,000  over  the 
House  figure,  and  a  reduction  of  $230,000 
below  the  Budget  figure. 

During  the  past  year,  and  for  the  first 
time  in  several  years,  more  patent  appli¬ 
cations  have  been  disposed  of  than  ever 
before.  Therefore,  the  committee  voted 
to  restore  half  of  the  reduction  made  by 
the  House  of  Representatives,  so  that  the 
tempo  of  the  work  might  be  continued  in 
the  Patent  Office. 

Let  me  say  that  the  following  testi¬ 
mony  was  received  by  the  committee, 
from  Mr.  Marzall: 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

Mr.  Marzall.  That  is  true  to  a  certain 
extent,  Senator  Saltonstall.  But  we  have 
this  to  consider.  We  have  had  an  increase 
from  the  Government  Printing  Office  from 
10  to  14  percent.  The  Patent  Office  does 
about  $2,000,000  worth  of  printing  a  year, 
and  that  item  of  the  increase  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office  to  the  Patent  Office 
would  amount  to  about  $220,000. 

It  was  on  that  basis  and  on  the  basis 
that  we  hope  to  kep  the  work  as  current 
as  possible  and  have  the  patents  issued 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  that  we  thought 
it  worth  while  to  provide  the  amount  of 
money  recommended  by  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  the  vote  by  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  84,  in  line  4, 
was  rejected. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  84,  in  line  4. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT  * 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a 
conference  report  on  House  bill  8568, 
making  appropriations  for  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
other  activities  chargeable  in  whole  or 
in  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  Dis¬ 
trict,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
its  present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  report  was  read. 

(For  conference  report,  see  pp.  10237- 
10239  of  House  proceedings  for  today.! 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
that  the  conference  report  is  signed  by 
all  the  members  of  the  committee  of 
conference — both  the  majority  members 
and  the  minority  members.  The  report 
has  been  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives. 

I  ask  for  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  report. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  immediate  consideration 
‘of  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  let  me  in¬ 
quire  whether  the  report  is  unanimous 
on  the  part  of  all  the  conferees.  Per¬ 
haps  the  Senator  has  already  stated  that, 


10225 

but  my  attention  was  diverted  for  a 
moment. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes;  the  report  is  unani¬ 
mous  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees— both  the  majority  and  the  mi¬ 
nority  members — and  is  unanimous  on 
the  part  of  the  House  conferees.  The 
report  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  no  ob¬ 
jection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  for  the  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  move  the  adoption  of  the 
report. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  announcing  its  action  on 
certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
House  bill  8568,  which  was  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  the  House  of  Representatives,  U.  S., 

July  13,  1950. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  Nos.  17,  65,  and  66  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8568)  making  appropriations  for  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other 
activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part 
against  the  revenues  of  such  District  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  concur  therein. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
28  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  "$3,- 
648,500.” 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of 
the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  28. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  ‘‘Bureau  of  Public  Roads,”  on 
page  86,  line  22,  after  the  words  “per 
diem”,  to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the 
following  additional  proviso:  “Provided 
further,  That  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000, 
to  be  derived  from  the  administrative 
funds  provided  under  the  act  of  July 
11,  1916,  as  amended  or  supplemented 
(23  U.  S.  C.  21),  shall  be  available  until 
expended  for  continuing  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  laboratory,  on  a  site  already 
acquired,  for  permanent  quarters  for  the 
testing  and  research  work  of  the  Bureau 
of  Public  Roads.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  87, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$405,000,000”  and  insert 
“$385,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  congratulate  the  committee  on 
recommending  a  reduction  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  Federal- aid  postwar  high- 
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ways  from  $405,000,000  to  $385,000,000, 
or  a  saving  of  $20,000,000. 

However,  I  should  like  to  suggest  that 
in  this  period  of  national  emergency  and 
relatively  high  employment,  further  road 
construction  is  not  particularly  needed 
in  order  to  stabilize  the  economy.  It 
might  well  be  deferred,  so  far  as  the 
national  defense  situation  is  concerned, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  make 
a  further  reduction  in  this  item. 

Therefore,  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  87,  in  line  24,  I  offer  the 
following  amendment:  Strike  out  the 
figure  “$385,000,000”  and  insert  “$285,- 
000,000”;  and,  in  addition,  in  line  25, 
to  strike  out  “$263,491,000,  and  insert 
“$163,491,000.” 

The  effect  of  this  substitute  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  to  make  a  saving  of 
$100,000,000. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  he  knows  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  changes  he  proposes  to 
the  commitments  which  have  been  made 
to  the  States  by  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  and  the  relationship  to  the  con¬ 
tracts  which  already  are  let,  and  under 
which  construction  already  is  proceeding. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
point  is  that  by  the  system  of  advance 
commitments,  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  has  virtually  taken  away  from  the 
Congress  the  power  to  appropriate  money. 
The  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  makes  com¬ 
mitments  for  long  periods  in  advance. 
Then,  when  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  we 
attempt  to  make  reductions  in  the  ap¬ 
propriations,  we  are  told  that  the  com¬ 
mitments  have  been  made  and  that  we 
cannot  change  the  amounts. 

Mr.  President,  we  in  the  Congress  have 
the  power  to  appropriate,  and  it  is  about 
time  that  we  used  it.  We  should  not  ab¬ 
dicate  the  power  of  appropriating 
money. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  state  that  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads  exercises  no 
such  authority.  The  Congress  itself  has 
directed,  many  times,  that  the  Bureau 
proceed  in  this  way,  and  in  no  other  way. 

These  appropriations  are  made  every  2 
years,  because  the  State  legislatures 
meet  every  2  years;  and  the  appropria¬ 
tions  thus  are  made  in  advance,  so  that 
the  State  legislatures  will  know  what 
funds  they  must  appropriate  in  order  to 
match  the  Federal  Government  appro¬ 
priations.  The  State  government  ap¬ 
propriations  are  made  on  that  basis,  and 
there  is  a  contractual  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  meet  or 
match  the  funds  provided  by  the  States. 
So  there  is  no  other  way  by  which  to  pro¬ 
ceed.  We  could  not  intelligently  pro¬ 
ceed  on  any  other  basis  with  the  vast 
amount  of  highway  construction  in  the 
United  States. 

The  Senator  does  an  injustice  when  he 
says  that  the  bureaucrats  do  this.  It  is 
deliberately  done  every  2  years  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
program  is  a  sound  one. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
not  true  that  we  can  simply  postpone  the 


appropriation  of  these  funds,  so  that 
$100,000,000  which,  under  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  offered  to  the  committee 
amendment,  would  not  be  expended  this 
year,  could  be  carried  over  into  future 
years? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  adoption  of  the 
amendment  I  have  offered  would  not 
mean  that  the  projects  will  be  aban¬ 
doned,  but  would  merely  mean  that  the 
period  of  time  during  which  construction 
would  occur  would  be  lengthened. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  would  mean  that  we 
would  repudiate  what  is  stated  in  the 
law  as  a  contractual  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  ,Mr.  President,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd] 
many  times  has  called  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  we  are  losing 
control  over  our  ability  to  appropriate, 
and  that  we  are  losing  it  because  of  the 
system  of  advance  commitments.  Al¬ 
though  in  many  cases  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia,  never¬ 
theless  it  seems  to  me  that  in  this  re¬ 
spect  he  is  correct,  and  that  it  is  about 
time  that  we  in  the  Congress  asserted  our 
control  over  the  budget  for  the  ensuing 
year.  We  should  not  tie  ourselves  up  as 
to  future  periods. 

At  the  present  time  we  are  facing  a 
period  of  great  national  tension.  It  may 
be  that  we  should  devote  such  fundsT  not 
Jo  highways,  but  to  munitions.  How¬ 
ever,  every  dollar  we  put  into  highways 
will  reduce  by  that  much  the  amount  of 
money  we  are  able  to  devote  to  military 
preparations,  materials,  and  the  neces¬ 
sary  contracts  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  the  commitments  for  which 
this  money  is  being  appropriated  were 
made  2  years  ago. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  will  have  an 
opportunity  quite  promptly  to  accom¬ 
plish  his  purpose,  because  there  has  been 
pending  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Public  Roads  a  bill  which  that  com¬ 
mittee  has  reported  today,  and  which 
will  be  upon  the  calendar.  That  bill  has 
been  passed  by  the  House.  The  bill  con¬ 
tains  authorizations  for  the  fiscal  years 
1952  and  1953,  and  contains  provisions 
in  regard  to  the  contractual  obligations 
to  which  the  Senator  has  been  addressing 
himself.  If  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
able  to  have  those  provisions  deleted,  he 
can  cuj-e  the  situation  to  which  he  ob¬ 
jects.  However,  the  proposal  he  now 
makes  should  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  like  to  deal  only  with  the  distant 
scene  in  1952  and  1953.  I  like  to  deal 
with  the  scene  in  1950  and  1951.  I  do  not 
think  our  hands  should  be  tied  by  any 
commitments  which  have  been  made  by 
Government  bureaus,  agencies  or  previ¬ 
ous  sessions  of  Congress. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  those  of 
us  who  had  the  responsibility  of  main¬ 
taining  the  highway  systems  in  the  States 
during  the  war  years,  know  how  wholly 
inadequate  our  road  systems  were  and 
how  the  heavy  vehicles  using  the  high¬ 
ways  were  pounding  our  hard-surface 
roads  to  pieces  every  day  in  the  year. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  able  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  proposing  reductions 
in  any  appropriation.  Economy  is  a 


necessity.  But  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
economy  in  denying  to  the  Federal  high¬ 
way  system  an  adequate  appropriation, 
in  order  that  the  requests  of  the  States 
to  match  the  State  funds  for  adequate 
road  construction  may  be  met.  If  we  are 
confronted  with  another  national  emer¬ 
gency  such  as  the  war  may  bring  to  us, 
we  will'  need  to  increase  our  hard-sur¬ 
faced  highway  system  in  the  United 
States,  in  order  to  transport  that  which 
will  have  to  be  transported.  Further¬ 
more,  we  shall  have  to  supplement  by 
truck  our  existing  railroad  transportation 
facilities,  or  we  shall  not  be  able  to  meet 
the  demand  for  the  movement  of  mer¬ 
chandise  and  war  equipment  which  will 
confront  the  Nation. 

For  that  reason,  while  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from-  Illinois  that  we  should 
economize,  yet  I  believe  that  if  we  bring 
about  an  economy  in  this  appropriation, 
it  may  not  be  economy,  but  a  very  ex¬ 
pensive  action,  in  its  ultimate  effect. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  and  Mr.  SALTONSTALL 
addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  in¬ 
quire  who  has  the  floor? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  that  this  item  goes 
beyond  the  question  of  appropriation. 
This  obligation  was  created,  not  by  this 
Congress  but  by  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
for  reasons  outlined  by  the  Senator  from 
Arizona,  which  compels  the  States  of  Illi¬ 
nois,  New  Mexico,  Minnesota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  as  well  as  the  other  States  of  the 
Union  and  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  to  make  their  plans  and  programs 
2  years  in  advance.  That  is  because 
State  legislatures  meet  but  once  every 
2  year's.  The  Eightieth  Congress  passed 
the  authorization  which  necessitates  this 
appropriation,  since  the  obligation  has 
already  been  created. 

As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
the  Committee  on  Public  Roads  today 
reported  a  bill  to  take  care  of  the  roads 
for  1952  and  1953.  But  so  far  as  1950 
and  1951  are  concerned,  the  obligations 
for  those  years  have  been  created,  and 
the  Senate  would  now  be  inconsistent 
and  would  be  unfair  to  every  State  in  the 
Union  and  to  every  possession  of  the 
United  States  if  it  were  at  this  moment 
to  reduce  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  I  may  make  one 
remark,  Mr.  President,  before  I  yield 
again,  let  me  say  that  this  alleged  obli¬ 
gation  may  be  one  of  two  kinds — legal 
or  moral.  So  far  as  the  legal  obligation 
is  concerned,  I  should  like  to  have  my 
esteemed  colleagues  consult  the  Charles 
River  Bridge  case,  the  citation  for  which 
is  11  Peters  420 — 1837,  and  Stone  v.  Mis¬ 
sissippi  (101  U.  S.  814 — 1880),  in  which 
I  think  the  courts  have  held  very  de¬ 
cisively  that  one  legislature  cannot  bind 
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a  future  legislature.  Each  legislature, 
therefore,  has  the  right  to  judge  con¬ 
cerning  its  own  appropriations.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Eighty-first  Congress  is  not 
bound  by  the  action  of  the  Eightieth 
Congress. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  has  correctly  stated  a  sound 
rule  of  law.  Nevertheless,  the  sovereign 
State  of  New  Mexico,  in  order  to  meet 
its  obligations  under  the  law,  and  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  a  contribution  by  the  Federal 
Governmnet  for  roads,  must  appropriate 
the  money  or  make  provision  by  which 
to  match  the  contribution  which  was 
made  by  the  Eightieth  Congress.  I  think 
the  rule  of  law  outlined  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  correct.  That  is  the  way 
it  should  be.  One  legislature  should  not 
be  able  to  bind  another.  That  is  the 
very  reason  why  the  thing  is  done  as  it 
is  done  here. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  suggest  this 
to  my  good  friend  from  New  Mexico: 
Suppose  we  were  to  adopt  my  amend¬ 
ment  and  were  to  save  $100,000,000,  actu¬ 
ally  $120,000,000  in  relation  to  the  House 
figure.  The  Federal  Government  would 
appropriate  $100,000,000  less.  The 
States,  under  the  50-50  formula,  would 
appropriate  or  spend  $100,000,000  less. 
I  do  not  think  the  condition  of  the 
States  would  be  severely  affected. 
What  would  happen  would  be  that  the 
State  deficits  would  be  less  than  they 
otherwise  would  be,  or  their  surpluses 
would  be  greater.  It  seems  to  me  there¬ 
fore — 

Mr.  HOLLAND  and  Mr.  MAYBANK 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield,  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.'  DOUGLAS.  If  I  may  finish  my 
sentence,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  we  should 
then,  in  a  manner,  be  killing  two  birds 
with  one  stone:  We  would  not  only  save 
$100,000,000  for  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  we  would  also  save  $100,000,- 
000  for  the  State  governments.  That, 
Mr.  President,  should  constitute  a  great 
contribution  to  the  war  effort. 

Mr.  HOLLAND,  Mr.  SALTONSTALL, 
Mr.  THYE,  Mr.  MAYBANK  and  other 
Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
reminded  of  my  experience  as  a  small 
boy,  chopping  into  a  hornet’s  nest,  with 
the  hornets  beginning  to  come  buzzing 
at  me  from  all  directions.  Again  I  seem 
to  have  chopped  into  a  hornet’s  nest,  and 
the  hornets  are  buzzing  around  me. 
First,  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  behind 
me,  who  is  nearest  to  me,  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Florida. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  have  to  make  that  decision.  The 
Chair  cannot  make  it  for  him. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator.  While  I  hesitate 
to  acknowledge  his  classification  of  me 
as  a  hornet,  I  should  like  to  suggest  that 
my  question  to  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator,  I  think,  will  bring  out  the  facts 
which  will  give  the  Senate  a  basis  upon 


which  to  work  in  this  matter.  The  ques¬ 
tion  to  which  I  understand  the  Senator 
gave  his  answer  was  this:  What  relation 
does  an  additional  cut  of  $100,000,000 
have  to  commitments  already  made? 

If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  make 
a  brief  observation  based  on  experience 
in  this  field,  I  may  say  that  this  has 
to  do  with  two  sorts  of  commitments. 
I  am  not  on  the  committee,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  cannot  speak  with  authority  as 
to  how  much  of  this  amount  comes 
under  one  class  and  how  much  comes 
under  the  other.  The  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  and  other  Senators 
who  are  present  can  give  those  figures. 
This,  I  repeat,  has  to  do  with  two  kinds 
of  commitments.  One  is  for  actual  re¬ 
payments  to  States  in  the  fiscal  year 
1951*of  amounts  which  they  will  have 
paid  to  contractors  upon  contracts  now 
existing,  already  made  and  now  under 
execution.  I  do  not  know  how  much  will 
come  under  that  classification,  but  my 
experience  would  impel  me  to  say  that 
much  the  larger  portion  of  this  amount 
would  come  under  that  classification,  as 
to  which  the  Senator  will  see  there  could 
be  no  possible  question  of  saving  the 
States  anything.  To  the  contrary,  the 
proposal  of  the  Senator,  if  agreed  to, 
might  easily  prevent  reimbursement  to 
the  States  under  an  agreement  already 
made,  based  upon  action  taken,  some  of 
it  by  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  in 
1944,  some  of  it  by  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress  in  1948,  and  some  of  it  by  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  last  year. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator,  if  I  may  ask  him  now, 
is  this :  With  reference  to  the  amount  of 
$100,000,000 — which  I  hope  is  not  taken 
out  of  the  Senator’s  hat — what  is  the 
relation  of  the  additional  cut  which  he 
proposes  to  the  commitments  of  the  kind 
which  I  have  just  mentioned,  and  to 
further  commitments  of  the  second  kind, 
which  I  think  would  be  a  much  smaller 
amount,  namely,  commitments  made  to 
States,  upon  which  they  can  make  con¬ 
tracts  in  the  approaching  year,  and  upon 
which  some  small  payments  will  be 
earned  during  the  fiscal  year  1951? 

Can  the  Senator  give  me  an  answer  to 
those  questions?  Without  them,  I 
should  feel  that  we  were  completely 
without  information  upon  which  we 
could  intelligently  vote.  I  assume  that 
the  committee  has  gone  to  great  lengths 
to  find  out  just  how  much  we  can  save 
as  against  the  Budget  estimate,  and  that 
It  has  already  decided  that  as  to  the  third 
postwar  year,  under  the  1944  act,  we 
can  save  nothing,  and  that,  as  to  the  first 
year  under  the  1948  act,  we  can  save  the 
$20,000,000  which  is  proposed  to  be  cut 
from  the  budgeted  recommendation  by 
the  committee’s  proposed  amendment. 

If  the  Senator  can  give  us  specific  facts 
upon  which  we  can  make  a  greater  cut, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  will  be 
glad  to  support  him.  But,  without  such 
specific  facts,  I  should  be  forced  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  making  of  this  cut 
would  be  a  repudiation  of  our  agreements 
with  the  States  and  would  be  a  decided 
imposition  of  penalties  upon  the  States. 
They  have  to  pay  the  contractors  100 
cents  on  the  dollar  and  then  require  re¬ 
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imbursement  of  that  portion  to  which, 
under  the  particular  type  of  road  con¬ 
cerned,  they  are  entitled,,  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  aid  system. 

If  the  Senator  can  answer  the  question, 
I  should  like  to  have  him  do  so,  because 
I  should  like  very  much  to  be  in  posi¬ 
tion  to  support  him.  I  appreciate  his 
zeal  for  economy.  I  do  not  care  to  be 
classified  as  a  hornet,  except  in  the  case 
of  economy,  in  which  case  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  be  so  classified,  but  I  should 
appreciate  an  answer  to  the  specific 
question  as  to  what  relation  the  pro¬ 
posed  $100,000,000  additional  cut  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  bears 
to  the  specific  commitment  made  by  the 
Federal  Government  to  the  States. 

Mi-.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say - 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  be  delighted 
to  yield  to  my  good  friend  from  South 
Carolina,  who  is  not  a  hornet  but  is  a 
good  hard-working  bee. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  But  as  to  the  contract  obliga¬ 
tions  we  have  in  connection  with  the 
States,  I  should  like  to  remind  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  able  junior  Senator 
from  Illinois,  of  the  enormous  gas  taxes 
collected  by  the  Federal  Government 
from  the  owners  of  automobiles  who 
drive  up  and  down  the  roads  of  the 
Nation  and  who  pay  the  additional  tax. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Will  my  good  friend 
from  Minnesota  be  willing  to  defer,  so 
that  I  may  try  to  answer  the  Senator 
from  Florida? 

My  proposal  of  a  reduction,  if  it  were 
agreed  to,  would  leave  nearly  $300,000,- 
000.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  would  be 
sufficient  to  make  payments  on  past 
work.  Virtually  every  appropriation  is 
to  settle  for  past  construction;  none  of 
it  is  for  construction  in  the  current  year 
for  which  we  are  appropriating.  I  am 
leaving  three-fourths  of  the  total  to 
settle  it  up. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  What  proportion  of 
the  $100,000,000  additional  cut  suggested 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  does  he 
propose  to  apply  against  the  sum  of 
$263,491,000,  which  is  the  remainder  of 
the  amount  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  three  postwar  fiscal  years 
by  the  act  of  1944,  and  what  proportion 
does  he  propose  to  apply  against  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
for  the  fiscal  year  1950,  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948?  What 
proportion  does  he  propose  to  apply 
against  the  amounts  which  are  required 
to  be  repaid  to  the  States  for  the  repair 
or  reconstruction  of  highways  or  bridges 
which  have  been  damaged  or  destroyed 
by  floods,  hurricanes,  or  landslides? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  proposal  I  made 
was  that  the  entire  reduction  should  be 
concentrated  on  the  projected  appro¬ 
priation  of  $263,000,000  carried  out  un¬ 
der  section  2  of  the  Highway  Act  of 
1944. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  Senator 
know  that  it  is  a  fact  that  the  funds 
for  the  third  year  of  the  postwar  period 
as  provided  for  in  the  1944  act  are  al¬ 
ready  expended,  and  we  are  complet¬ 
ing  the  work  which  was  proposed  un¬ 
der  the  1944  act,  and  the  chances  are 
that  every  dollar  of  the  amount  pro¬ 
vided  is  money  which  must  be  repaid  to 
the  States  in  the  approaching  fiscal  year 
for  work  done  under  contracts  which 
have  already  been  let,  either  during  the 
present  year  or  as  far  back  as  1949?  Does 
not  the  Senator  realize  that  it  is  a  clean¬ 
up  of  the  1944  act,  and  that  probably 
every  dime  of  it  is  due  under  contracts 
let  long  ago? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Florida  that  he  suggested 
that  the  cut  of  $100,000,000  be  made  in 
the  appropriations  under  the  act  of  1948 
of  $115,000,000.  If  this  would  enable 
me  to  win  his  support,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  have  the  money  transferred  to 
that  item.  I  am  trying  to  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  the  Senator  to  carry  out  his 
desire  for  economy. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota.  He  has 
been  waiting  for  some  time,  which  has 
put  me  in  the  ungracious  position  of  be¬ 
ing  impolite  to  him. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre¬ 
ciated  the  Senator’s  humorous  reference 
to  hornets.  There  cannot  be  any  econ¬ 
omy  in  restricting  Federal  road  funds, 
because  if  we  do  not  proceed  with  high¬ 
way  construction  we  are  absolutely  de¬ 
priving  ourselves  as  a  Nation  of  an  ade¬ 
quate  highway  system.  As  the  able 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank]  stated,  we  are  denying  ourselves 
revenue  in  the  form  of  gas  taxes. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  during 
the  war  years  those  of  us  who  were  ad¬ 
ministering  the  affairs  of  state  knew  we 
were  accumulating  State  funds  and  ear¬ 
marking  them.  They  were  funds  which 
were  by  statute  earmarked;  they  were 
highway  construction  funds.  We  were 
denied  materials  with  which  to  build 
highways.  The  Federal  Government 
could  not  match  funds  with  the  States 
because  we  were  denied  materials.  In 
the  postwar  years  the  State  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Governments  proceeded  with  long- 
delayed  highway  construction,  and  we 
are  now  just  catching  up  in  the  postwar 
years  with  highway  construction  which 
normally  should  have  proceeded  through 
1943, 1944,  and  1945.  Unless  we  are  will¬ 
ing  to  give  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Roads 
the  funds  necessary  to  match  the  State 
funds,  we  are  not  carrying  out  the  high¬ 
way-construction  program  which  has 
been  long  deferred.  I  think  there 
would  be  no  economy  in  making  the  re¬ 
duction  which  the  very  able  and  con¬ 
scientious  Senator  from  Illinois  has  pro¬ 
posed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  Minnesota  that  his 
statement  illustrates  the  difficulty  with 
which  we  find  ourselves  faced  when  we 
suggest  a  concrete  reduction.  We  all 
recognize  the  need  for  economy;  we  rec¬ 
ognize  the  fact  that  we  had  a  large  defi¬ 


cit  in  the  fiscal  year  which  has  just 
ended.  We  are  faced  with  a  deficit  next 
year  of  from  $4,000,000,000  to  $5,000,- 
000,000,  not  including  possible  war  ex¬ 
penditures.  The  chances  are  the  Korean 
situation  will  call  for  the  expenditure 
of  large  sums  of  money,  and  we  shall  be 
in  a  difficult  financial  situation  next  year. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota,  who  is  one 
of  the  finest  Members  of  this  body,  rec¬ 
ognizes  that  situation  very  well.  When 
we  recommend  a  cut  in  certain  items, 
Senators  are  very  reluctant  to  make  a  cut. 

What  I  think  we  have  got  to  do  is  to 
appraise  the  needs  of  the  particular  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  light  of  the  general  financial 
situation  with  which  we  are  faced.  We 
are  faced  with  the  situation  of  a  deficit, 
with  high  employment.  The  larger  the 
deficit,  the  more  we  shall  have  to  bor¬ 
row.  The  more  we  borrow,  the  more 
credit  the  banks  will  have  to  create.  The 
greater  the  credit,  the  greater  the  rise 
in  prices,  and  the  greater  the  economic 
disturbance. 

I  want  good  roads,  as  does  everyone 
else.  I  do  not  drive  an  automobile,  but 
my  friends  have  automobiles  and  take 
me  out  for  rides,  and  it  is  very  pleasant 
to  travel  on  the  roads.  But  the  question 
is  whether  we  can  afford  this  great  ex¬ 
penditure  in  a  period  of  great  con¬ 
cern — 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  a  moment. 

Whenever  we  make  a  proposal  of  a  re¬ 
duction,  we  are  told  that  we  are  legally 
committed  to  make  the  expenditure. 
We  need  resolute  courage.  The  law  is  be¬ 
hind  us.  We  are  not  legally  committed. 
The  decisions  in  the  Charles  River  Bridge 
and  Stone  against  Mississippi  cases  es¬ 
tablish  the  fact  that  we  are  legally  free. 
We  can  so  adjust  the  appropriation  that 
we  can  meet  amounts  due  on  past  work 
and  merely  slow  down  the  rate  of  future 
constructions.  For  every  dollar  we  with¬ 
hold  on  future  construction,  there  will  be 
a  corresponding  State  dollar  which  will 
not  be  spent,  so  we  shall  be  saving  $2 
for  the  country  as  a  whole.  For  every 
dollar  we  save  for  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  we  shall  be  multiplying  our  good 
works. 

I  hope  Senators  will  not  interfere  with 
this  means  by  which  we  can  release 
large  quantities  of  energy,  materials,  and 
labor,  and  save  at  least  $100,000,000. 
Furthermore,  I  am  not  proposing  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  highway  program  completely. 
We  would  still  have  nearly  $300,000,000 
for  this  purpose.  I  merely  want  to  slow 
it  down  because  of  the  present  need  for 
economy. 

I  now  yield  to  my  good  friend  from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  aware  of  the  fact  that 
Federal  law  requires  the  States  to  use 
their  road-user  taxes  on  roads,  or  be 
penalized  in  the  amount  of  money  which 
they  receive  in  the  form  of  Federal  aid 
for  local  roads? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  some  recol¬ 
lection  of  that.  I  studied  the  history  of 
the  Shackleford  Act  up  to  1930.  That  is 
my  impression. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  further  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 


American  people  are  paying  into  the 
National  Treasury  $1,350,000,000  this 
year  in  road-user  taxes  in  the  form  of 
gasoline  and  oil  taxes? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  was  not  certain  of 
the  precise  sum,  but  I  know  it  amounted 
to  a  large  figure. 

Mr.  KERR.  Then  does  the  Senator 
think  it  would  be  keeping  faith  with  the 
American  people  to  reduce  the  proposed 
appropriation  which  at  $385,000,000  is 
about  one-fourth  of  what  the  American 
people  are  paying  into  the  Treasury,  and 
which  has  been  pledged  to  them?  Would 
it  be  keeping  faith  with  the  American 
people  to  reduce  the  amount  to  a  point 
where  it  would  be  approximately  one- 
fifth  of  what  they  are  paying? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  never  under¬ 
stood  that  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  was 
earmarked  in  any  way,  or  that  it  could 
be  used  only  for  the  purpose  of  build¬ 
ing  roads.  I  thought  Federal  gasoline 
taxes,  like  other  taxes,  went  into  the 
General  Treasury  and  commingled  with 
other  general  receipts,  and  that  out  of 
those  general  receipts  specific  expendi¬ 
tures  were  made.  That  is  the  whole 
theory  of  Federal  taxation. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  there  not  just  as  much 
justification  for  the  Federal  Government 
to  apply  the  same  standard  to  the  road- 
user  money  which  it  collects  as  it  compels 
the  States  to  apply  to  the  road-user  tax 
money  which  they  collect? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  wants  to  propose  such  a  bill, 
I  think  it  should  be  given  careful  con¬ 
sideration.  However,  I  never  understood 
that  that  was  the  situation  at  the  present 
time.  In  fact,  as  I  have  read  the  deci¬ 
sions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court, 
such  as  in  the  Butler  case,  the  Court  has 
always  held  that  taxes  should  go  into 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  and 
should  not  be  earmarked  for  special  pur¬ 
poses;  that  out  of  the  general  fund  we 
should  make  appropriations.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  wishes  to  change  the 
law,  or  change  the  whole  system  of  the!* 
country,  I  think  he  should  propose  that 
change  in  the  form  of  a  bill. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  is  not  proposing  a  bill.  He  was 
reminding  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
the  Federal  Government  requires  that 
procedure  of  the  States.  Furthermore, 
the  Federal  Government  has  passed  an 
act  which  has  earmarked  $385,000,000  of 
its  general  revenue  for  that  purpose. 

Mi*.  DOUGLAS.  We  have  not  done  so 
yet. 

Mr.  KERR.  Insofar  as  the  proposal  is 
concerned,  it  would  be  earmarking  that 
much,  which  would  be  about  one-fifth 
of  what  the  American  people  are  paying 
in  road-user  taxes.  It  occurs  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  it  would 
be  a  simple  matter  of  justice  for  us  to 
impose  on  ourselves  the  same  standards 
which  we  force  States  to  impose  upon 
their  people. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  We  are  not  earmark¬ 
ing  anything. 

Mr.  CAPEHART  and  other  Senators 
addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  fin¬ 
ish.  I  shall  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  when  I  have  concluded 
with  my  statement,  before  other  hornets 
appear  upon  the  scene.  We  are  collect- 
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ing  gasoline  taxes  of  $1,350,000,000,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  very  able  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  That  amount  of  money  goes 
into  the  General  Treasury.  It'  can  be 
spent  for  any  purpose.  It  can  be  spent 
for  highways,  ships,  airplanes,  the  courts, 
or  for  anything  else.  Out  of  the  general 
resources  of  the  Treasury  it  is  proposed 
to  spend  a  given  amount  for  highways. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  believe  that  the 
able  Senator  from  Illinois  said  a  moment 
ago  that  he  adopted  the  philosophy  of 
our  appropriating  in  accordance  with 
our  ability  to  pay.  He  has  suggested 
that  we  take  approximately  one-fourth 
out  of  this  appropriation  of  $385,000,- 
000,  or  about  $100,000,000.  Will  the 
Senator  apply  the  same  philosophy  to 
the  ECA  appropriation  and  take  one- 
fourth  from  them? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  we 
need  not  deal  with  all  these  'issues  at  one 
time.  We  are  now  dealing  with  high¬ 
ways.  I  will  deal  with  the  ECA  appro¬ 
priation  when  we  come  to  it.  I  have 
again  and  again  quoted  to  my  good 
friend  from  Indiana  the  lines  from 
Cardinal  Newman’s  hymn,  Lead  Kindly 
Light : 

I  do  not  ask  to  see 

The  distant  scene— one  step  enough  for  me. 

I  am  not  a  member  of  the  faith  of 
Cardinal  Newman,  but  I  have  always 
believed  that  hymn  to  be  an  admirable 
guide  for  political  behavior. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KEM.  Is  it  not  true  that  many 
students  of  taxation  believe  that  taxes 
on  gasoline  should  be  reserved  to  the 
States,  and  that  it  is  not  proper  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  invade  that 
field?  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
if  it  is  not  true  that  the  Federal  gasoline 
tax  had  its  origin  in  1932,  when  the 
party  which  then  had  the  responsibility 
enacted  the  tax  in  order  to  balance  the 
budget?  Is  it  not  also  true  that  it  was 
enacted  for  a  period  of  1  year,  with  the 
understanding  that  it  would  be  taken 
off  at  the  end  of  the  year?  Furthermore, 
is  it  not  true  that  at  the  end  of  that 
year  it  was  increased  by  1  cent,  to  a 
cent  and  a  half.  Furthermore,  by  suc¬ 
cessive  renewals,  is  it  not  true  that  it 
was  continued  on  the  books?  Therefore, 
instead  of  being  a  temporary  tax,  it  came 
to  be  a  permanent  tax. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  in  reply  to 
my  good  friend  from  Missouri  that  I  am 
not  acquainted  with  the  detailed  history 
of  that  subject.  I  am  ready  to  assume 
that  it  is  as  he  said  it  is. 

Mr.  KEM.  It  shows  that  the  tax  was 
not  earmarked  for  highway  purposes, 
but  was  enacted  for  the  purpose  of  being 
an  aid  to  the  general  fund  and  to  balance 
the  budget. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  want  to  thank  my 
good  friend  from  Missouri  for  the  help 
which  he  has  given  me.  He  has  pointed 
out  that  the  Federal  gasoline  tax  was 
intended  for  general  revenue  purposes 
and  not  for  the  purpose  of  making  spe¬ 
cific  expenditures,  such  as  for  the  pur¬ 


pose  of  constructing  roads.  I  appreciate 
the  Senator’s  help. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  seems  to  me  that 
perhaps  the  Senator  from  Illinois  be¬ 
lieves  himself  to  be  the  only  one  who 
has  any  political  integrity  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh,  no.  That  is  not 
my  thought  at  all,  and  I  certainly  hope  I 
have  not  created  such  an  impression.  I 
want  to  say,  with  absolute  sincerity,  that 
I  have  the  greatest  respect  for  the  in¬ 
tegrity  of  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  who 
decided  that  what  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  said  was  the  purpose  of  the 
gasoline  tax? 

Mr.  KEM.  It  will  be  found - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  temporarily  so  that  he 
may  reply  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico. 

Mr.  KEM.  It  was  stated  in  the  debates 
in  Congress.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  in¬ 
vite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  to  those  debates.  That  was 
stated  to  be  the  purpose  of  the  law.  It 
was  shown  in  the  bill  that  it  was  intended 
that  the  tax  should  be  applied  for  1  year. 
It  was  stated  that  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  balancing  the  budget.  I  do  not  have 
the  Congressional  Record  with  me,  but 
I  shall  be  glad  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  to  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  positive  that  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  will  invite  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
to  the  Congressional  Record.  That  was 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works.  Personally  I  am  be¬ 
coming  a  little  tired  of  having  Senators 
make  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
the  whipping  boy. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  a  very  ungracious 
position  for  any  Senator  to  be  placed 
in  to  rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
question  an  appropriation  which  is  pro¬ 
posed  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  es¬ 
pecially  when  it  is  approved  by  a  com¬ 
mittee  headed  by  my  good  friend  from 
New  Mexico,  for  whom  I  have  the  very 
highest  esteem.  A  Senator  who  does  so 
seems  very  ungracious,  and  he  seems  to 
put  himself  in  the  position  of  knowing 
more  than  the  committee  knows.  I  as¬ 
sure  the  Senator  I  do  not  feel  that  at  all. 
I  recognize  the  fact  that  it  would  be  very 
natural  for  Senators  to  feel  a  certain 
amount  of  resentment  in  that  respect, 
and  I  hope  that  the  Senator  will  feel 
that  there  is  no  such  motivation  in  my 
heart,  and  I  only  hope  that  by  my  con¬ 
duct  I  can  convince  him  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  fully  convinced  of 
the  sincerity  of  purpose  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  attribute  his  state  of 
mind  to  the  fact  that  he  does  not  under¬ 
stand  the  philosophy  of  public  roads  and 
what  they  mean  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  I  say  that  in  all  kindness. 
I  do  not  attribute  any  malice  or  anything 
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of  that  sort  to  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  of  course 
roads  are  important,  but  they  are  only 
one  part  of  the  consideration.  What  I 
am  suggesting  is  that  we  economize  in 
this  appropriation  by  about  a  quarter, 
save  a  hundred  million,  so  that  the  deficit 
will  be  less,  and  that  we  will  have  a 
greater  margin  of  safety  for  any  war 
emergency  which  may  develop.  The 
highway  program  would  go  on,  but  it 
would  be  slowed  down  and  we  would 
save  $100,000,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  1  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  appropriation 
might  be  decreased,  and  I  believe  in 
economy,  „  but  I  recall  the  vote  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  voting  for  the  Ful- 
bright  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  To  give  money  to  Eu¬ 
rope.  It  happens  that  there  are  some 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate 
who  think  all  the  economy  should  not  be 
borne  by  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
in  order  to  be  united,  in  order  to  bring 
about  the  economy  which  would  make  it 
possible  for  us  to  help  other  countries  in 
the  world,  do  need  some  roads.  That  is 
the  only  difference  between  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  and  me. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course,  we  need 
roads.  The  question  is  whether  we  need 
$400,000,000  worth  of  roads. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  little  while  ago  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  was  quoting  what 
he  thought  the  law  was,  and  I  am  sure 
he  was  positive  of  his' recollection,  and 
there  is  no  question  as  to  his  motives  or 
his  understanding.  He  thought  he 
stated  what  the  law  was.  We  also  have  a 
law,  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
under  which  obligations  were  made  to 
the  States,  including,  of  course,  the  State 
of  Illinois,  and  I  am  sure  this  appropria¬ 
tion  would  affect  the  State  of  Illinois 
much  more  than  the  State  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  so  far  as  volume  is  concerned. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Since  Congress  passed 
a  law  obligating  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  the  individual  States  of 
the  Union,  and  also  the  possessions  of 
the  United  States — Alaska,  Hawaii, 
Puerto  Rico — would  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  say  that  after  that  law  was 
passed,  and  the  Congress  obligated  it-  . 
self  to  the  States,  we  should  repudiate 
that  law? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  ask  me  that  question? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  ask  that  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  would  say  it  has 
been  well  established  by  court  decisions 
that  one  Congress  cannot  legally  bind 
a  succeeding  Congress  to  appropriate; 
that  whenever  we  say  that  one  Congress 
is  bound  by  the  decision  of  a  preceding 
Congress,  we  give  up  the  control  over  ap¬ 
propriations,  and  that  we  virtually  sur¬ 
render  the  power  of  a  given  Congress 
to  affect  economy.  It  seems  to  me  that 
both  on  the  principle  of  law  and  tne 
exigencies  of  the  present  situation  these 
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economies  should  be  effected.  I  would 
also  like  to  repeat  that,  even  after  sav¬ 
ing  $100,000,000  by  adopting  my  amend¬ 
ment,  we  would  still  have  nearly  $300,- 
000,000  left  for  highways. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  all  kindness,  I  will 
say  it  is  impossible  to  convince  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  either  as  to  the 
logic  or  the  reason  or  the  fair  play  of 
the  legislation  passed  by  the  Eightieth 
Congress . 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  very  much  wish  I 
could  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  save  this  money,  and  I  certainly  ex¬ 
pect  to  vote  with  him  on  other  motions 
to  reduce  appropriations  for  nonessen¬ 
tial  projects. 

My  remarks  are  not  addressed  to  the 
merits  of  the  building  of  roads.  I  have 
always  been  a  strong  believer  in  roads. 
I  know  they  have  done  a  great  deal  for 
my  own  State,  and  I  know  they  have 
done  a  great  deal  for  the  other  States  of 
the  Union.  I  would  not  be  shocked  if  the 
amount  appropriated  for  roads  were,  un¬ 
der  the  present  circumstances,  reduced, 
if  it  were  possible  to  do  so  in  good  faith, 
but  speaking  as  a  former  governor  of  a 
State,  my  feeling  is  that  we  could  not 
possibly  reduce  this  appropriation  and 
still  act  in  good  faith  toward  the  States. 

I  am  afraid  the  junior  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  not  fully  familiar  with  the  pro¬ 
cedure  that  is  followed  in  the  various 
States,  certainly  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  I  have  no  doubt  in  other 
States.  We  have  what  we  call  a  map, 
which  is  prepared  to  care  for  the  needs 
of  the  State  in  the  building  of  highways 
for  a  period  of  3  years.  We  let  contracts 
for  that  period. 

A  great  part  of  the  appropriation  un¬ 
der  consideration,  which  is  the  result  of 
action  taken,  I  understand,  by  the 
Eightieth  Congress,  is  to  reimburse  the 
States  for  expenditures  already  made. 
The  money  has  been  paid  out  of  the 
treasuries  of  the  States,  and  the  only  way 
the  States  could  be  reimbursed  is  through 
payment  by  the  Federal  Government. 
The  remainder  of  the  appropriation,  or 
at  least  the  greater  part  of  it,  would  be 
used  to  place  the  States  in  a  position  to 
contract  under  a  plan  which  was  adopted 
a  long  time  ago. 

I  am  afraid  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
does  not  realize  that  when  a  State  au¬ 
thorizes  the  building  of  a  50-mile  stretch 
of  road,  it  does  not  undertake  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  entire  50  miles  at  one 
time.  The  State  will  build,  here  and 
there,  parts  of  the  road,  and  if  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  should  not  now  put 
the  States  in  a  position  to  meet  their 
obligations,  there  would  be  a  checker¬ 
board  all  across  the  State — and  I  be¬ 
lieve  this  would  apply  to  every  State — 
little  patches  of  road  begun  and  then 
discontinued,  ending  nowhere,  beginning 
nowhere.  It  would  be  a  great  disservice 
to  the  States. 

It  may  not  legally  be  repudiation,  but 
I  can  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  while  I  was  governor  I  counted  on 
the  good  faith  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  to  reimburse  me  for  obligations 


which  I  as  governor  had  assumed  or  au¬ 
thorized,  and  I  would  feel  it  was  repudia¬ 
tion,  and  I  believe  my  associates  would 
so  feel.  Therefore  I  cannot  vote  with 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
will  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  a  question 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
cannot  yield  for  that  purpose  except  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  New  York  attended  the 
hearings  on  the  Federal  aid  highways  bill 
which  was  considered  by  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  under  the  leadership  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan],  chairman  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Public  Roads  of  the  Public  Works 
Committee.  Will  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  who  was  formerly  a  governor,  and 
is  no  doubt  familiar  with  the  procedures, 
the  techniques,  the  mechanics,  of  how 
Federal  contributions  are  used  by  the 
State  governments,  advise  the  Senate 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  State 
of  New  York  itself,  instead  of  seeking, 
in  this  particular  instance,  an  appropri¬ 
ation  of  $450,000,000,  suggested  to  the 
committee  that  the  entire  fund  collected 
from  gasoline  taxes,  amounting  to 
$1,350,000,000,  be  devoted  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  roads? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  desires  to  say  he 
did  not  attend  the  hearings,  and  he  does 
not  know  what  the  requests  of  the  State 
of  New  York  were  for  gasoline  moneys. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  would  have  been 
very  happy  to  receive  increased  gasoline 
revenues. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
State  of  New  York  has  an  intelligent 
technical  engineering  organization  which 
takes  care  of  the  roads  in  the  State  of 
New  York? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  quite  correct; 
we  have  a  highway  department. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  is  a  nonpartisan 
body,  dealing  only  with  public  roads,  and 
with  the  benefits  to  the  people  of  the 
State  of  New  York  which  might  result 
from  the  construction  of  public  roads. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  can  advise  the  Senator 
from  New  York  and  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  every  other  large  State  in 
the  Union,  is  away  behind  in  roads,  and 
they  asked  us,  instead  of  appropriating 
$450,000,000,  to  provide  a  billion  and  a 
half  dollars  so  that  they  might  proceed 
with  the  construction  of  the  roads  which 
are  so  badly  needed  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  the  individual  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  quite  correct. 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mex¬ 
ico  that  I  have  always  been  a  great  ad¬ 
vocate  of  the  building  of  roads.  I  think 
they  should  be  built  to  the  limit  of  the 


available  resources  of  the  States  and  of 
the  Nation.  I  did  say  a  few  minutes  ago 
that  while  I  have  been,  and  now  am,  an 
advocate  of  roads,  I  would,  in  view  of 
what  I  consider  a  possibly  very  critical 
situation,  be  willing  temporarily  to  de¬ 
lay  the  building  of  roads.  But  I  have  no 
doubt  whatsoever  of  the  fact  that  roads 
are  needed  and  are  a  great  asset  to  the 
States  and  the  Nation  alike. 

I  should  like  to  say  one  further  word. 
We  were  talking  about  the  needs  of  the 
States  and  the  financial  resources  of 
the  States.  I  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  in  preparing  the 
revenue  planning  for  the  State  of  New 
York — and  I  am  sure  it  is  true  in  the 
Senator’s  State  also — there  is  put  down 
as  an  asset,  an  inviolable  asset,  the 
amount  that  is  due  from  the  Federal 
Government  for  the  next  2  years. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  a  part  of  the 
planning. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  will  indulge  me  one  moment 
more,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  York  a  question.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  said  that  because  of  the  general 
circumstances  he  would  be  willing  to 
defer  temporarily  the  construction  of 
roads.  Suppose  the  roads  proposed  to 
be  constructed  were  military  roads? 
Suppose  they  were  interstate  roads  that 
necessarily  had  to  be  built  for  the  se¬ 
curity  of  the  country?  Suppose  they 
were  access  roads  which  would  lead  to 
military  establishments.  Suppose  they 
were  military  roads  that  had  to  do  with 
a  naval  installation,  or  an  Army  installa¬ 
tion,  or  an  aviation  installation?  Would 
the  Senator  from  New  York  make  the 
same  statement  with  respect  to  them? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  answer  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  in  this  way:  I  can 
make  the  statement  without  qualifica¬ 
tion  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
going  to  vote  for  every  appropriation 
which  I  am  convinced  is  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense  and  national  security. 
Certainly  if  roads  are  involved  in  our 
national  defense  or  national  security  I 
would  favor  them. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  further? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Not  at  this  time,  Mr. 
President.  I  should  like  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  declines  to  yield  further. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  issue  is  clear.  As  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  to  this  discussion  I  have  almost 
felt  that  I  was  being  accused  of  trying 
to  destroy  the  American  home  and  tear¬ 
ing  down  all  the  verities  of  American  life. 
That  is  not  my  purpose,  Mr.  President. 
It  is  my  humble  purpose  that,  instead  of 
appropriating  $385,000,000  for  highways, 
we  appropriate  only  $285,000,000,  making 
a  saving  of  $100,000,000.  We  would  still 
appropriate  nearly  $300,000,000,  and, 
with  a  corresponding  amount  from  the 
States,  we  would  have  a  total  of  nearly 
$600,000,000  for  Federal-aid  highways. 
In  addition  there  would  be  the  amount 
spent  by  the  States  and  localities  for 
non-Federal  highways.  So  we  would  still 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1950 

have  a  large  volume  of  highway  con¬ 
struction. 

Mr.  President,  the  issue  here  is  plain. 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  any 
longer.  I  ask  for  a  vote  on  my  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

'  The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  87,  line  24. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  88, 
line  3,  after  “1944”,  to  strike  out 
“$135,509,000”  and  insert  “$115,509,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards,”  on  page  90,  line  6,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$540,000”  and 
insert  “$700,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  90, 
line  25,  after  the  word  “thereto”,  to  strike 
out  “$1,270,000”  and  insert  “$1,430,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  93, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “stations”,  to 
strike  out  “$3,100,000”  and  insert 
“$3,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  93, 
line  7,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike  out 
“sites”  and  insert. “a  site”;  in  line  9,  af¬ 
ter  the  “a”,  to  strike  out  “radio  labora¬ 
tory  building  and  a”;  in  line  11,  after 
the  wqrd  “by”,  to  strike  out  “acts”  and 
insert  “the  act”;  in  line  12,  after  the 
numerals  “1949”,  to  strike  out  “Public 
Laws  366”  and  insert  “Public  Law  2”; 
in  line  13,  after  the  numerals  “386”,  to 
strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert  “$134,- 
000”;  and  in  line  17,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$5,675,000”  and 
insert  “$1,766,000.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  desire  to  discuss  briefly  the  para¬ 
graph  beginning  on  line  7  of  page  93, 
and  ending  on  line  17. 

I  was  surprised  when  I  read  the  hear¬ 
ings  before  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  with  respect  to  the  matters  which 
are  dealt  with  in  that  paragraph,  to  find 
that  no  military  justification  had  been 
made'  on  behalf  of  the  radio  laboratory 
building  for  which  that  paragraph  pro¬ 
vides.  I  feel  it  is  very  important  that  the 
committee  and  the  Senate  be  apprised 
of  the  military  significance  and  the  mili¬ 
tary  impacts  of  that  laboratory.  I  want 
to  make  the  record  complete  by  read¬ 
ing  into  it  several  documents  pertaining 
to  this  matter.  I  shall  skip  around  in 
them  as  much  as  I  can  to  make  my  pres¬ 
entation  as  brief  as  possible  and  as  much 
to  the  point  as  possible. 

The  first  document  I  desire  to  read  into 
the  Record  is  a  statement  by  the  Bureau 
of  Standards  reading  as  follows : 

The  Central-Radio  Propagation  Laboratory 
Of  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  was  es¬ 
tablished  at  the  direct  request  of  the  United 
States  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  order  to  carry 
on  and  expand  the  radio  propagation  work 


which  has  proved  essential  for  military  op¬ 
erations  during  the  last  war.  By  this  means 
the  major  propagation  work  of  the  three 
branches  of  the  Military  Establishment  would 
be  centralized  in  one  agency  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  the  work  would  be  assured.  The  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  laboratory  are  guided  by  an 
interagency  radio  propagation  executive 
council,  which  establishes  priorities  of  proj¬ 
ects  and  reviews  the  annual  budget  so  that 
duplications  of  work  is  avoided. 

The  establishment  of  a  radio  laboratory 
building  for  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  is  critical  for  the  following  reasons: 

a.  The  extension  of  the  radio  frequency 
spectrum  by  a  factor  of  1,000,000  requires 
an  extensive  program  of  research,  develop¬ 
ment,  calibration,  and  testing.  This  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  underway  as  authorized  by 
Congress  but  has  been  handicapped  by  lack 
of  suitable  facilities  and  location. 

b.  The  variable  characteristics  of  radio 
waves  required  extensive  propagation  studies 
and  prediction  services  for  both  military  and 
civilian  needs.  In  this  sense,  the  field  of 
radio  propagation  requires  a  service  of  pre¬ 
diction  analagous  to  that  required  in 
weather. 

I  want  Senators  to  listen  particularly 
to  this  language : 

Such  services  are  crucial  to  the  military 
services :  For  example,  loss  of  planes  and  lives 
occurred  during  the  last  war  as  a  direct  con¬ 
sequence  of  lack  of  information  as  to  the  fad¬ 
ing  of  radio  frequencies  and  radio  disturb¬ 
ances  which  effectively  eliminated  commu¬ 
nication  of  our  aircraft  with  bases. 

c.  The  location  and  present  facilities  of  the 
bureau  in  Washington  are  totally  inadequate 
for  the  present  program:  the  urgency  of  the 
program  however  was  such  that  the  program 
was  begun  and  authorized  by  Congress  at  a 
level  of  $3,000,000  per  year,  beginning  in 
fiscal  1949.  The  program  was  and  is  closely 
coordinated  and  planned  by  the  Air  Force, 
Army,  Navy,  CAA,  Air  Navigation  Develop¬ 
ment  Board,  FCC,  Coast  Guard,  State  De¬ 
partment,  and  industry,  and  reviewed  by  the 
Research  and  Development  Board.  The  new 
facilities  are  crucial  for  (1)  maximum  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  a  program  now  scattered  in 
temporary  structures  clearly  recognized  as 
inadequate  by  the  bureau  and  the  military 
services:  (2)  effective  and  economic  coor¬ 
dination  with  a  related  program  of  $750,000 
now  being  conducted  in  Colorado  because  of 
natural  terrain  conditions  by  the  bureau  for 
the  military  and  the  Air  Navigation  Develop¬ 
ment  Board;  and  (3)  consolidation  of  some 
field  activities  which  cannot  be  performed 
in  Washington. 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  had 
none  of  that  information  before  it  when 
it  considered  this  appropriation.  I  am 
not  surprised  therefore  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  struck  from  the  bill  the  appropri¬ 
ation  which  provided  for  the  building  of 
this  very  essential  laboratory*  a  labora¬ 
tory  of  extremely  critical  importance  and 
badly  neded  for  the  national  defense. 

I  read  further: 

The  program  is  crucial  to  the  national 
defense  and  is  of  vital  importance  to  civilian 
applications  of  radio.  The  role  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  in  defense: 

1.  Prediction  services  as  to  the  frequencies 
which  can  be  used  to  insure  communication 
from  one  point  to  another,  anywhere  in  the 
world,  at  any  time,  are  vital  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force.  Radio  waves  are  af¬ 
fected  by  sun  spots  and  by  disturbances  in 
the  ionosphere  and  meteorological  phe¬ 
nomena.  To  maintain  a  prediction  service 
requires  extensive  and  continuous  studies 
and  monitoring,  subsequent  analysis  of 
data,  and  the  issuance  of  predictions  to  the 
services.  Warnings  of  sudden  disturbances 
must  also  be  communicated  at  once  to  the 
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services  with  instructions  as  to  what  action 
must  be  taken  to  maintain  communications. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  at 
Climax,  Colo.,  Harvard  University  has 
a  laboratory  where  the  sun  is  photo¬ 
graphed  from  day  to  day,  where  the  im¬ 
pact  of  sun  spots  upon  electronic  waves 
throughout  the  world  is  measured,  and 
where  the  importance  of  sun  spots  and 
their  effect  upon  radio  propagation 
is  being  studied  and  being  determined. 

I  continue  to  read: 

2.  The  development  of  effective  guided 
missiles,  which  depend  on  radio  waves  for 
guidance,  requires  studies  of  the  character¬ 
istics  of  waves  at  all  frequencies.  The  suc¬ 
cess  of  this  program  depends  on  the  solution 
of  a  large  set  of  problems  in  this  area:  any 
delay  here  will  adversely  affect  our  readiness 
and  effectiveness  in  utilizing  these  missiles. 
This  program  requires  prompt  action  and 
considerable  expansion,  which  cannot  be 
achieved  without  adequate  facilities. 

In  the  paragraph  to  which  I  refer,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  very  prop¬ 
erly  left  in  the  provision  for  a  guided 
missiles  laboratory,  inasmuch  as  the  two 
are  joined  together;  they  are  connected 
scientifically,  because  the  propagation 
of  radio  waves  and  the  program  in  that 
connection  and  the  guided  missiles  pro¬ 
gram  cannot  be  separated;  one  is  de¬ 
pendent  on  the  other.  The  remainder 
of  the  justification  reads  as  follows: 

3.  The  global  nature  of  our  military  re¬ 
sponsibilities  requires  studies  of  radio  prop¬ 
agation,  in  unusual  geographic  and  climatic 
regions.  The  Bureau’s  program  on  propaga¬ 
tion  in  the  Arctic  is  of  special  importance 
here.  This  program  requires  adequate  sup¬ 
porting  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  in  a  suitable  laboratory,  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  portion  of  the  work  must  be  done 
in  a  well-equipped  laboratory. 

4.  Radio  navigation  and  directing  finding 
require  the  analysis  and  test  of  systems,  the 
study  of  the  properties  of  the  radio  waves  in 
a  given  frequency  range,  and  the  synthesis 
of  these  studies  into  satisfactory  systems 
for  a  variety  of  military  purposes  and  condi¬ 
tions.  Satisfactory  radio  navigation  and 
direction  finding  are  absolutely  crucial  in  air 
warfare. 

5.  Radar,  one  of  the  most  powerful  meth¬ 
ods  of  detecting  and  tracing  air  and  sea  tar¬ 
gets,  requires  extensive  knowledge  of  the  best 
frequencies,  studies  of  the  range  of  radio 
waves,  and  problems  of  selection  of  radar 
sites.  These  studies  by  the  Bureau  for  the 
military  services  require  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  and  location  if  they  are  to  be  economic¬ 
ally  and  quickly  done. 

6.  Pressing  work  in  countermeasures — in¬ 
cluding  methods  of  getting  radio  signals 
through  Interference  of  the  enemy — requires 
new  facilities  of  the  kind  indicated. 

7.  Aircraft-to-aircraft  and  aircraft-to- 
ground  communication  essential  to  military 
operations  and  commercial  aviation  safety 
requires  extensive  and  prompt  studies  of  the 
higher  frequencies — 200  megacycles  and 
above — about  which  insufficient  information 
is  fiofr  available. 

The  importance  of  these  activities  to  the 
national  economy,  aside  from  the  immediate 
and  direct  military  applications,  parallels  in 
several  respects  those  projects  noted  above. 
Prediction  services,  radio  warning  disturb¬ 
ances,  radar,  radio  navigation  and  direction 
finding,  the  provision  of  standard  frequen¬ 
cies  and  time  signals,  day  and  night— are  im¬ 
portant  in  the  safe  operation  of  civilian  air¬ 
craft  and  shipping.  Studies  of  radio  propa¬ 
gation  and  of  frequency  allocations  and  fre¬ 
quency.  assignments  are  vital  to  every  field 
of  radio  service,  whether  military  or  civilian. 
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In  summary  It  Is  absolutely  essential  that 
the  activities  of  the  CRPL  be  removed  from 
the  Washington  area  as  soon  as  possible  and 
be  provided  with  adequate  facilities.  In¬ 
creasing  congestion  of  the  radio  spectrum 
in  this  area  makes  adequate  experimenta¬ 
tion  rapidly  more  difficult  just  at  the  time 
that  military  needs  are  most  pressing.  Un¬ 
der  currently  increasing  emergency  condi¬ 
tions,  moreover,  it  appears  that  military 
needs  will  require  intensification  and  ex¬ 
tension  of  this  program,  which  is  impossible 
in  the  Washington  area. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  certain 
statements  coming  from  our  military 
authorities.  First,  I  wish  to  read  a  letter 
addressed  to  me  by  Charles  Sawyer,  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  at  the  time  when 
the  bill  authorizing  this  laboratory  was 
before  our  committee.  In  the  letter  he 
refers  to  Senate  bill  443,  the  bill  which 
provided  for  the  laboratory.  His  letter 
reads  as  follows: 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce, 

Washington,  June  2,  1949. 
Hon.  Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  United 
States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  I  understand  that 
concern  has  been  expressed  by  several  mem¬ 
bers  of  your  committee  with  respect  to  the 
location  of  the  site  for  the  proposed  radio 
laboratory  building  the  construction  of 
which  would  be  authorized  by  S.  443  for  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  presently  un¬ 
der  consideration  by  the  Committee  on  In¬ 
terstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  Senate. 

As  was  stated  in  the  statement  of  purpose 
and  need  for  S.  443,  transmitted  to  your  com¬ 
mittee  on  February  24,  1949,  the  activities  to 
be  carried  out  in  this  proposed  laboratory  are 
critical  in  the  entire  field  of  radio  communi¬ 
cations,  of  particular  value  of  American  avia¬ 
tion,  and  of  vital -importance  to  the  Armed 
Forces.  Members  of  my  staff  have  therefore 
discussed  the  matter  of  the  location  of  this 
site  with  the  National  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  the  National  Security  Resources  Board, 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  these  discussions,  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  this  building  should  not  be 
located  in  the  metropolitan  area  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  therefore  recommend 
that  amendatory  language  be  provided  in  S. 
443  to  authorize  the  procurement  of  a  site 
elsewhere.  The  proposed  language,  attached 
as  exhibit  A,  is  not  restricted  to  a  site  for 
the  laboratory  building  alone  since  buildings 
in  the  future  where  the  same  factors  apply, 
should  also  be  located  at  the  same  site  for 
the  reasons  of  economy,  technical  effective¬ 
ness,  and  administrative  efficiency. 

As  stated  in  my  letter  dated  February  24, 
1949,  to  your  committee,  there  exists  an  ur¬ 
gent  need  for  the  laboratory  building  which 
would  be  authorized  by  S.  443  and  the  De¬ 
partment  strongly  urges  .the  enactment  of 
this  legislation  as  amended. 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  this  letter  to  your  committee. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  Sawyer, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  President,  one  paragraph  of  the 
justification  I  read  a  moment  ago  indi¬ 
cates  that  there  was  a  considerable  loss 
of  life  in  World  War  II  because  we  did 
not  have  a  complete  understanding  of 
radar  and  radio  propagation  and  all  the 
connected  sciences. 

Maj.  Gen.  Wilton  B.  Persons,  United 
States  Army,  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Legislative  Liaison,  notified  me  as  fol¬ 


lows  when  we  were  previously  consider¬ 
ing  this  matter: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  February  17,  1949. 
Hon.  Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  United 
State  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Johnson:  Mr.  Forrestal  has 
asked  me  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1949,  requesting  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  this  office  with  respect  to  a  bill  now 
pending  before  your  committee,  S.  443,  to 
authorize  the  construction  and  equipment 
of  a  radio  laboratory  building  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

This  office  has  assigned  to  the  Research 
and  Development  Board  responsibility  for 
providing  your  committee  with  a  coordinated 
report  on  this  legislation  on  behalf  of  the 
National  Military  Establishment. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wilton  B.  Persons, 

Major  General,  United  States  Army, 
Director,  Office  of  Legislative 
Liaison. 

So,  Mr.  President,  Dr.  Karl  T.  Comp¬ 
ton,  chairman  of  the  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Board,  was  speaking  for  the 
military  when  he  addressed  the  follow¬ 
ing  communication  to  our  committee: 
National  Military  Establishment, 

Research  and  Development  Board, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  5,  1949. 
Hon.  Edwin  C.  Johnson,  ^ 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  United 
States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Johnson  :  In  accordance 
with  the  direction  contained  in  a  memo¬ 
randum  to  me  from  Maj.  Gen.  Wilton  B. 
Persons,  dated  February  17,  1949,  I  am  sub¬ 
mitting  herewith  the  views  of  the  National 
Military  Establishment  on  Senate  443,  to 
authorize  the  construction  and  equipment 
of  a  radio  laboratory  building  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

The  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Standards  in 
the  field  of  radio  has  had  both  tactical  (mil¬ 
itary)  and  nontactical  (civilian)  applica¬ 
tions.  Some  of  its  basic  research  work  is  of 
use  to  the  military  services,  as  for  example, 
propagation  studies,  miniaturization  (VT 
fuses  and  printed  circuit  techniques),  fun¬ 
damental  studies  of  time  and  wave-length, 
standards,  and  instrumentation  (equipment 
for  calibration  and  maintenance) .  The  pro¬ 
posed  facility  will  contribute  indirectly  to 
the  research  and  development  program  of 
the  National  Military  Establishment;  and 
the  National  Military  Establishment  there¬ 
fore  takes  a  favorable  view  with  respect  to 
the  enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation. 
It  should  be  noted  that  the  general  charac¬ 
ter  of  Bureau  of  Standards  work  is  such  that 
the  expenditure  of  funds  for  this  facility 
should  be  regarded  not  as  forming  a  part  of 
the  total  national  funds  expendable  on  mili¬ 
tary  research  and  development,  but  as  sepa¬ 
rate  from  and  supplemental  thereto. 

This  report  has  been  coordinated  among 
the  Departments  and  Boards  of  the  National 
Military  Establishment  in  accordance  with 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Karl  T.  Compton, 

Chairman. 

After  Mr.  Forrestal  resigned  from  the 
Office  of  National  Defense,  and  was  suc¬ 
ceeded  by  Secretary  Johnson,  we  took 
up  the  matter  with  the  National  Defense 
Establishment  and  asked  them  if  they 


still  were  interested  in  this  laboratory, 
in  the  same  way  that  they  were  inter¬ 
ested  in  it  when  that  establishment  was 
under  Mr.  Forrestal.  The  reply  was  that 
they  were.  I  received  the  following  letter 
from  Mr.  F.  H.  Richardson,  a  deputy 
executive  secretary  of  the  Research  and 
Development  Board: 

Research  and  Development  Board, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  27,  1949. 
Subject:  Senate  443,  ‘‘To  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction  and  equipment  of  a  radio  lab¬ 
oratory  building  for  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards,  Department  of  Commerce.” 
Hon.  Edwin  C.  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Johnson:  The  report  of 
the  National  Military  Establishment  on  the 
above-identified  bill  was  submitted  to  you  by 
Dr.  Compton  in  his  letter  dated  April  5,  1949. 
This  report,  which  was  fully  coordinated 
among  the  Departments  and  Boards  of  the 
National  Military  Establishment  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  took  a  favorable  view  with 
respect  to  the  enactment  of  the  proposed 
legislation. 

Mr.  Cooper  of  your  committee’s  staff  has 
asked  whether,  in  view  of  the  recent  change 
in  the  incumbency  in  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  the  report  on  the  subject 
bill  may  still  be  regarded  as  duly  represent¬ 
ing  the  viewpoint  of  the  National  Military 
Establishment.  In  Dr.  Compton’s  absence  I 
am  replying  for  him  to  Mr.  Cooper’s  query. 
I  have  made  a  check  in  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  I  am  authorized  to  inform  you 
that,  in  the  absence  of  specific  action  to  the 
contrary,  all  actions  by  Secretary  Forrestal, 
including  all  actions  taken  by  subordinate 
bureaus  and  agencies,  are  to  be  regarded  as 
still  valid  and  in  effect.  By  virtue  of  this 
presumption,  the  subject  report  on  S.  443 
falls  within  the  class  of  actions  which  have 
not  been  altered  by  the  change  in  the  secre¬ 
taryship. 

Very  truly  yours, 

F.  H.  Richardson, 
Deputy  Executive  Secretary. 

Next,  Mr.  President,  let  me  read  the 
following  letter: 

Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  13,  1950. 
Dr.  Newbern  Smith, 

Chief,  Central  Radio  Propagation  Lab¬ 
oratory,  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dr.  Smith:  The  enclosed  statement 
is  a  copy  of  the  statement  previously  pre¬ 
sented  indicating  military  support  of  the 
fiscal  year  1951  Central  Radio  Propagation 
Laboratory  budget. 

Sincerely  yours, 

W.  T.  Guest, 

Brigadier  General,  USA,  Chief, 

Signal  Plans  and  Operations  Division. 

Although  the  statement  enclosed  with 
that  letter  carries  a  previous  date,  never¬ 
theless  it  is,  as  a  result,  brought  up  to 
this  very  day,  July  13,  1950.  The  en¬ 
closed  statement  from  the  Department 
of  Defense  reads  as  follows: 

Department  of  Defense — Statement  To  Be 

Made  in  Defense  of  CRPL  Budget  for  the 

Fiscal  Year  1951 

As  in  previous  years,  the  National  Defense 
Establishment  is  wholeheartedly  supporting 
the  radio  wave  propagation  program  of  the 
Central  Radio  Propagation  Laboratory  of  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards. 

From  the  military  standpoint,  the  work 
undertaken  is  essential  and  represents  basic 
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data  vital  to  development  work  In  communi¬ 
cations,  navigation,  and  guidance  systems. 

The  budget  requested  has  been  reviewed 
by  a  committee  of  representatives  of  inter¬ 
ested  Government  agencies  and,  as  a  result, 
represents  a  well-coordinated  and  carefully 
planned  program. 

R.  V.  D.  CoRPtrr,  Jr., 

Brigadier  General,  USA,  Chief, 

Signal  Plans  and  Operations  Division. 

Concur  for  Department  of  Navy:  J.  M. 
Grider  (Commander  J.  M.  Grider). 

Concur  for  Department  of  Air  Force:  J. 
Weichbrod  (affirmed).  D.  P.  Graul,  Col., 
TJSAF  (affirmed). 

Let  me  point  out  that  Colonel  Graul, 
one  of  those  who  signed  the  foregoing 
statement,  is  a  member  of  the  Air  Force 
Materiel  Research  and  Development 
Board. 

That  is  the  military  justification  for 
this  laboratory. 

Mr.  President,  as  stated  in  those  let¬ 
ters,  the  National  Defense  Establishment 
has  with  the  Bureau  of  Standards  a  con¬ 
tract  by  which  $3,000,000  a  year  is  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  Bureau  in  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  National  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  with  the  benefit  of  the  very  latest 
research  work  and  the  very  latest  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  propagation  of  radio 
waves. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  in 
charge  of  this  measure  whether  under 
these  circumstances  it  would  be  agree¬ 
able  to  him  to  have  the  committee 
amendments,  on  page  93,  from  line  7  to 
line  17,  inclusive,  rejected,  and  then  to 
change  the  figure  in  line  17  from 
$5,675,000  to  $3,000,000. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
when  this  matter  was  before  the  sub¬ 
committee  which  had  this  chapter  in 
charge,  it  was  argued  that  there  should 
be  two  laboratories,  a  radio  laboratory 
building  and  a  guided-missile  laboratory. 
The  guided-missile  laboratory  has  not 
yet  been  decided  on,  so  far  as  the  site  is 
concerned.  As  to  the  radio  laboratory 
building,  it  was  stated  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  that  the  site  had  been  selected 
at  Boulder  University,  at  Boulder,  Colo. 
It  was  the  judgment  of  the  committee, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  no  immediate 
necessity  then  appeared  for  both  labora¬ 
tories,  that  we  could  get  along  for  the 
current  year  with  one.  The  committee 
concluded  that  the  guided-missile  lab¬ 
oratory  would  be  the  most  important 
one,  and  therefore  struck  out  the  pro¬ 
vision  for  the  radio  laboratory  at 
Boulder. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is,  Boulder, 
Colo.? 

•  Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes.  Since  that 
time,  communications  have  come  to  the 
Senators  from  Colorado,  some  of  which 
have  been  read  to  the  Senate.  After 
conference  with  the  ranking  minority 
member,  we  have  come  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  in  view  of  conditions  now  pre¬ 
vailing,  which  conditions  have  come 
upon  us  since  the  committee  considered 
this  item,  it  may  be  well  to  go  forward 
with  both  laboratories.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  I  ask  the  Senate  to  disagree  to  the 
following  committee  amendments:  On 
page  93,  line  7,  striking  out  “sites”  and 
inserting  “a  site”,  so  that  the  word 
“sites”  will  be  restored;  in  line  9,  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “radio  laboratory 


building  and  a”,  so  that  those  words  will 
be  restored;  in  line  11,  striking  out  the 
word  “Acts”  and  inserting  the  word 
“the  act”,  so  that  the  words  “Acts”  will 
be  restored;  in  line  12,  striking  out  the 
words  in  parenthesis  “Public  Laws  356” 
and  inserting  “Public  Law  386,”  thus 
eliminating  the  words  “Public  Law  386”; 
in  line  13  striking  out  “$500,000”  and 
inserting  “$134,000.”  In  lieu  of  “$134,- 
000”  there  should  be  inserted  ‘.‘$268,000,” 
which  is  a  cash  allowance  for  both  labo¬ 
ratories.  And  in  line  17,  in  lieu  of  the 
committee  recommendation  of  “$1,766,- 
000”  there  should  be  inserted  “$3,000,- 
000.”  Mr.  President,  I  so  move. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  Presidents  ap¬ 
parently  it  is  much  easier  to  get  increases 
in  an  appropriation  bill  than  decreases. 
The  amendments  proposed  would  in¬ 
crease  the  total  cost  by  $1,368,000.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  a  tremen¬ 
dous  amount  of  research  in  the  field  of 
radio,  both  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  itself  and  on  the  part  of  private 
concerns,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
field  in  which  we  could  conserve  our 
money,  and  that  the  original  judgment 
of  the  committee  was  therefore  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee  amendment,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mi'.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  as  I  lis¬ 
tened  to  all  the  testimony  on  this  subject, 
both  these  laboratories  are  necessary  for 
the  Government.  Both  of  them  are  of 
top  priority.  As  the  chairman  of  the 
Senate  committee  said,  we  discussed  this 
question  and  we  believed  at  the  time 
that  we  should  go  forward  with  one  lab¬ 
oratory  at  a  time. 

The  guided-missile  laboratory  explains 
itself. 

So  far  as  the  radio  laboratory  is  con¬ 
cerned,  the  Bureau  of  Standards  is  now 
doing  its  work  in  10  separate  buildings 
in  Washington,  D.  C.  Because  of  the  sur¬ 
roundings  of  the  metropolitan  area,  it  is 
difficult  for  the  Bureau  to  carry  on  the 
work  here.  It  appointed  a  committee, 
which  examined  a  number  of  sites,  and 
fiinally  the  Boulder  site  was  selected.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  question  that  the 
Boulder  site  is  a  proper  one.  The  only 
question  is  as  to  how  fast  we  should  pro¬ 
ceed  with  this  work. 

The  radio  work  in  this  laboratory,  I 
understand,  has  to  do  with  jamming. 
Russia  today  is  jamming  our  broadcasts. 
We  have  this  afternoon  appropriated 
$32,000,000  for  informational  broadcasts. 
We  are  told  that  another  message  will 
come  from  the  President  requesting 
$100,000,000.  The  whole  theory  of  this 
research  work  is  to  eliminate  jamming 
and  blind  spots.  Recently  there  have 
been  some  very  bad  airplane  accidents, 
as  a  result  of  the  pilots  having  lost  con¬ 
tact  in  the  air;  for  what  cause,  I  have  no 
knowledge.  But  there  are,  we  know, 
blind  spots  where  pilots  lose  contact  and 
their  radio  facilities  stop  working.  This 
research  is  directed  to  that  problem. 

I  believe  that  it  is  perfectly  proper  and, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  going  to 


proceed  with  this  building  unquestion¬ 
ably  next  year,  and  in  view  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  world  and  of  the  world’s 
problems  becoming  more  difficult,  it  per¬ 
haps  is  wiser  to  start  in  this  year  than 
next. 

For  that  reason,  I  would  say  to  my 
most  distinguished  colleague  from  Illi¬ 
nois  that  I  agreed  with  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  upon  weighing  the  further  evi¬ 
dence  from  the  authorities  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy,  that  we  should  start  this 
laboratory  this  year  rather  than  next, 
even  though  it  is  going  to  take  several 
years  to  complete  it,  and  even  though  we 
know  that  we  are  in  a  crisis,  which  may 
continue.  The  jamming  of  broadcast 
programs  certainly  will  continue,  and  it 
will  be  helpful  to  have  this  research 
done.  For  that  reason,  I  agreed  with 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  in  regard  to 
the  amendments  he  has  offered.. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  disagreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments.  The  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  is  that  the  Senate  dis¬ 
agree  to  the  first  four  amendments,  that 
the  plurals  be  restored  in  each  instance, 
and  that  the  appropriation  be  increased 
from  $134,000,  in  one  instance,  to  $268,- 
000,  and  that  the  final  appropriation  be 
increased  to  $3,000,000.  Is  there  objec¬ 
tion  to  voting  on  the  proposition  as  a 
whole? 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  give  my  hearty  endorsement  to 
the  things  which  have  been  said  by  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  and  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and  to  evi¬ 
dence  full  agreement  with  the  represen¬ 
tations  and  showings  which  have  been 
made  on  our  joint  behalf  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Colorado. 

I  think  it  vital  that  we  get  at  and  push 
to  completion  these  things,  which  have 
such  direct  impact  on  our  war-making 
ability  and  our  ability  to  better  our  do- 
mestice  life  in  the  way  of  communi¬ 
cations. 

Obviously,  our  Voice  of  Freedom  for 
winning  the  heaSrts  and  spirit  of  other 
peoples  will  not  be  heard  if  our  radio 
cannot  surmount  obstruction.  The  tech¬ 
niques  of  jamming  have  moved  forward 
faster  than  our  techniques  for  finding 
channels  which  cannot  be  hindered. 

We  have  had  entirely  too  much  talk 
about  things  we  are  going  to  do  which 
have  not  materialized.  Our  boys  in 
Korea  cannot  defend  themselves  and  de¬ 
feat  the  enemy  with  fancy  ideas  and  blue¬ 
prints.  It  is  necessary  that  we  have  the 
best  possible  means  of  communication  so 
that  we  may  have  effective  central  and 
local  direction  of  our  military  effort. 

We  are  trying  to  lengthen  radio  waves, 
trying  to  pick  better  waves  in  the  whole 
spectrum  of  radio  frequencies.  We  are 
trying  to  evolve,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
methods  of  preventing  the  jamming  of 
our  radio  communications. 

It  is  necessary  that  we  improve  with 
utmost  expedition  our  radar  direction 
methods.  No  Member  of  the  Senate  is 
in  position  to  give  us  dependable  -assur¬ 
ance  that  we  are  immune  in  this  coun¬ 
try  from  evil  messengers  carrying  explo¬ 
sives  from  other  parts  of  the  world  with 
which  to  destroy  us. 
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We  saw  in  the  last  World  War  the 
enormous  importance  of  radar.  A  man 
working  with  a  radar  set  at  Pearl  Harbor 
saw  images  on  the  screen,  which,  had 
they  been  properly  evaluated  and  acted 
upon  in  time,  might  very  well  have 
averted  that  great  disaster. 

In  England  they  were  operating  radar 
installations,  unbeknown  to  the  enemy, 
and  through  the  information  thus  re¬ 
ceived,  Great  Britain,  with  a  pathetically 
small  supply  of  planes  and  flying  per¬ 
sonnel,  was  put  in  position  to  anticipate 
the  arrival  of  the  raiding  Germans  and 
was  finally  able  to  win  the  battle  of 
Britain,  which  gave  us  one  more  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  preserve  a  world  of  freedom 
and  civilization. 

Mr.  President,  the  activities  of  this 
laboratory  are  at  the  heart  of  our  mod¬ 
ern  weapons:  our  guided  missiles,  our 
airplane  and  ground  communications, 
and  our  detection  devices.  Let  us  get 
ahead  with  the  job  without  a  moment’s 
delay. 

I  am  deeply  grateful  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Nevada  for  the 
broad  and  enlightened  outlook  he  has 
taken  with  reference  to  this  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair) .  The  next  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Weather  Bureau,”  on  page  94, 
line  4,  after  the  word  “Committee”,  to 
strike  out  “$24,447,000”  and  insert  “$24,- 
897,000”;  and  in  line  14,  after  the  word  , 
“annum”,  to  insert  "and  such  employees 
may  be  appointed  without  regard  to  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  discussed  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  a  small  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment.  I 
offer  it  and  ask,  if  it  is  agreeable,  that  it 
be  taken  to  conference. 

Tire  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  94, 
line  4,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
numeral  “$24,897,000”  and  to  insert 
“$24,927,000.” 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  when  the  hearings  were  held  I  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  committee  and  made 
an  elaborate  explanation  of  the  need  for 
a  weather  station  at  Cushing,  which  is 
located  in  my  State.  For  some  reason 
the  committee  did  not  see  fit  to  grant 
the  request.  The  request  I  made  was  pre¬ 
sented  last  year  and  again  this  year. 
Cushing  is  an  important  oil  town  in  Okla¬ 
homa.  It  has  a  fine  airfield,  but  it  has 
no  weather  service.  My  amendment  pro¬ 
poses  to  make  available  $30,000  with 
which  to  establish  a  weather  station  at 
Cushing,  Okla. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  since 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate  have 
rejected  it,  I  think  it  should  now  be  re¬ 
jected. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  or¬ 
dinarily  the  committee  tries  to  facilitate 
matters  so  that  the  greatest  number  of 
Weather  Bureau  stations  may  be  avail¬ 
able.  On  this  occasion  the  committee 
thought  it  was  not  necessary  to  put  in 
any  additional  stations.  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  has  made  persistent  ef¬ 
forts  to  have  this  weather  station  estab¬ 
lished  in  his  State.  His  efforts  in  the 
matter  are  highly  commendable.  For 
the  purpose  of  having  the  question  con¬ 
sidered  in  conference,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  willing  to  take  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Thomas]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amend¬ 
ed  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  proposed  by 
myself  and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Kerr],  and  ask  that  it  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received  and  lie  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
correctly  understand  that  the  Senate  has 
approved  the  expenditure  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $24,900,000  for  the  Weather  Bu¬ 
reau? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  undoubtedly  can¬ 
not  obtain  unanimous  consent  for  a  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  vote,  but  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  appropriations  for 
the  Weather  Bureau  have  been  increas¬ 
ing  with  great  rapidity.  In  1945  the  total 
appropriation  was  slightly  more  than 
$13,000,000,  and  in  5  years  we  have  vir¬ 
tually  doubled  that  amount.  We  have 
now  effected  an  increase  of  $480,000  over 
that  which  was  approved  by  the  House. 
While  I  know  it  would  be  impossible  to 
obtain  unanimous  consent  for  reconsid¬ 
eration,  I  think  those  facts  should  be 
stated  and  would  like  to  record  my  op¬ 
position  to  this  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  it 
may  be  well  for  the  Senate  to  know  that 
the  Weather  Bureau  has  taken  on  new 
and  essential  activities.  It  has  now  be¬ 
come  a  very  highly  important  part  of 
aviation  in  the  United  States.  It  is  al¬ 
most  indispensable,  if  not  entirely  indis¬ 
pensable,  to  the  safety  of  travel  by  air. 
Furthermore,  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States  has  called  the  services  of 
the  Weather  Bureau  continuously,  and 
particularly  the  outpost  station  in  Alas- 
.  ka  is  called  upon  in  connection  with  the 
national  defense.  The  appropriations 
have  increased,  but  the  reason  for  the  in¬ 
crease  is  very  patent,  and  it  was  patent 
to  the  committee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
voted  against  the  establishment  of  the 
weather  station,  and  I  voted  against  the 
establishment  of  one  in  Iowa.  I  person¬ 


ally  hoped  we  would  not  increase  the 
number  of  weather  stations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  IV — The  judiciary — Cus¬ 
toms  Court — Salaries  and  expenses,”  on 
page  97,  line  2,  after  the  word  “judge”, 
to  strike  out  $417,465”  and  insert  $411,- 
465.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Court  of  Claims — Salaries  and 
expenses,”  on  page  97,  line  12,  after  the 
word  “binding”,  to  stdike  out  “$587,000” 
and  insert  “$575,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Repairs  and  improvements,”  on 
page  97,  line  16,  after  the  word  “Capi¬ 
tol”,  to  strike  out  “$10,700”  and  insert 
“$140,700.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  if  the  Court  of  Claims  is  the  red  ar¬ 
chitectural  horror  on  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue  just  beyond  the  White  House? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is.  I  would  say 
to  the  Senator  that  it  is  the  building  lo¬ 
cated  just  beyond  the  White  House. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  object  to  this  appropriation,  because 
I  think  that  building  needs  prompt  dem¬ 
olition. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  of  Clerks  of  courts,” 
on  page  98,  line  10,  after  the  word  “as¬ 
sistants”,  to  strike  out  “$4,500,000”  and 
insert  “$4,470,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  of  criers,”  on  page  99, 
line  5.  after  the  numerals  “755”,  to  strike 
out  “$540,000”  and  insert  “$520,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Miscellaneous  expenses,”  on 
page  101,  line  3  after  “(34  Stat.  476)”,  to 
strike  out  “$725,000”  and  insert 
“$675,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Travel  expenses,”  on  page  101, 
line  14,  after  the  word  “clerks”,  to  strike 
out  “$725,000”  and  insert  “$650,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Administrative  Office  of  the 
United  States  Courts,”  on  page  102,  line 
7,  after  the  word  “field”,  to  strike  out 
“$530,000”  and  insert  $520,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Repairs  and  improvements, 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,”  on  page  102, 
line  13,  after  the  word  “thereto”,  to 
strike  out  "$15,600”  and  insert  “$7,100.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  V — Government  corpora¬ 
tions — Department  of  State,”  on  page 
105,  line  12,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “$600,000”  and  insert 
“$767,500.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
represents  an  increase  of  $167,500  for  the 
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Institute  of  Inter* American  Affairs,  con¬ 
cerning  which  we  had  discussion  earlier 
this  afternoon.  I  should  appreciate  it  if 
the  very  able  chairman  of  the  committee 
would  state  the  reasons  which  caused 
the  committee  to  increase  the  amount 
by  $167,500.  It  is  $167,500  over  the 
amount  recommended  by  the  House  and 
the  House  amount  was  already  $75,000 
over  the  amount  for  last  year. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  this  item  on  page  105,  my 
recollection  is  that  I  agreed  with  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  we  would  dis¬ 
cuss  the  item,  looking  toward  some 
change  in  it.  Since  that  time  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  discuss  it  with  the 
Senator.  I  think  I  have  already  made 
the  explanation,  and  I  can  make  it  again 
if  it  will  be  helpful  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.- McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Nevada  whether 
it  is  his  understanding  that  the  $767,500 
is  a  limitation  on  the  use  of  the  Institute 
of  Inter-American  Affairs’  own  money 
for  administrative  purposes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  appropri¬ 
ation  has  already  been  adopted. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes.  The  $767,500 
is  a  limitation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Senator  to  yield  for  an  unanimous- 
consent  agreement. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  received  word  from  the  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Lucas],  that  several  nominations  have 
been  reported  favorably.  As  in  execu¬ 
tive  session - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Before 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  proceeds, 
the  Chair  inquires  whether  there  is  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  105,  line  12,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Institute  of  Inter-American 
Affairs? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  administrative  allowances 
last  year  were  $525,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  not  ready  to 
dispose  of  the  amendment,  the  Senator 
from  Tennesse  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Senate,  as  in  executive  session, 
consider  the  nominations  on  the  execu¬ 
tive  calendar,  beginning  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  conclude  with  this  chapter  of  the 
appropriations  bill?- 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  willing  that 
the  Senator  conclude  with  it.  I  thought 
there  was  to  be  some  opposition  to  the 
item  under  discussion. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  believe  we  can 
smooth  it  out.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  and  draw  his  attention 
to  the  fact  that  last  year  the  Institute 
had  only  $4,751,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  was  recognized 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion. 
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Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  wish 
to  make  his  motion  now? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  conclude  with  the  chapter 
under  discussion. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  agreeable 
to  me.  I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  year  it  is  a 
$5,000,000  cash  appropriation,  together 
with  $7,000,000  in  contract  authority 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  we  are  recom¬ 
mending  an  increase  in  the  limitation 
on  administrative  expenses. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  merely  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  last  year  the 
corresponding  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs 
was  $525,000.  The  House  increased  that 
amount  by  $75,000,  making  a  total  of 
$600,000.  The  Senate  committee  is  pro¬ 
posing  to  increase  this  figure  by  a  further 
allowance  of  $167,500.  It  seems  to  me 
that  would  be  multiplying  the  overhead. 
Although  I  am  only  1  of  96  Senators, 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Earlier  this  after¬ 
noon  the  Senate  approved  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  42,  line  18,  in¬ 
creasing  the  appropriation  for  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  State  Department 
from  $77,300,000  to  $78,300,000,  or  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $1,000,000.  Inasmuch  as  I 
must  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
vote  be  reconsidered  within  2  days,  I  now 
formally  request  that  the  Record  show 
that  at  a  subsequent  date  I  shall  move 
for  reconsideration  of  these  increases. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  Senator  said. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  understood  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  to  say 
that,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  motion 
to  reconsider  had  to  be  entered  within 
48  hours,  he  wanted  it  known  that  with¬ 
in  the  next  48  hours  he  would  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator  will 
have  until  Monday  to  enter  his  motion. 


NOMINATIONS 

[  Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  re- 
pew  my  request  that  tfie  Senate  now 
proceed,  as  in  executive  session,  to  con¬ 
sider  certain  nominations  on  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  -OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Cljfair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

EXECUTIVE  l/ESSAGES  REFERRED 

As  in  execute  session, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Sten- 
nis  in  the  clj&ir)  laid  before  the  Senate 
.’messages  ffom  the  President  of  the 
-United  Staftes  submitting  several  nom¬ 
inations,  lynich  were  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  otf  the  Judiciary. 

(For /ominations  this  day  received,  see 
!the  eiyfl  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

|  EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 
Ac  in  executive  session, 

The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
amination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ,  from  the  Committee  on 
'public  Works; 
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E.  F.  Salisbury,  of  Missouri,  to  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Mississippi  River  Commission,  vice 
Edward  Flad,  retired. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  'the 
|  clerk  will  state  the  first  nomination. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
\  tion  of  Harold  I.  Baynton,  of  Nevada,  to 
be  an  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
i  Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr/  President, 

•  I  should  like  to  read  a  letter  from  the 
I  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Ma- 
i  lone]  addressed  to  the  minority  leader. 

|  As  acting  minority  leaded  I  read  the  let- 
s  ter,  as  follows:  / 

United  Status  Senate, 

Committee  on^ublic  Works, 

/  July  13, 1950. 
Hon.  Kenneth  Whe^St, 

Minority  Leader j  United.  States  Senate. 
Dear  Ken  :  Reference  is  made  to  the  nomi- 
|  nation  of  Mr.  Har/ld  I.  Bayton,  now  Acting 
r  Alien  Property  Custodian  f0r  an  Assistant 
t  Attorney  General  in  Charge  of  Alien  Prop- 
j  erty.  f 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  confirmation  of 

I  Mr.  Bayton  /s  Assistant  Attorney  General 
in  Charge  o /  Alien  Property,  but  if  the  ap- 
|  pointment  •  is  to  be  charged  to  Nevada,  I 

I  I  would  favpr  a  bona  fide  resident  of  the  State 
receiving/the  position. 

Upon  k  preliminary  check  with  prominent 
membe/s  of  the  Nevada  bar,  I  find  that  he  is 
,  not  a^ember  of  the  bar  in  our  State,  that 
|  he  is  from  Montana,  more  recently  a  prod¬ 
uct  of  Washington  College  of  Law  and  now 
a  trustee  of  that  institution — and  that  well- 
known  attorneys  in  Nevada  with  whom  I 
have  talked,  do  not  know  him. 

I  have  no  strong  feeling  in  the  matter 
except  the  State  connection,  therefore,  I 
suggest  that  no  further  delay  in  his  con¬ 
firmation  be  requested. 

Sincerely, 

i  George  W.  Malone. 

IThe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 

(‘consent  to  the  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 
NORTH  ATLANTIC  COUNCIL 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina- 
]  tion  of  Charles  M.  Spofford,  of  New  York, 
i  to  be  United  States  deputy  representa- 
,v  iiive  on  the  North  Atlantic  Council. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination-  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

WJNITED  STATES  MARSHALS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Word  S.  Worthy  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  eastern  district 
of  North  Car 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  \he  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

The  legislative  cfe'k  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  William  HoliWd  McGinnis  to  be 
United  States  marshEUkfor  the  southern 
district  of  West  Virginia 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

UNITED  STATES  COAST 

The  legislative  clerk  proceedecPto  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nominations  in  fee 
Coast  Guard  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  completes  the  call  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Calendar. 
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July  13,  1950 


RECESS 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
legislative  session,  I  now  move  that  the 
Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12  o’clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  Cat  7 
o’clock  and  9  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
July  14,  1950,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  July  13  (legislative  day  of  July  1) , 
1950: 

United  States  Marshals  " 


trlct  of  Wisconsin.  He  is  now  serving  in  this 
office  under  an  appointment  which  expired 
February  8,  1950. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  July  13  (legislative  day  of 
July  1),  1950: 

Department  op  Justice 
Harold  I.  Baynton  to  be  an  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General. 

North-  Atlantic  Council 
Charles  M.  Spofford  to  be  United  States 
deputy  representative  on  the  North  Atlantic 
Council,  with  the  rank  and  status  of  Am¬ 
bassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary. 


United  States  Coast  Guard 

PROMOTION  TO  PERMANENT  GRADE 

To  be  rear  admirals t.  in  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard 

HarolcLUt'  Bradbury 
^RpyB.  Raney 

'  The  following-named  personnel  of  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard  to  serve  on  the 
permanent  commissioned  teaching  staff  of 
the  Coast  Guard  Academy  as  indicated: 


To  be  associate  professor  with  the  grade  of 
commander 
John'S.  Merriman,  Jr. 

To  be  assistant  professor  with  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  commander 


Eugene  J.  Smith,  of  New  York,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  eastern  dis¬ 
trict  of  New  York.  He  is  now  serving  in 
this  office  under  an  appointment  which  ex¬ 
pires  July  15,  1950. 

John  M.  Comeford,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  western  dis- 


United  States  Marshals 
Ford  S.  Worthy  to  be  United  States  mar¬ 
shal  for  the  eastern  district  of  North 
Carolina. 

William  Holroyd  McGinnis  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of 
West  Virginia. 


Ernest  M.  Espelie 

To  be  commissioned  instructors  with  the 
grade  of  lieutenant 
Paul  F.  Foye 
Ephraim  P.  Rivard 
Stanley  L.  Smith 
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er  to  carry  on  the  war.  It  looks  very 
much  as  if  this  struggle  will  develop 
into,, a  full-scale  war,  and  if  it  does,  is 
ther£  one  Senator  who  will  sit  on  the 
floor  ofr  the  Senate  and  not  join  in  pass¬ 
ing  thevnecessary  legislation  to  stop 
Communists  in  our  own  country,  to  stop 
giving  them, an  opportunity  to  sabotage 
the  war  effort,  to  sabotage  the  Nation? 

Mr.  President,  an  attitude  of  do  noth¬ 
ing  simply  does  not  make  sense  to  me. 
If  the  bill  we  are  discussing  is  not  as  it 
should  be,  let  us  correct  it,  let  us  amend 
it,  but  before  this  Session  of  Congress 
adjourns  or  recesses,  ha  my  opinion  we 
should  pass  whatever  legislation  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  deal  with  Communists  within 
our  own  ranks,  to  reduce  to  the  very 
minimum  the  opportunity  bf  any  sa¬ 
botage  among  those  who  think  as 
they  do. 

I  see  nothing  un-American  aboilt  that. 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  the  most  American 
thing  we  can  do.  I  know  of  nothing 
more  American  than  to  protect  Amer¬ 
ica.  I  am  confident  that  the  great  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  people  of  my  State  are  for 
some  sort  of  legislation  which  will  put 
a  stop  to  the  undermining  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  by  those  who  would  overthrow 
it,  and  if  I  understand  the  philosophy 
of  communism  correctly,  it  is  to  over¬ 
throw  our  Government  and  .to  over¬ 
throw  the  governments  of  all  other 
countries. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  in  closing 
that  I  shall  support  any  piece  of  legis¬ 
lation  that  looks  to  the  control  of  sabo¬ 
teurs  in  the  United  States,  and  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  are 
now  at  war.  It  is  not  a  police  action. 
We  are  at  war,  and  we  are  fighting  those 
who  hold  to  the  philosophy  of  what  we 
commonly  know  as  communism. 

So  far  as  I  know  there  are  no  good 
Communists.  They  are  just  Commu¬ 
nists.  I  hope  that  Congress,  before  it 
adjourns,  will  take  a  good  look  at  our 
laws,  and  makes  certain  that  before  we 
go  home,  if  we  do,  there  will  be  passed 
legislation  which  will  properly  protect 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
properly  protect  and  back  up  the  boys 
who  are  giving  their  lives  in  Korea,  who 
are  face  to  face  with  and  fighting  the 
philosophy  we  know  as  communism. 
CONVEYANCE  OP  FORT  RUCKMAN  MILI¬ 
TARY  RESERVATION  TO  TOWN  Q#  NA- 

HANT,  MASS.— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  conference  report  ojaf  House  bill 
7477,  providing  for  the  c^&veyance  to 
the  town  of  Nahant,  MasjS.,  of  the  Fort 
Ruckman  Military  Reservation,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consen£«or  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDINCUCFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair) .  Tjfie  report  will  be  read 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  report  u&s  read,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- | 
agreeing  vqfces  of  the  two  Houses  on  the| 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.i 
7477)  providing  for  the  conveyance  to  the, 
town  of/Nahant,  Mass.,  of  the  Fort  Ruckman  ‘ 
Military  Reservation,  having  met,  after  full) 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- j 
mehd  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Louses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree-  j 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
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agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following:  "That,  upon  payment  to  the 
United  States  of  the  sum  of  $23,000,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed  to 
the  town  of  Nahant,  Mass.,  all  of  the  right, 
title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States  in 
and  to  all  lands  constituting  the  Fort  Ruck¬ 
man  Military  Reservation,  situated  within 
the  town  of  Nahant,  together  with  the  build¬ 
ings  and  other  improvements  thereon:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  the  instrument  of  con¬ 
veyance  shall  contain  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  which  will  allow  the  recapture  of  the 
property  in  the  event  said  property  is  not 
used  for  educational,  recreational,  or  other 
public  purposes:  Provided  further,  That  the 
instrument  of  conveyance  shall  reserve  to 
the  United  States,  for  so  long  as  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  governmental  purposes,  that  certain 
15-foot  easement  for  thp  maintenance,  re¬ 
pair,  and  replacement  of  a  cable  and  its  ap¬ 
purtenances,  and  at  such  time  as  it  shall  be 
no  longer  required  for  governmental  use,  said 
easement  may  be  abandoned  and  upon  such 
abandonment  will  automatically  terminate, 
and  that  certain  temporary  easement,  ter¬ 
minating  June  30,  1954,  covering  one  and 
eight-tenths  acres  of  land  used  in  connectio: 
'vyith  the  Turf  Drainage  Investigation  Pr 
gram,  with  right  of  access  thereto,  both  ea^e 
mehjts  being  more  particularly  described  in 
WAASForm  1005  dated  June  22,  1948,  Report¬ 
ing  Agency  No.  WD-1299,  as  ameaued  by 
WAA  Form  1005  dated  December  15yi948,  Re¬ 
porting  Agency  No.  WD-1299-B^vhlch  are 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  General  Services 
Administration”;  and  the  Senq/e  agree  to  the 
same. 

Hubert  H. 

WM.  Bent 

Maegarel*3hase  Smith, 
Managers  on  ihgrpart  of  the  Senate. 

William  L.  Dawson, 

Hesjert  C.  Bonner, 

Robert  F.  Rich, 

Manager^n  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  j 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  j 
the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  ! 

maia  uunuiuk  l  id  u.Htt’wgwetHw*  ■  — * 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  so  I  may  make 
a  unanimous  consent  request? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  on  the  desk 
some  four  amendments  to  the  pending 
bill.  I  also  intend  to  propose,  on  Mon¬ 
day,  a  further  amendment  to  the  bill. 

I  am  obliged  to  go  to  a  committee  meet¬ 
ing  this  afternoon,  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  if  my  amendments 
are  reached  in  the  course  of  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  today  I  may  be  privi¬ 
leged  to  bring  them  up  on  Monday  when 
the  Senate  convenes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will 
the  Senator  state  what  the  amendments 
are? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  One  amendment, 
Mi’.  President,  is  on  page  61,  .one  is  on 
page  179,  one  amendment,  submitted 
by  me  and  some  20  other  Senators,  is 
on  page  329;  one  amendment  is  on 


page  247,  and  the  amendment  I  propose 
to  submit  on  Monday  is  to  the  cancer, 
heart  and  mental  diseases  section. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Washington?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClel¬ 
lan],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland],  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Rob¬ 
ertson]  ,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ferguson],  the  senior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney],  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Gapehart],  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hoey],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Holland],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Ecton],  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Williams],  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Ives],  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson],  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin], 
the  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Mundt],  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel],  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler], 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hicken- 
looper],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Dworshak]  ,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy],  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith],  the  jun¬ 
ior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Darby], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft], 
the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Kem],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Brewster],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins],  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Martin],  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker],  I 
submit  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  us,  jointly,  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1950,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  request  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  be  stated,  after  which  I  shall  dis¬ 
cuss  the  amendment  for  a  moment  or 
two. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  stricken  on  pages 
444,  445,  and  446  by  the  committee-, 
amendment,  insert  the  following : 

CHAPTER  X-4 - GENERAL  REDUCTIONS  IN  APPRO¬ 

PRIATIONS  AND  CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec.  1001.  Except  as  hereinafter  provided, 
each  appropriation,  reappropriation,  and 
contract  authorization  or  reauthorization, 
made  by  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  to  any  department  or  agency 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
(including  funds  of  Government  corpora¬ 
tions  authorized  by  this  act  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses),  is  hereby  reduced  by  10  per¬ 
cent. 

Sec.  1002.  In  order  to  provide  for  the  most 
effective  use  of  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  reduced  by  this  chapter,  the 
head  of  each  department  and  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  is 
hereby  authorized  to  make  adjustments  and 


July  14 


10312  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


transfers  between  such  appropriations,  and 
between  such  contract  authorizations, 
within  his  department  or  agency;  but  no 
such  appropriation  or  contract  authorization 
shall  be  increased  under  the  authority  of 
this  section  to  an  amount  in  excess  of  that 
provided  in  other  chapters  of  this  act. 

Sec.  1003.  The  reductions  provided  for  in 
this  chapter  shall  not  apply  to  the  following: 

(a)  Title  II  of  chapter  IV;  chapter  X;  so 
much  of  title  I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  paragraph  headed  ‘‘Mutual 
defense  assistance”;  and  the  amount  ap¬ 
propriated  to  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stockpiling 
Act  of  July  23,  1946; 

(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter 
VIII  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  headings  “Compensation  of  the 
President,”  “The  White  House  Office,” 
“Emergency  fund  for  the  President,”  and 
“Executive  Mansion  and  Grounds”; 

(c)  Appropriations  and  contract  author¬ 
izations  for  the  atomic  energy  program; 

(d)  Trust  funds; 

(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations 
excluding  those'  made  available  in  this  act 
(1)  for  administrative  expenses  and  (2)  by 
appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury; 

(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the 
Veterans’  Administration)  for  furnishing 
medical  and  hospital  services  and  domi¬ 
ciliary  care,  excluding  (1)  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  not  directly  connected  with  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  specific  hospital,  dispensary,  or 
clinic,  and  (2)  expenses  for  employee  health 
service  programs; 

(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior  ap¬ 
propriations  or  authorizations,  and  obligated 
balances  of  reappropriations; 

(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by, 
receipts; 

(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  law  enforcement  agencies, 
Including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Services,  and  the  Secret  Serv¬ 
ice;  or  for  the  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  such  other 
officers  and  employees  of  other  agencies 
whose  duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelli¬ 
gence  operations  (including  funds  trans¬ 
ferred  pursuant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act  of 
June  20,  1949;  63  Stat.  211)  or  to  the  investi¬ 
gation,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or  deten¬ 
tion  of  persons  suspected  or  convicted  of 
offenses  against  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
United  States; 

(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program  of 
the  Veterans’  Administration,  excluding  (1) 
administrative  expenses  not  directly  con¬ 
nected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hos¬ 
pital,  dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and  (2) 
expenses  for  employee  health  service  pro¬ 
grams; 

(k)  Amounts  provided  for  payments  to 
States  or  political  subdivisions  thereof; 

(l)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment 
of  or  contributions  toward  pensions,  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  annuities  and  benefits, 
employees’  death  or  injury  benefits,  or  other 
items  of  a  similar  nature; 

(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards, 
and  indemnities. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  has  been  prepared  by  Sena¬ 
tors  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  as  an 
economy  amendment  to  be  substituted 
for  the  Thomas-Taber  amendment 
found  in  the  House  appropriation  bill. 

This  amendment  has  been  most  care¬ 
fully  worked  out  by  a  group  of  Senators 
who  have  met  many  times  in  drafting 
the  amendment.  The  group  has  been  in 
close  consultation  with  our  own  legis¬ 


lative  counsel  of  the  Senate  and  with 
representatives  of  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  our  legislative 
counsel  and  of  the  downtown  agencies 
that  this  amendment  is  technically  cor¬ 
rect  to  do  the  job  of  reducing  appropria¬ 
tions  in  this  1951  omnibus  bill. 

Mr.  President,  only  twice  in  the  last  21 
years  has  the  Federal  budget  been  in 
balance.  The  fiscal  year  just  past  has 
been  one  of  deficit  financing.  The  fiscal 
year  we  are  entering  will  be  one  of  deficit 
financing.  We  would  incur  a  deficit  in 
fiscal  1951  even  if  the  Korean  crisis  had 
not  developed. 

The  advocates  of  deficit  spending  al¬ 
ways  harp  back  to  the  cost  of  wars,  past 
and  future.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is, 
Mr.  President,  that  the  cost  of  war  is  not 
the  sole  cause  of  the  continuing  Federal 
deficits.  Excluding  the  cost  of  national 
defense,  Mr.  President,  excluding  the 
cost  of  international  aid,  excluding  the 
interest  on  the  public  debt,  excluding  the 
cost  of  the  Veterans’  Administration — 
all  other  costs  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  have  increased  from  $2,000,000,000 
in- 1946  to  an  estimated  $12,700,000,000 
in  the  President's  budget  estimate  for 
1951. 

Today,  Mr.  President,  this  Nation  is 
faced  with  a  crisis  as  severe  as  any  that 
has  confronted  this  Nation  in  its  history. 
We  do  not  know  what  the  immediate  fu¬ 
ture  will  ask  of  us.  We  do  know  that  we 
may  be  called  upon  to  exert  every  last 
measure  of  strength.  Events  of  the  past 
few  weeks  ought  to  have  convinced  every 
American  of  the  need  for  military  and 
industrial  preparedness  to  match  the 
hour. 

We  cannot  spend  our  substance  today 
on  projects  not  directly  related  to  the 
requirements  for  national  defense  and 
the  minimum  needs  of  Government 
operation. 

This  amendment  which  is  submitted 
today,  Mr.  President,  will  not  balance 
the  budget. 

I  do  not  promise  that  it  will  stop  all 
unessential  operations  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  know  there  are  many  members 
of  the  Senate  who  do  not  believe  this 
amendment  goes  far  enough.  But  I 
would  remind  you,  Mr.  President,  that  it 
is  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  com¬ 
promise,  worked  out  by  several  different 
Senators  representing  several  different 
sections  of  the  country  and  representing 
both  major  political  parties. 

The  amendment  proposes  to  reduce 
most  appropriations  for  nondefense 
items  by  10  percent. 

The  directive  given  in  the  amendment 
to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  clear  and  unmistakable. 

There  is  no  surrender  of  authority 
from  the  legislative  branch  to  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  of  the  Government.  If  this 
amendment  carries,  the  President  will 
know  exactly  how  much  is  appropriated 
under  each  title  of  the  bill. 

Because  the  sponsors  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  aware  that  there  may  be  some 
appropraition  titles  which  cannot  stand 
a  cut  of  10  percent,  we  have  written  into 
the  amendment  the  power  to  transfer 
between  appropriations  within  depart¬ 
ments  and  independent  agencies. 


In  practical  effect,  Mr.  President,  this 
transfer  authority  makes  the  cuts 
department-wide. 

The  amendment  carries  sensible 
exemptions. 

National  defense,  everything  having 
to  do  with  the  war  effort,  atomic  energy, 
and  related  programs  are  exempted. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  just  entered  the  Senate  Chamber. 
Has  the  Senator’s  amendment  been 
printed  and  does  it  lie  on  the  table? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee  that  I  have  just  sub¬ 
mitted  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Has  the  Senator  a 
copy  of  the  amendment  which  he  can  let 
me  see? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes.  I  send  a  copy 
of  it  to  the  Senator’s  desk. 

The  Post  Office,  already  operating  on  a 
deficiency  basis,  is  exempted. 

Payments  of  pensions  and  benefits  to 
veterans  and  other  personnel  are 
exempted. 

The  fixed  commitments  of  trust  funds 
and  existing  contracts  are  exempted. 

I  would  like  at  this  time,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  to  give  a  firm  estimate  of  the 
amount  that  this  amendment  would  re¬ 
duce  appropriations  and  reappropria¬ 
tions  found  in  the  1951  bill.  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
currently  is  preparing  such  an  estimate, 
which  should  be  available  within  the 
next  day  or.  so. 

Pending  an  estimate  from  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  I  believe  this  amendment 
may  reduce  the  bill  by  approximately 
$600,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  a 
workable  amendment.  If  it  is  adopted, 
appropriations  and  expenditures  for 
nondefense  items  will  be  reduced. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  going  to  lessen  some  of  the  op¬ 
erations  of  Government.  The  numtfbr  of 
employees  in  the  executive  branch  will  be 
reduced.  I  would  remind  the  Senate, 
however,  that  defense  agencies  already 
are  building  up  their  employee  list  and 
that  a  manpower  shortage  in  Washing¬ 
ton  is  beginning  to  threaten. 

The  amendment,  also,  will  reduce  ap¬ 
propriations  for  programs  not  directly 
related  to  defense.  If  it  is  adopted, 
we  will  put  off  for  another  year  some  of 
the  construction  and  development  which 
we  had  proposed  to  do  this  year. 

It  is  my  hope,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
members  who  urged  so  strongly  putting 
off  construction  of  a  badly  needed  Sen¬ 
ate  Office  Building  will  be  consistent  and 
support  the  amendment. 

I  can  anticipate  the  arguments  that 
will  be  forthcoming  in  support  of  some  of 
the  nondefense  programs  which  the 
amendment  is  going  to  reduce.  But  this 
is  a  critical  period  and  many  worth-while 
things  must  be  put  off.  I,  personally, 
would  favor  a  deferment  of  all  nones¬ 
sential  public  works  at  this  time.  The 
amendment  calls  only  for  a  10  percent 
reduction  in  such  spending. 

The  people  of  America,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  already  are  called  upon  to  sacri¬ 
fice  their  sons  in  battle.  They  know  that, 
should  the  international  situation  be¬ 
come  worse,  they  will  be  called  upon 
for  many  sacrifices  of  civilian  require- 
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ments.  The  people  of  America  will  stand 
behind  Congress,  Mr.  President,  if  we 
have  the  courage  to  cut  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  budget  some  of  the  funds,  not 
necessary  for  national  defense. 

In  closing,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
that  I  was  very  much  impressed  with  a 
statement  made  a  few  years  ago  by  a 
legislator  in  the  State  of  Vermont,  on 
the  question  of  building  an  executive 
mansion  for  the  Governor  of  Vermont. 
That  question  came  up,  and  it  had  very 
popular  support  from  the  civic  groups 
in  the  State.  Finally  one  veteran  legis¬ 
lator  from  a  small  town  rose  and  turned 
the  tide  by  making  this  statement:  “I 
am  not  for  voting  money  that  we  ain’t 
.got  for  something  we  don’t  need.” 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  very  prac¬ 
tical,  humble  statement  could  well  be 
applied  to  the  situation  in  our  country 
today.  I,  too,  am  not  in  favor  of  spend¬ 
ing  what  we  do  not  have — for  today  we 
are  operating  on  a  deficit — for  things  we 
do  not  need.  ^ 

That  is  the  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Chapman  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  very 
much  impressed  with  the  statement 
which  has  just  been  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
and  I  feel  that  I  should  like  to  identify 
myself  with  the  proposal  he  is  making. 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  a  question,  if  I 
may. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  At  the 
time  when  I  was  studying  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram  this  year,  and  when  I  was  discuss¬ 
ing  the  matter  with  Mr.  Hoffman,  I 
asked  him  about  the  estimates  of  the 
funds  needed  by  the  ECA  to  carry  on  its 
work.  He  said  that  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  take  his  cuts  across  the  board, 
if  he  had  to,  but  he  hoped  they  would  not 
be  imposed  upon  the  ECA  after  its  funds 
had  already  been  cut. 

So  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  whether 
he  thinks  it  would  be  fair,  after  the 
funds  for  ECA  already  have  been  cut,  to 
make  a  further  cut  of  10  percent  in  the 
ECA  funds  or  commitments,  which  I  feel 
are  a  part  of  our  defense  program. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  who  is 
a  great  student  of  international  affairs, 
and  who  I  know  has  a  great  interest  in 
the  ECA,  as  I  have,  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  exclude  the  ECA.  It  does 
exclude  arms  implementation  or  other 
military  aid.  We  would  be  delighted  to 
have  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  join 
with  us  in  sponsoring  the  amendment, 
and  have  him  reserve  the  right  on  his 
part  to  take  a  different  position  on  the 
ECA  item,  if  he  chooses  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  think  I 
would  check  with  those  in  the  ECA  with 
whom  I  have  been  studying  this  matter, 
and  see  what  position  they  would  take 
in  regard  to  the  ECA  program  which  is 
the  bedrock  of  our  operations  in  regard 
to  European  aid;  and  I  believe  that  I 


would  reserve  the  right,  when  the  matter 
comes  up  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  to 
try  to  restore  the  part  of  the  ECA  funds 
which  then  might  be  missing,  if  a  10- 
percent  cut  had  already  been  made  in 
the  ECA  funds,  or  if  one  was  then  pro¬ 
posed. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  if  the 
ECA  funds  are  found  to  be  insufficient 
by  the  end  of  the  calendar  year,  we  very 
.  possibly  can  provide  for  the  ECA  by 
means  of  a  deficiency  appropriation 
before  the  next  calendar  year? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Of  course,  that  will 
be  possible,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that,  of  course,  it  was  not  possible 
for  the  ECA  to  make  exact  estimates. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  Con¬ 
gress  was  generous  enough  to  appropri¬ 
ate  more  than  ample  funds  for  the  ECA, 
and  the  ECA  was  efficient  enough  to  con¬ 
duct  its  operations  in  such  a  way  as  to 
have  a  carry-over  of  $277,000,000. 

It  is  quite  understandable  that  it  was 
impossible  for  exact  estimates  to  be  made 
of  the  funds  required  by  ECA.  How¬ 
ever,  the  situation  would  be  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  says,  and  the  representatives  of 
ECA  would  be  able  to  come  before  the 
congressional  committees  at  such  a  time 
when  we  would  know  more  definitely 
about  the  world  situation. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  has  raised  questions  about 
the  ECA.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  the 
amendment,  of  which  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  is  a  cosponsor,  pro¬ 
vision  is  made  that  the  10 -percent  cut 
shall  be  on  the  amount  stated  in  the 
bill  as  it  is  finally  passed  by  both  Houses 
of  Congress  and  is  signed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  the  conferees 
will  be  able  to  determine  what,  in  their 
opinion,  is  the  amount  which  is  to  be 
cut  10  percent;  is  not  that  a  correct 
statement? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  As  also  indicated, 
is  it  not  true  that  if  an  emergency  arises, 
and  if  the  President  feels  he  needs  money 
with  which  to  take  care  of  such  an  emer¬ 
gency — whether  in  regard  to  the  ECA  or 
otherwise — it  is  possible  for  a  deficiency 
or  supplemental  appropriation  to  be 
requested? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Of  course. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  the  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  attempt  to  have 
the  Congress  cut  the  civilian,  nonmili¬ 
tary,  nonfighting  budget  10  percent;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  When  we  are  at 
war,  even  if  it  is  termed  a  police  action, 
and  we  are  going  to  supply  the  men  at 
the  front  and  those  who  are  engaged  in 
arming  Europe,  then  most  certainly  the 
time  has  come  when  we  must  save  some¬ 
thing  from  the  least  essential  operations 
of  Government  in  order  to  be  able  to  give 
sufficient  assistance  and  make  sufficient 
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appropriations  for  activities  which  are 
vital  and  essential; 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  the  philoso¬ 
phy  of  the  amendment,  and  I  think  it 
is  the  best  possible  approach  which  can 
be  devised  at  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  invite  Senators  generally 
to  join  in  sponsoring  the  amendment 
but  I  should  like  to  say  that  any  Sen¬ 
ator — regardless  of  political  party— is  in¬ 
vited  to  become  a  cosponsor  of  the 
amendment.  If  Senators  will  notify  us 
of  that  desire  on  their  part,  their  names 
can  be  added  to  the  amendment  before 
it  is  printed  this  evening. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  not  seen  the 
amendment,  but  under  the  circumstances 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  cut  would  apply  to  the  rural  mail 
carriers.  Would  they  be  cut  10  percent, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  amendment  ex¬ 
cludes  the  Post  Office  Department  in  its 
entirety. 

Mr.  LANGER.  How  about  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  amendment  ex¬ 
cludes  it  in  its  entirety. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  does  the  amend¬ 
ment  include? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  includes  all  the 
civilian  components  of  the  Government 
which  do  not  directly  apply  to  the  mili¬ 
tary,  to  veterans,  to  arms  implementa¬ 
tion  aid,  to  the  FBI,  to  the  Secret  Serv¬ 
ice,  to  the  Immigration  Service,  to 
grants  in  aid  to  the  States,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  LANGER.  How  many  Govern¬ 
ment  employees,  or  what  percent,  would 
be  affected  by  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  can  state  the  exact  percentage  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees  who  would  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  amendment,  but  I  would 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  that  the  amendment  has 
been  worked  out  very  carefully  so  that 
it  would  not  have  the  effect  of  injuring 
any  program  which  is  vital  or  essential 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  from  the  distinguished  Senator — 
if  he  will  yield  further — that  the  con¬ 
ferees  will  be  able  to  determine  which 
of  the  Government  departments  the 
amendment  will  affect  and  which  ones  it 
will  not  affect? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No;  they  are  stated 
in  the  amendment.  What  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  said  was  that  the  con¬ 
ferees,  of  course,  will  determine  the  exact 
amount  of  the  bill — as  between  the 
amount  of  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
House  and  the  amount  of  the  bill  as 
passed  by  the  Senate.  So  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  apply  to  the  amount  arrived 
at  in  that  way,  rather  than  to  the 
amount  carried  in  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate.  That  was  the  point  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  made,  I  believe. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  has  made  a 
splendid  presentation  of  it,  and  I  shall 
not  attempt  to  cover  the  ground  he  has 
covered;  as  a  cosponsor  of  this  amend- 
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ment,  I  desire  to  discuss  it  briefly.  When 
the  appropriation  hill  passed  the  House 
of  Representatives  it  contained  the 
Thomas-Taber  amendment  providing 
for  reductions  by  formula  in  addition  to 
those  specifically  set  forth  in  the  various 
appropriation  items. 

This  over-all  formula  reduction  to 
provide  further  economy  was  adopted  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  by  a  vote  of  more 
than  2  to  1.  The  predominating  criti¬ 
cism  of  the  House  provision  has  been 
with  respect  to  the  technical  difficulties 
which  would  arise  in  its  administration. 

The  Senate  committee  amendment, 
which  is  offered  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Thomas-Taber  amendment  in  the  House, 
has  been  drafted  with  the  benefit  of  as¬ 
sistance  by  technicians  from  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  the  Senate  Legislative  Draft¬ 
ing  Counsel.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
is  now  preparing  a  careful  estimate  of 
the  savings. 

For  myself,  I  should  not  hesitate  at 
this  time,  in  this  perilous  condition  of 
the  country,  to  vote  for  much  larger  re¬ 
ductions  in  domestic  civilian  expendi¬ 
tures. 

We  are  virtually  in  a  state  of  war  and 
from  recent  experience  we  know  what 
military  operations  cost.  This  amend¬ 
ment  applies  no  reduction  to  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Military  Establishment  or 
for  direct  activities  in  support  of  our 
military  defense. 

In  the  current  circumstances  of  inter¬ 
national  crisis  abroad  rath  its  fiscal  and 
physical  requirements  at  home,  I  vigor¬ 
ously  urge  that  nonessential  domestic 
civilian  expenditures  should  be  cut  to 
the  absolute  minimum. 

This  amendment  does  not  go  that  far. 
I  wish  it  did.  I  wish  it  did.  I  would  feel 
much  better  about  the  security  of  the 
Nation. 

I  realize,  of  course,  that  much  of  the 
appropriations  in  this  bill  are  tied  to 
long-term  commitments  made  by  law 
which  cannot  be  remedied  in  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  I  take  this  occasion  to 
repeat  what  I  have  been  saying  for  years: 
We  should  proceed  with  caution  toward 
the  enactment  of  basic  legislation  which 
in  effect  commits  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  to  virtually  permanent  spending 
programs,  and  I  hope  that  before  the 
next  appropriation  bill  reaches  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  the  Senate  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  will  be  able  to  advise  us  as  to  these 
programs  and  how  much  each  of  them 
costs  in  terms  of  requested  appropria¬ 
tions. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  has  explained  in  great  detail,  as  I 
have  said,  the  provisions  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  It  suffices  for  me  to  say  that  we 
do  not  propose  by  this  amendment  to 
reduce  any  appropriation  essential  to  our 
national  defense.  The  nonessentials 
which  would  be  reduced  would  be  cut  by 
only  10  percent  and  there  are  few  who 
would  argue  that  there  is  not  more  than 
10  percent  of  fat  in  every  appropriation 
which  comes  before  Congress.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  I  am  confident  that  we  have  had 
the  benefit  of  the  best  technical  advice 
available  in  the  drafting  of  this  amend¬ 


ment  so  that  it  simply  raises  the  question 
as  to  whether,  in  the  face  of  war  condi¬ 
tions,  we  choose  to  retrench  by  10  per¬ 
cent  in  nonessential  Federal  expendi¬ 
tures  which  involve  neither  the  military 
defense  of  the  Nation  nor  legal  and 
moral  commitments  to  individuals,  cor¬ 
porations,  or  political  subdivisions. 

I  repeat,  it  is  my  sincere  belief  that  a 
10-percent  reduction  can  be  absorbed  at 
this  time  on  every  budget  expenditure 
item  with  the  exception  of  interest  on 
the  debt  and  national  defense. 

As  a  cosponsor  of  this  amendment,  I 
shall  support  it  in  the  belief  that  it  rep¬ 
resents  the  very  least  that  we  can  do  in 
an  effort  to  make  secure  the  fiscal  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  For  myself,  as  I  have  said,  I 
should  like  to  do  much  more  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  reducing  nondefense  expendi¬ 
tures,  and  I  believe  more  may  have  to  be 
done  if  conditions  develop  as  it  now  ap¬ 
pears  they  will,  requiring  large  addi¬ 
tional  expenditures  for  our  military  de¬ 
fense. 

Mr.  WHERRY,  Mr.  CAPEHART  and 
Mr.  LANGER  addressed  the  chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield,  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Virginia  a  question,  but  before  do¬ 
ing  so,  I  should  like  to  state  that  I  have 
worked  with  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  for 
many  years,  and  with  the  entire  minor¬ 
ity  membership,  and  I  am  well  satisfied 
that  all  the  Senators  who  have  joined  in 
offering  this  amendment  to  the  appro¬ 
priations  bill  have  done  so  after  careful 
study  and  consideration.  If  adopted,  I 
feel  satisfied  that  it  will  work  mechani¬ 
cally  in  a  very  satisfactory  way.  That 
is  a  difficult  thing  to  do,  when  an  attempt 
is  made  either  by  way  of  rescission  or  by 
limitation  or  restriction  in  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill. 

I  wish  to  say  for  the  record  that  I  re¬ 
gret  that  a  greater  reduction  in  the 
appropriations  bill  cannot  be  brought 
about  this  year.  I  feel  satisfied  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  prior  to  the 
development  of  the  Korean  situation, 
had  done  a  splendid  job,  and  I  wish  to 
compliment  the  chairmen  of  the  various 
subcommittees  upon  the  bill  which  has 
been  reported  to  the  Senate.  After 
nearly  8  years  service  in  the  Senate,  with 
most  of  the  time  membership  on  the 
Appropriations  Committee  one  of  my 
regular  assignments,  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  Appropriations  Committee  has  given 
a  great  deal  of  conscientious  effort  and 
study  to  the  appropriations  for  indi¬ 
vidual  items.  But  I  must  say  that,  in 
view  of  the  emergency  which  confronts 
us,  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  abso¬ 
lute  necessity  of  making  every  possible 
savings,  to  the  end  that  military  items 
for  the  defense  of  the  country  and  trust 
fund  items,  which  must  be  protected,  are 
given  adequate  supplies  of  money,  when 
and  if  the  demand  comes. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Virginia  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 


whether  they  have  made  any  estimate  of 
the  saving  which  would  be  effected  by 
this  amendment.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  figures  have  been  worked  out  to  the 
last  detail,  but  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  can  give  us  an  estimate. 

Mr.  /BYRD.  The  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  I  believe,  estimated  the  sav¬ 
ing  at  about  $600,000,000. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  From  $600,000,000  to 
$700,000,000. 

Mr.  BYRD.  A  very  careful  estimate 
will  be  made  by  the  Budget  Bureau 
within  the  next  few  days. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Can  the  Senator  give 
us  an  estimate  of  the  total  amount  of 
reductions  made  by  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  without  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment,  and  of  the  total  amount  of 
reductions  that  would  be  made  with  it? 

Mr.  BYRD.  As  a  rough  estimate,  I 
should  say  that  the  reductions  made  by 
the  House  and  the  Senate  without  the 
adoption  of  this  amendment  would  be 
about  $1,200,000,000.  I  should, say  that 
the  reductions,  including  the  reductions 
proposed  by  this  amendment,  would  ap¬ 
proximate  $2,000,000,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Virginia,  and  to 
join  with  him  wholeheartedly  in  his  ob¬ 
servations,  in  the  course  of  which  he  has 
stated — and  I  agree — that  this  certainly 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  I  hope 
the  Senate  will  look  with  favor  upon 
the  amendment,  and  that  it  will  have  the 
support  of  the  Senate  as  an  effort  to  save 
money  where  money  can  be  saved,  and 
to  make  it  possible  to  use  money  where 
it  must  be  used,  if  and  when  occasion 
arises. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  inquire 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  how  the 
proposed  10-percent  cut  under  this 
amendment  would  be  applied.  Would  it 
apply  pro  rata? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  would  be  applied  to 
each  department  of  the  Government,  to 
be  broken  up  by  each  of  the  departments 
for  specific  application  within  the  de¬ 
partment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  For  example,  would  it 
mean,  if  the  amendment  is  adopted,  that 
travel  expense  could  be  cut  10  percent? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  would. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Would  it  mean  that  the 
supplies  could  be  cut  10  percent? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  is  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  heads  of  the  departments.  The 
appropiation  for  the  department  itself 
would  be  cut,  and  that  cut  would  have 
to  be  distributed  within  the  department. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  reminded  of  a 
speech  made  some  months  ago,  possibly 
a  year  ago,  by  the  distinguished  Senator, 
showing  that  in  one  department  there 
was  enough  paper  on  hand  to  last  for  78 
years,  and  that  another  department  had 
certain  supplies  on  hand  sufficient  to  last 
for  2S7  years.  Under  this  amendment,  I 
take  it,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  cut 
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those  supplies  10  percent,  but  they  could 
be  cut  out  entirely. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  ask  one 
more  question,  if  I  may.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted,  how  would  it 
affect  the  Byrd-Langer  amendment? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  would  not  affect  the 
Byrd-Langer  amendment,  because  that 
provides  for  a  limitation  upon  employ¬ 
ment.  It  would  not  be  affected  at  all. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  other  words,  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  would  still  have  to 
reduce  personnel? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Yes.' 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

PLUS  WAR  MATERIALS 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  Prudent,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  an  article  appearing  in 
today’s  issue  of  the  Washingtoiutfpaily 
News,  by  Jim  G.  Lucas,  entitled  YJI’s 
Could  Use  Tanks  We  Let  Go.”  I  do\pt 
rise  to  talk  about  it  in  a.  spirit  of  criti 
cism,  but,  rather,  to  make  a  suggestion^ 
after  I  have  read  the  article: 

American  Gl’s,  fighting  '  a  losing  battle 
against  Russian-made  heavy  tanks  in  Korea, 
could  use  some  of  those  Uncle  Sam  lost, 
sold,  or  gave  away  a  few  years  back. 

It  wasn’t  too  long  ago  that  Uncle  Sam  was 
peddling  surplus  tanks  to  all  takers  at  a  few 
cents  on  the  dollar.  In  July  1947,  for  In¬ 
stance,  we  sold  10  light  tanks,  worth  $270,- 
000,  to  Belgium  for  $10,000.  In  December, 
we  disposed  of  21  more,  worth  $568,000,  to 
Canada  for  $17,000. 

In  January  1948  we  sold  nine  tank  en¬ 
gines,  track  assemblies,  ana  spare  parts, 
worth  $166,000,  to  Venezuela  for  $8,000.  In 
March,  $49,000  worth  of  engines  and  spare 
parts  went  to  Guatemala  for  $2,000.  In 
April,  we  closed  a  deal  with  Ecuador  for  21 
tank  engines  and  spare  parts,  worth  $400,000, 
for  $20,000.  In  September  of  that  year,  we 
sold  Mexico  12  tank  engines,  worth  $291,000, 
for  $14,000. 

NINE  THOUSAND  AND  EIGHTY -FIVE  TANKS  LOST 

The  Hoover  Commission’s  national  secu¬ 
rity  task  force  said  we  made  86,000  tanks 
during  World  War  II.  Army  statistics  in¬ 
dicated  we  had  25,045  at  the  end  of  the  war. 
In  1948,  .the  task  force  said,  the.  Army  could 
account  for  15,960  tanks.  The  task  force  said 
the  Army  was  unable  to  state  what  had  be¬ 
come  of  the  others. 

The  task  force  said  it  believed  the  Army 
didn’t  know  how  many  tanks  it  had.  TJ 
task  force  charged  that  the  Army  was 
ing  for  money  to  modernize  more  tanks /han 
were  in  stock.  The  Army  overlooked  the 
fact,  the  task  force  said,  that  102  1 been 
sold  to  the  Marines,  and  asked  f/r  money 
to  modernize  them,  too. 

Moreover,  the  task  force  saidf  the  Army 
couldn’t  account  for  the  vast^juantities  of 
materiel  on  hand  at  the  enar  of  hostilities. 
The  Army  says  it  has  matfitiel  sufficient  to 
equip  only  18  divisions,  aUmough  at  the  end 
of  the  war  it  had  89  f/nlly  equipped  divi¬ 
sions  and  great  additigpal  quantities  of  ma¬ 
teriel  in  the  pipeline- 

Mr.  Presidentyun  order  to  save  the 
time  of  the  Sanate^I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  hawe  the  remainder  of  the 
article  prilled  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There Jtk ing  no  objection,  the  remain¬ 
der  of/fhe  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

0ss  of  easily  replaceable  materiel  is  easily 
understood,  but  the  loss  of  complicated, 
hard-to-produee  military  equipment  is  an¬ 
other  matter,  especially  as  the  military  was 


put  on  notice  6  months  after  the  end  of  the 
war  as  to  the  seriousness  of  the  international 
situation.” 

HOOVER  REPORTED  IT 

The  case  of  the  missing  tanks  was  first  told 
to  Congress  by  ex-President  Herbert  Hoover 
on  April  11,  1949.  The  next  day,  ex-Army 
Secretary  Kenneth  C.  Royall  said  Mr.  Hoover 
was  totally  incorrect. 

Mr.  Royall  said  7,170  tanks  were  found  to 
be  obsolete  and  were  transferred,  sent  abroad 
as  military  aid  or  lost  for  similar  reasons. 
He  said  the  tank  transfer  to  the  Marines  was 
discovreed  and  adjusted  accordingly, 

Mr.  Royall  said  equipment  for  35  divisions 
was  sold  to  civilian,  destroyed,  demilitarized, 
given  to  the  Red  Cross  or  UNRRA,  salvaged 
{or  made  part  of  the  Greek-Turkish  aid  pro- 
digram.  Equipment  for  another  23,  he  said, 
was  out  of  balance  as  to  quantity,  or  needed 
repair. 

The  rug  was  pulled  out  from  under  Mr. 
Royall  the  next  day.  Defense  Secretary  Louis 
Johnson,  at  his  first  press  conference,  agreed 
with  Mr.  Hoover,  who  later  said  his  facts  were 
‘‘taken  from  their  original  source,  confirmed 
by  officers  in  charge,  and  rechecked  with  in¬ 
dependent  sources.” 

The  Hoover  Commission  task  force  said 
.that — whatever  the  reason — it  was  evident 
e  no  longer  had  the  tanks  or  the  equip-/ 
^~t  for  71  demobilized  divisions. 

_  hether  or  not  the  equipment  was  i*r- 
fect/^th®  task  force  said,  ‘‘its  possesion 
today  Ijould  be  of  great  comfort  and  value  to 
the  peaceful  countries  of  the  world.”- 


Mr.  CASjEHART.  Mr.  President,  when 
World  Wanll  ended,  I  urged  its  strongly 
as  I  could  that  the  Government  should 
not  dispose  of\ny  war  materiel.  I  even 
urged  that  it  should  dispose  of  no  fac¬ 
tories.  I  recommendejd  that  it  dispose 
only  of  that  which, j^as  perishable,  on 
the  theory  that  the  jsWt  we  could  do  was 
to  receive  from  lj>;to\o  percent  of  the 
value  of  the  surplus  war  materiel,  and 
that  we  might, meed  it  again  sometime. 

The  argum#ht  against  that  suggestion, 
of  course — afad  there  was  some  merit  to 
it — was  tlj^t  war  materiel  become  ob¬ 
solete. 

My  answer  then  was,  as  my  answer  is 
today/ that  it  is  better  to  have  obsolete 
material  than  to  have  no  material'  .at 
alj 

^The  purpose  of  my  rising,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  was  to  urge  upon  the  President 
of  the  United  States  that  if  we  are  dis¬ 
posing  of  any  war  material  at  the  mo¬ 
ment,  Such  disposal  be  immediately  dis¬ 
continued  and;  that  we  keep  such  mate¬ 
rial,  even  though  it  be  obsolete.  I  feel 
that  my  recommendation  when  the  war 
ended  was  sound,  and  I  think  it  is  sound 
today,  that  we  not  dispose  of  any  ,o!  our 
surplus  war  material.  If  we  had  today 
the  tanks  which  we  had  at  the  end  of 
the  war  they  would  be  very  helpful  to  the 
boys  who  are  fighting  in  Korea. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the. Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  yield  to  the- Senator  from 
Kansas. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Is  it  not  true  that 
some  material  which  might  be  classified 
as  obsolete  consists  of  critical  material 
which  is  not  available  at  this  time,  and 
might  it  not  be  very  well  for  us  to  con¬ 
sider  it  from  that  angle  and  to  keep  and 
preserve  what  we  have? 

Mr.  CAFEHART.  There  is  no  ques¬ 
tion  but  that  the  Senator  is  correct. 


As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  Mr.  President, 

I  am  making  these  remarks  not  in  any 
spirit  of  criticism,  because  we  are  at  War, 
but  only  to  urge  upon  our  Government 
that  it  not  dispose  of  any  war  materials, 
because  even  that  which  looks  Mke  scrap 
is  made  of  steel,  copper,  and  qtTtier  mate¬ 
rials  which  in  an  all-out  war  effort  be¬ 
come  scarce.  / 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  Government 
immediately  stop  disposing  of  any  so- 
called  surplus  war  /material,  because, 
frankly,  I  do  not  thihk  there  is  any  such 
thing  as  surplus  jfar  material.  It  may 
have  become  obsolete,  but  obsolete  ma¬ 
terial  is  better/than  no  material  at  all. 

I  think  w</Wde  a  mistake,  and  I  so 
stated  5  yqdrs  ago,  in  disposing  of  our 
war  planbj  and  of  surplus  war  material. 
I  know  jt  is  easy  for  one’s  hindsight  to 
be  better  than  his  foresight,  and  I  am 
not  trying  to  be  critical  in  this  instance, 
ise  we  are  at  war,  and  it  behooves 
ry  American  to  support  his  Govern- 
at  in  time  of  war.  I  think  it  behooves 
•us  as  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  to  offer  constructive  suggestions. 
I  believe  the  suggestion  which  I  have  just 
offered,  that  the  Government  discontinue 
the  disposal  of  even  one  penny’s  worth  of 
war  materials  at  this  time,  until  the  war 
in  Korea  is  over,  is  a  good  suggestion. 
When  that  war  is  over,  let  us  keep  our 
war  material,  because  obsolete  material 
is  always  better  than  no  material  at  all. 

STATEHOOD  FOR  ALASKA— H.  R.  331 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  speak  for  a  few  minutes  on  a  very 
important  matter  that  is  to  come  up  for 
Senate  consideration  soon  after  we  com¬ 
plete  the  consideration  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  bill,  now  before  this  body.  I 
refer  to  the  statehood  bill  for  Alaska, 
House  bill  331.  The  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af¬ 
fairs,  on  Monday  last,  made  a  similar 
short  statement  at-the  time  he  submitted 
the  report  of  the  majority  for  inclusion 
in  the  Record. 

The  original  version  of  House  bill  331 
,  was,  no  doubt,  pretty  well  circulated  in 
\Alaska  both  before  and  after  its  pas¬ 
sage  by  the  House,  but  I  doubt  if  a  dozen 
copies  of  the  bill  as  finally  reported  by 
tire's  Senate  committee  have  reached 
Alaska.  I  personally  airmailed  four  or 
five  copies  to  the  daily  newspapers  of 
Alaska  as  soon  as  I  obtained  printed 
copies  of  the  bill  as  revised  by  the  Senate 
committee.  Vro  date,  I  have  heard  from 
only  one  or  fr^o  persons  in  Alaska  with 
reference  to  tfk  contents  of  the  revised 
bill.  I  am  certaip  that  the  revised  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  is  a  treihendous  improvement 
over  the  House  version,  but  I  also  feel 
that  it  may  be  wise  take  more  time 
to  perfect  the  Senate  mil,  as  evidenced 
by  the  editorial  from  thh,  Juneau  Daily 
Alaska  Empire,  which  I  Shall  insert  in 
the  Record  with  this  statement.  If 
more  people  in  Alaska  wereS^iven  the 
opportunity  of  reading  the  Statehood 
bill,  as  now  proposed,  I  feel  certaihsthere 
would  be  many  protests,  not  only'' with 
reference  to  the  public  lands  provision, 
but  also  with  regard  to  the  provisions 
affecting  the  mining  and  fishing  indus¬ 
try  of  the  Territory. 


10316 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  14 


At  this  point,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the*' editorial  above  referred  to  be  made 
a  part  of  my  statement. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows^ 

tx  Will  Be  Too  Late 

When  the  original  Alaska  statehood  bill, 
H.  R.  331,  afteift-Tiaving  passed  the  House, 
came  to  the  Senate,  and  a  hearing  was  had 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Territorial 
and  Insular  Affairs,  it  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee  that  this  bill  had 
not  been  given  any  circulation  in  the  Terri¬ 
tory,  so  that  very  few  persons  were  familiar 
with  its  contents.  ”  , 

It  was  also  pointed  out  that  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  relating  to  the  transfer  of  public 
lands  to  the  new  State  were  wholly  inade¬ 
quate.  Apparently  most  of  the  proponents 
of  statehood  agreed  to  that  and  so  did  the 
members  of  the  committee,  for  the'bill  has 
been  amended  in  the  Senate  committee,  and 
the  chief  amendments  deal  with  section  5, 
relating  to  the  transfer  of  public  lands  tathe 
new  State.  We  have  received  a  copy  of  iS^e 
bill  as  it  now  stands  and  as  it  was  amended, 
by  the  committee  on  June  21  and  23.  Sec¬ 
tion  5  (b)  of  the  latest  bill  reads  as  follows: 

“After  5  years  from  the  admission  of  Alaska 
into  the  Union,  the  State,  in  addition  to  any 
other  grants  made  in  this  section,  shall  be 
entitled  to  select  not  to  exceed  20,000,000 
acres  from  the  vacant,  unappropriated,  and 
unreserved  public  lands  in  the  State.  Such 
selections  shall  be  made  in  reasonably  com¬ 
pact  tracts:  Provided,  That  valid,  existing 
rights  shall  not  be  affected  by  any  such  selec¬ 
tions  or  grants.  Where  the  lands  desired  are 
unsurveyed  at  the  time  of  selection,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  shall  survey  the  exte¬ 
rior  boundaries  of  the  area  requested  without 
any  subdivision  thereof  and  shall  issue  a  pat¬ 
ent  for  such  selected  area  in  terms  of  the 
exterior  boundary  survey.  Such  lands  may  be 
granted  or  sold  by  the  State  in  tracts  of  not 
more  than  640  acres  for  any  purpose,  but 
with  a  reservation  to  the  State  of  a  royalty 
of  not  more  than  12  /2  percent  on  all  min¬ 
erals  produced  therefrom.  The  lands  granted 
to  the  State  of  Alaska  pursuant  to  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  income  therefrom  and  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  thereof  when  said  lands  are  sold,  shall 
be  held  by  said  State  as  a  public  trust  for 
the  support  of  public  schools  and  other 
public  educational  institutions.” 

In  the  first  amendment  made  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  the  provison  “that  valid  existing 
rights  shall  not  be  affected  by  any  such  selec¬ 
tions  or  grants”  was  not  included.  However, 
the  inclusion  of  that  in  section  5  (b)  woulc 
seem  to  add  very  little  protection  for  the  n§ 
State  in  acquiring  public  lands. 

As  the  section  reads,  the  State  shall  Of  en¬ 
titled  after  5  years  to  select  not  to  J&ceed 
20,000,000  acres  from  vacant,  unappropriated 
and  unreserved  lands  in  the  Stataf  As  the 
tracts  are  selected  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  shall  survey  the  exterior  i^undaries  of 
the  areas  requested  and  shall  jfsue  a  patent 
for  such  selected  area  in  teyfis  of  the  exte¬ 
rior  boundary  survey. 

Now,  let  us  suppose  tM&t  the  new  State 
after  5  years  begins  taf  select  areas  to  be 
transferred  to  it  by  patent  from  the  United 
States.  Let  us  say  jf  selects  an  area  con¬ 
taining  three  or  fojjfr  thousand  acres  in  one 
locality.  The  neWltate  is  not  likely  to  select 
mountain  peaksjbr  tundra,  but  it  may  be  as¬ 
sumed  that  it fill  try  to  select  the  best  lands 
available,  andnt  is  difficult  to  conceive  of  any 
considerablVtracts  of  land  which  might  be  so 
selected  Vnich  would  not  contain  within 
their  exterior  boundaries  some  unpatented 
mining'  claims  and  some  other  unpatented 
groupU  held  by  settlers  for  one  purpose  or 
another. 

in  the  first  place,  since  the  State  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  select  only  from  vacant,  unap¬ 
propriated,  and  unreserved  public  landsfSit 


could  hardly  be  said  that  tracts  which  in¬ 
clude  unpatented  mining  claims  and  other 
unpatented  claims  would  be  either  vacant  or 
unappropriated;  therefore,  according  to  the 
strict  letter  of  the  law,  the  Secretary  would 
refuse  to  make  the  survey  and  issue  the 
patent  to  the  State. 

If  he  should  attempt  to  make  the  survey 
and  issue  the  patent,  just  how  would  the 
valid  existing  rights  of  any  person  be  pro¬ 
tected?  Furthermore,  there  might  be  exist¬ 
ing  rights  which  the  Secretary  or  the  new 
State  might  consider  not  to  be  valid. 

This  would  surely  cause  litigation  in  case 
the  Secretary  should  consider  the  lands  to 
be  vacant,  unappropriated,  and  unreserved 
and  issue  the  patent  to  the  new  State. 

The  very  best  he  could  do  would  be  to 
survey  the  lands  selected  and  issue  a  patent 
which  would  contain  a  reservation  in  the 
language  of  the  statehood  bill  that  all  valid 
existing  rights  on  the  land  are  unaffected. 
No  one  would  know  what  those  valid  exist¬ 
ing  rights  were,  how  many  claims  were  in¬ 
volved,  their  area  or  extent,  or  what  other 
rights  might  be  affected,  and  there  is  no  ma¬ 
chinery  set  up  in  the  bill  for  determining 
these  things. 

This  is  a  most  serious  matter,  and  one 
v  which  might  well  prevent  the  new  State  from 
^ver  getting  any  public  lands  or  if  it  did  ac-j 
ire  any,  there  would  be  endless  law  suitd 
toVetermine  who  had  valid  existing  rights 
on  tkose  lands  prior  to  their  transfer.  Who 
would'  be  the  judge  as  to  what  was  a  •valid 
existin^-.right?  In  all  cases  it  would  require 
litigations  f 

AnotherVbjectionable  feature  infection  5 
is  the  provfiaion  for  the  sale  of  iftate  lands 
in  tracts  of  “hot  more  than  640. acres  for  any 
purpose.”  Th®.  meaning  of  *nat  phrase  is 
certainly  obscuroU  We  do  npt  know  whether 
it  means  that  not' more  tbftn  640  acres  may 
be  sold  to  any  persdja  or  jrorporation — but  if 
it  doesn’t  mean  that,,  it  is  meaningless. 

If  it  does  mean  tii{&  any  one  person  or 
corporation  is  limited  '-to  640  acres,  what 
would  happen  in  tjrfe  cas^*pf  a  mining  com¬ 
pany  like  the  M£ska-Jun9ku  Gold  Mining 
Co.  which  operated  before  tije  war  a  large 
low-grade  property  on  a  very  narrow  margin 
requiring  a  vfry  considerable  acreage  of  land 
exceeding  ffiO  acres?  A  mininft  property 
such  as  tfie  Alaska-Juneau  require  a  very 
large  investment,  requires  a  large  Anumber 
of  claims  and  millsites,  power  plantvsites, 
lanchffor  transmission  lines,  dam  sitesVetc. 
Kof  could  it  ever  operate  if  it  is  restricted 
tqrowning  640  acres? 

r Another  very  objectionable  provision  if 
^section  5  (b)  is  that  which  provides  that 
when  the  State  acquires  lands  and  sells  them 
it  must  reserve  a  royalty  on  minerals  of  not 
more  than  12y2  percent.  The  mining  in¬ 
dustry  in  Alaska  and  generally  throughout 
the  United  States  has  always  been  strongly 
opposed  to  royalties,  yet  the  statehood  bill, 
for  some  reason  which  we  cannot  fathom, 
requires  that  the  State  must  reserve  a  royalty 
on  minerals,  whether  the  people  desire  it  or 
not.  In  our  opinion  this  would  further  dis¬ 
courage  mining  in  the  new  State. 

A  royalty  is  on  gross  production  and  again 
let  us  illustrate  by  taking  the  case  of  the 
Alaska-Juneau  mine.  It  was  a  large  low- 
grade  mine  and  it  was  necessary  to  operate 
on  a  very  extensive  scale,  mining  13,000  to 
14,000  tons  of  ore  a  day  on  account  of  the 
very  low  grade  of  the  ore.  The  mining  in 
the  prewar  days  was  on  a  scale  which  re¬ 
quired  a  gross  production,  we  believe,  of 
between  five  and  six  million  dollars  a  year. 
The  profit,  in  years  when  there  was  a  profit, 
was  very  slim,  and  even  if  a  royalty  of  1 
percent  on  the  gross  production  had  been 
in  effect,  that  is  to  say,  if  such  a  mine  were 
operated  on  lands  acquired  from  the  State, 
the  royalty  alone  could  well  mean  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  profit  and  loss. 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  such  provisions 
were  inserted  in  the  statehood  bill  by  the 


committee  and  we  repeat  what  we  said  before^ 
that  if  statehood  is  to  be  granted  to  Alask 
it  is  certainly  of  sufficient  importance/to 
permit  the  people  of  the  Territory  to  express 
some  opinion  as  to  the  public  landsyprovi- 
sions  of  the  bill. 

We  think  the  bill  as  amended  bVthe  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  should  be  generally  distrib¬ 
uted  throughout  the  Territory  in  order  that 
the  people  may  read  and  consider  and  com¬ 
ment  upon  section  5  before  yf  is  enacted.  It 
will  be  too  late  afterward. . 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Ary'Associated  Press 
dispatch  from  Seattl^f under  date  of  July 
10,  quotes  a  member  of  the  International 
Fisheries  Commission  to  the  effect  that 
the  fisheries  provision  in  the  amended 
statehood  bill/would  encourage  foreign 
entanglements.  I  personally  feel  that 
we  alreadwftave  enough  troublesome  in- 
ternationgQ  entanglements  without  add¬ 
ing  to  t#em  with  a  hasty  passage  of  this 
bill.  jSince  I  assume,  Mr.  President,  that 
theiy  will  be  considerable  debate  on  this 
an ft  similar  provisions  of  the  Alaska 
statehood  bill,  I  will  not  take  the  time  of 
le  Senate  now  to  elaborate  further,  ex¬ 
cept  to  request  that  the  press  release 
referred  to  above  be  made  a  part  of  my 
remarks  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

IFC  Protests  to  Proposed  Change,  State- 
hoc5d  Bill 

Seattle,  July  10. — An  International  Fish¬ 
eries  Commission  member  today  charged 
the  fisheries  provision  of  the  amended 
Alaska  statehood  bill  would  encourage  for¬ 
eign  entanglements. 

Edward  W.  Allen,  a  member  of  General 
MacArthur’s  fisheries  mission  to  Japan,  said 
the  amended  bill  “threatens  to  sacrifice  an 
important  food  asset  of  this  country.” 

Allen  contended  the  bill  should  be  rewrit¬ 
ten  to  state  specifically  what  fishery  control 
is  to  be  vested  in  the  proposed  new  State 
(Alaska). 

“At  least  it  should  be  redrafted  to  provide 
expressly  for  the  repeal  of  the  present  fishery 
laws  relating  to  Alaska,”  he  said. 

The  Federal  Government  has  been  regulat¬ 
ing  salmon  fishing  for  many  years. 

“It  is  the  only  power  which  can  protect 
salmon  runs  in  the  future  against  destruc¬ 
tive  fishing  by  Russians  and  Japanese,”  Allen 
, said. 

Allen  said  the  amended  statehood  bill  does 
Bt  repeal  the  present  Federal  laws  protect¬ 
ing).  Alaska  fishing,  but  does  take  away  all 
facilities  for  enforcing  them. 

Mr.iJ3UTLER.  I  also  request  that  a 
news  article  entitled  “Query  Asked  Into 
Palmer  Airport  Deal,”  published  in  the 
Daily  Alaska  Empire  on  July  10,  be  made 
a  part  of  m^siemarks  at  this  point. 

There  being* no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Query  Asked  Into  1&lmer  Airport  Deal- 
Dicker  To  Get  Matching  Funds  From  Fed¬ 
eral  Agency  Under  Sre,  News-Miner 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  Jifte'  10. — The  Fair¬ 
banks  Daily  News-Miner  ifcas  proposed  a 
Federal  inquiry  into  a  $150 Ago  land  trans¬ 
action  for  an  airport  project  %t  Palmer,  in 
the  Matanuska  Valley.  Ak 

The  newspaper  said  its  own  investigation 
showed  an  attempt  was  being  made\to  place 
a  disproportionate  value  on  the  1  ana  to  get 
matching  funds  from  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  \ 

About  128  acres  of  land  at  Palmer  are  in¬ 
volved.  The  newspaper  said  the  estimated, 
construction  cost  of  the  airport  was  $120,000. 
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THE  UNITED  STATES  TRAGEDY  IN  FOR¬ 
MOSA— ARTICLE  FROM  TIME  MAGAZINE 

[Mr.  BRIDGES  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  "The  United  States  Tragedy  in  For¬ 
mosa,”  written  by  John  Osborne,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  July  17  issue  of  Time  magazine', 
which  ap peats  in  the  Appendix.] 

ACHESON  MUST  BE  WATCHED— EDI¬ 
TORIAL  FROM  THE  NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

MORNING  UNION 

(Mr.  BRIDGES  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
entitled  “Acheson  Must  Be  Watched,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  New  Hampshire  Morning  Union 
of  July  15,  1950,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.] 

CASE  AGAINST  THE  MUNDT  BILL— EDI¬ 
TORIAL  COMMENT 

[Mr.  KILGORE  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  column  un¬ 
der  the  heading  "The  Mirror  of  Public 
Opinion,”  containing  editorial  comment  on 
the  Mundt  bill,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.]  N*  '  ai 

SITUATIONS  OF  STRENGTH— NEWSPAPER 
EDITORIAL 

[Mr.  MCCARTHY  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record 'an  editorial 
entitled  "Situations  of  Strength,”  published 
in  the  San  Francisco  Examiner  of  Thursday, 
July  6,  1950,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

DEATH  OF  SENATOR  KNOWLAND’S 
MOTHER 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  what  I 
am  going  to  do  is  under  instructions 
given  me  this  morning  by  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

Through  the  processes  of  American 
opportunity,  I  happen  to  be  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Department  of  Labor  and 
Federal  Security.  Through  those  same 
processes,  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland]  is  the  ranking  minor¬ 
ity  member.  Word  reached  the  commit¬ 
tee  during  the  day  of  the  demise  of  our 
colleague’s  mother  at  her  home  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  We  who  know  the  able  junior 
Senator  from  California  feel  confident 
that,  being  the  son  of  a  worthy  mother, 
he  can  and  will,  in  his  sorrow,  say,  "Thy 
will  be  done.” 

THE  KOREAN  SITUATION 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter,  dated  Jtfly  10, 
1950,  addressed  to  me,  by  Paul  Mitchell, 
a  member  of  the  American  Legion,  Vet¬ 
erans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and'  Fleet  Re¬ 
serve  Association,  together ..with  an  edi¬ 
torial  by  Walter  Winchpll  of  July  9, 
1950,  on  the  same  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows:  / 

Sacramento!*,  Calif.,  July  10,  1950. 
The  Honorable  Jo^McCarthy, 

Senate  Offlcf  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  McCarthy:  As  a  vet¬ 
eran  of  two/ wars,  _member  of  the  American 
Legion,  Vaterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  Fleet 
Reserve  Association  I  respectfully  request 
that  yg/&  enter  the  enclosed  editorial  in  the 
Congressional  Record  for  the  information 
of  those  sophisticated  idiots  who  cannot  see 
beyond  their  noses. 

From  what  I  have  heard  inside  closed 
meetings  of  all  veterans  organizations,  I 
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believe  90  percent  of  all  the  veterans  in 
the  United  States  are  behind  you  in  your 
superhuman  efforts  to  expose  the  enemies 
within  our  lines. 

If  Mr.  Acheson  and  the  entire  staff  of  the  f 
Eastern  Affairs  Section  of  the  State  Depart-  | 
ment  had  any  self-respect  they  would  have  [ 
resigned  in  a  body  within  24  hours  after  the  | 
invasion  of  Korea. 

But  as  long  as  they  are  selfish  individuals  j 
they  should  be  ousted  by  the  Senate  imme-  | 
diately  for  the  good  of  our  national  unity.  i 

I  believe  many  millions  veterans  are  wond-  f 
ering  how  many  more  wars  we  will  have  to  l 
fight  in  order  to  make  this  world  safe  for  f 
democracy  as  long  as  we  have  such  poten- 
tional  quislings  in  the  State  Department. 

You  may  enter  this  letter  also  in  the  Con-  ; 
gressional  Record  if  you  wish. 

As  a  father  of  three  boys  I  would  like  to  5 
see  all  of  them  give  the  best  years  of  their  i 
lives  to  the  service  of  their  country  without  | 
waiting  for  Congress  to  draft  them  to  do  their  . 
duty.  But  I  most  certainly  will  demand  that  ! 
Congress,  regardless  of  party  lines,  destroy  i 
now  and  for  all  time  potential  traitors  in  | 
every  Government  department. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Paul  Mitchell, 

\  Mr.  Winchell.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  United  State#, 
under  our  American  system  the  strongest  » 
forfig  of  loyalty  is  fair  criticism  based-'  on  s 
brutal  truth.  No  administration  ever  needed  1 
it  mote  desperately  and  ryone  has  q/eepted  - 
it  less  graciously.  But  iv  continues  to  be  ! 
the  birthright  of  every  American,<€itizen  to  | 
pay  homage  to  his  country  without  swear-  ? 
ing  allegiance  to  the  Kansas  Cijly  politicians,  i 
The  very  day  \hat  the  first  casualty  list  was  j 
published  last  vreek,  Washington  stated  that  1 
the  Korean  situation  wasmot  serious.  The  i 
very  next  day,  hoWver,  Reversing  itself,  the  | 
administration  prefarepf  to  call  up  all  men  > 
19  to  26.  The  Air  JJrc>rce  announced  this  { 
week  that  it  would  private  commercial  j 
airliners  to  rush  siyrfport to  our  men  in  Korea. 
During  the  war  We  built  350,000  planes  and  | 
we  have  spent  Jsillions  for  Vem  every  year 
since.  If  we  ebuld  run  an  airlift  for  Berlin, 
why  can’t  w#  run  one  for  ourtown  men  in  5 
bloody  Kojea?  Far  more  impuidant,  how¬ 
ever,  thaarwhere  the  money  has  gone,  is  this  : 
questioW:  Why  aren’t  the  planes  >Ke  need  • 
ready yr  The  truth  is,  that  the  70-grhnp  Air  f 
Forcjg  twice  authorized  by  Congres\  was  j 
pigeonholed  by  Mr.  White  House  himself,  I 
(e -President’s  own  commission  reportedXto  ‘ 
Cm  that  70  groups  was  the  minimum  neceS- J 
rsary  to  defend  our  own  cities  from  enemy  1 
attack.  Gen.  Toohey  Spaatz  resigned  be¬ 
cause  he  would  not  take  the  responsibility 
without  them.  But  it  was  the  late  Secre-  ; 
tary  of  Defense,  James  Forrestal,  who  stopped 
the  70-group  Air  Force  by  warning  that  it  1 
would  mean  rationing  and  price  ceilings. 
Now,  you  are  about  to  get  rationing  and 
price  ceilings  without  a  70 -group  Air  Force.  ? 
The  very  same  Navy  which  was  all  but  offf-  > 
daily  declared  obsolete  last  fall  is  right  now  ; 
saving  the  State  Department’s  Far  East ) 
Munich  from  turning  into  a  sickening 
American  Dunkirk.  And  the  irony  of  it,  the 
State  Department’s  91  pansys  are  exempt 
from  active  duty  and  do  not  have  to  face 
the  enemy  panzers,  but  their  dirty  diplo-  : 
matic  linen  is  being  washed,  in  American 
h1nnri  —  -  - 
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GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 


ATE  10519 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  inquire  of  the  Chair 
as  to  the  point  we  have  reached  in  the 
pending  appropriation  bill,  H  R  7786 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
had  completed  the  chapter  on  Treasury 
and  Post  Office  appropriations  when  it 
recessed  on  Friday.  The  next  chapter 
in  regular  order  would  be  that  on  Labor, 
Federal  Security,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez],  who  is  in  charge  of  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  appropriation  bill,  desires  to 
have  it  passed  over  for  the  present. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]  is  unavoidably  absent  from 
the  Senate.  His  mother  passed  away  a 
day  or  so  ago,  and  she  is  to  be  buried 
tomorrow.  As  the  ranking  member  of 
the  subcommittee  which  considered  the 
Labor,  Federal  Security  appropriations, 
he  has  requested  that  that  portion  of  the 
bill  be  passed  over  until  later.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
next  feature  of  the  bill,  that  relating  to 
Agriculture,  is  ready  to  go  forward. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  request.  It  is  deeply  appreciated. 
I  am  quite  satisfied  that  while  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  bill  will  be  taken  up  a 
little  out  of  order,  beginning,  with  the 
agricultural  appropriations,  complying 
with  the  Senator’s  request  will  not  hold 
up  the  bill  at  all.  In  behalf  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  California,  who  is  the 
ranking  member  of  the  subcommittee,  as 
the  Senator  from  N«v  Mexico  has  stated, 
we  deeply  appreciate  his  holding  up  the 
Labor-Federal  Security  chapter  of  the 
appropriation  bill  until  the  Senator  from 
California  is  able  to  return. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  has  been  offered  which  calls  for 
a  10 -percent  cut  in  peacetime  expendi¬ 
tures  of  the  budget.  I  wish  to  add  my 
name  as  a  cosponsor  of  that  amendment, 
with  the  reservation  that  I  shall  submit 
or  support  an  amendment  eliminating 
the  ECA  from  that  10-percent  cut. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  has  asked  that 
his  name  be  added  as  a  cosponsor  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges] 
for  himself  and  34  other  Senators,  that 
being  an  amendment  to  the  appropria¬ 
tions  bill,  calling  for  a  10-percent  rescis¬ 
sion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  addition  will  be  made. 
MOBILIZATION  OF  AMERICAN  MANPOWER 

AND  INDUSTRY  TO  MEET  WORLD 

CRISIS 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  now 
crystal  clear  that  the  Soviets  have  de¬ 
veloped  a  foolproof  procedure  whereby, 
unless  we  intervene  effectively,  they  can¬ 
not  lose  and  we  cannot  win.  The  pro¬ 
cedure  is  simply  that,  with  no  cost  in 
manpower  to  themselves,  they  im¬ 
pel  a  mercenary  native  army  to  aggres- 
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sion  and  thus  confront  the  United  States 
with  two  alternatives,  one  of  which  is 
ruinous  and  the  other  of  which,  though 
necessary,  is  bad. 

The  ruinous  alternative  of  ignoring 
the  aggression — of  turning  our  back  on 
an  international  rape — we  properly  re¬ 
jected.  The  other  alternative  was  to 
send  our  armed  forces  to  stop  the  ag¬ 
gression  and  liberate  the  invaded  coun¬ 
try.  This  we  are  rightly  now  trying  to 
do.  At  best,  however,  this  is  a  bad, 
though  unavoidable,  alterntaive  because 
it  commits  thousands  of  our  young  men 
for  at  lease  many  months  until  local  vic¬ 
tory  is  secured,  after  which  forces  must 
remain  to  prevent  repetition  of  aggres¬ 
sion.  At  worst,  it  could  mean  thousands 
of  casualties  without  victory.  In  any 
case  the  cost  to  the  Soviets  has  been  nil. 

If  the  procedure  which  has  been  used 
by  the  Soviets  in  Korea  is  repeated  in 
Indochina  or  Iran  or  other  places  on  the 
rim  of  the  Soviet  Empire,  we  would  have 
even  larger  numbers  of  young  men 
bogged  down  in  equally  unprofitable  ad¬ 
ventures.  The  Soviets  would  then  be  in 
a  perfect  position  to  make  their  main 
effort  at  the  No.  1  objective,  which  is 
probably  the  Ruhr,  or  at  their  No.  2  ob¬ 
jective,  which  is  probably  Japan.  And 
we  would  be  unable  even  to  send  signifi¬ 
cant  reinforcements  because  of  being 
bogged  down  in  these  peripheral  theaters. 

With  the  Ruhr  and  Japan  in  their 
grasp  the  Soviets  would  have  an  indus¬ 
trial  potential  under  their  control  which 
might  well  convince  them  that  they 
could  go  to  war  with  the  United  States 
with  the  good  chance  of  success.  It  is 
generally  accepted  that  the  Soviets  will 
have  enough  atomic  bombs  to  strike  a 
rugged  blow  at  the  United  States  in 
1952-53.  The  Korean  aggression,  there¬ 
fore,  followed  by  a  similar  procedure  in 
other  places,  and  leading  up  to  the  sei¬ 
zure  of  the  Ruhr  and  Japan  later  on, 
would  conclude  with  the  atomic  climax 
of  1952-53.  It  all  fits  neatly  into  the 
time  schedule  and  coincides  with  what 
we  are  told  about  the  Soviet  plane-gun- 
tank-building  program. 

The  United  States  would  then  be  just 
about  isolated  enough  and  weakened 
enough  to  be  ripe  for  the  plucking.  The 
Soviets  would  thus,  if  we  let  them,  have 
won  World  War  III  without  even  fight¬ 
ing  one  major  engagement  with  the 
United  States  with  their  own  troops — 
and  without  our  having  had  a  chance  to 
use  our  superiority  in  atom  bombs  and 
other  weapons.  No  wonder  that  former 
Prime  Minister  Churchill  says:  “I  do  not 
see  how  the  passage  of  2  or  3  years  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  Soviets  will  be  building  up 
a  large  stock  of  atomic  bombs  is  going  to 
make  our  problems  simpler  or  our  dan¬ 
gers  less.”  Indeed  not,  Mr.  President; 
neither  do  I.  Nor  have  I  heard  a  con¬ 
vincing  explanation  from  any  source 
that  this  would  be  the  case. 

We  therefore  face  this  question:  Must 
we  sit  idly  by  and  stupidly  watch  such  a 
grim  tragedy  unfold  before  our  fright¬ 
ened  eyes?  Or  can  we  prevent  the 
tragedy;  and,  if  so,  how? 

We  do  not  need  to  sit  idly  by.  We  can 
prevent  the  tragedy;  and  here  is  how: 

We  must  recognize  that  we  are  this 
moment  in  a  major  war,  and  that  Korea 


is  one  part  of  a  world  war  picture.  This 
is  true,  although  no  one  has  declared 
war  and  perhaps  no  one  will.  We  must 
thus  quickly  create  a  situation  of  mili¬ 
tary  strength.  This  means  nothing  less 
than  the  immediate  mobilization  of 
American  manpower  and  industry. 

But  we  must  not  do  this  job  alone.  We 
must  galvanize  our  allies  and  make  sure 
that  they  work  with  us  in  building  mili¬ 
tary  strength.  Every  time  we  add  to 
the  military  strength  of  one  of  our  al¬ 
lies,  whether  through  equipment  or 
through  American  troops,  we  should 
have  assurances  that  they  add  the  ut¬ 
most  of  which  they  are  capable.  This  is 
the  objective  of  the  Atlantic  Pact,  but 
the  pace  of  preparedness  under  the  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  is  woefully  leisurely  and  it 
must  be  and  can  be  enormously  speeded. 
It  has  well  been  said  within  the  last  10 
days  by  certain  statesmen  that  today 
Europe  is  in  mortal  peril.  We  probably 
do  not  need  to  have  12,000,000  men  un¬ 
der  arms  in  order  to  have  men  in  even 
largfer  numbers  in  the  armed  forces  of 
ourselves  and  our  allies. 

Thus  could  we  regain  the  initiative 
and  demand  that  the  international 
brigandage,  imposture,  and  subversion 
by  the  Soviet  imperialists  stop  at  once. 
We  need  make  no  demands  on  the  Rus¬ 
sian  people,  but  we  would  put  the  ruth¬ 
less  men  in  the  Kremlin  in  their  place 
and  would  tell  them  in  unmistakable 
language  that  they  will  not  be  allowed  to 
play  their  merciless  chess  game  'to  the 
final,  tragic  checkmate.  Then  the  world 
could  go  on  to  lasting  peace. 

I  know  that  this  course  would  require 
an  immense  expenditure  of  treasure  and 
human  toil  and  immediate  inconven¬ 
ience,  particularly  to  all  our  men  of  mili¬ 
tary  age.  But  it  should  be  possible,  with 
God’s  help,  to  do  it  without  great  blood¬ 
shed,  because  the  Soviet  leaders  have 
often  shown  their  respect  for  strength. 

One  thing  is  clear :  the  present  proce¬ 
dure  of  ‘‘heads  you  win;  tails  I  lose” 
must  stop,  and  stop  at  once.  If  we  are 
getting  pushed  around  to  such  an  extent 
in  Korea,  what  will  it  be,  with  our  pres¬ 
ent  procedures,  when  we  come  up  against 
the  Communists’  first  team?  Certainly 
we  would  be  faithless  to  those  who  have 
already  sacrificed  themselves  in  Korea 
and  we  would  be  negligent  of  our  own 
interests  if  we  regarded  Korea  as  an  iso¬ 
lated,  purely  local,  action.  It  is  better 
to  be  ready — hugely  expensive  though 
it  is — and  not  to  need  it,  rather  than  to 
need  it  and  not  be  ready.  In  sober  truth 
our  very  national  existence  is  at  stake. 
We  have  not  a  minute  to  lose.  We  must 
not  stumble  around  at  the  threshold  of 
disaster. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr .  Lodge]  has  just  said  about  the 
necessity  of  our  galvanizing  our  allies 
into  action.  What  I  am  going  to  say  is 
with  that  idea  in  mind. 


I  am  proposing  a  substantial  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  amount  provided  for  ECA  in 
the  pending  bill.  I  believe  that  amount, 
from  our  standpoint,  is  entirely  unreal¬ 
istic.  If  the  Senate  will  bear  with  me,  I 
shall  exDlain  why  I  believe  that  is  so. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  offering  an 
amendment  to  the  foreign  aid  section 
of  the  pending  measure,  and  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  read  - at  this  time, 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  447, 
line  18,  in  lieu  of  “$2,391,930,000”  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  “$1,950,000,000.” 

Beginning  with  the  word  “ Provided 
in  line  2,  page  448,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  all  to  and  including  the  words  “limi¬ 
tations  herein  specified:”,  in  line  7,  page 
448. 

On  page  448,  lines  8  and  9,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  strike  out  the  word  “consoli¬ 
dated.”  '  y 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  as  Senators 
will  observe,  this  amendment,  if  adopted, 
will  reduce  the  amount  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  to  the  Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 
ministration  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  to  $1,950,000,000.  The 
amendment  in  addition  will  also  elimi¬ 
nate  from  the  appropriation  bill  the 
sum  of  $276,761,473  carried  over  from 
last  year’s  appropriation.  The  total 
saving  that  would  be  effected  by  this 
amendment  to  the  bill  is  $718,691,473.  A 
saving  of  approximately  $1,000,000,000 
in  the  original  budget  estimate  would  be 
accomplished. 

This  amendment  would  in  no  way 
affect  the  appropriations  for  assistance 
to  the  Republic  of  Korea,  the  military- 
aid  program,  or  several  other  programs 
included  in  the  foreign-aid  section  of 
the  pending  measure.  My  amendment 
applies  solely  to  the  economic  recovery 
program  for  western  Europe. 

The  unexpended  balance  for  the  fiscal 
year  1950,  amounting  to  more  than 
$276,000,000,  was  not  needed  in  that 
12-month  period.  There  now  appears 
to  be  no  justification  for  reappropriat¬ 
ing  it.  Administrator  Hoffman  is  to  be 
congratulated  on  not  spending  all  the 
money  that  was  made  available  to  him. 
The  amount  should  be  saved  to  the 
United  States.  It  should  not  be  made 
available  for  the  following  year  just 
because  it  was  not  spent  in  the  year 
for  which  it  was  appropriated. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
have  confidence,  as  do  all  other  Members 
of  this  body,  in  the  Senate  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  I  know  that  each 
member  of  the  committee  has  given  care¬ 
ful  -  and  painstaking  consideration  to 
every  section  of  this  important  bill.  I 
know  that  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKel- 
lar]  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
will  not  think  it  amiss  for  me  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  amount  allocated  to  for¬ 
eign  aid  should  be  reexamined  in  the 
light  of  the  facts  that  have  developed 
since  the  bill  was  reported. 

What  is  this  change  of  status?  The 
difference  between  the  way  the  job  ahead 
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of  us  looks  now,  and  the  way  It  looked 
a  few  days  ago.  Is  well  summarized  in 
the  following  editorial  review  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  New  York  Times  of  yes¬ 
terday,  July  16: 

The  United  States  Faces  It 

On  June  27 — the  day  President  Truman 
ordered  American  sea  and  air  forces  to  go 
to  the  aid  of  South  Korea — this  was  the 
estimate  of  the  job: 

North  Korea:  Six  to  nine  divisions — prob¬ 
ably  95,000  men.  Seventy  to  100  tanks. 
Morale  probably  low.  United  States:  Sea  and 
air  forces  probably  sufficient. 

On  July  16,  after  19  days  of  bitter  fighting 
in  Korea,  this  is  the  estimate  of  the  job: 

North  Korea:  Ten  to  15  divisions — 150,000 
to  250,000  men.  Two  hundred  and  twenty 
tanks,  almost  unlimited  supplies  behind 
lines,  in  Siberia  and  in  Manchuria.  Morale 
and  leadership  excellent.  United  States: 
Eight  full  divisions,  perhaps  250,000  men  in 
all,  needed.  Manpower,  tanks,  heavy  artil¬ 
lery,  planes  in  Pacific  woefully  inadequate. 
Vast  supplies  needed  from  home  bases  7,000 
miles  away. 

The  difference  between  these  two  estimates 
is  a  measure  of  the  problem  that  now  con¬ 
fronts  the  United  States.  At  the  outset  of 
the  fighting  the  United  States  had  envis¬ 
aged  a  fast,  mechanized  campaign  in  which 
planes  would  play  a  major  role.  Then  began 
the  battle  of  the  build-up  on  both  sides — 
the  battle  to  bring  up  the  supplies,  the 
weapons,  and  the  men.  It  was  the  big 
battle — although  fought  far  behind  the 
lines — and  the  United  States  lost.  Now  the 
United  States  is  faced  with  the  grim  pos¬ 
sibility  that  it  may  be  pushed  into  the  sea 
and  forced  to  mount  a  counterattack  from 
Japan. 

And  what  about  possible  Communist 
aggression  elsewhere  in  the  world?  The 
9  days  that  has  gone  by  since  this  bill  was 
reported  on  July  8  have  brought  us  noth¬ 
ing  but  disillusionment. 

It  is  time  now  for  some  new  thinking, 
some  clear  thinking  in  the  light  of  the 
unpleasant  truths  that  we  have  had  to 
swallow. 

Last  week  the  Senate  gave  clear  indi¬ 
cation  in  a  relatively  minor  incident  that 
it  fully  recognizes  the  gravity  of  the  in¬ 
ternational  situation.  The  Senate  re¬ 
jected  the  appropriation  to  build  a  much 
needed  addition  to  the  Senate  Office 
Building.  And  yet,  in  the  ECA  appro¬ 
priations  of  this  omnibus  appropriation 
bill,  huge  sums  are  provided  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  wide  variety  of  public  works 
and  other  projects  in  foreign  lands. 
These  programs  look  to  the  future  de¬ 
velopment  of  their  respective  countries. 
They  have  little  or  no  bearing  upon  the 
present  emergency.  The  proposed  ECA 
appropriations  are  said  to  be  for  the 
purpose  of  overcoming  so-called  “dollar 
gap.”  Many  of  us  are  concerned  today 
about  the  danger  of  a  gap  between  our 
obligations  and  our  ability  to  respond  to 
them.  In  the  field  of  national  security 
we  cannot  entertain  the  slightest  possi¬ 
bility  of  a  deficit  in  performance. 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE  IS  OUR  FIRST  CONSIDERATION 

It  is  becoming  increasingly  clear  that 
the  Korean  war  is  likely  to  be  long  and 
costly,  even  if  the  Russian  decide  not  to 
intervene  directly.  It  is  also  apparent 
that  the  United  States  will  have  to  bear 
the  brunt  of  the  fighting. 

We  must  back  up  our  boys  on  the  fight¬ 
ing  front  to  the  limit.  Upon  this  we  are 


all  agreed.  This  is  the  first  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  minds  of  all  of  us. 

I  should  like  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
since  I  have  been  a  member  of  this  body 
I  have  supported  without  exception  ap¬ 
propriations  for  our  military  establish¬ 
ment.  I  shall  continue  to  do  so  as  long 
as  I  am  here.  It  has  been  my  belief  that 
we  should  build  a  national  defense  so 
strong  that  no  nation  in  the  world  would 
be  under  the  slightest  temptation  to  at¬ 
tack  us.  I  supported  the  supplemental 
national  defense  appropriation  bill  of 
1948  providing  funds  for  a  70-group  Air 
Force.  I  was  pleased  when  the  present 
Congress  approved  the  bill  authorizing  a 
70-group  Air  Force. 

Senators  will  recall  that  the  program 
for  the  70-groun  Air  Force  came  before 
the  Senate  in  1P48  following  the  passage 
of  the  Marshall  Plan  bill.  The  Congress 
had  approved  the  Marshal  Plan,  and  had 
then  set  about  determining  what  we 
could  afford  to  do  for  our  military  estab¬ 
lishments.  I  asserted  in  course  of  the 
discussion  in  the  Senate  that  we  were 
putting  the  cart  before  the  horse.  I  said 
that  we  should  first  adequately  arm  our¬ 
selves  and  then,  after  that,  consider  what 
amounts  our  economic  resources  would 
permit  us  to  send  out  of  the  country  as 
gifts  to  other  countries,  however  praise¬ 
worthy.  I  think  now  as  I  thought  then. 

At  a  press  conference  only  last  June  22, 
5  days  before  giving  giving  his  historic 
order  that  our  air  and  naval  forces  should 
go  to  the  aid  of  Korea,  President  Truman 
said,  at  a  press  conference,  that  our  coun¬ 
try  cannot  pay  for  a  70-group  Air  Force. 
In  view  of  the  serious  foreign  situation, 
we  need  that  70-group  Air  Force.  Our 
soldiers  in  Korea  need  it  now.  We  can 
pay  for  it.  We  should  provide  for  our 
own  needs  first,  and  then  make  gifts  out 
of  our  remaining  resources. 

How  shall  be  explain  to  the  mothers 
and  wives  of  our  soldiers  fighting  in  the 
race  paddies  of  Korea  that  we  cannot  pay 
for  needed  guns,  tanks,  and  planes  of  the 
right  type  for  air  cover? 

The  South  Koreans  have  had  the  ben¬ 
efit  of  economic  cooperation — plenty  of 
it.  Between  1946  and  1948,  inclusive, 
we  invested  $360,000,000  in  relief  and 
technical  assistance  in  South  Korea,  ap¬ 
proximately  $18  for  each  man,  woman 
and  child  in  South  Korea. 

OUR  PRESENT  FINANCIAL  SITUATION 

Today  the  Korean  war  finds  us  in  a 
state  of  unpreparedness.  We  are  un¬ 
prepared  from  a  military  standpoint. 
We  are  unprepared  from  a  financial 
standpoint.  Our  national  debt  is  more 
than  $257,000,000,000.  During  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  which  ended  June  30,  1950,  the 
Federal  Government  went  into  the  red 
more  than  $3,000,000,000.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  the  deficit  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  will  amount  to  $5,000,000,000, 
excluding  any  additional  expenditures  in 
connection  with  the  war  in  Korea. 

What  will  be  the  impact  of  the  Korean 
crisis  on  our  economy?  How  large  is 
our  military  effort  to  be?  Are  the  addi¬ 
tional  military  appropriations  that  will 
be  required  to  pay  for  the  Korean  war 
and  to  strengthen  our  Armed  Forces 
$1,000,000,000,  or  $5,000,000,000,  or 
more? 


No  one  knows  the  answers  to  these 
important  question. 

But  we  do  know  this:  It  is  imperative 
that  we  eliminate  all  unnecessary  ex¬ 
penditures,  both  foreign  and  domestic, 
not  directly  connected  with  our  military 
effort.  We  cannot  ignore  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  very  definite  limit  to  our  fi¬ 
nancial  resources.  We  know  very  well 
that  we  cannot  bankrupt  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  at  the  same  time  maintain  our 
free  institutions.  Since  American 
troops  started  fighting  in  Korea,  the  only 
communications  regarding  the  war 
which  the  Senate  has  received  from  the 
President,  so  far  as  I  know,  are  copies 
of  his  press  releases,  I  am  glad  that 
if  reports  are  true  the  President  plans 
to  address  the  Congress  in  person  this 
week.  Every  member  will  listen  to  the 
words  of  the  President  with  profound 
attention. 

WE  MUST  USE  OUR  RESOURCES  TO  BEST  ADVANTAGE 

Equally  important  are  the  limitations 
on  our  material  resources,  such  as  iron 
and  steel.  We  must  provide  the  dollars 
required  by  an  all-out  war  effort.  We 
can  do  that.  We  can  pledge  the  credit 
of  the  United  States.  But  I  seriously 
question  whether  we  can  continue  to 
make  extravagant  gifts  of  raw  materials 
to  western  Europe  and  still  have  enough 
to  provide  for  our  own  requirements. 
If  and  when  we  run  out  of  essential  raw 
materials  can  we  depend  on  our  Euro¬ 
pean  friends  to  reverse  the  flow  of  gifts 
across  the  Atlantic? 

The  Korean  war — whether  or  not  Rus¬ 
sia  intervenes — is  bound  to  make  a  se¬ 
rious  drain  on  our  resources,  particu¬ 
larly  industrial  products,  manufactures, 
and  raw  materials  vitally  needed  for  the 
war  effort. 

ECA  has  proposed  to  give  away  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  year  to  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries  more  than  $200,000,000  worth  of 
industrial  materials  produced  in  the 
United  States,  including  iron,  steel, 
aluminum,  copper,  zinc,  and  industrial 
chemicals.  ECA  also  would  give  away 
$448,700,000  worth  of  industrial  machin¬ 
ery  and  equipment,  $7,500,000  worth  of 
rubber  and  rubber  products,  and  more 
than  $77,000,000  worth  of  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products. 

All  available  reports  indicate  that  our 
soldiers  in  Korea  need  desperately  more 
tanks,  more  planes,  and  more  heavy  ar¬ 
tillery.  They  need  weapons  to  be  made 
from  iron,  steel,  aluminum,  copper,  and 
zinc. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  bold  enough  to  say 
that  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  our 
boys  on  the  fighting  front,  for  us  at  this 
point  to  give  away  vast  quantities  of  crit¬ 
ical  war  materials  which  may  be  needed 
by  us  to  prosecute  war,  and  which  may 
soon  be  in  short  supply.  I  mean  the 
war  in  which  we  are  now  engaged  and 
any  other  war  which  may  be  forced  upon 
us.  Increased  military  production,  as 
well  as  the  mobilization  of  military  man¬ 
power,  will  draw  men  from  civilian  pro¬ 
duction.  Civilian  producers  will  then 
start  bidding  against  each  other  for  goods 
and  labor.  Whether  or  not  controls  be¬ 
come  necessary  depends  upon  many,  im¬ 
ponderables.  One  of  these  is  what  we  do 
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with  our  available  supply  of  goods.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  shipment  of  vast  quantities  of 
our  goods  as  gifts  to  foreign  countries 
will  bring  shortages,  controls,  and  ra¬ 
tioning  that  much  nearer  to  our  people. 

I  am  sure  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
understand  this  when  they  vote  on  the 
pending  measure. 

We  must  not  make  the  mistake  of 
spreading  our  resources  so  thin  around 
the  world  that  they  will  not  do  anyone 
any  good.  We  must  husband  what  we 
have  and  put  it  to  the  best  possible  use. 

Steel  is  a  good  example  of  what  I  mean. 
Our  steel  works  were  operating  at  full 
capacity  even  before  the  Korean  war 
broke  out.  No  material  is  more  vital  to 
the  war  effort  than  is  steel  for  guns, 
planes,  tanks,  and  ammunition. 

On  April  17,  1930,  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Chapman  told  a  House  commit¬ 
tee  that  iron-ore  resources  in  the  United 
States  were  being  depleted  at  a  rate  that 
raised  the  possibility  of  restricted  steel 
production  within  the  foreseeable  future. 
He  predicted  that  Great  Lakes  ore  pro¬ 
duction  would  fall  50  percent  below  pres¬ 
ent  levels  in  15  years. 

Dr.  James  Boyd,  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Mines,  told  the  committee  that 
the  steel  industry  would  be  3,400,000  tons 
short  of  our  iron-ore  requirements  by 
1959,  even  if  all  present  foreign  sources 
still  were  available. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  it  is  unnec¬ 
essary  to  say  that  in  April  1950  Secre¬ 
tary  Chapman  and  Director  Boyd  were 
not  speaking  with  the  Korean  war  in 
mind.  They  were  talking  about  what 
would  happen  to  this  country,  independ¬ 
ent  of  any  war  effort. 

It  is  impossible  to  say  at  this  time  just 
how  much  additional  steel  will  be  re¬ 
quired  for  the  Korean  war.  No  doubt 
the  demand  will  be  great.  The  gifts  of 
steel  ECA  contemplates  making  to  west¬ 
ern  Europe  might  well  cripple  our  econ¬ 
omy  and  endanger  our  war  effort. 

It  is  becoming  increasingly  clear  that 
our  overgenerous  gifts  to  western  Eu¬ 
rope  during  the  past  2  years  could  have 
been  put  to  much  better  advantage  if 
they  had  been  utilized  in  building  up  our 
own  national  defenses — turning  out,  let 
us  say,  heavy  tanks  now  so  sorely  needed 
by  our  boys  in  Korea. 

I  need  not  remind  the  Senate  that  our 
first  responsibility  is  to  provide  what¬ 
ever  is  needed  to  enable  our  fighting  men 
to  drive  the  North  Korean  Reds  back  of 
the  thirty-eighth  parallel.  What  is  it 
to  be?  Tanks  for  young  Americans  bat¬ 
tling  for  their  lives,  or  steel  for  the  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  countries,  which  have  shipped, 
and  are  continuing  to  ship,  large  quan¬ 
tities  of  steel  to  the  Russians?  I  shall 
have  more  to  say  about  that  in  a  little 
while. 

ECONOMIC  CONDITIONS  IN  MARSHALL  PLAN 
COUNTRIES 

I  have  found  it  hard  to  justify  the  pro¬ 
posed  expenditure  of  $104,100,000  for 
gifts  of  tobacco  to  western  Europe  next 
year.  According  to  ECA  officials,  Greece 
and  Turkey,  both  of  which  participate  in 
the  Marshall  plan,  now  have  surplus 
stocks  of  tobacco. 

ECA  officials  report  that  the  level  of 
productivity  of  the  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries  generally  is  more  than  20  percent 
above  the  prewar  level  of  1938. 


On  May  25,  1950,  during  the  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Ferguson]  questioned  Richard  M. 
Bissell,  Jr.,  ECA  Assistant  Administrator, 
concerning  this  matter.  Here  is  the  col¬ 
loquy  which  occurred: 

Senator  Ferguson.  Have  they— 

Referring  to  the  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries — 

any  surplus  out  of  this  20-percent  Increase? 

That  is  the  increase  in  production. 

Mr.  Bissell.  There  are  certainly  a  few  spot 
surpluses,  sir,  of  manufactured  goods  and 
a  few  even  of  agricultural  goods.  I  would 
guess  that  a  number  of  luxury  products  In 
Europe  are  in  surplus  and  that  they  cannot 
market  their  whole  amount. 

Mr!  President,  even  ignoring  for  a  mo¬ 
ment  the  situation  in  Korea,  is  it  wise, 
is  it  sound,  for  us  to  continue  to  draw  off 
our  resources  to  increase  further  the  rate 
of  production  in  western  Europe,  when 
those  countries  are  beginning  to  be 
plagued  with  surpluses?  Does  it  make 
sense  for  us  to  continue  to  give  away  fer¬ 
tilizer  to  the  Netherlands,  for  example, 
when  ECA  has  advised  us  that  the  Neth¬ 
erlands  is  concerned  about  disposing  of  its 
current  output  of  fresh  vegetables. 

On  July  13,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft]  put  in  the  Congressional  Record 
a  statement  from  the  British  Economic 
Record  showing  the  improvement  in  the 
British  gold  and  dollar  position  during 
the  last  year.  I  hope  Senators  will  study 
this  document.  The  dollar  position  has 
steadily  improved  since  devaluation  of 
the  pound  in  September  1949,  and  has 
made  American  goods  expensive  in  ster¬ 
ling  areas.  In  the  9  months  since  Sep¬ 
tember  there  has  been  a  surplus  of  $189,- 
000,000,  compared  with  a  deficit  of  $1,- 
501,000,000  in  the  9  months  before.  The 
British  have  balanced  their  budget,  while 
our  national  debt  continues  to  mount. 
Britain  to  date  has  received  $2,500,000,- 
000  in  aid  under  the  Marshall  plan.  In 
the  name  of  common  sense  our  British 
gifts  should  be  discontinued.  This  would 
save  about  $500,000,000  in  this  bill.  The 
British  figures  show  why  less  is  being 
heard  these  days  from  the  advocates  of 
foreign  spending  about  the  dollar  gap. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  even  before  the  Ko¬ 
rean  crisis,  substantial  progress  was  made 
by  several  important  countries  in  im¬ 
proving  their  dollar  position. 

Imports  into  the  United  States — that 
is  what  we  are  buying  from  these  coun¬ 
tries — will  set  a  new  high  record  this 
year.  The  total  is  likely  to  exceed  $7,- 
500,000,000  if  the  trend  for  the  first  5 
months  continues.  The  gain  over  the 
corresponding  period  in  1949  has  been 
about  10  percent. 

The  Korean  crisis  is  increasing  the  im¬ 
port  volume  from  the  standpoint  of  both 
quantity  and  higher  prices.  Foreign 
countries  benefit  from  this  higher  price 
trend  on  raw  materials  and  other  goods 
we  buy  from  them. 

In  view  of  these  considerations  a  new 
ECA  appropriation  of  $1,950,000,000 
should  be,  entirely  sufficient  to  continue 
the  Marshall  plan  another  year. 

THE  MARSHALL  PLAN  NO  INSURANCE  AGAINST  WAR 

Senators  will  recall  that  the  Marshall 
plan  was  first  presented  to  the  Congress 


as  insurance  against  war.  Either  adopt 
the  Marshall  plan,  we  were  told,  in  effect, 
or  prepare  for  war. 

On  December  19,  1947,  President  Tru¬ 
man  in  a  special  message  to  the  Con¬ 
gress,  said: 

X  recommend  this  program  of  United  States 
support  for  European  recovery  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  full  confidence  of  its  wisdom  and 
necessity  as  a  major  step  in  our  Nation’s 
quest  for  a  just  and  lasting  peace. 

The  then  Secretary  of  State  Marshall, 
testifying  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  Committee  on  January  8,  1948, 
declared : 

This  program  will  cost  our  country  billions 
of  dollars.  It  will  impose  a  burden  on  the 
American  taxpayer.  It  will  require  sacrifices 
today  in  order  that  we  may  enjoy  security 
and  peace  tomorrow. 

On  January  14,  1948,  the  then  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  Royall  said : 

Without  such  effort  the  Army  budget  and 
the  Army  itself  should  be  increased. 

On  the  same  day,  the  then  Secretary 
of  Defense  Forrestal,  testifying  on  the 
Marshall  plan,  declared: 

Our  purpose  and  object  is  totally  and  ex¬ 
clusively  to  prevent  another  war. 

Mr.  President,  the  object  was  totally 
and  exclusively  to  prevent  another  war. 

And  on  March  12,  1948,  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally],  speaking 
on  the  initial  Marshall  plan  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill,  said:  “We  are  voting  upon  the 
peace  of  the  world.” 

The  Marshall  plan  was  approved  and 
carried  out,  substantially  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  administration.  I  ask 
in  all  seriousness:  Are  the  prospects  for 
peace  any  brighter  than  they  were  2 
years  ago,  when  the  program  went  into 
effect?  We  now  find  ourselves  engaged 
in  a  full-fledged  war  in  Korea,  although 
officially  characterized,  I  believe,  as  a 
police  action.  Who  among  us  will  say 
that  the  chances  for  peace  in  western 
Europe  are  more  favorable  today  than 
they  were  in  1948,  when  we  started  to 
pour  out  these  vast  sums  of  money  be¬ 
longing  to  the  American  taxpayers? 

NO  MORAL  COMMITMENT  TO  CONTINUE  THE 
MARSHALL  PLAN 

Mr.  President,  we  often  hear  it  said 
that  we  have  a  moral  obligation  to  con¬ 
tinue  these  appropriations.  The  fact  is 
that  the  Congress  is  under  no  obligation, 
moral  or  otherwise,  to  appropriate  any 
particular  sum  to  continue  the  Marshall 
plan.  Indeed,  we  are  under  no  obliga¬ 
tion  to  continue  the  program  at  all.  This 
was  clearly  understood  at  its  inception. 

On  March  2,  1948,  during  the  Senate 
debate  on  the  initial  Marshall  plan  au¬ 
thorization  bill,  the  then  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Vandenberg]  had  this  to  say: 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  every  Con¬ 
gress — even  broader,  every  session  of  every 
Congress — is  a  free  agent  to  pass  its  own 
judgment  on  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
foreign  cooperation  is  justifying  the  basis 
upon  which  the  enterprise  was  launched. 

Let  me  repeat  those  words.  The  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Michigan  said 
that  every  Congress  is  a  free  agent  to 
pass  on  the  question  of  whether  foreign 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


cooperation  is  justifying  the  basis  upon 
which  the  enterprise  was  launched. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Michigan  de¬ 
clared: 

Next  January  the  Congress  will  be  as  free 
as  the  air  to  do  what  It  pleases  in  respect 
to  what  has  happened  during  the  interven¬ 
ing  months,  and  in  respect  to  what  may 
happen  in  the  days  that  lie  beyond  that 
point. 

Several  days  after  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  I  questioned  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally], 
who  was  then  the  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions,  concerning  this  matter.  I  thought 
It  would  be  well  that  we  understood  from 
the  official  spokesman  for  each  party 
what  their  understanding  was  of  this 
important  point.  Here  is  the  colloquy 
which  occurred  on  March  13,  1948: 

Mr.  Kem.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Texas  whether,  in  his  opinion,  there 
is  any  moral  commitment  extending  beyond 
a  X-year  period. 

Mr.  Connally.  Not  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned.  *  *  *  We  are  here  as  Members 

of  Congress,  with  a  perfect  right  to  dis¬ 
continue  the  appropriation  whenever  we  wish 
to  do  so. 

Yes,  Mr.  President;  we  have  a  perfect 
right  to  discontinue  the  appropriation 
whenever  we  wish  to  do  so. 

These  are  gifts.  They  are  the  most 
princely  gifts  in  all  history.  No  refine¬ 
ment  of  reason  can  turn  them  into  an 
obligation,  moral  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Missouri  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  been  listening  with 
great  interest  to  the  very  forceful  address 
being  made  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri.  I  remember  very  distinctly  the 
colloquy  that  was  engaged  in  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Missouri  and  the 
two  members  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  to  whom  the  Senator  has  re¬ 
ferred.  I  agree  completely  that  one  Con¬ 
gress  cannot  bind  a  succeeding  Congress; 
we  all  understand  that.  But  so  far  as  a 
moral  commitment  is  concerned,  if  there 
are  those  who  contend  that  there  is  in¬ 
volved  a  moral  commitment  to  continue 
appropriations  for  ECA,  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  this  Congress  will  have  to  use  its 
judgment  and  carefully  consider  not 
merely  the  appropriations,  because  the 
appropriations  mean  materials. 

I  ask  the  Senator  to  emphasize  the 
point  he  so  forcefully  made.  Does  it  not 
behoove  the  Congress  to  exercise  its  best 
judgment  relative  to  continuing  ECA,  in 
the  light  of  the  experiences  through 
which  we  are  now  passing,  with  the  idea 
in  mind  that  it  is  no  longer  a  question  of 
dollar  gaps?  The  question  confronting 
the  Congress  at  this  time  is  a  decision  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  money  should  be 
granted,  not  as  dollars,  but  for  the  ma¬ 
terials  it  represents,  since  furnishing  the 
materials  might  deprive  the  United 
States  and  the  national  defense  of  the 
very  things  we  must  have,  regardless  of 


how  we  may  feel  about  aiding  countries 
throughout  the  world.  Is  not  that  the 
vital  question  that  is  running  through 
the  Senator’s  mind  as  he  addresses  the 
Senate  this  afternoon,  and  as  we  con¬ 
sider  further  appropriations  for  ECA? 

Mr.  KEM.  The  distinguished  minor¬ 
ity  leader  has  placed  the  matter  clearly 
before  the  Senate  in  language  which  no 
one  can  misunderstand.  Those  who  pro¬ 
posed  the  ECA  plan,  with  commendable 
wisdom  and  foresight,  provided  that  it 
should  not  be  a  commitment  for  any 
particular  period  of  time.  Instead,  they 
left  the  Congress  as  free  as  the  air,  as  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  said,  to  decide, 
in  view  of  developments  and  exigencies 
which  might  occur  from  time  to  time, 
what  could  and  ought  to  be  done  with 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  the  record  is  clear  on 
that  point  for  all  to  read.  I  believe  that 
many  of  our  people  are  a  little  impa¬ 
tient  about  the  suggestion  now  advanced 
that  there  is  a  moral  obligation  which 
must  be  carried  out.  We  should  decide 
whenever  this  matter  comes  before  the 
Senate  as  of  then,  whether  it  is  to  the 
best  interest  of  the  United  States  for 
gift  shipments  to  be  made  out  of  the 
country  of  essential  war  materials.  We 
will  be  called  on  to  answer  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  if  we  are  not  rea¬ 
sonably  prudent  about  these  shipments. 
We  ought  to  be  called  on  to  answer  if  we 
act  without  prudence,  without  foresight, 
without  careful  thought  as  to  the  effect 
of  what  we  are  doing. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  another 
question  I  should  like  to  raise,  which  is 
indirectly  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  by  the  Senator’s  remarks,  but 
which  was  forcefully  brought  to  our  at¬ 
tention  by  an  amendment  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Missouri  offered 
during  the  debate  on  the  authorization 
of  ECA,  namely,  that  the  shipments  of 
strategic  materials  referred  to  find  their 
way  into  the  hands  of  the  aggressor 
through  satellite  countries.  In  view  of 
what  we  read  in  the  press — and  in  these 
days  that  is,  apparently,  the  source  we 
have  to  rely  upon  for  information — what 
does  the  Senator  feel  about  restricting  or 
limiting  the  amount  of  money  which 
goes  to  an  ECA  beneficiary  country,  that 
is,  the  beneficiary  country  itself,  if  it 
continues  to  ship  strategic  materials, 
such  as  oil,  so  that  they  find  their  way 
into  the  hands  of  the  Communists,  and 
finally  into  the  hands  of  the  Red 
Koreans,  and  are  used  in  the  battle 
against  American  boys  who  are  trying  to 
stop  the  expansion  of  communism  in 
South  Korea? 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  it  is  un¬ 
thinkable  that  the  Congress  should  per¬ 
mit  the  resources  of  the  United  States  to 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  making  war 
against  it,  for  the  purpose  of  shooting 
down  and  killing  the  young  men  of 
America  who  are  engaged  in  the  fight  for 
freedom. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  not  the  Senator 
feel  that  the  amendment  he  offered  dur¬ 
ing  the  consideration  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill  for  ECA  is  more  important  now 
than  ever,  that  no  counti-y  which  is  a 
recepient  of  ECA  aid  should  receive  as¬ 
sistance  any  longer  if  that  country  con¬ 
tinues  the  practice  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  agree  entirely.  When 
that  matter  was  before  the  Senate  on  the 
previous  occasion,  the  figures  I  presented 
were  for  the  year  1948.  I  think  the  ques¬ 
tion  may  well  be  raised  today:  That  was 
in  1948;  what  is  going  on  now?”  I  have 
investigated  that  matter  and  I  am  now 
prepared  to  shed  some  light  on  the  situ¬ 
ation. 

SHIPMENT  OF  WAR  MATERIALS  BY  MARSHALL 

PLAN  COUNTRIES  BEHIND  THE  IRON  CURTAIN 

Officials  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  have  advised  me  that  the  British 
have  shipped,  and  so  far  as  is  known, 
are  still  shipping  quantities  of  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  including  mo¬ 
tor  gasoline,  to  Red  China. 

Recently,  upon  the  request  of  our 
State  Department,  American  oil  com¬ 
panies  agreed  to  shut  off  supplies  of 
petroleum  products  to  the  China  Reds, 
and  they  have  done  so. 

Under  the  Marshall  plan,  more  than 
$245,000,000  worth  of  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  have  been  sent  to 
Great  Britain,  which  is  shipping  these 
products  now  to  Red  China.  Of  these 
gifts,  $95,000,000  worth  was  made  up  of 
shipments  from  the  United  States. 

Next  year  ECA  wants  to  give  away 
$90,000,000  worth  of  peti’oleum  and  pe¬ 
troleum  products  to  Great  Britain,  part 
of  which  would  no  doubt  come  from  the 
United  States. 

So  we  are  faced  with  this  question: 
Which  shall  it  be?  Fuel  to  Great 
Britain,  which  in  turn  is  sending  it  to 
Communist  China  for  possible  use  in  the 
tanks  now  crushing  our  troops  in  Korea? 
Or  fuel  for  our  own  tanks,  trucks,  and 
planes  on  the  fighting  front? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  I  recall  the  collo¬ 
quy  in  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nebraska  and  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri  were  engaged  during  the  debate 
upon  the  authorization  of  ECA,  when 
the  question  of  the  shipments  of  petro¬ 
leum  arose,  it  was  about  the  time,  as  I 
recall,  when  there  was  a  deficit  of  oil 
in  this  country,  and  if  I  remember  the 
figures  correctly,  nearly  600,000  barrels 
of  petroleum  products  were  being 
shipped  into  the  United  States  daily  at 
that  time.  The  amount  varies,  I  under¬ 
stand,  and  at  times  the  slack  is  taken  up, 
but  in  the  light  of  the  statement  just 
made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  the  conditions  we  now  face 
from  a  military  point  of  view,  does  he 
not  feel  that  every  ounce  of  gasoline 
which  could  be  used  in  our  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  in  the  front  line,  wherever  it 
may  be,  should  be  consoived,  and  that 
we  should  look  with  care  on  appropria¬ 
tions  which  take  away  from  us  and  our 
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national  defense  the  very  products  the 
distinguished  Senator  has  been  discus¬ 
sing? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  definitely  feel  so;  and  I 
do  not  confine  it  to  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products.  I  extend  it  to  all  ma¬ 
terials  of  war,  and  I  am  now  going  to 
present  some  figures  about  other  war 
materials  which  are  being  funneled 
through  Marshall  plan  countries  to  the 
other  countries  behind  the  iron  curtain. 

Earlier  during  this  session,  when  the 
foreign  aid  authorization  bill  was  being 
considered,  I  presented  to  the  Senate 
evidence  that  certain  Marshall  plan 
countries,  namely  Great  Britain,  France, 
and  Belgium-Luxembourg,  were  making 
large  shipments  of  war  material  to  Rus¬ 
sia  and  her  satellites.  This  information 
was  official  information — made  available 
to  me  by  the  Office  of  International 
Trade,  Department  of  Commerce.  Last 
year,  for  example.  Great  Britain  sent 
more  than  $12,000,000  worth  of  iron, 
steel,  and  manufactures  to  Russia  and 
her  satellites,  and  more  than  $240,000 
worth  of  ball  and  roller  bearings. 

I  know  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  as  a  great  machine-tool 
manufacturer  himself,  will  appreciate 
the  importance  of  those  shipments. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record  at  this  point  tables 
containing  a  partial  list  of  exports  from 
Belgium-Luxemburg,  the  United  King¬ 
dom,  and  France,  to  Russia  and  the  sat¬ 
ellite  countries  during  1949. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair) .  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

The  tables  are  as  follows: 


Partial  list  of  exports  from  Belgium-Luxem- 
burg  during  1949  to  Russia  and  satellite 
nations  1 


Item 

Amount 

in 

dollars  2 

Amount 
in  thou¬ 
sands  of 
francs 

Metric 
tons  3 

Arms  (to  Czechoslo¬ 
vakia) . . 

$6, 040 

19,  782,  840 

302 

Iron,  cast  iron,  and 
steel . __ . 

689, 142 

151, 749 

Copper . 

11, 028,  820 

551,  441 

23,  523 

Lead . _ . 

1,583, 100 

79. 158 

4,836 

Zinc . __ . 

3, 003,  780 

150, 189 

10,  413 

Tin . . . . 

941.  060 

47.  053 

485 

Other  base  metals  and 
alloys _ 

1,387,360 

69,  368 

623 

Boilers,  machinery, 
mechanical  apparatus, 
and  appliances,  and 
parts .  __ . 

7, 937,  880 

396,  894 

6,273 

Electrical  machinery 
and  apparatus,  and 
articles  for  electro¬ 
technical  use,  and 
parts _  _ 

5, 840, 660 

292, 033 

Railway  and  tramway 

rolling  stock  and 
material-  _ _ 

430, 600 

21,  530 

872 

Optical,  measuring, 
precision,  and  other 
instruments  and  ap¬ 
paratus _ _ 

2, 480 
1,709,540 

124 
85, 477 

Chemical  products . 

8,573 

Explosives,  fireworks, 
matches,  and  other 
inflammable  mate¬ 
rials . . . 

1,  447,  960 

72, 398 

2,014 

Rubber  and  manufac¬ 
tures . 

942,600 

47, 130 

1,355 

1  Complete  list  available  in  my  office,  including  a 
breakdown  of  exports  by  importing  country. 

2  Compilation  based  on  current  exchange  rate  of  50 
frarcs  to  the  dollar. 

>  1  m  trie  ton  is  equal  to  2,204.0  pounds. 


Partial  list  of  exports  from  United  Kingdom 
during  1949  to  Russia  and  satellite 
nations 


Item 

Amount 
in  dol¬ 
lars  1 

Amount 
in  thou¬ 
sands  of 
pounds 
sterling 

Quan¬ 

tity 

Ball  and  roller  bearings 
and  parts.- . . 

$243,  600 

87 

2  2,000 

Iron,  steel,  and  manu¬ 
factures  (total) . .  _ 

12, 140,  800 

4,336 

3  88,000 

Steel  bars  and  rods, 
not  alloy _ 

1,736, 000 

620 

2  20,000 

Bars  and  rods  of  al¬ 
loy  steel . 

504, 000 

180 

> 1,000 

Hoop  and  strip _ 

422,  800 

151 

3  3, 000 

Railway  and  tram¬ 
way  construction 
material . . 

708,  400 

253 

3 10, 000 

Barbed  wire . 

420,  000 

150 

2  3, 000 

Cable  and  rope  (ex¬ 
cept  insulated  tel¬ 
ephone  and  tel¬ 
egraph  cable) . 

425,  600 

152 

31,000 

Nonferrous  metals  and 
manufactures  (total).. 

4,  062,  800 

1,451 

Aluminum  and  al¬ 
loys  . . 

618, 800 

221 

*  21, 000 

Brass  and  other  al¬ 
loys  of  copper, 
other  than  nickel 
alloys . 

1, 142, 400 

408 

«  63, 000 

Copper . 

694,  400 

248 

3 1,  000 

Electrical  goods  and 
apparatus..  _______ 

6,  806,  800 

45, 172,  400 

2,  431 

16, 133 

Machinery  (total,  ex¬ 
cluding  ball  and  roller 
bearings  and  parts) ... 

<  867, 000 

Electric  generators  . 

11,986,800 

4,281 

•  181, 000 

Electrical  machin¬ 
ery,  other  than 
motors  and  gen 
erators. . 

2, 864,  400 

1,023 

«  46, 000 

Machine  tools 
(metal-working) 
other  than  port¬ 
able  power  tools.. 

5, 138, 000 

1,835 

‘  129, 000 

Vehicles  (including  lo¬ 
comotives,  shins,  and 
aircraft)  (total) 

13, 361, 600 

229, 600 

4,772 

82 

Rubber  tires  for 
motor  vehicles, 
other  than  motor¬ 
cycles  and  tricars.. 

9,000 

Chassis  for  motor 
vehicles,  with  en¬ 
gines _ 

1, 660, 400 

593 

1,000 

■  Computation  based  on  present  exchange  rate  of  $2.80 
to  the  pound  sterling. 

2  Hundredweight  (112  pounds). 

3  Long  tons. 

*  Hundredweight, 

Partial  list  of  exports  from  France  during 
1949  to  Russia  and  satellite  nations 


Item 

Amount 
in  dol¬ 
lars  1 

Amount 
in  thou¬ 
sands  of 
francs 

Metric 

tons 

Chemicals: 

Inorganic _ _ 

$1,  546,  759 

633, 365 
339, 063 

23,425 

610 

Organic _  ... 

'  983 ^ 283 

Rubber  and  rubber 
products . . 

1,  678,  616 

678, 833 

1,426 

Steel-mill  products,  hot 
rolled,  sheets  and 
plates _  _ 

4, 198,  881 

1,  447,  890 

41, 696 

Steel-mill  products, 
cold  rolled,  tubular 
products,  and  wire... 

3,087,703 

1, 064,  725 

19,283 

Aluminum,  crude,  and 
semimanufactures _ 

369, 245 

127, 326 

815 

Aluminum  alloys  . . 

408, 688 

140, 927 

833 

Lead  and  lead  alloys _ 

316,349 

109, 086 

1,115 

Metal  manufactures.... 

2, 046, 376 

705, 647 

3,985 

Machinery  and  appa¬ 
ratus . . 

10,  272, 238 

3, 542, 151 

6, 771 

Machinery,  electrical, 
and  apparatus.  . 

2, 015, 239 

694, 910 

'625 

Transportation  equip¬ 
ment _ 

8,  281, 011 

2, 855, 521 

7, 913 

Optical,  surgical,  sci¬ 
entific,  and  photo¬ 
graphic  instruments 
and  apparatus _ 

1, 113, 145 

383, 843 

116 

1  Computation  based  on  current  exchange  rate  of  350 
francs  to  the  dollar. 


Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  many  of 
the  same  materials  which  are  being  sold 
to  Russia  and  her  satellites  by  Marshall 
plan  countries  are  being  given  to  these 
same  countries  by  the  United  States  un¬ 
der  the  Marshall  plan. 

For  example  more  than  $26,000,000 
worth  of  iron  and  steel  mill  materials 
and  products  have  been  sent  by  the 
United  States  to  France  under  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan.  And  last  year,  France 
shipped  more  than  $7,000,000  worth  of 
steel-mill  products,  including  hot  rolled 
sheets  and  plates,  to  Russia  and  her  sat¬ 
ellite  nations. 

It  may  be  said  that  that  was  last  year; 
that  that  is  water  over  the  dam.  What 
about  this  year? 

A  few  days  ago,  I  contacted  officials  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce  as  to  what 
progress  had  been  made  toward  correct¬ 
ing  the  situation.  The  report  I  received 
was  not  encouraging.  While  I  was  ad¬ 
vised  that  some  progress  had  been  made, 
Commerce  Department  officials  made  it 
clear  that  Marshall  plan  nations  in 
Europe  are  still  making  substantial  ship¬ 
ments  of  war  materials  to  Russia  and 
her  satellites — materials  which  we  are 
refusing  to  ship  to  those  countries. 

On  Friday,  July  14,  two  members  of 
my  staff  inspected  the  latest  statistics 
in  the  Department  of  Commerce  on  ex¬ 
ports  from  Marshall  plan  nations  to 
countries  behind  the  iron  curtain.  They 
•took  some  notes.  Here  are  only  a  few 
of  the  things  they  found. 

During  the  first  4  months  of  this  year, 
the  United  Kingdom  exported  more  than 
$6,800,000  worth  of  electrical  machinery 
to  the  Soviet  Union.  This  represents 
nearly  a  50  percent  increase  over  British 
exports  of  electrical  machinery  to  Rus¬ 
sia  during  the  first  4  months  of  1949. 

During  the  4  months  which  ended 
April  30,  1950,  the  United  Kingdom  also 
sent  to  Russia  more  than  $1,087,000 
worth  of  machine  tools.  This  is  almost 
U3  times  as  many  machine  tools  as  were 
exported  by  the  United  Kingdom  to 
Russia  during  the  first  4  months  of  1949. 
In  other  words,  in  the  first  4  months  of 
this  year,  the  United  Kingdom  acceler¬ 
ated  her  sales  of  machine  tools  to  Rus¬ 
sia  10  times  over. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  who,  I  am  aware,  knows  more 
about  machine  tools  than  probably  any 
other  Member  of  this  body. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  there  is  a  difference  perhaps 
between  the  principle  of  the  thing  and 
the  amount  involved.  It  is  not  satis¬ 
factory  to  us  to  see  Great  Britain  in¬ 
creasing  her  machine-tool  export  to 
Russia.  I  might  suggest,  however,  that 
the  amount  of  that  export  would  do  little 
more  than  equip  a  two-  or  three-hun¬ 
dred-man  plant.  So  that  the  amount  is 
inconsiderable.  I  do  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  as  to  the  principle. 

Mr.  KEM.  Could  the  Senator  advise 
us  how  long  it  would  tak  a  two-or  three- 
hundred  man  plan  to  turn  out  a  60-ton 
tank  for  shipment  to  Korea? 
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Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  do  not  have  the 
figures  as  to  the  number  of  man-hours 
that  go  into  the  making  of  a  tank.  But  I 
surmise  that  it  would  not  make  much 
difference  to  the  Korean  campaign. 

Mr.  KEM.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  a  few  tanks  would  not  make  much 
difference  in  the  Korean  campaign? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  What  I  am  saying 
is  that  the  export  of  machine  tools  is  in 
amount  very  small  indeed.  But  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  as  to  the  principle. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  defer  to  the  knowledge  of 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Vermont 
as  to  what  constitutes  a  substantial 
amount  of  machine  tools.  As  a  mere 
layman,  not  being  among  the  intelli¬ 
gentsia  in  that  business,  I  should  think 
that  a  shipment  of  a  million  dollars 
worth  of  machine  tools  in  4  months  was 
quite  a  considerable  amount.  Regard¬ 
less  of  that,  what  does  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  say  about  Great  Britain  in¬ 
creasing  her  shipments  10  times  over  in 
the  4  months  which  followed  January 
1,  1950? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  have  already 
agreed  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
that  the  principle  is  more  than  doubi- 
ous_it  is  bad.  But  the  amount  involved 
was  inconsiderable.  • 

Mr.  KEM.  To  me  it  is  shocking,  liter¬ 
ally  shocking,  that  such  traffic  should 
be  going  on  when  at  the  same  time  we 
are  sending  as  gifts  to  Great  Britain, 
great  quantities  of  steel,  some  of  which 
no  doubt  could  be  manufactured  into 
the  same  kind  of  machine  tools  that  are 
being  sent  to  Russia. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  he  has  the  figures 
of  our  shipments  of  steel  to  Great  Brit¬ 
ain. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  gifts? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  while 
a  search  is  being  made  for  the  figures  of 
the  amount  of  steel  sent  by  us  to  Great 
Britain,  I  should  like  to  make  an  inquiry 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri — and  I  should  be  glad  to  have  him 
relay  the  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  because  I  also  am  a  layman 
when  it  comes  to  knowledge  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  subject.  I  have  received  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  respecting  some  of  the  evidence 
presented  to  it.  Cannot  machine  tools 
be  used  to  provide  other  machine  tools? 
Cannot  the  original  machine  tools  be 
used  as  the  seed,  so  to  speak,  for  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  machine  tools  which  could 
be  produced  in  abundance?  I  do  not 
know  how  this  procedure  can  be  carried 
through  unless  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  asks  unanimous  consent  that  he 
may  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  interrogate  the  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ataor  from  Vermont  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  KEM.  Before  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  puts  his  question,  I  should  like 
to  give  him  the  figure  of  the  shipments 
from  the  United  States,  as  shown  by  the 
ECA  report  for  the  period  from  April  8, 
1948,  to  April  30, 1950.  The  shipments  in 


that  period,  that  is  the  gifts  of  steel  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Government  of  Britain,  were  $27,528,000 
worth. 

I  shall  now  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  propound  any  question  he 
has  in  mind. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
quire  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
whether  he  will  permit  me,  through  his 
intermediation,  to  furnish  some  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  KEM.'  I  shall  be  glad  to.  The 
only  thing  any  of  us  is  interested  in  is 
the  truth.  I  shall  be  glad  to  waive  any 
rights  I  have  under  the  Senate  rules,  in 
the  interest  of  our  joint  search  for  truth. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to 
enunciate,  sir,  a  profound  truth,  which 
is  that  the  only  inanimate  thing  which 
reproduces  itself  is  a  machine  tool .  That 
is  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  KEM.  Can  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  estimate  the  rate  of  fecundity  on 
the  part  of  this  million  dollars’  worth 
of  machine  tools  sent  from  England  to 
Russia  in  the  first  4  months  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  year? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Of  course,  no  one 
knows  what  those  machine  tools  are  to  be 
used  for.  They  can  be  used  to  make 
other  machine  tools.  They  can  be  used 
to  make  tanks.  They  can  be  used  for 
repair  shops  on  railroads.  They  can  be 
used  on  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
projects. 

Mr.  KEM.  Could  not  they  be  used 
as  models  for  other  machine  tools? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  That  has  been  done 
long  since.  The  Russians  have  their 
models  and  have  made  their  copies. 

Mr.  KEM.  We  can  feel  sure  then  that 
our  British  friends  are  keeping  them  up 
to  date. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  If  they  are  search¬ 
ing  for  models,  they  had  better  not  go  to 
Great  Britain;  they  should  come  here  to 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Marshall  plan  has 
taken  care  of  that,  for  under  the 
Marshall  plan  we  are  not  only  making 
regular  shipments  of  machine  tools  to 
Great  Britain,  but  we  are  also  sending 
Great  Britain  technical  assistance;  are 
we  not? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Not  so  far  as  I  know, 
in  the  lines  with  which  I  am  best  ac¬ 
quainted. 

We  are  inviting  them  to  come  here  and 
watch  our  methods  of  production  and  our 
methods  of  organization  and  manage¬ 
ment.  We  are  doing  that,  and  I  think  it 
is  a  good  thing. 

I  simply  wish  to  return  to  the  point 
that  I  agree  completely  with  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  that  the  principle  of  such 
shipments  is  wrong.  I  was  only  rejoicing 
— insofar  as  one  can  rejoice  over  some¬ 
thing  that  is  wrong — that  the  operation 
has  not  yet  attained  vast  proportions. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
simply  like  to  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  that 
I  hope  we  shall  be  in  equal  agreement 
when  the  vote  is  taken  on  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  KEM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  information  I 
sought  has  been  provided  by  means  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri,  in  response  to  the  questions 
which  have  been  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Vermont — which  is  a  rather  round¬ 
about  means  of  obtaining  information,  I 
admit.  What  they  have  said  is  con¬ 
clusive  proof,  it  seems  to  me — and  it  is 
in  accordance  with  the  evidence  adduced 
before  the  committee — that  the  shipment 
of  machine  tools  provides  the  means  not 
only  whereby  duplicates  can  be  made, 
but,  what  is  worse,  whereby  other 
machine  tools  can  be  made — tools  which, 
in  turn,  might  be  capable  of  producing 
vast  amounts  of  material  which  could 
be  used  not  only  on  one  front  but  on  vari¬ 
ous  fronts  throughout  tlr  world,  if  need 
be. 

I  do  not  say  that  the  machine  tools 
the  distinguished  Senator  has  mentioned 
would  be  used  for  that  purpose,  but  that 
is  a  possibility. 

I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  country  to 
which  the  tools  went  wanted  to  use  them 
for  that  purpose,  there  would  be  nothing 
to  stop  that  country  from  using  them  in 
that  way. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  we  all  seem 
to  be  in  agreement  about  this  matter  so 
far  as  Great  Britain  is  concerned. 

Suppose  we  consider  some  of  the  other 
countries : 

Belgium  has  continued  to  make  ship¬ 
ments  of  war  material  to  Russia.  During 
the  period  January  through  April  sizable 
shipments  of  iron,  steel,  and  tin  plate 
have  gone  from  Belgium  to  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

Italy  is  sending  iron,  steel,  and  ma¬ 
chinery  to  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

Sweden’s  trade  with  Russia  during 
January  1950  was  nine  times  greater 
than  it  was  in  January  1949. 

All  too  fresh  in  our  minds  is  the  fact 
that  during  World  War  II  our  ships  and 
planes  were  blasted  with  scrap  iron  fur¬ 
nished  by  us  to  the  Japs.  Tens  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  young  Americans  were  killed  or 
maimed  for  life.  Mr.  President,  history 
repeats  itself:  Now  we  are  again  supply¬ 
ing — this  time  indirectly — materials  of 
war  to  an  unfriendly  nation.  That  na¬ 
tion,  it  is  well  known,  supplied  the  tanks 
and  the  guns  now  blasting  our  young 
men  along  the  Kum  River  in  Korea.  It 
is  entirely  possible,  even  probable,  that 
many  of  the  shipments  of  iron  and  steel 
from  Marshall  plan  countries  to  Russia 
went  into  building  the  very  same  guns 
and  tanks  now  killing  our  own  boys. 

When  the  most  recent  Marshall  plan 
authorization  bill  was  before  the  Senate  I 
made  this  statement: 

It  is  essential  to  our  national  security  that 
this  country  continue  to  ban  shipments  of 
w  material  to  the'Soviet  Union.  It  is  trag¬ 
ically  absurd  for  us  to  pour  into  western  Eu¬ 
rope  vast  quantities  of  war  materials  under 
the  Marshall  plan  and  the  arms  aid  program, 
only  to  have  our  friends  export  the  same  ma¬ 
terials  to  Russia  and  other  countries  behind 
the  iron  curtain. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  shocking  that,  in 
view  of  the  situation  in  Korea,  Marshall 
plan  countries  are  still  permitting  sub¬ 
stantial  shipments  of  war  material  to 
the  Reds.  Surely  our  allies  will  not  con- 
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tinue  to  furnish  materials  to  the  Reds  to 
kill  young  Americans  who  are  fighting 
for<a  free  world. 

THE  RESPONSIBILITY  OP  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  President,  if  the  fighting  is  con¬ 
fined  to  Korea,  the  United  States  may  he 
able  to  ride  out  the  present  crisis  with¬ 
out  serious  economic  strain  and  the 
adoption  of  controls  that  a  major  war 
would  entil.  But  there  is  no  assurance 
that  the  fighting  will  be  confined  to 
Korea.  Every  dispatch  from  Korea  car¬ 
ries  a  lesson.  The  dispatches  tell  a  tale 
of  the  need  for  adequate  preparedness 
against  acts  of  Communist  aggression 
not  only  there  but  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Earlier  today  we  heard  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Lodge!  demand  entire, 
complete  mobilization  of  industry  in  the 
United  States.  If  I  correctly  understand 
his  meaning,  that  would  call  for  complete 
controls  over  our  entire  economy. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  last  few  days  we 
have  learned  that  our  aircraft  have  be¬ 
come  obsolete  more  rapidly  than  they 
have  been  replaced.  It  is  now  disclosed 
that  w.e  lack  aircraft  of  a  proper  type  for 
supporting  ground  troops.  We  now  make 
the  unhappy  and  surprising  discovery 
that  we  lag  behind  in  scientific  research 
and  development  in  certain  military 
fields;  for  example,  in  the  manufacture 
of  bullet-repelling  steel.  We  know  to  a 
certainty  that  our  tanks  are  inferior. 

We  may  need,  and  need  badly,  many 
things  before  too  long:  More  manpower, 
more  money,  more  and  better  weapons, 
more  basic  materials. 

As  the  Washington  News  said  on  last 
Thursday: 

Communism  is  winning  its  way  by  the 
sword.  Why  can't  our  policy  makers  get  that 
through  their  heads? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  quotation  from 
the  Washington  News,  just  read  by  the 
Senator  from  Missouri,  touches  a  point 
which  I  cannot  let  pass  unchallenged. 
Jt  is  true  that  the  armed  forces  of  Rus¬ 
sia  have  been  a  very  potent  tool  in  con¬ 
quering  the  vast  areas  which  Russia  has 
conquered.  Yet  in  her  latest  conquests 
and  in  those  which  she  has  almost  made, 
she  has  not  proceeded  by  means  of  the 
sword  at  all.  To  the  contrary,  her 
method  in  those  cases  has  been  to  use 
propaganda. 

Anyone  who  at  any  time  says  there  is 
nothing  but  force  involved  in  the  Rus¬ 
sian  advance  simply  does  not  know  what 
is  going  on,  does  not  know  what  Russia 
is  doing,  and  pays  no  attention  to  her 
methods  and  her  policies.  We  should 
today  encounter  very  much  less  danger, 
and  have  very  much  less  fear  of  her 
armed  power,  had  we  been  as  wise,  had 
we  been  as  diligent,  had  we  been  as  in¬ 
telligent  in  the  thought  war  as  Russia 
has  been.  Let  us  not  be  blind  to  the 
means  by  which  she  has  attained  her 
power. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  for  his  very  in¬ 
teresting  comment.  He  has  made  some 
thought-provoking  speeches  on  the  Sen¬ 


ate  floor  with  reference  to  the  necessity 
of  carrying  on  propaganda  behind  the 
iron  curtain.  As  the  Senator  knows,  I 
have  studied  those  speeches  carefully,  I 
have  been  very  much  interested  in  them, 
and  I  have  asked  the  Senator  questions 
about  his  ideas  in  that  connection. 

I  think,  however,  that  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  has  misinterpreted  the 
quotation  I  just  made- from  the  Wash¬ 
ington  News.  I  think  the  editor  of  that 
newspaper  had  in  mind  that,  since  June 
27,  1950,  communism  was  winning  its 
way  with  the  sword.  I  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Vermont  will  agree  the  state¬ 
ment  as  so  interpreted  is  eminently 
correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  im¬ 
mediately  following  World  War  II  Rus¬ 
sia  acquired  2,000  of  the  leading  scien¬ 
tists  of  Germany ;  that,  at  the  very  time 
our  country  said  we  did  not  want  them 
here,  and  when  we  were  barring  them 
from  the  United  States,  the  Russians 
took  them  to  Russia;  and  that,  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  those  scientists  kept  right  on 
developing  the  weapons  which  Germany 
had  been  creating  at  the  time  the  war 
ended? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  think  that  is  undoubtedly 
so.  It  is  as  true  as  is  the  statement, 
if  we  may  believe  newspaper  reports,  that 
the  bullet-repellent  steel  now  used  in 
the  forepart  of  60-ton  Russian  tanks  is 
a  discovery  made  by  the  same  German 
scientists  to  whom  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  alludes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  net  result  is,  is 
it  not,  that  because  of  the  action  of  our 
Government  in  refusing  to  admit  those 
2,000  scientists  and  engineers,  or  any  of 
them,  from  Germany,  hundreds  of  our 
boys  are  dying  today?  As  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Missouri  has  said, 
the  Russians  have  developed  a  steel- 
resistant  tank  which  is  superior  to  our 
tanks. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  think  that  conclusion  is 
inescapeable,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator. 
It  made  my  blood  run  cold,  within  the 
past  few  days,  to  read  reports  from 
the  Korean  front,  and  to  learn  how  our 
bullets  fell  off  the  Russian  tanks  like 
paper  pellets,  because  they  lacked  suf¬ 
ficient  size,  speed,  and  power  to  pene¬ 
trate  the  steel.  Here  we  were,  giving 
substance  to  16  countries  of  western 
Europe,  yet  we  were  unable  to  give  our 
boys,  who  were  risking  their  lives  in 
Korea,  an  even  chance. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  suppose  that 
since  the  Continental  Army  marched  in 
the  American  Revolution  has  it  occurred 
that  the  equipment  of  American  troops 
was  not  at  least  equal  to  that  which 
they  were  called  upon  to  meet.  I  think 
that  is  a  disgrace  to  this  country. }  I 
think  that  that  circumstance  alone  re¬ 
quires  that  this  whole  program  be  re¬ 
viewed  in  the  light  of  what  we  have 
learned  within  the  past  few  days. 


We  have  learned,  Mr.  President,  that 
it  is  impossible  to  stop  60-ton  tanks 
with  cases  of  Coca-Cola  or  with  cartons 
of  cigarettes.  This  is  no  time  for  us  to 
be  boondoggling  in  western  Europe.  It 
is  no  time  for  our  Government  to  be 
building  a  gambling  casino  in  Le  Harve 
or  running  a  night  club  in  Rome. 

Senators  may  say  that  we  should  leave 
this  to  the  sound  judgment  of  the  ECA. 
That  would  be  an  easy  out;  but  is  it 
sufficient?  Would  that  discharge  our 
constitutional  obligation?  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  we  are  on  notice  that  ECA  can 
err,  and  err  very  badly. 

On  June  13,  1950,  William  C.  Foster, 
Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration,  appeared 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  Foster  declared: 

X  am  happy  to  tell  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  that,  in  my  judgment,  the  trend  of 
events  in  South  Korea  is  more  favorable  than 
it  has  been  at  any  time  since  the  liberation 
of  that  country  in  1945. 

Then  Mr.  Foster  said: 

A  rigorous  training  program  has  built  up  a 
well-disciplined  army  of  100,000  soldiers;  one 
that  is  prepared  to  meet  any  challenge  by 
North  Korean  forces. 

Any  Senator  who  is  interested  may 
read  Mr.  Foster’s  testimony  in  the  record 
of  the  hearings  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  at  pages  305  and  306. 

That,  then,  was  the  considered  opinion 
of  the  Deputy  Administrator  of  the  ECA, 
on  June  13,  just  11  days  before  the  in¬ 
vasion  of  South  Korea  by  Red  forces. 
He  said  that  South  Korea  had  a  well- 
disciplined  army  of  100,000  soldiers,  pre¬ 
pared  to  meet  any  challenge  by  North 
Korean  forces. 

Subsequent  events — the  complete  rout 
of  South  Korean  forces — place  Mr.  Fos¬ 
ter’s  testimony  in  bold  relief.  We  must 
ask  ourselves:  Did  the  ECA  have  the 
slightest  conception  of  the  true  picture 
of  South  Korea? 

Other  disconcerting  question  will  come 
to  the  mind  of  Senators:  Is  the  ECA  bet¬ 
ter  informed  as  to  the  situation  in  West¬ 
ern  Europe  than  it  was  regarding  the 
situation  in  Korea?  Is  the  information 
given  to  the  Congress  by  ECA  regarding 
western  Europe  more  accurate  than  it 
was  regarding  Korea? 

ECA  spends  nearly  $300,000  a  year  for 
publicity  in  this  country  alone.  Press 
agents  and  speech  writers  tell  a  pretty 
story  of  its  accomplishments,  and  what 
the  future  will  bring,  if  only  the  Ameri¬ 
can  taxpayers  continue  to  foot  the  bills. 
But  they  find  it  increasingly  necessary 
to  keep  up  a  constant  barrage  of  hand¬ 
outs  and  addresses.  Travelers  are  ar¬ 
riving  home  every  day  to  raise  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  results  of  the  tinkling 
jingle  of  American  gold. 

The  time  has  come — sooner  than  some 
of  us  anticipated — when  the  Senate  must 
concern  itself  with  facts — plain,  hard, 
disagreeable  facts.  We  are  confronted 
face  to  face  with  the  stark  relentless, 
realities  of  a  changing  world.  I  hope 
that  the  Senate  will  examine  the  ECA 
appropriation  with  courage  and  fore¬ 
sight  in  light  of  the  world-shaking  events 
that  have  come  about  since  the  bill  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri.  I  wonder  whether  he  had  any 
feeling  of  dichotomy  in  the  first  two  sen¬ 
tences  of  his  very  interesting  talk  in 
which  he  called  for  reducing  ECA  contri¬ 
butions  and  stimulating  our  allies  abroad. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  had  in  mind  that  both 
things  could  be  done  at  the  same  time, 
and  that  there  was  no  inconsistency  in 
the  program.  I  had  in  mind  that  the 
great  sum  of  $1,950,000,000  should  be 
ample  to  show  our  friends  in  western 
Europe  our  intention  to  uphold  their 
hands  and  to  stand  by  them,  shoulder 
to  shoulder  and  cheek  by  jowl.  •  I  had  in 
mind  that  our  friends  in  western  Europe 
will  have  more  confidence  in  our  own  in¬ 
telligence  and  our  own  ability  to»stay  the 
course  of  events  if  they  know  we  are  con¬ 
ducting  our  own  affairs  with  prudence 
and  foresight.  I  think  the  same  will  be 
true  of  our  allies  who  are  not  benefi¬ 
ciaries  of  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  However,  the  differ¬ 
ence  does  require  a  little  explanation, 
does  it  not? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think 
it  would  be  self-evident  to  as  keen  a 
mind  as  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  merely  wanted  to 
make  sure  that  the  Senator  felt  he  could 
correctly  read  the  mental  processes  of 
our  allies  on  the  other  side. 

I  come  to  another  question.  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  whether  he  has  a 
feeling  that  the  ECA  has  played  no  part 
in  maintaining  the  peace  of  Europe  up 
to  this  time. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  think  it  has  perhaps  done 
some  good.  I  should  like  to  think  it  has. 
But  I  am  sure  that  the  contribution  which 
ECA  has  made  is  as  nothing  compared 
with  the  atomic  bomb.  If  the  Russians 
have  not  overrun  western  Europe,  I  am 
sure  it  has  not  been  due  to  Coca  Cola, 
cigarettes,  and  the  casinos  and  night 
clubs  we  supplied  in  western  Europe,  but 
it  has  been  due  to  the  fear  of  the  armed 
might  of  the  United  States,  and  more 
specifically  to  the  knowledge  which  we 
possess  of  the  atomic  bomb,  knowledge 
and  the  courage  to  use  it,  if  and  when 
the  appropriate  time  rises. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  who  has  a  keen  eye  for  the 
picturesque  in  our  operations  abroad,  feel 
that  it  is  the  atomic  bomb  which  changed 
the  prospects  of  the  elections  in  Italy 
and  France? 

Mr.  KEM.  Yes.  I  am  sure  it  sent 
many  a  doubting  citizen  to  the  polls  to 
uphold  the  side  espoused  by  the  United 
States.  I  feel  absolutely  certain  of  that. 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  think  the 
atomic  bomb  was  the  most  powerful  of 
all  arguments  for  the  American  side. 
Whether  the  Honorable  James  C.  Dunn, 
in  presenting  the  matter  to  the  people  of 
Italy,  referred  to  the  atomic  bomb,  I  do 
not  know;  but  I  am  sure  that  there  was 
no  citizen  of  Italy  so  dense  that  he  did 
not  know  about  the  atomic  bomb  and  the 
effect  it  had  on  the  entire  world  picture. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


Mr.  KEM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  refer 
my  friend  to  the  speech  of  Winston 
Churchill  which  he  delivered  at  the  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Institute  of  Technology  ap¬ 
proximately  a  year  ago,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  only  thing — not  the  Marshall 
plan — which  has  protected  Europe  has 
been  the  atomic  bomb  of  the  United 
States.  He  repeated  the  statement  sev¬ 
eral  times  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  KEM.  That  is  quite  true.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  for  his 
contribution.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
many  reports  from  Europe  indicate  that 
the  average  citizen  in  western  Europe 
regards  the  Marshall  plan  as  evidence 
of  a  sort  of  weak-mindedness  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  He 
thinks  we  must  have  some  ulterior  mo¬ 
tive,  and  he  never  has  been  influenced 
too  much  by  our  over  generous  gifts.  He 
has  realized,  I  think,  that  they  were  be¬ 
yond  our  capacity,  that  as  a  matter  of 
prudence  we  ought  not  to  be  sending 
them  in  such  an  amount.  He  has  re¬ 
ceived  our  gifts  with  his  fingers  crossed. 
He  wonders  why  we  do  not  balance  our 
own  budget,  instead  of  sending  such  sums 
to  him. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  from 
Missouri  has  the  floor  and  has  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  yielding  or  not  to  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  I  saw  nothing  in  the 
press  at  the  time,  and  nothing  in  the 
reports  of  those  who  were  on  the  ground, 
to  indicate  that  the  atom  bomb  was  a 
determining  factor  of  any  sort  whatso¬ 
ever  in  the  elections  in  France  and  Italy. 
We  do  know,  without  question,  as  Mr. 
Churchill  said,  that  it  has  been  a  deter¬ 
rent  factor,  so  far  as  the  armed  invasion 
of  western  Europe  is  concerned;  but  Rus¬ 
sia’s  invasion  of  western  Europe  was  un¬ 
dertaken  not  as  an  armed  invasion,  pri¬ 
marily,  but  as  an  invasion  by  Communist 
ideas  and  ideals,  and  we  very  narrowly 
escaped  the  danger  of  Italy  and  France 
going  under.  I  am  sure  history  will  show 
that  the  Marshall  plan  was  a  prime  fac¬ 
tor  in  averting  that  great  danger.  * 

Furthermore,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  whether  he  thinks 
it  was  the  atom  bomb  which  increased 
so  greatly  and  so  favorably  the  produc¬ 
tive  output  of  western  Europe. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  do  not  think  the  atom 
bomb  has  anything  to  do  with  the  indus¬ 
trial  output.  I  believe  recovery  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe  has  been  largely  due  to  the 
ability  of  the  people  of  western  Europe 
to  recover  after  a  devastating  war.  That 
has  been  shown  time  and  again  in  the 
course  of  history.  There  is  no  unique¬ 
ness  about  what  the  people  of  western 
Europe  have  done  this  time.  France  has 
been  devastated  time  and  time  again  by 
invading  armies,  and  yet  the  people  of 
the  world  have  often  marveled  at  the  re¬ 
cuperative  powers  of  the  French  people. 
The  fact  that  we  have  spent  some  money 
there  does  not  mean  that  her  recovery  is 
entirely  due  to  that.  It  means  that  a 
natural  economic  process  has  been  car¬ 
ried  on. 

I  have  invited  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  to  the  fact  that 
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whatever  I  may  think  about  the  Marshall 
plan  and  whatever  I  may  have  said  about 
it  in  the  past,  what  I  am  suggesting  to¬ 
day  is  a  reduction  of  the  Marshall  plan 
appropriation  to  $1,950,000,000.  I  am 
presenting  that  as  the  outside  figure  of 
what  I  think  the  limit  should  be,  and  as 
far  as  we  should  go,  in  view  of  the  exi¬ 
gencies  at  home  and  the  demands  upon 
ourselves  to  equip  and  maintain  our  sol¬ 
diers  at  the  front. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  would  still  like  to 
go  back  to  the  previous  discussion  in  or¬ 
der  to  find  out  whether  or  not  it  is  really 
true  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  feels 
the  Marshall  plan  played  no  important 
part  in  the  economic  recovery  of  Eu¬ 
rope. 

Mr.  KEM.  If  it  will  make  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  feel  any  better,  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  say  that  it  played  a  part.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  suppose  it  did.  I  never 
said  it  did  not.  It  would  be  strange  if 
the  pouring  into  any  land  of  such  tre¬ 
mendous  sums  of  money  did  not  do  some 
good  to  the  economy.  To  say  otherwise 
would  be  foolish.  I  have  no  ambition  to 
cut  that  kind  of  figure  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

What  I  have  said  and  what  I  say  now  is 
that  these  gifts  are  no  long-time  solution 
to  the  problem.  As  soon  as  we  stop  mak¬ 
ing  gifts,  or  as  soon  as  we  show  any  hesi¬ 
tancy  in  making  gifts,  the  people  over 
there  will  say  to  us,  “Well,  we  are  sorry, 
and  just  as  sorry  as  we  can  be,  but  if  you 
don’t  send  us  this  money,  we  will  have  to 
go  Communist.”  That  is  inevitable,  Mr. 
President.  We  shall  have  to  meet  this 
issue.  The  point  I  make  is  that  with  a 
debt  of  $257,000,000,000  the  American 
people  cannot  continue  year  after  year  to 
bribe  the  people  of  the  16  countries  in 
western  Europe  not  to  go  Communist. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
terrogate  the  Senator  still  further.  My 
reason  for  pressing  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
felt  that  the  money  spent  up  to  now 
had  been  well  spent  was  to  get  some 
gauge  for  my  own  use  as  to  the  value  of 
his  judgment  that  we  could  now  do  with 
any  other  certain  amount  that  that  pro¬ 
posed.  If  the  Senator  belittles  the  politi¬ 
cal  and  economic  effect  of  the  Marshall 
plan  in  Europe  to  date,  I  would  have 
to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  fear  I  cannot 
trust  his  judgment. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  is  very  anxious  to  retain  the  con¬ 
fidence  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 
The  Senator  asked  me  if  I  thought  the 
Marshall  plan  aid  had  made  any  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  recovery  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope.  I  admitted  it  had.  Then  the  Sen¬ 
ator  undertook  to  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  admitted  that  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  money  had  been  well  spent. 
Of  course  that  is  an  entirely  different 
matter.  In  my  opinion,  much  of  the 
Marshall  plan  money  has  utterly  been 
wasted.  I  believe  much  of  it  has  gone 
down  the  drain  forever  and  has  accom¬ 
plished  no  appreciable  good  of  any  kind. 
It  has  made  some  contribution  to  the 
recovery  in  western  Europe.  However, 
if,  in  order  to  retain  the  confidence  of 
the  Senator  from  Vermont,  which  I  am 
very  anxious  to  do - 
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Mr.  FLANDERS.  Not  the  personal 
confidence  or  affection,  but  merely  guid¬ 
ance  on  this  particular  legislation. 

Mr.  KEM.  If,  in  oYder  to  do  that,  it 
is  necessary  for  me  to  admit  that  I 
think  the  ECA  money  has  been  well 
spent,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  and 
I,  in  a  figurative  sense,  will  have  to  part 
company.  I  cannot  go  along  with  him 
on  that.  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  him  a 
bill  of  particulars  on  that  point.  I  shall 
show  him  the  many  respects  in  which 
I  feel  that  money  of  the  American  tax¬ 
payers  has  been  wasted  in  western  Eu¬ 
rope. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  feel  that  in  that  respect 
it  is  much  different  from  many  appro¬ 
priations  which  we  make  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  for  undertakings  inside 
the  borders  of  our  own  country? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  hate  to  say  that 
every  appropriation  we  have  made  has 
been  as  ill  advised  as  I  regard  ECA.  I 
will  tell  the  Senator  what  I  think  about 
ECA.  The  Senator  has  spoken  about 
what  will  be  the  place  of  ECA  in  his¬ 
tory.  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the  Senator 
the  benefit  of  my  opinion  for  what  it  is 
worth.  In  my  opinion  it  will  be  regarded 
in  history  as  we  now  regard  the  tulip 
craze,  the  South  Sea  bubble,  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  bubble,  the  witchcraft  mania  in 
Salem,  or  the  Florida  land  boom  of  a 
few  years  ago.  I  think  ECA  will  go  down 
in  history  as  one  o*  the  mass  delusions 
which  seize  upon  the  minds  of  men  from 
time  to  time  and  which  only  time  will 
erase,  or  correct.  I  have  expressed  this 
opinion  in  the  Senate  before.  I  see  no 
reason  to  change  it  today. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that  he 
has  completely  cleared  my  mind  as  to 
his  position,  but  has  done  very  little 
to  persuade  me  in  joining  him  in  his 
position.  I  should  like  to  conclude  this 
little  colloquy,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
by  stating  as  my  conviction  that  had  it 
not  been  for  ECA,  and  its  economic  and 
political  results,  the  Russian  Army  would 
now  be  washing  its  socks  with  salt  water 
soap  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Senator  has  explained 
his  position  very  neatly.  When  we  started 
our  colloquy  I  did  not  have  the  slightest 
idea  that  I  would  change  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  from  Vermont.  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  is  not  a  politician.  If  he 
were  I  know  he  would  cling  tenaciously 
to  the  first  principle  of  a  politician, 
namely,  “Never  admit  that  you  are 
wrong.”  I  do  not  expect  to  convince 
the  Senator  from  Vermont.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  more  successful  in  prophecy 
than  in  persuasion  with  respect  to 
some  of  my  other  brethern  here.  At  any 
rate,  Mr.  President,  I  have  made  a  record 
of  my  views  for  better  or  worse.  It  will 
be  here  in  the  pages  of  the  Congressional 
Record  for  all  time.  Those  who  follow 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  and  me  may 
pass  judgment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  we 
shall  soon  find  out  how  much  good  the 
Marshall  plan  has  done  when  we  see  how 
many  ground  troops  the  countries  who 


have  received  benefits  under  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  will  send  to  Korea  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  request  of  the  Secretary 
General  of  the  United  Nations?  Does 
not  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mis- 
soui  believe  that  in  that  response  we  shall 
have  a  part  of  the  proof? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  the 
slightest  aspersion  on  the  good  inten¬ 
tions  of  our  allies.  I  believe  they  will 
support  us.  I  hope  they  will.  We  need 
their  help.  I  believe  we  shall  get  it.  We 
know  that  in  two  world  wars  some  of 
them  have  been  loyal  and  faithful  allies. 
However,  I  want  to  say  that  I  think  they 
would  have  more  confidence  in  coming 
to  our  aid  if  they  believed  we  are  keeping 
our  own  economy  on  a  sound  basis. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  have  not  heard  all 
the  Senator’s  very  able  address,  but  I 
have  heard  enough  of  it  to  become  very 
greatly  interested  in  it.  Is  it  not  impor¬ 
tant  for  America  in  this  critical  hour  to 
keep  its  financial  condition  as  sound  as 
it  possibly  can? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  feel  certain  that  that 
is  so.  As  I  said  earlier,  there  is  no  point 
to  our  trying  to  maintain  free  institu¬ 
tions  abroad,  in  the  lands  beyond  the 
seas,  if  we  are  to  jeopardize  our  own 
free  institutions.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  record  of  the  past  to  indicate  that 
we  can  bankrupt  our  Government  and 
at  the  same  time  maintain  our  free  in¬ 
stitutions. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yiefd  further 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Until  we  can  ascer¬ 
tain  how  serious  our  present  condition 
is,  is  it  not  necessary  to  economize  all 
along  the  line,  not  only  in  our  contri¬ 
butions  to  ECA,  but  in  our  public  works 
and  things  of  that  character  at  home. 

Mr.  KEM..  I  think  it  is  necessary,  in¬ 
deed.  As  I  have  indicated  before,  the 
major  part  of  the  gifts  proposed  to  be 
m&de  under  the  pending  bill  would  go 
into  public  improvements  in  the  coun¬ 
tries  of  western  Europe,  which  have  no 
reference  at  all  to  the  emergency  in 
which  we  now  find  ourselves.  I  voted 
for  the  military-assistance  bill  when  it 
was  before  the  Senate  recently.  I  voted 
for  it  without  comment.  So  far  as  arm¬ 
ing  our  allies  is  concerned,  that  is  an 
entirely  different  matter.  I  am  not 
talking  about  that.  I  hope  no  one  will 
get  the  idea  that  I  am  talking  about  that. 
My  remarks  are  directed  solely  and  ex¬ 
clusively  to  economic  assistance  to 
western  Europe. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
here  in  the  United  States  we  are  away 
behind  in  the  construction  of  roads,  the 
improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors,  and 
matters  of  that  kind,  and  that  we  will 
need  those  things  badly  if  we  become 
involved  in  a  total  war,  in  order  to  at¬ 
tain  the  maximum  of  agricultural,  min¬ 
ing,  and  manufactured  products,  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  conduct  of  a  total  war? 


Mr  KEM.  I  believe  that  to  be  true 
beyond  question.  We  are  now  draining 
the  Zuider  Zee  in  Holland  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  American  taxpayers.  I  think 
that  is  costing  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$37,000,000.  We  are  building  extensive 
multilane  highways  in  many  countries 
of  western  Europe.  We  are  building 
great  viaducts  and  aqueducts.  We  are 
building  a  great  hydroelectric  plant  in 
Italy.  A  few  days  ago  one  of  our  col¬ 
leagues  told  me  that  he  was  in  Rome 
last  summer  and  saw  a  great  railroad 
terminal  under  construction.  He  in¬ 
quired  where  the  money  came  from  and 
was  told  that  $4,000,000  came  from  the 
Marshall  plan.  And  so  it  goes. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

IWCLtffiHOW 

PROGRAM 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  ©all  to  the  attention  of:  the  Senate 
arifl  the  country  a  news  item  from  Ma- 
Irio,  dated  July  16,  by  the  International 
lews  Service,  which  appeared  this  morh- 
ng  In  the  public  press.  I  quote  the 
irtic*: 

Fsanco  Revokes  All  Army  Leaves 

Usually  reliable  sources  said  tonigM  that 
3eneral&simo  Franco  has  ordered  all'  mili¬ 
tary  leaves  canceled  and  set  the  stagapor  the 
tailing  up  of  four  army  classes.  Franco  and 
ils  cabinet  devoted  most  of  their  nneeting 
Friday  to  a-.discussion  of  the  Korean  war  and 
,ts  effect  oiftthe  international  situation.  ’ 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  dews  item 
which  is  enough  to  make  the  so-called 
iberals  sick,  This  country  has  re¬ 
fused  to  aid\and  assist  Franco.  This 
country  has  refused  to  aid  a|id  assist  the 
peoples  of  western  Europ^  who  oppose 
communism,  ari^  who,  by  the  use  of  mili¬ 
tary  force,  will  oppose  the/sweep  of  com- 
munism  over  western  Europe. 

Today  westerns  Europe  is  a  void,  a 
vacuum,  because  toe  Ufiited  States  has 
not  allied  herself  mh  the  two  keystones, 
Germany  and  Sp&nf  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  communism’  Consistently,  at 
;  she  behest  of  the  left  wing,  we  have  re¬ 
fused  to  arm  and  to&sist  them. 

Mr.  President,  we  find  that  although 
we  called  on  the  United  Nations  for  mil¬ 
itary  assistance  irf  thetform  of  ground 
troops  in  Korea,  iJd  untii,  last  night  none 
of  those  countri^t  had  agreed  to  assist. 
Yet  we  find  Spain,  a  country  which  does 
not  even  belong  to  the  Ubited  Nations, 
Iholding  Cabinet  meetings  aipd  calling  up 
four  classes  ofiher  army  to  Yneet  the  in¬ 
ternational  crisis. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  had"  a  trained 
army  of  Germans  and  a  trained  and 
equipped  Spanish  army,  five  of  those  di¬ 
visions  woiid  be  equal  to  250,000  Chinese 
Communists.  If  this  country  is  to  live, 
it  must  build  up  its  defenses,  and  it  must 
ally  itself  with  and  assist  the  peoples  of 
the  worla  who  will  really  take  up  arms  to 
oppose  pommunism. 

In  Europe  Spain  has  been  the  bulwark 
against  communism,  and  I  say  that  our 
conduct  toward  her  should  be  viewed 
with  shame  by  the  American  people.*,  It 
should  shame  our  leaders,  who  are  will¬ 
ing-'  .further  to  temporize  with  commun¬ 
ism.  They  weaken  this  country  when 
they  do  not  assist  Spain,  but  in  order  to 
appease  certain  left-wing  pressure 
groups,  certain  radical  elements  of  this 
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Senator  McMahon.  I  would  like  to  point  it 
ut  because  a  lot  of  people  would  like  to 
'  at  out  something  else. 

lr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President- — 
die  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  i  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  the  floor. 

.BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  indulge  me  for 
a  momtent,  to  make  a  comment  in  con- 
nectionvwith  the  statement  Just  made 
by  the  Skiator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  RUSSELL,  j  am  happy  to  yield  to 

the  Senate*.  ,  _ 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  president,  I  am 
much  interested  in  the.  statement  the 
Senator  fromNConnectigut  has  made,  i 
have  been  similarly  misquoted  on  the 
subject,  although  I  am  not  in  a  class 
with  the  Senate*  from  Connecticut  as 

an  authority  in  t%t  field.  t 

A  few  days  ago  Y ventured  to  suggest 
that  the  President  'fchould  give  General 
MacArthur  authoritY  if  he  deemed  it 
expedient,  to  use  the  atom  bmnb.  As 
very  much  of  fen  amateur  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  I  did  not  venture  to  Express  an  opin¬ 
ion  as  to  wlj/ther  or  noS.  it  was  wise  to 

Bth  great  interest  what  was 
being  an  expersMon  of  opin- 
Senator  from  Connecticut 
•en  a  great  deal  d£  study  to 
I  wanted  my  own  P°S1“ 
quite  clear,  namelA  that  I 
xpressed  an  opinion  as  to 
atom  bomb  should  or  Should 
,  but  merely  that  inasmuch 
spent  billions  in  developing 
mb,  and  inasmuch  asatthe 
:  our  boys  are  dying  be°a^ 
/of  an  inadequate  defense,  the  President 
should  have  authority  In  his  dujoreUon 
In  rlirnrt  + 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  <H.  R.  7786)  making  appropri- 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
the  first  amendment  under  the  agricul¬ 
tural  section  of  the  bill  may  be  stated  at 
this  time.  We  have  been  on  that  section 
of  the  bill  all  day,  but  the  amendment 
has  not  yet  been  discussed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
the  heading  “Chapter  VI— Department 
of  Agriculture — Title  I — Research  and 
Marketing  Act  of  1946,”  on  page  168, 
after  line  3,  to  strike  out: 


j 


To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  section  9  of  title  I 
and  title  II  of  the  act  of  August  14,  1946,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427h,  427j,  1021— 
1629) ,  as  follows: 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and 
Puerto  Rico  for  agricultural  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  Bankhe-ad- 
Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 

amended  by  the  act  of  August  14,  1946, 
$5,000,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development, 
independently  or  through  cooperation  among 
Federal  and  State  agencies,  and  others,  of 
a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distri¬ 
bution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  pursuant  to  the  “Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  act  of  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1946,  as  amended),  including  the 
objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for 
titles  II  and  III  of  such  act  of  August  14, 


1946,  $6,000,000 :  Provided,  That  not  less  than 
$650,000  of  this  amount  shall  be  available 
for  contracts  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  205  of  said  act:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the 
Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but 
amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office 
of  Information,  shall  not  exceed  those  which 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  shall  determine),  and  any  such 
amodnts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to 
other  appropriation  items  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work  re¬ 
lating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable 
transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies 
concerned  with  such  rates  and  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  markets. 

In  all,  $11,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  be¬ 
ginning  construction  of  any  building  cost¬ 
ing  in  excess  of  $15,000,  except  that  a  poul¬ 
try  breeding  house  may  be  constructed  at 
Purdue  University  at  a  cost  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  of  not  to  exceed  $29,000. 

And  on  page  169,  after  line  24,  to  in¬ 
sert: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  improve  and 
develop,  independently  or  through  coopera¬ 
tion  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural 
products  under  the  provisions  of  title  II  of 
the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1621-1629),  including  the  objects 
for  which  funds  are  available  for  titles  II 
and  III  of  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946, 
$6,000,000:  Provided,  That  not  less  than 
$650,000  of  this  amount  shall  be  available 
for  contracts  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  205  of  said  Act:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the 
Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  functions  for  \.Thich  it  is  made  (but 
amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office 
of  Information,  shall  not  exceed  those  which 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing 
thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  shall  determine),  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to 
other  appropriation  items  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  :  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable 
transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies 
concerned  with  such  rates  and  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  markets. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  last 
week  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson],  formerly 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  expressed  some 
concern  about  the  change  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  appropriation  affecting  the 
funds  for  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act.  I  had  requested  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  furnish  me  with  a 
statement  as  to  its  construction  of  the 
effect  of  this  language.  Let  me  read  at 
this  time  an  extract  from  that  state¬ 
ment: 

The  action  taken  by  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  with  regard  to  the 
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transfer  of  the  appropriation  for  section  9 
of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  to  the 
appropriation  for  other  payments  to  State 
Experiment  Stations  in  no  way  changes 
any  provisions  of  the  act  or  procedures  for 
its  administration.  The  research  adminis¬ 
trator  has  had  the  responsibility  of  admin¬ 
istering  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act. 
He  retains  that  responsibility  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  action  sinc^the  Office  of  Experiment 
Stations  is  under  his  supervision.  The  sep¬ 
arate  identity  of  this  section  is  maintained, 
the  authorizations  remain  the  same,  there 
is  the  same  distribution  of  funds  by  pre¬ 
scribed  formulas  to  the  different  States,  and 
the  research  program  remains  the  same  down 
to  the  last  project.  The  provisions  for  re¬ 
gional  research  in  section  9  and  marketing 
research  in  section  11  remain  unchanged. 
The  law  provides  direct  payment  to  the 
State  Experiment  Stations  of  the  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  under  section  9  and  the  stations 
have  authority  to  initiate  and  conduct  re¬ 
search  authorized  by  section  1  of  the  act 
using  such  funds.  The  act  itself,  in  sec¬ 
tion  9  (c)  also  states  that  this  section  is 
to  be  administered  by  the  Office  of  Experi¬ 
ment  Stations  and  the  transfer  of  section 
9  to  the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations  will 
continue  the  administrative  procedure  which 
has  been  in  effect  from  the  beginning.  The 
committee  action  is  consistent  with  these 
provisions  of  the  act  and  is  in  the  interest 
of  simplifying  budgetary,  administrative,  and 
fiscal  procedures  without  in  any  way  chang¬ 
ing  the  evident  intent  of  Congress  as  stated 
in  the  act.  This  action  was  recommended 
by  the  Land  Grant  College  Association  and 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  entire  statement  may  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  With  Respect  to  the  Action  Taken 
by  the  House  and  Senate  Appropriations 
Committees  Relating  to  Sections  9  and 
10  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
The  Appropriation  Committees  of  both  the 
Senate  and  House,  as  well  as  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  the  Department,  have  had 
difficulty  since  the  initiation  of  the  program 
under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  in 
clearly  distinguishing  between  activities  car¬ 
ried  on  under  regular  funds  and  those  car- 
•  ried  on  with  funds  from  sections  9  and  10 
of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act.  Because 
of  this,  the  Congress  recommended  in  April 
1949  that  the  Department  study  the  matter 
and  recommend  consolidation  where  needed. 
(See  Report  iip.  384,  on  H.  R.  3997  making 
appropriations  for  fiscal  year  1950,  House  of 
Representatives,  81st  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  p.  3.) 

Subsequently,  as  of  July  30,  1949,  when 
the  former  Administrator  of  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  left  the  Department,  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  administration  of  the  act 
was  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration.  This  Administration  in¬ 
cludes  six  Bureaus  of  the  Department  and 
the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations. 

As  a  result  of  the  recommendation  from 
Congress,  the  Department  and  the  State  Ex¬ 
periment  Stations  thoroughly  studied  the 
questions  involved  and  the  Department  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  agricultural  subcommittees  of 
the  House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Appro¬ 
priations  for  their  consideration'  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  hearings  on  this  bill,  statements 
showing  the  relationship  of  work  performed 
under  sections  9  and  10  of  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act,  and  that  carried  out  under 
the  other  research  appropriations  of  the  De¬ 
partment.  (See  Hearings,  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  on  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  Appropriations  for  1951,  pt.  1,  pp.  153 
to  155.) 
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[The  action  taken  by  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  with  regard  to  the 
transfer  of  the  appropriation  for  section  9 
of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  to  the 
appropriation  for  other  payments  to  State 
Experiment  Stations  in  no  way  changes  any 
provisions  of  the  act  or  procedures  for  its 
administration.  The  Research  Administra¬ 
tor  has  had  the  responsibility  of  administer¬ 
ing  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act.  He  re¬ 
tains  that  responsibility  by  the  committee 
action  since  the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations 
is  under  his  supervision.  The  separate  iden¬ 
tity  of  this  section  is  maintained,  the  au¬ 
thorizations  remain  the  same,  there  is  the 
same  distribution  of  funds  by  prescribed 
formulas  to  the  different  States,  and  the  re¬ 
search  program  remains  the  same  down  to 
the  last  project.]  The  provisions  for  re¬ 
gional  research  in  section  9  and  marketing 
research  in  section  11  remain  unchanged. 
The  law  provides  direct  payment  to  the  State 
Experiment  Stations  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  under  section  9  and  the  stations  have 
authority  to  initiate  and  conduct  research 
authorized  by  section  1  of  the  act  using  such 
funds.  The  act  itself,  in  section  9  (c)  also 
states  that  this  section  is  to  be  administered 
by  the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations  and  the 
transfer  of  section  9  to  the  Office  of  Experi¬ 
ment  Stations  will  continue  the  administra¬ 
tive  procedure  which  has  been  in  effect  from 
the  beginning.  The  committee  action  is 
consistent  with  these  provisions  of  the  act 
and  is  in  the  interest  of  simplifying  budget¬ 
ary,  administrative,  and  fiscal  procedures 
without  in  any  way  changing  the  evident 
intent  of  Congress  as  stated  in  the  act.  This 
action  was  recommended  by  the  Land  Grant 
College  Association  and  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

Furthermore,  the  committee’s  action  is 
consistent  with  the  actions  taken  by  the 
House  in  consolidating  the  appropriation  for 
section  10  of  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act  with  the  regular  appropriations  for  the 
various  research  bureaus  and  agencies  of  the 
Department. 

The  Research  and  Marketing  Act  was  in 
fact  two  acts  that  were  tied  together  for  leg¬ 
islative  convenience.  Title  I  of  the  act  was 
an  amendment  to  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act 
of  1935,  while  title  II  was  the  "Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946.” 

The  action  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  the  action  of  the  House 
are  consistent  with  the  provisions  of  the  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Act  and  with  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Congress.  The  separate  identity  of 
title  II,  the  “Agricultural  Marketing  Act 
of  1946”  has  been  preserved  in  a  separate  ap¬ 
propriation.  Since  title  I  is  an  amendment 
of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  of  1935,  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  section  9  of  this  title  is  com¬ 
bined  in  the  same  appropriation  with  other 
Bankhead-Jones  funds  for  State  experiment 
stations,  and  the  appropriation  for  section  10 
is  combined  with  other  Department  appro¬ 
priations  financing  similar  activities.  The 
provisions  for  advisory  committees  in  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  have  been  re¬ 
tained  and  the  Senate  report  as  well  as  the 
report  of  the  House  on  this  bill -points  out 
that  Congress  expects  that  the  functions  of 
these  committees  shall  extend  to  all  research 
funds  in  the  Department,  rather  than  be¬ 
ing  limited  to  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act.  Likewise,  the  provisions  for  contract 
research  under  section  10  (a)  are  retained 
and  this  bill  provides  a  specific  amount  for 
contracts. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  feel  that  the  statement  he 
has  just  read  completely  guarantees  that 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds 


will  be  used  as  contemplated  in  the  orig¬ 
inal  Research  and  Marketing  Act? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  says  so  explicitly;  and  in 
view  of  its  statement,  which  is  to  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  it  is 
my  judgment  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  will  follow  this  course. 

Certainly,  if  the  Department  does  not 
do  so,  Congress  will  be  in  session  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  and  it  will  not  be  a  very  difficult 
matter  for  Congress  to  restore  the  sec¬ 
tion,  so  as  to  make  it  read  in  the  way  it 
reads  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  recognizes  that 
at  the  time  when  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act  was  passed,  there  was  a 
desire  to  have  these  funds  administered 
by  the  land-grant  colleges.  However, 
the  Congress  decided  otherwise,  and 
placed  the  responsibility  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  The  land-grant 
colleges  have  not  been  completely  happy 
about  that  decision. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  Advisory 
Committee  chairmen,  meeting  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  on  June  20,  21,  and  22, 
studied  the  Research  Marketing  Act  in 
its  operations,  studied  this  very  ques¬ 
tion,  and  in  their  recommendations — I 
refer  specifically  to  recommendation  No. 
9,  which  is  carried  on  page  2  of  the  re¬ 
port  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
from  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
Advisory  Committee  chairmen — said  as 
follows : 

The  Research  and  Marketing  Act  has  done 
much  to  stimulate  the  research,  service,  and 
educational  work  in  agriculture. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  to  the 
next  sentence,  in  particular : 

To  the  maximum  extent  possible,  separate 
identity  of  the  RMA  funds  and  their  appli¬ 
cation  should  be  maintained. 

I.  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  a  little  disturbed  over  the 
fact  that  these  men,  whose  responsibil¬ 
ity  it  is  to  make  sure  that  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  funds  are  used  in 
ways  that  are  useful  to  agriculture,  take 
a  position  opposite  to  that  taken  in  this 
connection  in  the  research  and  market¬ 
ing  appropriation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  frank¬ 
ness  compels  me  to  state  that  I  have  not 
seen  the  statement  from  which  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
just  read.  It  has  not  previously  been 
called  to  my  attention.  It  is  altogether 
likely  that  a  copy  of  the  statement 
reached  my  office;  but  we  receive  so 
much  printed  matter  that  I  have  not  seen 
it. 

I  think  it  very  likely,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  Advisory  Committee  chairman 
and  advisory  boards,  on  whose  advice 
Congress  depends  largely  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  of  these  funds,  has 
made  that  statement. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  sure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  understands  my  view 
of  this  matter,  and  in  regard  to  his  posi¬ 
tion.  As  I  said  twice  the  other  day,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  no  better 
friend  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or  in 


the  Congress  as  a  whole  than  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Georgia; 
and  I  know  that  the  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  has  no  better  friend  in  the 
Senate  than  he. 

Therefore,  I  am  trying  to  make  sure 
that  everyone  is  put  on  notice  that  the 
Senate  certainly  expects  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  to  be  administered  as 
it  has  been,  and  as  it  was  originally  con¬ 
ceived. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
recently,  in  the  set-up  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  the  Administrator 
of  the  Agricultural  Research  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  been  given  full  responsibility 
for  administering  the  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act.  Although  Dr.  Cardon,  who 
has  been  given  this  responsibility,  is  an 
unually  outstanding  person  and  a  very 
competent  man,  nevertheless  that  action 
reverses  the  former  tendency,  namely, 
to  have  a  separate  administration  of  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act. 

I  am  willing  to  take  at  face  value  what 
is  said  in  the  statement  submitted  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  assume  that  this  will  be 
administered  exactly  as  the  Department 
has  explained  the  matter  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

I  feel  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
chairmen  of  the  advisory  committees 
might  well  be  made  a  part  of  the  Record 
at  this  point,  if  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
will  permit  me  to  make  that  request  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Then,  Mr.  President, 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  report  of  the  Research  N‘ 
and  Marketing  Act  Advisory  Committee 
chairmen,  who  met  in  Washington  on 
June  20  to  22.  The  recommendations  in¬ 
clude  recommendation  No.  9,  to  which  I 
•have  referred,  in  which  it  is  pointed  out 
that  the  research  funds  should  have  sep¬ 
arate  identity,  .and  should  not  be  merged 
with  the  other  funds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Report  of  the  RMA  Advisory  Committee 

Chairman,  June  20-22,  1950,  Washington, 

D.  C. 

In  the  passage  of  the  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946,  Congress  recognized  the 
need  for  keeping  the  program  close  to  the 
people  it  serves  when  it  authorized  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  to  establish  appropriate 
committees  including  representatives  of  pro¬ 
ducers,  industry,  government  and  science  to 
assist  in  effectuating  specific  research  and 
service  programs.  In  accordance  with  this 
legislation,  the  Secretary  has  established  20 
commodity  and  functional  committees  to 
assist  in  developing  and  analyzing  research 
and  service  programs.  In  addition  there 
have  been  four  State  agency  committees 
established  to  assist  in  the  development  of 
this  program. 

Members  of  these  committees  represent 
broad  groups  interested  in  the  outcome  of 
agricultural  research  and  service  work.  They 
are  familiar  with  the  problems  faced  by 
these  groups  in  particular  parts  of  indus¬ 
try  or  of  the  country.  They  are  expected 
to  see  that  the  Department  becomes  fully 
cognizant  of  these  problems. 
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1950 

Congress  In  legislative  acts  has  defined  the 
basic  objectives  and  general  nature  of  the 
Department’s  program.  Personnel  of  the 
Department  are  responsible,  through  admin¬ 
istrative  channels,  to  Congress.  However, 
within  the  broad  framework  established  by 
Congress,  there  is  wide  latitude  for  admin¬ 
istrative  judgment  in  determining  what  spe¬ 
cific  types  of  work  should  be  undertaken. 
Advice  for  well-informed  citizen  groups 
provides  a  sound  basis  for  administrative  de¬ 
cisions.  It  should  result  in  greater  returns 
for  money  expended  and  a  program  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  interests  of  the  public  as  a 
whole. 

After  review  of  these  programs  the  group 
of  RMA  Committee  chairmen  at  their  meet¬ 
ing  in  Washington,  June  20-22,  1950,  ex¬ 
pressed  general  satisfaction  regarding  the 
functioning  of  the  programs  under  the  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Act.  The  advisory 
committees  are  serving  a  useful  purpose  in 
this  general  plan  of  research  and  such  com¬ 
mittees  should  be  continued.  The  follow¬ 
ing  recommendations  and  questions  are  pre¬ 
sented,  looking  toward  further  progress  and 
general  improvement  in  the  program: 

PART  I - RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.  Advisory  committees  should  assist  the 
Department  in  maintaining  a  balance  be¬ 
tween  fundamental  and  applied  research. 
Research  should  be  directed  toward  practical 
operating  problems  as  well  as  fundamental 
research. 

2.  There  should  be  some  research  aimed  at 
providing  background  data  to  serve  as  a  basis 
for  broad  agricultural  policy. 

3.  Research  projects  should  be  specifically 
outlined  by  the  Department,  showing  ob¬ 
jectives,  and  committees  should  be  advised 
of  related  or  similar  projects  being  conducted 
in  the  same  field  by  the  Department,  by 
State  agencies,  and,  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible,  by  industry.  There  should  be  com¬ 
plete  cooperation  between  State  and  Federal 
agencies  and,  where  possible,  between  gov¬ 
ernmental  and  industrial  agencies. 

4.  Work  under  contract  should  be  used 
and  expanded  as  far  as  practicable  to  better 
effectuate  the  purposes  of  the  act. 

5.  Projects  should  be  completed  and  closed 
when  the  work  is  done,  or  when  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  after  consultation  with  the  inter¬ 
ested  subject  matter  committee  that  the  re¬ 
sults  are  not  practical,  that  further  work  is 
unnecessary,  or  would  be  of  little  value  as 
fundamental  research. 

6.  There  should  be  an  expansion  of  exten¬ 
sion,  education,  and  service  work,  looking 
toward  wide  distribution  and  commercial 
application  of  the  results  of  research  and 
the  adoption  of  findings.  Generally  much 
of  the  research  work  will  become  valuable 
only  when  it  has  been  applied  to  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  production  and  distribution. 

7.  Training  programs  should  be  encour¬ 
aged,  particularly  by  State  institutions  in 
the  field  of  marketing  and  distribution,  as 
well  as  in  other  technical  fields  to  develop 
qualified  personnel  which  will  be  needed  in 
the  growth  of  research  work  under  this  act. 

8.  All  segments  of  the  trade,  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer  to  the  consumer,  should  be  encouraged 
to  engage  as  much  as  possible  in  needed  re¬ 
search  with  their  own  funds.  This  applies 
particularly  to  private  corporations,  trade 
and  producer  associations,  various  State  and 
local  commissions  and  other  organizations 
which  should  be  encouraged  to  conduct  prac¬ 
tical  research  as  a  supplemental  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  research  work  being  done  in  the 
Department. 

9.  The  Research  and  Marketing  Act  has 
done  much  to  stimulate  the  research,  service, 
and  educational  work  in  agriculture.  To 
the  maximum  extent  possible  separate  iden¬ 
tity  of  the  RMA  funds  and  their  application 
should  be  maintained.  Research  is  a  con¬ 
tinuing  process  and  it  is  urged  that  adequate 
funds  be  made  available  by  the  Congress  to 


continue  and  expand  the  program  in  accord- 
ance/with  the  original  provisions  of  the  act. 

TO.  Flexibility  in  use  of  funds  is  essential 
to  provide  for  emergency  situations  and  to 
insure  maximum  efficiency  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  funds. 

11.  Margin  studies  should  include  costs  in 
relation  to  situations  or  conditions  rather 
than  margins  alone. 

12.  With  growing  responsibilities  and  scope 
of  work,  additional  funds  for  expanded  staff 
work  are  necessary  in  order  adequately  to 
service  the  work  of  the  committees  and  main¬ 
tain  the  supervisory  and  correlative  work 
necessary  for  maximum  efficiency. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask,  also — and  I  now 
request  such  unanimous  consent — that 
the  list  of  members  of  the  Agricultural 
Research  Policy  Committee  be  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Agricultural  Research  Policy  Committee 

Dr.  John  D.  Black,  professor  of  agricul¬ 
tural  economics,  Harvard  University,  205 
Littauer  Center,  Cambridge,  Mass. 

A.  A.  Brock,  director,  department  of  agri¬ 
culture,  State  of  California,  State  Office 
Building  No.  1,  Sacramento,  Calif. 

Robert  R.  Coker,  vice  president,  Coker’s 
Pedigreed  Seed  Co.,  Hartsville,  S.  C. 

Dr.  John  H.  Davis,  executive  secretary. 
National  Council  of  Farmer  Cooperatives, 
744  Jackson  Place  N\V.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Albert  S.  Goss,  master,  the  National 
Grange,  744  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

Dr.  C.  G.  King,  scientific  director,  the 
Nutrition  Foundation,  Inc.,  Chrysler  Build¬ 
ing,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Albert  K.  Mitchell,  Albert,  N.  Mex. 

James  G.  Patton,  president,  National 
Farmers  Union,  1555  Sherman  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo. 

Harry  J.  Reed,  dean  and  director,  School 
of  Agriculture,  Purdue  University,  Lafayette, 
Ind. 

Mrs.  Raymond  Sayre,  president,  the  Asso¬ 
ciated  Women  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation,  Ackworth,  Iowa. 

Dean  Stanley,  president,  Stanley  Fruit  Co., 
626  Security  Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

Executive  secretary:  Henry  G.  Herrell, 
Agricultural  Research  Administration,  United 
State  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  going  to  say, 
as  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  I 
think  a  point  of  order  would  lie  against 
this  change.  I  do  not  intend  to  raise  a 
point  of  order.  I  prefer  to  depend  upon 
the  assurances  given  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  in  its  statement  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  his  assurances 
to  the  Senate  that  it  is  the  intention  to 
preserve  the  integrity  of  these  funds  and 
not  let  them  become  mixed  with  the  or¬ 
dinary  funds  granted  to  the  experiment 
stations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  discuss  the  point  of  order,  because 
that  question  is  moot  in  view  of  the 
statement  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  I  shall  express  my 
apreciation  of  his  kindly  reference  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  reiterate 
what  I  have  said  before  on  this  floor 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  one  of  the  outstanding — 
if  not  the  outstanding — Secretaries  of 
Agriculture  since  that  position  was  cre¬ 
ated.  I  am  sure  that  we  share  the  com¬ 
mon  hope  and  desire  that  the  activities 
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of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Admin¬ 
istration  will  proceed  as  contemplated 
by  the  Congress  when  the  act  was 
passed,  and  that  there  will  be  no  change 
by  administrative  action  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  of  any  part  of  the 
functioning  of  the  research  work  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  this  change  in  language,  which  we 
understand  is  solely  to  simplify  the  book¬ 
keeping  and  budgetary  procedures  with¬ 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  Senate  committee,  in  its  efforts  to 
sustain  the  Advisory  Committee,  made 
quite  a  lengthy  statement  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  report  urging  that  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  be  given  greater  authority  and 
more  information,  to  enable  those  from 
outside  the  Department  who  view  this 
matter  perhaps  from  a  little  different 
light,  because  they  have  not  been  living 
so  close  to  it  for  so  many  years,  to  take 
a  larger  part  in  the  activities  of  the  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Administration. 

Mr.  WHERRY  rose. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
one  other  brief  statement,  after  which  I 
shall  be  delighted  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  but  one  question,  at 
this  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  Senator  about 
to  leave  this  subject  and  go  to  something 
else,  or  will  he  continue  to  discuss  this 
amendment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  are  still  on  the 
first  amendment. 

Mr.'  WHERRY.  I  shall  wait  until  the 
Senator  is  through,  if  he  wants  to  offer 
a  further  observation  regarding  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  wish  to  make  a  brief 
observation;  yes. 

Recently  I  stated  I  was  disappointed 
in  the  results  which  had  been  achieved 
to  date  in  these  activities.  That  lan¬ 
guage  was  perhaps  too  strong.  I  should 
have  said  that  I  was  unhappy  because 
there  had  not  been  more  outstanding 
achievements.  The  Department  sent  me 
two  booklets  dealing  at  length  with  ex¬ 
amples  of  the  progress  which  has  been 
achieved  under  the  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946.  I  may  say  the  pam¬ 
phlets  show  that  great  progress  has  been 
made,  and  that  Senators  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  subject  would  find  them  in¬ 
teresting  reading,  if  they  could  find  time 
to  look  into  them,  because  there  have 
been  certain  accomplishments  which 
have  been  notable. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  put  that  state¬ 
ment  into  the  Record.  He  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  the  act  was  passed  at  a  time 
when  it  was  impossible  to  get  the  money 
which  was  needed.  That  was  impos¬ 
sible  until  very  recently.  I  think  the 
men  inside  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  those  connected  with  the  land- 
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grant  colleges,  and  persons  in  private  in¬ 
dustry  have  done  a  very  fine  job  of  get¬ 
ting  these  projects  started.  I  would 
commend  the  activities  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  certainly  those  in 
recent  months,  for  the  fine  job  which 
has  been  done.  I  am  particularly  happy 
that  independent  groups  have  come  for¬ 
ward  and  made  their  proposals,  thereby 
making  it  possible  for  the  Department 
to  coordinate  its  work  with  what  private 
industry  is  doing.  I  may  refer  particu¬ 
larly  to  the  great  activity  of  the  National 
Cotton  Council  for  Research  in  under¬ 
taking  research  in  cotton  mills.  Cotton 
research  was  to  some  extent  tied  in  with 
the  work  of  the  land-grant  colleges,  and 
finally  with  the  work  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  itself. 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  look  at  what 
they  have  accomplished,  because  I  think 
it  is  a  rather  impressive  study — not  be¬ 
cause  of  what  they  have  thus  far 
achieved,  but  becouse  of  the  sound  way 
in  which  they  are  planning  their  work 
and  looking  into  the  future.  I  have 
nothing  but  praise  for  the  work  the  De¬ 
partment  is  doing  at  this  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  has 
stated  it  much  better  than  I  could.  I 
may  further  point  out  that  under  the 
act  an  appropriation  of  $61,000,000 
would  have  been  authorized  for  the  fiscal 
year  1951.  In  the  great  desire  for  econ¬ 
omy,  we  have  only  requested  appropria¬ 
tions  of  $19,000,000,  which  is  less  than 
one-third  of  the  authorizations  of  the 
act. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  Mr.  LANGER  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield,  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Referring  to  the  ob¬ 
servation  made  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico,  the  former  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture,  I  did  not  quite 
catch  the  significance  of  his  observation  - 
when  he  stated,  if  I  heard  him  correctly, 
that  he  would  not  raise  a  point  of  order 
against  this  provision,  on  the  assurance 
that  the  act  would  be  administered,  as  I 
take  it,  as  explained  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry.  I  should  merely 
like  to  ask  a  question,  through  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia,  if  I  may  reach  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  in  that  way. 

Is  there  any  apprehension  upon  his  part 
that  it  might  not  be  administered  prop¬ 
erly?  Why  the  observation?  I  am  as 
much  interested  as  is  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  or  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
in  seeing  to  it  that  the  research  labora¬ 
tories  are  able  to  conduct  proper  re¬ 
search.  I  am  wondering  whether  there 
is  anything  in  the  Senator’s  mind  which 
even  indicates  that  under  this  new  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  that  work  might  not 
be  done. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  without  my 
losing  the  floor,  I  may  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  for  the  purpose 
of  his  replying  to  the  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  merely  want  to 
assure  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
that  I  saw,  as  I  glanced  at  the  language, 
as  I  was  examining  the  bill,  that  there 
might  be  come  significance  in  the  fact 
that  appropriations  which  had  been 
made  heretofore  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  by  the  Department;  then 
granted  to  the  land-grant  colleges 
were  being  changed  by  the  fact  that 
the  money  was  now  going  directly  to 
the  land-grant  colleges.  I  wondered 
whether  that  meant  the  termination  of 
the  over-all  supervision  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  with  respect  to  this 
project. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  may  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator,  I  think  that  is  a  very 
pertinent  question.  It  is  one  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  I  asked  when  this  legislation  came 
up. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  minority  leader  that  when 
the  original  survey  was  made  of  research 
projects  now  going  on,  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  acquired  examples,  run¬ 
ning  into  the  thousands  of  pages,  of  agri¬ 
cultural  research  then  being  done  in  the 
United  States;  first  of  all,  by  the  De¬ 
partment  itself;  secondly,  by  the  land- 
grant  colleges;  third,  by  the  Office  of 
Experiment  Stations;  and  then  by  pri¬ 
vate  industry.  It  was  found,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that  in  one  State  the  very  same 
problem  was  being  studied  that  was  be¬ 
ing  studied  in  another  State  through  the 
granting  of  Federal  funds.  That  is  not 
wholly  bad.  Frequently  it  is  desirable 
to  pursue  independently  the  same  type 
of  research  in  two  States.  But,  very 
frequently,  it  is  desirable  to  have  some¬ 
body  at  the  top  knowing  exactly  what  is 
going  on. 

Therefore,  when  I  saw  this  language 
which  I  thought  might  take  it  away  from 
the  Department,  I  raised  the  question 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia.  He  then  took  it  up  with  the 
Department,  because  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
and  I  had  the  same  desire  to  make  sure 
that  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
would  succeed.  The  reply  which  came 
to  him  from  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture — he  supplied  me  with  a  copy  of 
it — satisfied  him  and  it  satisfies  me,  as 
long  as  the  Senator  from  Georgia  is 
watching  this  particular  point. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  order  that  the 
Record  may  be  clear  relative  to  this  mat¬ 
ter,  I  may  say  it  is  my  understanding 
that  this  language  is  added  for  no  other 
reason  than  as  a  bookkeeping  proposi¬ 
tion  which  mechanically  helps  accom¬ 
plish  what  has  been  suggested.  It  in  no 
way  impairs,  but  might  to  the  nth 
degree  bring  about  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
just  mentioned.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  raised  some 
question  about  research  activities  rela¬ 
tive  to  wheat  straw.  I  had  happened  to 
mention  research  in  the  use  of  wood 


waste  materials.  The  Department,  in 
order  to  show  that  the  work  has  been 
done,  has  sent  me  quite  a  list  of  pam¬ 
phlets  relative  to  wood  waste,  and  also 
relative  to  the  waste  of  wheat  straw.  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
will  be  glad  to  see  them. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  have 
any  objection  to  placing  in  the  Record 
for  reference  the  titles  of  the  two  pam¬ 
phlets  to  which  he  referred,  in  order  that 
any  farmer  who  desires  to  obtain  them 
may  have  reference  to  them? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
that.  One  of  them  is  Appendix  1,  “Ex¬ 
amples  of  Progress  Under  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  of  1946,’’  issued  May 
25,  1950.  The  second  is  Appendix  2,  “A 
List  of  Publications  Reporting  Results  of 
Work  Under  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946,”  dated  the  same  date. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
make  a  further  inquiry? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  distinguished 
Senator  know  whether  they  are  available 
to  other  Senators? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  If  the  Senator 
will  have  one  of  his  assistants  call  up 
the  Department,  the  Department  will 
have  the  documents  on  the  Senator’s 
desk  in  the  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  beginning  on  page  168,  after  fine 
3,  striking  out  certain  language  and  in¬ 
serting  other  language  ending  on  page 
169,  line  25. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
*  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco¬ 
nomics,”  on  page  171,  line  16,  after  the 
word  “trends”,  to  strike  out  “$2,600,000” 
and  insert  “$2,720,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  last 
year  Congress  appropriated  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  $2,621,000.  The  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  recommended  a  cut  of 
$21,000,  which  brought  the  figure  to 
$2,600,000.  The  Senate  committee  has 
raised  it  to  $2,720,000.  That  is  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $120,000  over  the  House  figure, 
and  is  virtually  an  increase  of  $100,000 
over  the  amount  appropriated  last  year. 
In  view  of  the  war  situation,  it  seems  to 
me  we  should  make  reductions  in  funds 
of  this  kind.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
172,  line  7,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  951-857)”, 
to  strike  out  “and  data  on  farm  construc¬ 
tion  as  provided  by  title  V  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  171),  $2,725,000” 
and  insert  “$2,804,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  last 
year  Congress  appropriated  $2,817,000  for 
this  purpose.  The  House  bill  cut  the 
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figure  to  $2,725,000.  The  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  has  proposed  $2,904,000.  This  is 
an  increase  of  $86,000  over  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  last  year,  and  an  increase  of 
$179,000  over  the  House  figure.  It  also 
carries  with  it  the  elimination  of  funds 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  research 
on  farm  construction.  So  we  are  giving 
this  group  more  money  with  which  to  do 
less  work.  I  hope  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  whether  the  amendment  in¬ 
volves  a  pay  increase?  Is  it  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  figure  as  that  provided 
last  year? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  this 
item  includes  the  pay  adjustment  costs 
which  were  authorized  through  the  pay- 
increase  act  which  was  passed  last  year. 
When  we  take  into  consideration  the  pay 
adjustments  under  the  Federal  Employ¬ 
ees  Compensation  Act  which  was  enacted 
last  year,  with  the  sums  appropriated, 
there  is  less  money  available  for  this 
purpose  in  the  coming  fiscal  year  than 
there  was  in  the  past  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  delay  the  proceedings,  be¬ 
cause  there  will  be  many  of  these  pro¬ 
posals,  but,  as  a  general  principle,  it 
seems  to  me  we  should  have  the  agencies 
absorb  the  salary  increases  by  a  decrease 
in  personnel.  The  appropriation  called 
for  is  an  increase  of  $86,000  over  last 
year  which  should  help  to  some  extent 
but  the  rest  should  be  absorbed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  this  item  is  substan¬ 
tially  below  the  budget  estimate,  and  it 
does  not  allow  all  the  pay  increases.  The 
Department  is  absorbing  and  has  ab¬ 
sorbed  a  part  of  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  172,  line  7. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Agricultural  Research  Admin¬ 
istration — Office  of  Administrator,”  on 
page  172,  line  19,  after  the  word  “of”, 
to  strike  out  “Advisory  Committee”  and 
insert  “advisory  committees.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  174,  to  strike  out: 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUNDS,  AGRICULTURAL 
RESEARCH  CENTER 

For  the  establishment  of  a  working  capital 
fund,  to  be  available  without  fiscal  year  limi¬ 
tation,  for  expenses  necessary  for  furnishing 
facilities  and  services  by  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center  to  Government  agencies, 
$300,000.  Said  fund  shall  be  reimbursed 
from  applicable  appropriations  or  other 
funds  to  cover  the  charges  for  such  facilities 
and  services,  including  handling  and  related 
charges,  for  equipment  rentals  (including 
depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs) ,  for 
supplies,  equipment  and  materials,  stores  of 
which  may  be  maintained  at  the  Center,  and 
for  building  construction,  alterations,  and 
repair,  and  applicable  appropriations  or 
other  funds  may  also  be  charged  their  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Center  not  covered  by  the 
annual  appropriation. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Research  on  agricultural  prob¬ 
lems  of  Alaska,”  on  page  175,  line  10, 
after  the  word  “Alaska”,  to  strike  out 
“$260,000”  and  insert  “$280,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment,  was  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  Experiment  Stations,” 
on  page  175,  line  14,  after  the  word  “ad¬ 
vance”,  to  insert  “where  applicable.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  175, 
line  24,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g)”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,863,708”  and  insert  “Sec¬ 
tions  3  and  5,  $2,863,708,  and  sections  9 
and  11  of  said  act  as  added  by  the  act  of 
August  14,  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  427h,  427j), 
including  administration  by  the  Office  of 
Experiment  Stations  in  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  $5,000,000,  no 
part  of  which  latter  amount  shall  be  used 
for  beginning  construction  of  any  build¬ 
ing  costing  in  excess  of  $15,000,  except 
that  a  poultry  breeding  house  may  be 
constructed  at  Purdue  University  at  a  cost 
to  this  appropriation  of  not  to  exceed 
$29,000;”. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  be  privileged  to  ask  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $5,000,000  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  authorized  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act  of  1945,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  will  permit  me, 
this  is  transferred  from  a  previous 
amendment  and  placed  at  this  point. 
It  is  the  amendment  as  to  which  I  raised 
the  question  awhile  ago.  It  was  pre¬ 
viously  carried  under  the  research  and 
marketing  operations,  and  it  will  be  rec¬ 
ognized  from  the  earlier  amendment  that 
it  is  a  transfer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  176, 
line  17,  after  the  word  “Alaska”,  to  strike 
out  “$27,500”  and  insert  “$37,500”,  and 
in  line  21,  after  the  name  “Puerto  Rico”, 
to  strike  out  “$7,406,208”  and  insert  “$12,- 
416,208.” 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  if 
where  the  bill  mentions  the  amounts 
which  shall  be  available  to  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  it  does  not  also 
include  agricultural  experimental  work 
which  should  be  done  in  the  Virgin 
Islands.  In  other  words,  are  the  Virgin 
Islands  continued  as  a  part  of  Puerto 
Rico  in  the  operation  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  station? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  will  not  hold  me  strictly 
to  this,  but  I  believe  it  does  not  include 
the  Virgin  Islands,  because  income-tax 
payments  from  the  Virgin  Islands  are 
not  transferred  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  that  is  alto¬ 
gether  correct.  So  far  as  I  am  advised, 
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there  is  no  experiment  station  in  the 
Virgin  Islands.  There  is  one  in  Puerto 
Rico.  I  conclude  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
material  gathered  in  Puerto  Rico  would 
be  available  to  the  Virgin  Islands.  Their 
research  in  agriculture  would  be  along 
similar  lines.  They  have  practically  the 
same  agricultural  economy. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  is  true  that  the 
Puerto  Rico  station  is  approximately  40 
miles  from  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the 
experimental  work  done  in  Puerto  Rico 
does  contribute  to  the  economy  of  the 
Virgin  Islands,  but  the  Virgin  Islands  are 
not  mentioned.  I  think  the  Virgin 
Islands  receive  the  benefit  of  much  of 
the  experimental  work  conducted  in 
Puerto  Rico,  but  I  should  like  to  have  it 
understood  that  the  Puerto  Rico  sta¬ 
tion  is  also  responsible  for  experimental 
work  in  the  Virgin  Islands  as  well  as  in 
Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  may  be  entirely  correct,  and,  in 
view  of  his  past  experience  as  former 
chairman  of  the  committee  dealing  with 
the  islands,  he  undoubtedly  is  correct. 
But  I  know  of  no  authorization  for  that 
purpose.  It  would  be  necessary  to  pass 
specific  legislation  for  an  experiment 
station  in  Puerto  Rico.  There  is  none 
in  the  Virgin  Islands  of  which  I  have  any 
knowledge. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  not  asking  that 
the  appropriation  be  increased;  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  necessary;  but  I  think  it  is 
necessary  for  Congress  to  understand 
that  the  station  in  Puerto  Rico  serves 
the  Virgin  Islands  as  well  as  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  any  informa¬ 
tion  developed  should  be  available  to  the 
Virgin  Islands. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  like  to  address 
a  question  to  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska.  I  happened  to  have  been  with 
him  on  an  inspection  trip  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  during  the  course  of  which  we 
both  visited  an  experimental  farm  which 
was  operated  either  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  or  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  My  inquiry  is  whether  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  can  identify  the  de¬ 
partment  which  was  responsible  for  the 
experimental  work. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  The  experimental  farm 
which  has  been  conducted  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  is  conducted  under  the  general 
supervision  of  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  jointly  with  the  Virgin  Islands  gov¬ 
ernment.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  is  officially  con¬ 
nected  with  the  experimental  farm  in  the 
Virgin  Islands. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  176,  line  21. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page 
177,  line  5,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike 
out  “December”  and  insert  “September,” 
and  in  line  8,  after  the  name  “Puerto 
Rico”,  to  strike  out  “$237,500”  and  insert 
“$252,500.” 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition 
and  Home  Economics,”  on  page  178, 
line  9,  after  the  word  “subjects”,  to  strike 
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out  “$1,500,000”  and  insert  “$1,763,200.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
text  of  the  bill  indicates,  this  represents 
an  increase  of  $263,000  above  the  amount 
appropriated  by  the  House.  It  is  a  slight 
increase  of  $14,000  above  the  amount  ap¬ 
propriated  last  year.  I  should  like  to 
read  from  the  House  report,  at  page  130, 
as  follows: 

The  funds  for  this  Bureau  have  increased 
from  $360,000  in  1941  to  approximately  $1,- 
800,000  in  1950,  including  Research  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  and  special  research  fund  allot¬ 
ments.  The  committee  believes  that  con¬ 
tinued  increases  in  appropriations  for  the 
work  of  this  Bureau  cannot  be  justified  at 
this  time,  and  the  survey  of  rural  family 
living  expenses  cannot  be  provided  for,  and 
that  development  of  farmhouse  plans  is 
adequately  covered  by  the  regular  work  of 
this  and  other  bureaus. 

The  committee  expects  this  Bureau  to  make 
a  thorough  reevaluation  of  all  of  its  activities 
during  the  next  year  to  make  certain  that 
attention  is  devoted  only  to  the  most  essen¬ 
tial  research  work  in  the  field  of  human  nu¬ 
trition  and  home  economics. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  need  for 
great  budgetary  stringency  and  the  pros¬ 
pect  of  greatly  increased  war  appropria¬ 
tions,  I  hope  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  178,  line  9. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Animal  Industry — 
Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page  178,  line 
23,  after  the  word  “Hatcheries”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,250,000”  and  insert  “$2,319,- 
000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  increase  of  $69,000  above  the  House 
bill.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  House  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $2,250,000,000  should  be 
sufficient.  The  Senate  committee  re¬ 
port  speaks  of  provision  for  repairs,  re¬ 
conditioning,  and  replacement  of  facili¬ 
ties.  In  view  of  the  current  situation 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  facilities  could  be 
allowed  to  remain  as  they  are  for  a 
while.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  chairman  in  charge  of  this 
section  of  the  bill  if  the  bill  includes  an 
appropriation  for  salaries  of  meat  in¬ 
spectors  located  in  terminal  markets. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  a  separate 
item,  which  has  not  yet  been  reached. 
We  did  not  alter  the  House  figure  with 
respect  to  the  Meat  Inspection  Service. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Did  the  committee  in¬ 
crease  the  amount? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  it  did  not.  The 
House  allowed  the  budgetary  estimates 
except  to  the  extent  of  some  $50,000.  I 
may  say  that  the  excitement  about  meat 
inspectors  grew  out  of  the  so-called 
Taber-Thomas  amendment,  which  pro¬ 
posed  to  cut  429  meat  inspectors  from 
the  Service.  That  provision  has  been 
stricken  from  the  bill.  The  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Service  is  adequately  provided 
for. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  That  is  the  phase  in 
which  I  was  interested. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Meat  Inspection 
Service  is  adequately  provided  for  in  the 
bill. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  178,  line  23. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
179,  line  1,  after  the  word  “products,”  to 
strike  out  “$1,300,000”  and  insert 
“$1,350,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
179,  line  15,  after  the  figures  “$7,950,- 
000”,  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  “in¬ 
cluding  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  and  construction  of 
four  buildings  for  inspection  of  live¬ 
stock  at  Canadian  border  ports  of  entry.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  on  page  179,  on 
line  15,  which  I  should  like  the  clerk  to 
report.  It  deals  with  the  Meat  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand,  we  must  conclude  considera¬ 
tion  of  committee  amendments  before 
taking  up  individual  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  amendment,  which  deals  with 
the  text  of  the  bill,  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  amendment 
would  add  only  a  small  amount  to  the 
$7,950,000  figure,  which  was  the  amount 
provided  by  the  House. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  such  an  amendment  would  not  be 
in  order  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  amendment,  being  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  text  of  the  bill,  is  not  in 
order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Would  my  amend¬ 
ment  be  in  order  after  the  section  now 
under  consideration  is  disposed  of? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  amendment  would  be  in  order 
after  the  disposition  of  the  committee 
amendments. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  must  leave  the 
city,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  be 
allowed  to  submit  the  amendment  at  this 
time.  He  must  leave  for  his  home  State. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  desires 
to  leave,  I  have  no  objection. 

Mx-.  MAGNUSON.  I  thought  this 
would  be  a  good  time  to  bring  up  an 
amendment  with  reference  to  the  Meat 
Inspection  Service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  not  accede  to 
the  Senator’s  request  on  those  grounds. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota.  I  can  wait  until 
later. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  withdraws  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  at 
this  time  I  should  like  to  submit  an 
amendment  which  I  intend  to  propose. 
It  is  on  page  472.  I  realize  that  is  far 
from  the  page  which  we  are  now  dis¬ 
cussing.  The  amendment  relates  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  I 
thought  it  could  be  presented  at  this 
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time.  I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk 
and  I  ask  that  the  Clerk  read  it.  I  also 
ask  that  an  explanation  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks.  I  may  say 
that  in  attempting  to  make  it  possible 
for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
deal  with  some  of  its  problems,  inadver¬ 
tently  no  provision  was  made  that  the 
Corporation  shall  not  be  subject  to  the 
apportionment  procedure.  I  should  like 
to  present  the  amendment  at  this  time 
and  to  have  the  explanation  printed  in 
the  Congressional  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and 
lie  on  the  table.  Unanimous  consent  is 
requested  that  the  amendment  be  read. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none.  The  Clerk  will  state  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

One  page  472,  strike  out  all  after  the  word 
“States”  and  the  period  in  line  1  down  to 
and  including  line  7  and  in  lieu  thereof  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  “No  funds  (other  than 
funds  for  administrative  expenses)  avail¬ 
able  for  price  support,  surplus  removal,  and 
related  operations,  with  respect  to  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  shall  be  subject  to  appor¬ 
tionment  pursuant  to  this  section.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  his  explanatory 
statement  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Explanation 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  through 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  other 
means  available  to  him,  is  required  or  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  available  price  support  on 
agricultural  commodities  and  to  engage  in 
surplus  removal  operations  with  respect  to 
agricultural  commodities.  The  nature  of 
these  operations  makes  it  impracticable  to 
apportion  the  funds  available  therefor,  since 
the  extent  or  character  of  the  operations 
must  necessarily  be  related  to  supply  and 
market  conditions,  and  such  conditions  can¬ 
not  be  foreseen  with  any  degree  of  certainty, 
tout  instead,  are  dependent  upon  weather, 
general  economic  conditions,  and  other  fluc¬ 
tuating  factors.  Accordingly,  it  is  believed 
that  the  price  support  operations  and  the 
surplus  removal  operations  and  other  re¬ 
lated  programs  with  respect  to  agricultural 
commodities  should  be  excluded  from  the 
provisions  for  apportionment.  The  opera¬ 
tions  which  would  thus  be  removed  from  the 
provisions  requiring  apportionment  would 
include  operations  such  as  programs  under¬ 
taken  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under 
section  32  (the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  Public 
Law  320,  74th  Cong.,  as  amended)  and  the 
price-support  program,  the  supply  program, 
the  foreign  purchase  program,  the  commod¬ 
ity  export  program,  and  the  storage  facili¬ 
ties  program,  as  described  in  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation’s  budget  program  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  parliamentary  situation,  I 
shall  not  ask  for  a  vote  on  my  amend¬ 
ment  at  this  point.  However,  I  should 
like  to  discuss  it  for  about  5  minutes, 
inasmuch  as  both  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Butler]  are  interested  in  it.  In  an¬ 
swer  to  inquiry  from  the  Senator  from 
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Nebraska,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
made  the  statement  that  he  thought  the 
House  amount  was  adequate  with  respect 
to  salaries  for  Federal  meat  inspectors. 
It  may  be  that  the  committee  heard  evi¬ 
dence  to  that  effect.  However,  the 
amendment  I  am  suggesting  clearly 
points  out  that  reductions  which  would 
result  would  cripple  stock  inspections  at 
certain  points.  My  amendment  would 
add  $2,500  to  the  bill.  It  would  be  added 
for  the  purpose  of  employing  a  part-time 
veterinarian  in  the  Union  Stockyards  at 
Seattle.  The  Department  of  Agriculture 
tells  me  that  the  budgetary  requirement 
and  the  amount  in  the  committee  bill 
would  not  allow  for  such  part-time  in¬ 
spection  service.  It  would  leave  the 
Seattle  Union  Stockyards  without  any 
inspection  at  all.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  reduced  the  import  duty  on 
Canadian  beef  from  6  to  3  cents  a  pound, 
there  has  developed  some  very  serious 
competition  to  the  packers  in  the  Se¬ 
attle  area.  Immediately  after  the  Fed¬ 
eral  inspection  was  discontinued  the 
Canadians  started  shipping  their  cattle 
into  the  United  States  as  dressed  beef 
instead  of  as  beef  on  the  hoof.  Ship¬ 
ments  on  the  hoof,  of  course,  would  give 
the  slaughtering  and  packing  business  to 
Seattle  firms,  but  unless  this  small 
amount  of  $2,500  for  a  part-time  vet¬ 
erinarian  is  provided  the  cattle  will  not 
be  shipped  into  the  Seattle  Union  Stock- 
yards. 

Another  important  point  involved  is 
that  without  Federal  inspection  live¬ 
stock  can  be  shipped  from  Canada  to  the 
United  States  only  on  direct  assignment 
for  slaughtering.  With  Federal  inspec¬ 
tion  such  livestock  can  be  shipped  for 
resale. 

It  may  be  that  enough  money  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  appropriation,  but  all  my 
information  is  that  the  Seattle  Union 
Stockyards  will  be  without  the  services 
of  a  part-time  veterinarian,  and  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  very  false  economy  from  the 
standpoint  of  public  health  not  to  have 
a  sufficient  amount  to  make  possible  a 
part-time  veterinarian  in  that  area.  It 
is  not  too  large  a  stockyard.  It  does  not 
compare  with  the  Omaha,  Chicago,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  and  South  St.  Paul  stockyards, 
but  it  is  an  important  union  stockyard 
for  our  section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  why  it  is, 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  every  year  since 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress  we 
have  been  confronted  with  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  Federal  meat  inspectors.  If 
it  is  not  the  Weather  Bureau  it  is  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Service,  and 
every  year  we  have  to  make  the  attempt 
to  restore  very  minute  amounts  to  keep 
the  inspection  alive. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  situation  is  in 
the  other  stockyards,  but  I  am  going  to 
ask  for  $2,500  so  that  the  inspection  serv¬ 
ice  can  be  kept  alive  in  the  Seattle  Union 
Stockyard.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  in  view  of  this  particular  situa¬ 
tion,  may  accept  the  amendment,  take  it 
to  conference,  and  see  whether  or  not 
this  amount  is  adequate.  The  decreased 
appropriation  in  the  bill  does  not  amount 


to  much,  but  it  does  stop  all  Federal  in¬ 
spection  in  that  particular  stockyard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  could 
not  accept  the  amendment  without  hav¬ 
ing  some  idea  the  Department  as  to  the 
effect  it  would  have  on  the  other  stock- 
yards.  I  daresay  a  number  of  other 
stockyards  are  situated  about  like  the 
one  in  Seattle,  and  if  we  agreed  to  give 
a  part-time  inspector  to  Seattle,  we 
would  certainly  be  bound  to  give  such 
inspectors  to  the  other  stockyards  simi¬ 
larly  situated. 

Tins  bill  carries  $12,800,000  for  meat 
inspection.  That  is  $159,000  below  the 
Budget  estimate.  It  seems  to  me  that 
with  appropriation  of  $12,800,000,  we 
ought  to  be  able  to  save  the  $159,000  by 
which  the  House  decreased  the  Budget 
estimate  of  $12,959,000. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  get  a  statement  as  to 
whether  the  other  stockyards  are  simi¬ 
larly  situated,  but  I  could  not  agree  to 
accept  the  amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  -I  brought  the  mat¬ 
ter  up  because  the  situation  is  such  that 
the  amount  provided,  it  is  said,  is  not 
sufficient  to  keep  a  part-time  man  in  the 
stockyards  in  Seattle.  The  officials  say 
that  it  is  because  of  the  budget  ceiling. 
They  did  not  present  a  formal  request  to 
the  committee  to  keep  this  place  alive. 
There  may  be  other  like  cases. 

I  hope  that  for  the  sake  of  saving 
$2,500  a  stockyard  serving  a  great  area 
will  not  be  denied  the  right  of  Federal 
inspection,  because  it  has  even  this  fur¬ 
ther  effect,  that  the  Canadians,  instead 
of  sending  their  cattle  to  Seattle  on  the 
hoof  to  be  slaughtered,  are  sending  their 
dressed  beef.  With  inspection,  the  tend¬ 
ency  is  to  send  the  cattle  from  Canada 
into  the  Seattle  Union  Stockyards  for 
consumption  in  that  area. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  submit  the 
amendment  until  the  parliamentary  sit¬ 
uation  is  favorable,  but  I  thought  this 
was  a  good  time  to  bring  up  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  Federal  meat  inspectors. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  makes  a 
very  appealing  case.  The  agricultural 
appropriation  affords  more  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  appealing  pleas  than  any  other 
single  feature  in  the  entire  bill.  At  one 
time  I  counted  them  and  found  there  are 
1,863  different  activities  under  this  chap¬ 
ter  of  the  bill.  Some  of  those  1,863  ac¬ 
tivities  are  carried  in  every  State  in  the 
Union.  There  has  never  been  any  in¬ 
stance  where  those  within  the  States 
have  not  desired  to  have  their  services 
improved.  Of  course  we  all  hear  about 
those  things  in  the  Nation’s  Capital,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  our  responsibility  to  repre¬ 
sent  our  people. 

I  should  like  very  much  to  be  able  to 
accept  the  Senator’s  amendment,  but  I 
cannot  do  it  if  it  is  going  to  result  in 
discrimination  against  any  other  stock- 
yard  that  is  similarly  situated. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  npt  familiar  with  what  the  effect 
would  be  on  other  stockyards.  If  the 
Department  says  that  because  of  the 
budget  limitation  they  cannot  assign  an 
inspector  to  Seattle,  a  great  area  of  the 
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country  served  by  one  union  stockyard 
would  be  denied  the  right  of  inspection. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  there  are  other  inspectors 
there? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  There  are  none 
there. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Department 
ought  to  assign  one  to  that  area,  be¬ 
cause  they  have,  I  believe,  approximate¬ 
ly,  4,000  inspectors. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
deeply  interested  in  the  discussion  taking 
place  between  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

I  wish  to  repeat  the  statement  that  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
Inspection  Division  operates  almost 
solely  for  the  protection  of  the  health  of 
American  citizens,  and  I  think  it  is  an 
extremely  important  service  to  be  con¬ 
tinued  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  as  a 
whole. 

I  am  surprised  that  there  is  any  ques¬ 
tion  that  $2,500  cannot  be  available  out 
of  a  total  of  $12,800,000  for  the  services 
referred  to,  but  I  am  willing  to  take  the  • 
word  of  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
who  has  the  bill  in  charge,  that  the 
Taber  amendment  is  not  being  consid¬ 
ered  in  connection  with  this  particular 
item. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No ;  the  Taber  item  is 
not  in  the  bill.  By  committee  action  it 
was  stricken  out.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  appropriation  for  this  item  that 
brought  about  the  drastic  reduction  in 
meat  inspectors,  as  to  which  we  all  re¬ 
ceived  innumerable  telegrams.  The 
Taber-Thomas  amendment  would  have 
resulted  in  dropping  four-hundred-odd 
meat  inspectors.  As  I  have  said,  I  think 
there  is  a  total  of  nearly  4,000.  I  am  told 
by  the  clerk  of  the  committee  that  there 
are  3,220.  They  are  provided  for  in  this 
bill.  That  being  the  case,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  could 
get  a  part-time  inspector,  and  I  should 
be  delighted  to  join  with  him  in  making 
a  representation  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  so  that  there  could  be  at 
least  one  part-time  inspector  assigned  to 
the  Seattle  area. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  the  Senator  and 
in  view  of  the  facts  that  there  are  some 
3,300  inspectors,  it  seems  to  me  that 
what  the  Senator  says  is  correct.  I  shall 
talk  to  the  Department  again  and  see  if 
we  cannot  get  one  for  the  Seattle  area, 
at  least  one,  perhaps  a  full-time  in¬ 
spector. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  could  get 
at  least  a  part-time  one,  I  believe. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  seems  to  me  we 
have  the  same  problem  as  to  meat  in¬ 
spection  coming  up  all  the  time.  I  know 
it  has  been  coming  up  since  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  Record  a  statement 
showing  the  situation  in  the  Seattle  area, 
together  with  a  letter  from  Henry  J. 
Kruse,  president  of  the  Seattle  Pack¬ 
ing  Co. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  beinc  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  letter  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Magnuson 
I  am  offering  an  amendment  proposing  the 
addition  of  $2,500  to  funds  provided  in  the 
bill  for  the  item  “Animal  disease  control  and 
eradication,”  under  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry. 

In  line  15,  page  179,  I  propose  to  strike  out 
the  figure  "$7,950,000”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  $7,952,500.” 

This  addition  of  $2,500  is  urgently  needed 
to  provide  Federal  inspection  at  the  Seattle 
Union  Stockyards.  I  have  talked  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  informally  about 
the  need  for  Federal  inspection  at  the  Seattle 
yards.  The  Department  agrees  that  Federal 
inspection  is  highly  desirable,  but  because 
of  the  budget  ceiling  was  unable  to  present 
a  formal  request  to  the  committee. 

Through  1946  the  Seattle  yard  had  Federal 
inspection.  The  Eightieth  Congress  cut 
rather  drastically  funds  allotted  the  Bureau 
of  Animal  Industry,  and,  in  consequence, 
Federal  inspection  at  the  Seattle  Union 
Stockyards  was  discontinued.  Inasmuch  as 
'  these  yards  do  not  now  have  inspection,  there 
is  a  tendency  for  cattle,  particularly  feeder 
stock,  to  be  diverted  to  other  areas. 

In  addition,  serious  competition  has  de¬ 
veloped  for  Seattle  packers  from  the  Ca¬ 
nadians.  Immediately  after  Federal  inspec¬ 
tion  was  discontinued,  Canadians  started 
shipping  their  cattle  into  the  Pacific  North¬ 
west  in  the  form  of  dressed  beef  rather  than 
on  the  hoof. 

A  current  factor  in  this  influx  of  dressed 
beef  was  the  tariff  reduction,  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1948,  from  6  to  3  cents  per  pound. 
Both  management  and  labor  in  the  meat 
packing  industry  believe  that  restoration  of 
Federal  inspection  will  encourage  the  ship¬ 
ments  to  come  in  the  form  of  livestock  rather 
than  dressed  beef. 

Shipments  on  the  hoof  will  give  the 
slaughtering  and  packing  business  to  United 
States  firms  and  workers,  and  would  go  some 
distance  toward  cushioning  the  competitive 
effects  of  this  particular  type  of  Canadian 
import. 

The  important  point  is  that  without  Fed¬ 
eral  inspection,  livestock  can  only  be  shipped 
from  Canada  to  the  United  States  on  direct 
consignment  to  a  slaughter.  With  Federal 
inspection,  such  livestock  can  be  shipped  for 
resale. 

It  is  obvious  that  there  is  great  merit  in 
making  it  possible  for  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry  to  restore  Federal  inspection  at  the 
Seattle  Union  Stockyards.  The  amount  in¬ 
volved  is  only  $2,500 — just  enough  to  pay  the 
half-time  salary  of  a  qualified  veterinarian. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Seattle  Packing  Co., 
Seattle,  Wash.,  June  30,  1950. 
Senator  Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  Although  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  recognizes  the  need  for 
restoring  Federal  inspection  at  the  Seattle 
Union  Stockyards,  it  is  unable  to  do  so  be¬ 
cause  of  a  shortage  of  funds.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  estimates,  however,  that  only  $2,500 
is  needed  to  restore  the  Federal  inspection  at 
Seattle  as  only  the  part-time  services  of  one 
veterinarian  is  required.  It  is,  therefore, 
suggested  that  you  obtain  an  appropriation 
of  $2,500  for  this  purpose.  This  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  Northwest  for  the  following 
reasons. 

Increased  control  of  livestock  diseases  is  a 
protection  to  the  general  public.  With  Fed¬ 
eral  inspection  the  Seattle  Union  Stockyards 
would  be  assured  that  a  veterinarian  would 


be  in  charge  and  that  adequate  inspection 
with  regard  to  communicable  diseases  would 
be  in  effect. 

Livestock  producers  will  be  better  served 
under  Federal  inspection.  At  the  present 
time  the  Northwest  is  served  by  only  two  Fed- 
eral-inspected  yards.  These  are  located  at 
Spokane  and  Portland.  Under  State  law, 
health  requirements  are  enforced  by  the 
Brand  Division  which  require  that  all  female 
stock  be  tested  and  tagged  when  sold,  except 
when  sold  to  a  packer  for  slaughter  or  for 
resale  at  a  federally  inspected  yard. 

Since  a  federally  inspected  yard  has  a 
veterinarian  on  duty,  the  additional  expense 
and  delay  required  by  testing  female  cattle 
is  avoided.  Inasmuch  as  the  Seattle  Union 
Stockyards  are  not  now  inspected,  livestock 
producers  tend  to  make  their  shipments 
either  to  Spokane  or  to  Portland. 

Slaughter  in  the  Northwest  area  would  in¬ 
crease.  Since  reductions  in  the  tariff  on 
.meat  from  Canada  to  the  United  States 
from  6  to  3  cents  per  pound  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1948,  and  the  termination  of  ship¬ 
ments  from  Canada  to  the  United  Kingdom, 
meat  importations  to  the  United  States  have 
been  greatly  increased.  Due  to  higher  wage 
rates,  expenses,  etc.,  in  the  United  States, 
most  of  this  importation  is  now  in  the  form 
of  meat  that  is  dressed.  It  would  be  desir¬ 
able  to  have  it  come  in  the  form  of  livestock 
so  that  the  slaughter  and  processing  could 
be  performed  here.  Federal  inspection  at 
the  Seattle  Union  Stockyards  would  there¬ 
fore  greatly  facilitate  the  movement  of  live¬ 
stock  from  Canada.  Without  Federal  inspec¬ 
tion  livestock  can  only  be  shipped  on  direct 
consignment  to  a  slaughterer.  Whereas,  un¬ 
der  Federal  control  such  livestock  could  be 
shipped  for  resale.  This  would  increase  the 
flow  of  Canadian  cattle  and  would  help  the 
packers  in  that  area  to  meet  the  competition 
of  Canadian  packers.  This  competition  has 
been  particularly  severe  in  the  Seattle  area 
since  the  reduction  in  tariff  duty. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

Henry  J.  Krause, 
President,  Seattle  Packing  Co. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  whether  any  slaughtering  is  done 
in  the  union  stockyard  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  THYE.  There  is  slaughtering 
there? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  There  is  much 
slaughtering,  but  because  of  the  lack  of 
meat  inspection,  the  cattle  on  the  hoof 
have  not  been  coming  in,  and  the  dressed 
beef  has  been  coming  in. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  seems  to  me  very 
strange  that  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  would  permit  "slaughtering  to  take 
place  and  not  have  a  meat  inspector  on 
hand.  If  that  is  the  situation  in  Seattle, 
I  would  join  with  the  Senator  from 
Washington  in  asking  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  assign  a  meat  in¬ 
spector  from  the  regular  appropriation, 
or  join  the  Senator  in  seeking  to  have 
allowed  the  amount  he  has  requested. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  incredible  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  does  not  have 
one  of  its  meat  inspectors  at  a  point  of 
slaughter. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  We  never  have 
been  able  to  get  one. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  cannot  imagine  that. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  interest.  We  never  have  been 
able  to  get  one. 

The  PRESIDING*  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  179,  line  15. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  committee  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry,”  on 
page  182,  line  14,  after  the  word  “butter’’, 
to  insert  “not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  con¬ 
struction  of  10  or  more  housing  units  for 
employees’’;  and  in  line  15,  after  the 
amendment  just  above  stated,  to  strike 
out  “$1,600,000”  and  insert  “$1,735,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  provides  an  increase  of 
$135,000  above  the  amount  appropriated 
by  the  House.  Apparently  it  is  for  two 
purposes:  $35,000  for  repairs,  and  $100,- 
000  for  housing  facilities,  that  is,  10 
houses  for  personnel.  The  personnel  of 
this  bureau,  as  I  understand,  are  in 
Maryland  near  Greenbelt,  and  the  House 
committee  in  turning  down  the  recom¬ 
mendation  to  build  10  houses  said  that 
in  their  judgment  it  is  quite  possible  that 
these  employees  might  find  housing  at 
the  Greenbelt  housing  project.  In  view 
of  the  need  for  economy,  I  hope  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  an  explanation  of  the 
amendment.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
build  houses  at  the  place  designated  at 
$10,000  apiece. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  $35,000 
is  what  the  committee  allowed  of  a  total 
of  $125,000  requested  for  repair  and 
reconditioning  of  physical  facilities  at 
field  stations.  There  have  been  no  re¬ 
pairs  made  in  any  of  the  various  field 
stations  of  the  far-flung  experimental 
organization  of  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  since  1941,  except  emergency 
repairs.  There  has  been  very  little  paint¬ 
ing  done.  The  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  an  enormous  investment  in  all 
these  operations.  We  have  allowed 
about  15  to  20  percent  of  the  budget  es¬ 
timates  for  repairs  in  each  instance.  We 
did  not  allow  the  full  amount.  We  al¬ 
lowed  just  sufficient  to  make  the  most 
emergent  repairs  and  to  prevent  the  de¬ 
terioration  and  loss  of  capital  investment. 

Now  as  to  the  question  asked  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota.  The  $100,000  was  asked  for,  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  10  houses  at 
Beltsville  to  take  care  of  the  labor  that 
is  employed  at  the  dairy  there.  The 
testimony  showed  that  there  were  no 
houses  available,  and  that  the  men  work¬ 
ing  at  the  dairy  have  to  get  to  work  very 
early  in  the  morning,  and  ofttimes  have 
to  work  very  late  at  night.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  could  not  obtain  for  the  labor  wage 
scale  workers,  who  would  have  to  get  up 
in  Washington  perhaps  at  2:30  or  3 
o’clock  in  the  morning  and  go  all  the  way 
to  Beltsville  to  reach  their  place  of  work. 

It  is  a  nonrecurring  item,  and  the 
houses  will  be  self-liquidating,  because 
rent  is  charged  for  them.  The  rent  that 
is  paid  for  these  houses  will  eventually 
liquidate  this  $100,000  item.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  going  to  affect  the  whole  uni¬ 
versal  scheme  of  salvation  if  we  refuse 
to  appropriate  this  $135,000,  but  I  think 
it  is  a  good  business  deal  to  appropriate 
it,  because  there  is  an  enormous  turn¬ 
over  in  employment  at  the  dairy.  The 
work  is  very  important.  The  research 
work  carried  on  there  with  respect  to 
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dairying  and  livestock  is  of  vital  con¬ 
cern  to  every  person  in  the  United  States 
who  owns  a  cow ;  and  a  great  many  peo¬ 
ple  own  cows. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  consider¬ 
able  testimony  was  heard  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  as  to  why  the  sum  in  question 
should  be  allowed.  The  able  Senator 
from  Georgia*  has  stated  the  situation 
very  ably.  The  men  employed  in  the 
dairy  division  must  be  there  early  and 
late.  A  great  amount  of  expense  would 
be  incurred  by  a  man  who  had  to  drive 
from  his  home  in  Washington  to  the  ex¬ 
periment  station,  and  then  home  again. 
Many  of  the  employees,  in  fact,  do  not 
possess  automobiles.  Therefore,  they 
are  under  a  handicap  in  going  to  and 
from  their  home  in  the  city.  I  believe 
the  amount  of  $100,000  is  reasonable. 
The  cost  is  only  $10,000  a  unit.  Much 
thought  and  consideration  and  discus¬ 
sion  was  given  to  this  item  at  the  time 
it  was  considered.  It  was  finally  agreed 
to  in  committee. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  I  wish  to  reiterate  that 
the  amount  in  question  will  amortize  it¬ 
self.  The  houses  will  pay  for  themselves 
from  the  rents  collected. 

Mr.  PREAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FREAR.  In  order  to  clarify  the 
situation  in  my  own  mind,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  a  ques¬ 
tion.  He  said  the  project  will  amortize 
itself.  If  and  when  the  houses  are  built, 
will  the  rentals  received  from  the  prop¬ 
erties  revert  to  the  Treasury  or  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
money  will  go  to  the  Treasury,  unless 
there  is  an  act  to  the  contrary  which 
deals  specifically  with  this  particular 
subject.  A  cow  is  occasionally  sold  at 
Beltsville,  and  the  proceeds  go  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Then  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  would  not  have  the  authority 
to  expand  the  rentals? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  if  it  is  not  true  that  Beltsville, 
Md.,  where  the  Bureau  of  Dairy  Indus¬ 
try  has  its  station,  is  just  a  mile  or  so 
from  Greenbelt,  where  a  town  of  7,400 
persons  has  been  built  as  a  housing 
project? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  really  ap¬ 
prised  as  to  the  distance  between  Green- 
belt  and  Beltsville.  I  do  know  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  does  not  own 
any  homes  in  Greenbelt,  and  that  it  is 
some  distance  from  Beltsville. 

Mr.  President,  the  evidence  on  this 
subject  is  very  convincing.  I  may  say 
that  I  had  overlooked  the  fact  that  we 
took  testimony  on  this  matter.  It  shows 
that  prior  to  the  submission  of  budget 
estimates  the  possibilities  of  obtaining 
such  housing  in  the  surrounding  area, 
including  the  town  of  Greenbelt,  had 
been  fully  explored,  but  without  success. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  182,  lines  14  and  15. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  committee  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  In¬ 
dustrial  Chemistry,”  on  page  182,  line  25, 
after  the  word  “thereof”,  to  strike  out 
“$7,750,000”  and  insert  “$8,500,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  increase  of  $750,000  above  the  amount 
appropriated  by  the  House.  It  is  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $105,000  above  the  amount  Con¬ 
gress  appropriated  last  year.  In  view 
of  the  need  for  economy,  I  suggest  that 
it  would  be  much  better  if  we  reject  the 
committee  amendment  and  save  $750,000. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  insisted  upon  its  amendments 
to  the  bill  (S.  2591)  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  support  research 
and  training  in  arthritis  and  rheuma¬ 
tism,  multiple  sclerosis,  cerebral  palsy, 
epilepsy  and  blindness,  and  other  dis¬ 
eases,  and  for  other  purposes,  disagreed 
to  by  the  Senate;  agreed  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  that  Mr.  Priest,  Mr.  Biemiller,  Mr. 
Wilson  of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Wolverton, 
and  Mr.  Hugh  D.  Scott,  Jr.,  were  ap¬ 
pointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Morse  addressed  the 
Senate  on  the  subject  of  recent  increases 
in  food  prices.  At  his  request,  and,  by 
unanimous  consent,  his  remarks  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  today’s  Record 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate  on  the 
general  appropriation  bill.) 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on  page 
182,  line  25. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Plant  Industry, 
Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering,”  on 
page  183,  line  24,  after  the  words  “crops”, 
to  strike  out  “$3,400,000”  and  insert  “$3,- 
475,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  increase  of  $125,000  for  research  in 
the  field  of  fruits,  vegetable,  and  spe¬ 
cialty  crops. 

May  I  ask  why  the  increase  is  to  be  put 
into  effect? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  this 
item  includes  $50,009  of  the  estimated 
$190,000  for  repairs  and  reconditioning 
of  physical  facilities  at  field  stations  to 
strengthen  the  research  program;  $60,- 
000  for  research  work  on  vegetables 
sources  for  the  new  drug,  cortisone,  ariSP 
$15,000  additional  to  provide  a  total  of 
$40,000  for  gladiolus  research.  Those  are 
the  three  items  that  go  to  make  up  the 
increase  of  $125, 0C0.  As  I  have  stated 


heretofore,  there  has  been  no  substantial 
repair  work  done  on  these  held  stations 
for  8  or  10  years.  Certainly  no  one  can 
challenge  the  importance  of  cortisone. 
It  is  a  drug  recently  discovered  which 
has  proved  to  be  a  boon  to  humanity 
suffering  from  rheumatism  and  arthritis. 
It  now  comes  from  the  gall  bladders  of 
animals,  I  believe,  and  it  takes  10,000 
cows  to  supply  enough  to  treat  one  case. 
There  have  been  some  amazing  develop¬ 
ments,  and  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
appropriate  a  much  greater  sum  than 
the  one  in  question  in  order  to  discover 
additional  sources  of  supply  so  as  to 
secure  adequate  quantities  of  cortisone. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  giv¬ 
ing  a  justification  for  the  increase  in  the 
appropriation  referred  to  at  the  bottom 
of  page  183?  If  so,  I  am  afraid  that  I 
must  oppose  it,  not  because  I  do  not  like 
it,  but  because  of  the  general  need  for 
economy. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  the  item 
which  I  was  discussing  and  attempting 
to  explain. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
184,  line  3,  after  the  word  “plants”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,850,000”  and  insert 
“$3,075,000.” 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  a 
question. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  try 
to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  notice  that  $40,000  is 
to  be  appropriated  for  research  in  con¬ 
nection  with  gladioli.  Is  the  gladioli 
industry  in  this  country  sufficiently  large 
for  the  Federal  Government  to  appropri¬ 
ate  $40,000  for  research? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  evi¬ 
dence  before  the  committee  in  the  past 
2  or  3  years  has  disclosed  some  facts  in 
connection  with  the  gladioli  industry 
which  were  rather  amazing  to  one  who 
is  not  familiar  with  it.  It  is  a  $110,000,- 
000  industry.  Tens  of  thousands  of  small 
producers  who  own  and  operate  florist 
shops  produce  their  own  gladioli  and 
sell  them  in  those  shops.  A  new  disease 
has  appeared,  of  which  no  knowledge  had 
been  had  heretofore.  It  threatens  to 
wipe  out  the  only  source  of  livelihood  of 
these  thousands  of  farmers  and  to  seri¬ 
ously  impair  the  opportunity  for  liveli¬ 
hood  of  thousands  of  small  operators  of 
flower  shops.  In  my  judgment,  the 
appropriation  is  completely  justified. 
When  we  have  a  spectacular  attack  upon 
the  corn  crop  by  the  corn  borer,  we  do 
not  hesitate  to  appropriate  fifteen  or 
twenty  million  dollars  with  which  to 
combat  it.  The  amount  appropriated 
here  for  the  gladioli  industry  is  not  dis¬ 
proportionate  with  what  we  are  doing 
in  other  lines  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  FREAR.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ob¬ 
serve  that  the  reduction  in  income  tax 
paid  by  one  producer  of  gladioli  in  the 
State  of  Florida  for  last  year  was  a  good 
deal  more  than  the  total  amount  that 
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is  involved  in  this  appropriation.  That 
reduction  in  income-tax  payment  was 
caused  solely  by  the  attack  on  the 
gladioli  crop  by  this  new  disease  which 
we  wish  to  combat  through  this  experi¬ 
mentation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Some  progress  has 
been  made,  and  we  hope  we  may  be  able 
to  conquer  the  disease. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on  page 
184,  line  3. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  184, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “control”,  to  strike 
out  “$450,000”  and  insert  “$455,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  184, 
line  18,  after  the  word  “management”, 
to  strike  out  “$2,680,000”  and  insert 
“$2,767,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  185, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “products”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,120,000”  and  insert 
“$1,140,000.” 

The  amendment  waS  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Entomology  and 
Plant  Quarantine — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  186,  line  22,  after  the 
word  “application”,  to  strike  out  “$4,100,- 
000”  and  insert  “$4,165,000”;  and  on  page 
187,  line  2,  after  the  word  “expended”, 
to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the  following 
additional  proviso:  “Provided  further , 
That  $50,000  shall  be  transferred  to  ap¬ 
plicable  appropriations  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  investigations  and 
studies  of  effects  of  insecticidal  and 
fungicidal  residue  on  human  health.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  188, 
line  6,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  166)”,  to  strike 
out  “$4,185,900”  and  insert  “$4,651,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  189, 
line  11,  after  “  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a)  ”,  to  strike 
out  “$2,325,000”  and  insert  “$2,384,400.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Control  of  emergency  out¬ 
breaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases”,  on 
page  189,  line  21,  after  the  word  “citi¬ 
zens”,  to  strike  out  “$850,000”  and  insert 
“$2,350,000”;  and  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  amendment  just  above  stated,  to  in¬ 
sert  “of  which  $1,500,000  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section  3679 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes 
of  said  joint  resolution  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary 
to  meet  emergency  conditions.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Control  of  forest  pests,”  on 
page  190,  line  19,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  147a)  ”, 
to  strike  out  “$539,500”  and  insert 
“$590,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  190, 
line  22,  after  “(16  U.  S.  C.,  Supp.  I, 
594-1 — 594-5)”,  to  strike  out  “$900,000” 
and  insert  “$1,900,000”,  and  in  the  same 
line,  after  the  amendment  just  above 
stated,  to  insert  “of  which  $1,000,000 
shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for 
the  purposes  of  said  act  only  to  the  ex¬ 


tent  that  the  Secretary,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds 
necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  191, 
line  6,  after  “(16  U.  S.  C.  594a)  ”,  to  strike 
out  “$3,280,000”  and  insert  “$3,700,000”; 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
“amount”,  to  strike  out  “$508,750”  and 
insert  “$565,350”;  in  line  12,  after  the 
word  “States”,  to  strike  out  “$1,727,800” 
and  insert  “$1,947,150”;  and  in  line  14, 
after  the  word  “and”,  to  strike  out  “$1,- 
043,450”  and  insert  “$1,187,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Forest  Service,”  on  page  195, 
line  1,  after  the  word  “forests”,  to  strike 
out  “$26,890,000”  and  insert  “$29,320,- 
500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

195,  after  line  4,  to  insert: 

Cooperative  range  improvements:  For  arti¬ 
ficial  revegetation,  construction,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  range  improvements,  control  of 
rodents,  and  eradication  of  poisonous  and 
noxious  plants  on  national  forest  lands,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  of  the  act  of  April  24, 
1950  (Public  Law  No.  478),  $750,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  196, 
line  9,  after  the  figures  “$1,300,000”,  to 
insert  “of  which  $30,000  shall  be  made 
available  for  the  establishment  of  a  for¬ 
est  utilization  service  unit  in  the  South¬ 
west.” 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  before 
we  reach  line  9,  I  should  like  to  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment  which  proposes 
an  insertion  on  line  6  on  page  196. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Apparently 
the  Senator’s  proposed  amendment  is  an 
amendment  to  the  text  of  the  bill. 
Therefore  it  is  not  in  order  at  this  time. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  on  page  196,  line  9. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

196,  line  14,  after- “section  10”,  to  strike 
out  “$880,000”  and  insert  “$1,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Forest  development — Roads 
and  trails,”  on  page  196,  line  22,  after  the 
word  “administration”,  to  strike  out 
“$10,348,000”  and  insert  “$12,000,000.” 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  196, 
line  22,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$12,- 
000,000”  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$14,500,000.” 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  necessary  because  of  the 
construction  of  Hungry  Horse  Dam  in 
Montana.  The  cost  of  the  construction 
is  $108,000,000.  As  a  result  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  dam,  highways,  and 
roads  in  the  forest  have  been  destroyed. 

•^Therefore  it  will  be  necessary  to  build 
new  roads  to  take  the  place  of  the  roads 
which  have  been  covered  up.  The  log¬ 
ging  and  timber  industry  is  the  most 
important  industry  in  the  area,  and  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  construct  these 


roads  in  order  to  protect  the  industry. 
As  I  understand,  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  has  authority  to  construct  new 
roads  whenever  old  roads  are  destroyed. 
However,  they  are  limited  with  respect 
to  the  character  of  roads  that  may  be 
constructed  under  such  circumstances. 
The  roads  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
construct  in  this  case  are  of  a  character 
which  will  require  expensive  construc¬ 
tion.  They  are  to  be  constructed  oirthe 
side  of  hills. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  it  not  customary  to  in¬ 
clude  the  cost  of  relocating  highways  in 
the  cost  of  the  dam  itself?  I  wonder  why 
the  cost  of  relocating  highways  for  a 
dam  should  be  put  in  an  agricultural  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  So  far  as  I  know  they 
are  always  put  in  the  appropriation  for 
the  dam  itself.  - 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  item  now  before 
the  Senate  is  under  the  title  “Forest 
Development  Roads  and  Trails.”  The 
roads  to  whcih  I  refer  are  forest  roads. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Even  if  a  forest  road  is 
destroyed  by  the  construction  of  a  dam, 
it  would  have  to  be  replaced  by  the 
agency  of  the  Government  which  con¬ 
structed  the  dam. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  agency  of  Govern¬ 
ment  is  limited  in  the  amount  of  funds 
which  it  can  expend  in  the  construction 
of  a  road.  The  specific  road  I  have  in 
mind  is  of  a  character  which  requires 
very  expensive  work,  because  it  is  on  the 
side  of  a  mountain.  It  is  a  road  62  miles 
long  on  the  west  side  of  the  reservoir, 
and  it  must  be  built  in  order  to  make 
the  national  forest  timber  accessible. 
The  timber  products  from  the  mills  in 
this  area  are  worth  more  than  one  and  a 
half  million  dollars  a  year  to  the  local 
industries.  Wages  alone  amount  to 
about  $1,000,000  a  year.  In  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Hungry  Horse  project  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  stated  that 
it  may  request  appropriations  to  replace 
roads  which  will  be  inundated  or 
damaged  by  the  reservoir,  but  not  for 
roads  of  higher  standards  or  involving 
superior  construction  not  required  in 
connection  with  construction  of  the 
project. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  May  I  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  whether  he  came 
before  the  committee  in  connection  with 
this  amendment,  or  whether  he  got  a 
budget  estimate  for  it? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Apparently  it  was - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  believe  it 
has  ever  come  before  the  committee.  We 
are  reading  the  appropriation  bill  for 
committee  amendments,  and  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  withhold  his  amendment. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  satisfied  to  with¬ 
hold  it.  However,  it  may  be  that  we 
could  complete  its  consideration  at  this 
time.  We  have  spent  some  time  on  it 
already. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Was  this  proposed 
amendment  laid  before  the  committee? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  This  additional 
amount  is  necessary  because  of  the  spe¬ 
cial  conditions  which  exist.  The  special 
condition:;  result  from  the  construction  of 
this  huge  dam,  which  has  cut  off  the 
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roads  which  were  previously  in  use.  In 
order  to  continue  the  lumber  and  milling 
industry  it  is  necessary  to  construct  this 
road.  As  I  understand,  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Hungry  Horse  project  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  stated  that  it 
may  request  appropriations  to  replace 
roads,  but  not  for  roads  of  higher  stand¬ 
ards  or  involving  superior  construction 
not  required  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  project.  A  survey  is  now 
under  way  to  determine  the  location  and 
cost  of  the  road  and  the  amount  which 
the  Reclamation  Bureau  is  authorized 
to  finance. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  my  reason 
for  questioning  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  as  I  did  was  because  I  thought  it 
might  be  establishing  an  undesirable 
precedent  if  we  undertook  to  charge  the 
costs  of  work  of  this  nature  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  when  the  cost 
is  really  necessitated  by  the  operations  of 
some  other  Department  of  Government. 
I  am  not  questioning  the  need  of  the 
road,  because  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it.  I  merely  questioned  whether 
this  is  the  part  of  the  appropriation  bill 
where  the  amendment  shall  be  added. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  jurisdiction  over  forest 
roads  and  trails. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  this  a  forest  road  or 
an  access  road?  The  Senator  has  said 
there  is  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  worth 
of  timber  a  year  coming  from  the  forest 
in  this  area.  I  think  provision  for  access 
roads  is  included  under  some  other  ap¬ 
propriation. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  This  amendment  is 
not  for  building  a  new  road  to  give  access 
to  the  timber.  The  business  involved  has 
been  in  existence  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  it  is  a  very  important  industry  in 
that  section,  amounting  to  many  million 
dollars.  With  the  roads  now  cut  off  as  a 
result  of  the  construction  of  the  dam,  it  is 
necessary  speedily  to  provide  a  new  road. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  still  think  it  should  be 
charged  to  the  cost  of  the  dam,  instead 
of  as  an  agricultural  appropriation. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  is  assuming  that  part  of  the  cost 
which  it  is  able  to  take  under  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  law.  The  cost  of  the 
road  is  now  being  studied,  and  it  is  es¬ 
timated  at  $4,000,000.  The  share  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  is  estimated  at 
from  one  and  a  half  to  two  million.  To 
make  certain  that  funds  are  available  to 
build  a  road  of  the  necessary  standard, 
two  and  a  half  million  dollars  should  be 
added  to  the  Forest  Service  appropria¬ 
tions  at  this  point.  To  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $12,000,000  provided  in  the  bill,  we 
are  asking  that  two  and  a  half  million 
be  added  to  order  to  make  provision  for 
the  road. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  this  request  come 
from  the  Forest  Service? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  understand  it  has 
the  approval  of  the  Department.  I  have 
not  any  evidence  of  it  here,  but  I  know 
they  have  talked  to  me  and  have  talked 
to  my  office  about  it,  and  the  amendment 
was  prepared  for  me  by  the  Department. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Will  the  Senator  yield, 
so  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  if  the  Forest  Service  requested  this 
appropriation? 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  doubt  that 
the  Forest  Service  would  like  to  get  all 
the  money  it  could  for  roads  and  trails, 
but  it  did  not  especially  request  this  ap¬ 
propriation,  because  it  could  not.  It  has 
a  limitation  on  its  budget  estimates. 

I  have  a  brief  statement  to  make  in 
connection  with  the  amendment  when 
the  Senator  from  Montana  concludes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  submit  the  matter. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  so  that 
I  may  address  a  question  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Can  the  Senator  ad¬ 
vise  the  Senate  as  to  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  of  two  and  one-half  mil¬ 
lion  would  be  supported  by  the  authori¬ 
zation,  or  whether  the  $12,000,000  com¬ 
pletely  uses  up  the  authorization? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  cannot  say  as  to 
that.  I  think  there  is  adequate  authori¬ 
zation  to  take  care  of  the  two  and  a  half 
million  dollars,  but  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
not  approve  the  amendment.  It  is  en¬ 
tirely  out  of  line  with  anything  else  in 
the  bill,  proposing  as  it  does  to  appro¬ 
priate  two  and  a  half  million  dollars  for 
one  immediate  project,  for  something 
which  sounds  almost  suspiciously  like  a 
superhighway.  There  is  nothing  that 
causes  us  more  trouble  than  forest  roads 
and  trails.  There  are  innumerable  for¬ 
ests  scattered  throughout  the  United 
States,  and  in  all  of  them  roads  are  de¬ 
sired.  I  do  not  doubt  we  could  spend 
$20, 000, COO  on  forest  roads,  to  the  delec¬ 
tation  of  the  people  living  in  the  commu¬ 
nities  adjacent  to  them,  and  those  who 
go  into  the  forests  for  fishing  and  recrea¬ 
tional  purposes. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  certainly  all  out  of 
reason  to  ask  two  and  a  half  million  dol¬ 
lars  above  the  Budget  estimate  for  one 
road,  even  though  it  be  one  leading  to 
a  project  so  important  as  is  the  Hungry 
Horse  Dam.  This  road  ought  to  be  built, 
if  built  at  all,  by  funds  that  come  from 
the  same  source  and  are  used  for  the 
same  purposes  for  which  the  dam  is  con¬ 
structed,  and  the  Forest  Development 
Road  and  Trail  item  should  not  be  loaded 
up  with  such  an  item.  It  is  not  justified 
or  sustained  by  any  budget  estimate. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  add  a  word  about  the  amendment. 
It  properly  belongs  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  Interior  Department,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation.  All  States  have 
projects,  perhaps  on  smaller  scales  than 
the  one  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana.  In  my  own  State  there  are 
some  where  there  are  parks  nearby,  and 
roads  are  needed.  The  money  for  the 
proposed  road  should  come  under  the 
appropriation  authorized  for  the  dam. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  for 
another  reason.  The  agricultural  bill 
already  contains  a  vast  sum  of  money, 
and  the  public  looks  upon  it  as  an  ap¬ 
propriation  for  agriculture.  If  one  made 
an  analysis  he  would  find  that  probably 
only  about  one-third  of  the  money  ap¬ 
propriated  goes  to  agriculture.  If  this 
proposed  appropriation  is  added,  for  an¬ 
other  item  which  is  not  at  all  agricul¬ 
tural  in  nature,  it  only  increases  the 
amount  apparently  appropriated  for  ag¬ 
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riculture  but  looked  upon  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  sometimes  as  a  subsidy 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  offer  an  amendment  to’the 
committee  amendment,  striking  out  the 
figure  “$12,000,000”  on  line  22,  page  196 
and  substituting  $6,000,000”;  in  other 
words,  to  cut  the  appropriation  in  half. 

Last  year  we  spent  a  litttle  over  $10,- 
000,000  for  the  item  of  forest  roads  and 
trails.  The  House  provided  the  same  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  coming  year  as  was 
made  last  year.  The  Senate  committee 
raised  the  figure  by  $1,600,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  going  back 
over  the  history  of  appropriations  and 
expenditures  for  roads  in  national  for¬ 
ests  and  national  parks,  and  I  find  very 
large  sums  spent  over  the  years.  In  view 
of  the  national  emergency,  it  seems  to 
me  we  should  slow  up  on  road  construc¬ 
tion,  and  save  $6,000,000  on  this  item, 
and  that  is  the  effect  of  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Acquisition  of  lands  for  na¬ 
tional  forests,”  on  page  197,  line  14,  after 
“(16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521)  ”,  to  strike  out 
“$100,000”  and  insert  “$401,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Farm  and  other  private  for¬ 
estry  cooperation,”  on  page  199,  line  15, 
after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$490,382”  and  insert  “$785,034”;  in  line 
16,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$671,392”  and  insert  “$449,200”;  and  in 
line  17,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike 
out  ‘  $138,226”  and  insert  “$65,766.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Flood  control,”  on  page  200, 
line  3,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$10,750,000”  and  insert  “$9,- 
880,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  congratulate  the  committee  for  mak¬ 
ing  a  reduction  below  of  approximately 
a  million  dollars  the  amount  provided 
by  the  House.  I  am  informed,  however, 
that  of  the  final  figure  of  about  $9,800,- 
000,  which  is  being  recommended  for 
flood  control  in  the  Columbia  Basin  area, 
$1,800,000  is  for  planning,  leaving  about 
$8,000,000  for  construction. 

Mr.  President,  the  word  “planning” 
seems  to  have  a  mesmeric  influence  upon 
Congress,  causing  us  to  appropriate  very 
large  sums  for  planning.  In  view  of  the 
national  emergency,  I  hope  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  persevere  in  its  good  work, 
and  will  consent  to  a  reduction  in  the 
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appropriation  to  $8,880,000,  which  will 
leave  approximately  $8,000,000  for  con¬ 
struction,  but  will  reduce  the  .  total  for 
planning  from  $1,900,000  to  nine-tenths 
of  a  million  dollars.  I  hope  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  regret 
very  much  that  I  would  not  feel  author¬ 
ized  to  accept  the  amendment.  If  there 
is  any  justification  for  a  reduction  in 
this  item,  it  should  be  applied  to  the  con¬ 
struction  item  and  not  to  the  planning 
item. 

Mr.  President,  the  planning  item  in¬ 
volves  a  Nation-wide  plan  to  prevent  the 
siltation  of  all  of  the  vast  reservoirs  we 
are  building  at  such  enormous  cost  all 
over  the  United  States.  The  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Board  of  Army  Engineers 
does  not  extend  beyond  the  immediate 
watershed  on  which  a  drm  is  located. 
The  Soil  Conservation  Service  under¬ 
takes  to  draw  plans  for  all  the  tributaries 
to  the  main  streams  so  as  to  prevent 
the  loss  of  fertile  soil  from  thousands 
of  acres  of  land  to  which  we  look  for 
that  which  we  eat  and  wear,  as  well  as 
to  prevent  impairment  of  the  investment 
of  the  United  States  in  the  main  reser¬ 
voirs.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  we 
are  probably  20  years  behind  now  with 
our  planning.  The  planning  is  going 
forward.  It  is  not  limited  to  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River.  Surveys  are  being  made  upon 
thousands  of  small  streams  throughout 
the  entire  United  States.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  any  item  in  the  bill  which 
is  more  inextricably  connected  with  the 
future  welfare  of  the  United  States  and 
the  sources  of  our  food  and  fiber  and 
the  preservation  of  our  soil  resources 
than  this  planning  item.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  reject  the  Senator’s  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  .[Mr.  Doug¬ 
las]  to  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  200,  line  3. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. '  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Soil  Conservation  Service,”  on 
page  201,  after  line  17,  to  strike  out  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  202, 
line  14,  after  the  word  “information”, 
to  strike  out  “$52,900,000”  and  insert 
“$52,400,000.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  to  give  me  an  explanation 
as  to  why  this  cut  was  made,  and 
whether  or  not  the  cut  will  funda¬ 
mentally  affect  the  soil-conservation 
programs  which  are  being  planned  at  the 
present  time.  I  have  received  a  num¬ 
ber  of  letters  from  persons  in  Minnesota 
who  are  vitally  interested  in  soil-con¬ 
servation  activities,  in  which  they  have 
told  me  that  a  cut  in  the  budget  amount 
would  jeopardize  their  plans  of  opera¬ 
tion,  including  more  areas  and  more 


counties  being  brought  in  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
state  that  there  is  no  cut  in  the  budget 
item,  because  the  figure  allowed  by  the 
Senate  committee  is  approximately  one- 
half  million  dollars  above  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  estimate.  This  is  the  one  item 
where  the  House  allowed  the  Depart¬ 
ment  $1,000,000  above  the  Budget  esti¬ 
mate.  Since  the  House  had  allowed 
$1,000,000  above  the  Budget,  it  seemed 
that  if  there  was  any  place  where  we 
could  cut  the  bill  by  reducing  in  part  of 
this  increase  above  the  Budget  estimate, 
it  was  here.  It  is  true  there  have  been 
a  number  of  new  soil- conservation  dis¬ 
tricts  organized,  and  they  do  not  have 
all  the  technical  staff  they  should  have. 
But  splendid  progress  is  being  made  in 
the  soil-conservation  districts. 

It  is  not  the  kind  of  thing  that  can  be 
done  overnight.  Plans  must  be  drawn, 
and  then  the  farmers  must  be  induced  to 
accept  the  plans.  Then  there  may  be 
required  a  20-year  program  on  one  farm 
in  order  to  complete  the  plans.  It  would 
be  highly  desirable,  if  conditions  were 
not  so  difficult  with  respect  to  public 
funds,  to  increase  this  item  about 
$4,000,000  and  give  all  the  soil  conser¬ 
vation  districts  all  the  technical  help 
they  need.  But  I  believe  that  by  the 
proper  use  of  the  large  number  of  tech¬ 
nical  soil  conservation  operators  the 
service  has,  if  it  distributes  them  prop¬ 
erly,  this  work  can  be  carried  out  with¬ 
out  any  damage  whatever  resulting  from 
this  modest  cut. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  because  I  think  the  people  of  Min¬ 
nesota  recognize  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  an  outstanding  expert  in  this 
field.  I  wanted  the  Record  to  show  ex¬ 
actly  what  his  observations  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  were. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  an  expert, 
but  I  am  an  ardent  advocate  of  soil 
conservation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
on  page  202,  line  14. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Land  utilization  and  retire¬ 
ment  of  submarginal  land,”  on  page  203, 
line  2,  after  the  word  “note”,  to  strike 
out  “$1,490,000”  and  insert  “$1,665,175.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Water  conservation  and  utili¬ 
zation  projects,”  on  page  203,  line  10, 
after  the  word  “expended”,  to  strike  out 
“$400,000  and  insert  “$500,000.” 

Tire  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration — Conservation  and  use  of 
agricultural  land  resources,”  on  page  203, 
line  23,  after  the  word  “States”,  to  strike 
out  “$282,500,000”  and  insert  “$283,000,- 
000”;  and  on  page  206,  line  2,  after  the 
word  “States”,  to  strike  out  the  colon 
and  the  following  additional  proviso; 
“Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  5 
percent  of  the  allocation  for  the  agri¬ 
cultural-conservation  program  for  any 
county  may  be  allotted  to  the  Soil  Con¬ 


servation  Service  for  services  of  its  tech¬ 
nicians  in  formulating  and  carrying  out 
the  agricultural-conservation  program 
and  the  funds  so  allotted  shall  not  be 
utilized  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
for  any  purpose  other  than  technical  and 
other  assistance  in  such  county.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Sugar  Act,”  on  page  207,  line 
23,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  1001-1160)”,  to 
strike  out  “$60,000,000”  and  insert 
“$63,750,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  as¬ 
sume  that  the  amounts  which  we  appro¬ 
priate  under  the  sugar  act  are  more  or 
less  prescribed  by  the  act  itself? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  correct.  Of  course,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  knows  that  these  funds  are  derived 
from  a  special  processing  tax  upon  sugar, 
and  are  set  apart  as  payments  to  the 
sugar  producers  in  this  country.  If  the 
sugar  production  does  not  warrant  the 
payment  of  this  amount,  which  is  mate¬ 
rially  below  the  budget,  I  will  say  the 
remainder  is  returned  to  the  Treasury. 
In  no  years  has  there  been  paid  to  the 
producers  of  cane  sugar  and  beet  sugar 
of  this  country  the  entire  amount  col¬ 
lected  from  the  special  processing  tax 
which  is  imposed  for  their  benefit. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  notice  that  the 
House  appropriated  $60,000,000,  which 
was  the  amount  appropriated  for  the 
last  fiscal  year.  I  think  that  should  be 
sufficient,  and  I  shall  oppose  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  The  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  apparently  divided  the  difference 
between  the  appropriation  by  the  House 
and  the  recommendation  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  the  amount  which  was  appro¬ 
priated  last  year.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  allowed  $67,500,000.  I  do  not 
think  that  much  money  will  be  needed, 
but  out  of  an  abundance  of  precaution 
we  did  allow  half  of  the  increase  in  the 
budget  estimate,  which  is  $3,750,000, 
which,  as  I  say,  is  derived  from  the  spe¬ 
cial  processing  tax  imposed  upon  sugar 
for  the  benefit  of  the  producers  of  sugar 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  not  within  the 
province  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  but  does  the  Senator  know  if  the 
appropriate  committee  has  considered 
the  possibility  of  expanding  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  sugar  further,  in  order  to  meet 
some  of  the  shortages  which  have  re¬ 
cently  occurred  in  our  cities? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  an  expert  on 
sugar.  I  see  present  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender]  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland],  both  of 
whom  represent  States  which  produce 
large  quantities  of  sugar.  I  may  say 
that  the  very  purpose  of  these  payments 
is  to  increase  domestic  production  of 
sugar.  In  the  last  50  or  60  years  we  have 
never  produced  more  than  a  small  per¬ 
centage  of  the  sugar  consumed  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
only  a  small  percentage  of  the  sugar  con¬ 
sumed  in  the  United  States  is  produced 
in  this  country.  I  may  point  out  that 
about  28  percent  of  the  sugar  consumed 
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in  the  United  States  is  produced  in  the 
continental  United  States.  The  re¬ 
mainder  is  imported  from  our  possessions, 
and  from  Cuba  and  other  foreign  coun¬ 
tries. 

As  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  correctly  stated  the  amount 
provided  is  to  pay  conditional  payments 
to  sugar  growers  pursuant  to  existing 
law. 

As  the  Senator  in  charge  of  the  pending 
chapter  has  stated  the  appropriation  re¬ 
quested  is  $3,750,000  under  the  budget 
estimate.  Should  the  amount  herein 
appropriated  be  in  excess  of  the  sum  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  conditional  payments  to 
sugar  growers  such  excess  will  revert  to 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  President,  I  trust  that  the  recom¬ 
mended  appropriation  will  not  be  dis¬ 
turbed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Seventy-two  percent 
of  the  sugar  consumed  in  the  United 
States  is  off-shore  sugar.  The  purpose 
of  the  tax,  as  I  said,  is  to  increase  the 
domestic  production  of  sugar. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  know  that  the  do¬ 
mestic  production  is  tied  in  with  the  in¬ 
ternational  agreements  with  respect  to 
production  of  sugar  in  Cuba,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  so  forth.  But  I  think  the  needs  of 
consumers  should  be  given  due  weight  in 
this  matter,  because  the  effect  of  the  in¬ 
ternational  sugar  cartel,  enforced  by  in¬ 
ternational  agreements  and  by  national 
law,  has  been  greatly  to  boost  the  price 
of  sugar  for  city  consumers. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  207,  line  23. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
amendment  which  has  just  been  agreed 
to  the  one  which  comes  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Sugar  Act”? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  As  I  previously 
stated,  the  committee  saw  fit  to  approve 
an  increase  of  $3,750,000  in  the  amount 
available  for  payments  to  sugar  pro¬ 
ducers. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  amendment 
provide  for  any  change  in  the  basic  Sugar 
Act? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  amendment 
makes  no  change  in  the  basic  Sugar  Act 
whatever.  Such  action  could  not  be 
taken  in  connection  with  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  Separate  legislation  would  be 
required  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understood  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  to  say  that  the  act  should  be 
amended  so  the  rights  of  consumers  of 
sugar  could  receive  greater  recognition. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  What  the  Senator 
said  was  obiter.  He  mei-ely  observed 
that  the  law  should  be  changed  for  the 
benefit  of  consumers. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  would  require 
amendment  of  the  substantive  law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Marketing  services,”  on  page 
208,  line  20,  after  the  word  “products”, 
to  strike  out  “$2,050,000”  and  insert 
“$2,187,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  211, 
line  23,  after  “(7  U.  S.  C.  135-135k)”,  to 
strike  out  “$3,550,000”  and  insert  “$3,- 
495,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corpo¬ 
ration,”  on  page  212,  line  6,  after  the 
word  “expenses”,  to  strike  out  “$6,854,- 
000”  and  insert  “$7,204,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,”  on 
page  212,  line  14,  after  the  word  “re¬ 
ports”,  to  strike  out  “$8,150,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$8,750,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Loan  authorization,”  on  page 
212,  line  21,  after  the  word  “program”, 
to  strike  out  “$25,000,000”  and  insert 
“$40,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  amendment 
would  increase  by  $15,000,000  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  rural  telephones. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  We  increased 
the  loan  authorization  from  $25,000,000 
to  $40,000,000  for  the  rural-telephone 
program  which  was  authorized  by  an 
act  of  last  year.  It  is  still  $10,000,000 
below  the  budget  estimate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment,  on  page  212,  line  21. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MYERS  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record, 
in  connection  with  the  REA  amend¬ 
ment,  which  I  understand  appears  on 
page  212,  a  statement  I  have  prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Myers  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Myers 

Within  the  last  few  weeks,  this  country  has 
come  face  to  face  with  a  te3t  that  may  well 
be  as  crucial  as  any  in  our  entire  history. 
In  the  final  analysis — whether  the  decision 
is  achieved  now  or  some  day  in  the  future — - 
it  is  a  test  of  strength  between  the  free 
world  and  the  tyrannical  world.  The  suc¬ 
cess  of  our  cause  will  depend  upon  the 
strength  of  our  free  people,  the  strength  of 
our  democratic  institutions,  and  the  strength 
of  our  economic  system.  Let  us  thank  God 
for  the  opportunities  we  have  had  to  build 
that  strength  and  for  the  enterprise  that 
has  impelled  us  to  use  our  opportunities. 

Today,  as  We  give  consideration  to  the 
appropriation  bill  before  us,  I  want  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  what  the 
farmers  of  America  are  doing  through  their 
REA  program  to  build  a  stronger  and  more 
productive  agriculture  in  this  country.  As 
a  result  of  the  work  they  have  already  com¬ 
pleted,  rural  America  is  infinitely  better  pre¬ 
pared  than  ever  before  to  meet  whatever 
emergency  may  be  forced  upon  us. 

If  the  leaders  of  our  industry  should  an¬ 
nounce  that  they  had  just  brought  into  85 
percent  of  their  factories  a  new  kind  of  low- 
cost  power  capable  of  increasing  factory  out¬ 
put  and  efficiency,  it  would  be  news  that 
would  startle  the  world.  Yet  that  is  exactly 
what  the  farmers  through  the  REA  are  do¬ 
ing  right  under  our  very  eyes,  without  fan¬ 
fare  and  without  headlines. 

When  REA  was  established  in  1935,  only 
1  farm  in  10  had  central  station  electric 
service.  At  the  time  of  Pearl  Harbor,  3 
farms  in  10  had  electricity.  Despite  that 
relatively  small  percentage,  electricity  helped 
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the  farmer  achieve  record  after  record  in 
production  through  the  years  of  World  War 

Today,  85  percent  of  the  farms  in  this 
country  have  electric  power  on  them.  The 
REA  program  that  barely  had  time  to  get 
started  before  the  Japs  blasted  us  into  the 
war,  has,  in  the  last  5  years,  virtually  revo¬ 
lutionized  American  agriculture. 

What  farmer  today  would  dream  of  under¬ 
taking  a  dairy  farm  without  electricity?  His 
labor-saving  milking  machines,  his  milk¬ 
saving  refrigeration,  his  electrically-powered 
water  system — all  these  and  more  are  essen¬ 
tial  parts  of  a  well-run,  efficient  and  pro¬ 
ductive  dairy  farm. 

What  has  happened  on  the  dairy  farm  is 
just  one  instance.  The  same  thing  has  been 
happening  on  85  percent  of  all  the  farms  in 
America..  So  multiply  these  advances  by 
the  5,000,000  farms  that  have  modem  elec¬ 
tric  power  today.  Then  you  will  begin  to 
appreciate  the  impact  of  REA  on  our  agri- 
ture  and  on  our  whole  economy. 

In  the  electric  motor,  industrial  America 
has  had  an  efficient  source  of  power  for  many 
decades.  It  has  been  a  significant  factor  in 
the  development  of  America  as  the  world’s 
greatest  industrial  nation.  Today  the  elec- 
trict  motor  is  also  out  on  the  farm,  ready 
to  help  the  farmer  grind  feed,  clean  the  barn, 
pump  water,  dry  grain  and  hay,  and  in  gen¬ 
eral  provide  highly  essential  and  low  cost 
power  for  the  farmer. 

Consider  these  things  in  the  light  of  the 
crisis  that  is  confronting  us  today.  We  have 
out  on  the  farms  of  America  the  equivalent 
of  millions  of  extra  hands  that  just  a  few 
years  ago  were  not  available.  We  have  put 
into  our  agriculture  new  power,  new  effi¬ 
ciency,  new  productivity.  All  of  it  is  adding 
to  the  strength  of  this  Nation  as  we  go  for¬ 
ward  in  the  leadership  of  the  free  world. 

The  progress  farmers  are  making  with 
the  help  of  the  REA  program  is  all  the  more 
significant  when  the  character  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  taken  into  account.  The  REA  pro¬ 
gram  is  one  of  the  finest  exoressions  of  our 
democracy.  It  works  on  the  principle  of 
local  control,  local  ownership,  and  local  ac¬ 
complishment. 

Here  is  a  program  that  helps  the  people 
help  themselves.  REA  is  only  a  lending 
agency.  It  is  the  local  people,  with  the  help 
of  Government  financing,  who  are  building 
the  power  systems  that  are  electrifying  the 
farms.  It  is  the  local  people  who  operate 
these  power  systems  and  who  are  paying 
back  the  money  to  the  Government — paying 
it  back  with  interest. 

Last  October  when  Congress  passed  legis¬ 
lation  authorizing  loans  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  and  expansion  of  rural  telephone  serv¬ 
ice,  it  followed  this  REA  pattern  of  pro¬ 
viding  the  people  with  the  help  they  need 
to  do  the  job  themselves.  Today  this  new 
telephone  program  is  beginning  the  job  of 
modernizing  rural  communications  as  the 
electric  program  has  been  modernizing  power 
and  light  on  the  farm  during  the  recent  past. 

I  have  always  been  glad  to  support  the 
rural  electrification  program — one  of  the 
most  beneficial  and  forward-looking  mea¬ 
sures  instituted  by  the  Roosevelt  adminis¬ 
tration. 

It  has  been  of  benefit  to  every  part  of  the 
country.  I  am  happy  to  point  out  the 
achievements  of  the  REA  borrowers  in  my 
own  State.  From  23  percent  of  our  farms 
electrified  when  the  program  started,  we  have 
since  then  forged  ahead  until  now  the  per¬ 
centage  is  well  over  90  percent. 

We  have  13  REA-financed  systems  in 
Pennsylvania  and  these  privately  owned,  lo¬ 
cally  managed,  taxpaying  business  organiza¬ 
tions  have  already  invested  $25,000,000  of 
loan  funds  in  their  power  systems.  They  are 
paying  back  these  loans,  in  a  sound  business¬ 
like  way,  while  doing  a  job  of  building  a 
stronger  agriculture  in  Pennsylvania. 
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From  the  time  Morris  L.  Cooke,  of  my 
home  State  of  Pennsylvania,  as  the  first  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  REA,  set  the  program  on  its 
course  of  progress,  this  program  has  built, 
and  built  well,  the  strength  of  rural  Amer¬ 
ica.  It  is  a  program  in  which  the  people  of 
this  country  and  the  free  world  have  a  big 
stake  and  which  must  be  pressed  forward  in 
the  achievement  of  its  objective. 

It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  urge  upon  you 
to  support  the  appropriation  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  in  the  bill  be¬ 
fore  us.  This  program  is  making  a  great 
contribution  to  the  people  of  this  country  at 
a  very  minimum  of  cost,  since  the  loans  are 
being  paid  back  to  the  Government.  This  is 
tremendously  important  to  all  of  us,  whether 
we  are  permitted  to  live  in  peace  or  whether 
we  must  mobilize  our  strength  for  war. 
REA  is  an  investment  that  is  already  paying 
back  dividends  many  times  over  in  extra 
power  for  farmers  and  for  America. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion — Loan  authorization,”  on  page  214, 
line  6,  after  “(except  grants  under  504 
(a) )  ”,  to  strike  out  “$56,350,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$71,350,000”;  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  amendment  above  stated,  to  insert 
“of  which  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000  of  the 
amount  available  for  the  purposes  of  title 
I  and  section  43  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  may  be 
distributed  to  States  and  Territories 
without  regard  to  farm  population  and 
prevalence  of  tenancy,  in  addition  to  the 
amount  otherwise  distributed  thereto, 
for  loans  in  reclamation  projects  and  to 
entrymen  on  unpatented  public  land.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  in  regard  to  the  amendment  in  line 
6  on  page  214,  Will  that  provision  en¬ 
courage  the  settlement  of  the  more 
sparsely  populated  States  where  there  is 
a  large  amount  of  undeveloped  land? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  amount  of 
$3,500,000  is  supposed  to  be  available  for 
some  irrigated  projects  in  some  States 
which  have  very  small  populations,  but 
where  the  veterans  have  moved  in  to  take 
up  the  lands  which  are  subject  to  irri¬ 
gation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  amendment  would 
apply  particularly  to  a  State  such  as 
Wyoming,  would  it? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Exactly,  and  possibly 
to  three  or  four  other  States  where  such 
irrigation  projects  are  coming  into  op¬ 
eration. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  To  what  amendment  does 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  refer? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  214,  begin¬ 
ning  in  line  6  and  ending  in  line  13. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  that 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  215, 
line  5,  after  the  word  “acts,”  to  insert  a 
colon  and  the  following  additional  pro¬ 
visos:  “ Provided  further,  That  for  the 
purpose  of  making  loans  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  authority,  the  Secretary  of  the 


Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  as  a  public- 
debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  any  securities  issued  under  the 
Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  purposes  for  which  securities 
may  be  issued  under  that  Act  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  include  such  loans  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary:  Provided  further.  That  repay¬ 
ments  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
on  such  loans  shall  be  treated  as  a  pub¬ 
lic-debt  transaction.” 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  an  explanation  from 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  in  regard  to 
the  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  clearly  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill,  and  that  the  amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  open  wide  the  door. 

The  amendment  is  clearly  legislation, 
Mr.  President,  and  it  goes  into  a  field 
which  certainly  was  not  dealt  with  in 
the  bill  as  it  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Certainly  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  amendment  is  wide  in  its 
implications  and  scope. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  trust 
that  the  Senator  will  withhold  any  point 
of  order  he  may  intend  to  propose 
against  this  amendment. 

I  think  I  would  be  less  than  frank  if  I 
did  not  say  that  the  amendment  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  point  of  order.  However,  iden¬ 
tical  language  has  been  carried  in  the 
appropriation  bill  for  a  long  time,  as  a 
means  for  the  procurement  of  funds  with 
which  to  make  this  type  of  loans  under 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration.  The 
language  of  this  amendment  or  similar 
language  was  set  forth  in  the  budget, 
just  as  was  the  case  in  last  year’s  bill. 
It  was  included  in  the  bill  as  reported 
by  the  House  Appropriations  Committee, 
but  on  the  floor  of  the  House  the  pro¬ 
vision  was  stricken  on  a  point  of  order. 

There  is  nothing  new  so  far  as  this 
method  of  borrowing  is  concerned.  It 
has  been  used  for  a  number  of  years. 
Up  until  now  a  very  creditable  repay¬ 
ment  record  has  been  made. 

There  can  be  no  question  that  the 
amendment  is  legislation;  but  its  enact¬ 
ment  into  law  is  necessary  in  order  to 
implement  all  of  the  activities  of  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

Mr.  BRIDGES'.  What  is  the  repay¬ 
ment  record?  From  my  own  impression 
and  the  impression  of  the  persons  with 
whom  I  have  talked,  this  amendment 
would  leave  the  matter  wide  open. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  realizes  that  when  rehabilitation 
loans  are  made  under  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration,  we  are  not  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  very  best  credit  risks,  be¬ 
cause  the  basic  law  provides  that  no  such 
loan  can  be  made  until  the  prospective 
borrower  is  able  to  submit  evidence  that 
the  loan  is  not  available  from  any  other 
source.  In  that  connection,  the  general 
practice  has  been  to  require  such  state¬ 
ments  from  the  banks  in  the  community, 
from  the  production  credit  agency,  and 
from  other  sources  of  credit. 

So  far  as  the  tenant  loan  program  is 
concerned,  there  has  been  a  perfectly 
amazing  repayment  record.  Repay¬ 
ments  are  current;  in  fact,  the  collec¬ 
tions  really  are  ahead  of  the  repayment 
schedule  in  the  case  of  the  purchase  of 
farms  by  means  of  the  funds  obtained 
under  this  provision  of  the  act.  In  the 


case  of  rehabilitation  loans,  there  have 
been  some  losses;  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  that.  Those  who  were  ad¬ 
ministering  this  portion  of  the  law  in¬ 
herited  a  great  many  loans  from  the  old 
Rural  Resettlement  Administration  and 
from  the  old  seed  loans,  which  were 
made  only  in  cases  of  dire  emergency. 
So  the  transactions  in  the  case  of  such 
loans  are  included  under  this  heading. 
Of  course,  the  loans  to  which  I  have  just 
referred  occurred  away  back  in  1918  and 
1920 — almost  in  the  days  of  antiquity, 
so  far  as  any  modern  agricultural  pro¬ 
gram  is  concerned. 

However,  generally  speaking,  a  very 
fine  record  of  collections  has  been  made. 
For  the  past  5  years  the  collections  have 
greatly  exceeded  the  loans.  A  study  of 
the  collections  would  do  a  great  deal 
to  restore  one’s  faith  in  the  honest  pur¬ 
poses  of  mankind,  because  some  of  the 
loans  were  made  years  ago  and  some 
of  the  borrowers  meantime  have  left  the 
farms.  Yet  when  they  reached  a  time 
when  they  were  able  to  secure  employ¬ 
ment,  they  repaid  the  loans. 

This  program  has  been  vital  in  con¬ 
nection  with  extending  aid  to  veterans 
of  World  War  II.  As  I  recall,  approxi¬ 
mately  50  percent  of  the  loans  which 
have  been  made  were  made  to  veterans, 
and  all  the  new  loans  being  made  are 
being  made  to  veterans. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  But  is  there  a  lim¬ 
itation?  Will  not  the  sky  be  the  limit? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no;  a  limit  is  set 
forth  on  page  214. 

On  page  215,  this  amendment  would 
begin  with  the  words: 

Provided  further,  That  for  the  purpose  of 
making  loans  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  au¬ 
thority — 

And  the  loans  are  limited  by  the 
amount  set  forth  on  page  214. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Do  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
say  that  the  same  language  was  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  last  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  and  funds  have 
been  available.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
provision  in  last  year’s  appropriation 
bill  was  in  identically  the  same  language 
as  the  language  of  this  amendment;  but 
the  funds  have  been  available  from  the 
Treasury,  under  the  last  several  appro¬ 
priation  bills. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  it  is  recognized  that  such  language 
is  essential  to  the  program,  why  has  not 
enabling  legislation  been  introduced 
through  the  normal  channels,  and  en¬ 
acted? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question,  because  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  standing  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Forestry.  I  really  cannot  say 
why  such  enabling  legislation  has  not 
been  enacted. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Will  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  agree  that  that  is  the 
manner  in  which  the  matter  should 
have  been  handled? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes;  there  should 
have  been  legislation  in  that  connection. 
However,  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  will  agree  with  me  that  in  the 
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case  of  the  appropriation  bills  generally, 
certain  language  has  been  carried  for 
years  in  those  bills,  although  normally 
it  would  properly  be  the  subject  of  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  introduced  by  some  of 
the  standing  committes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  can  understand 
why  the  matter  might  be  handled  once 
in  this  way;  but  I  do  not  understand  why 
year  after  year  the  appropriation  bills 
should  carry  provisions  which  are  purely 
legislation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  there  is  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  amendment 
is  legislation.  It  was  regarded  as  legis¬ 
lation  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
However,  there  is  some  question  as  to 
whether  it  is  legislation. 

This  language  makes  available  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  being  loaned  by  him  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  to  be  used  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Do  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  authority  is  limited 
by  the  amount  set  forth  on  page  214,  in 
line  6? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes;  there  is  no 
question  about  that.  It  is  absolutely 
limited  by  that  amount. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  So  in  this  case,  if  no 
point  of  order  is  made  against  the 
amendment,  and  if  the  amendment  is 
adopted  and  is  contained  in  the  bill  as 
finally  enacted,  the  provision  thus  made 
will  be  similar  to  the  provision  which  has 
been  made  in  previous  years  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  And  the  amount  is 
limited  to  the  appropriation  set  forth  on 
page  214,  in  line  6;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  be  the  last  per¬ 
son  to  be  willing  to  have  this  language 
make  available  an  unlimited  amount  of 
money,  because,  of  course,  the  provision 
is  in  the  nature  of  an  appropriation. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  watches  these 
matters  carefully,  but,  of  course,  I  wish 
to  be  sure  just  what  we  are  doing  in  this 
respect. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
no  information  about  this  matter,  except 
as  to  what  has  occurred  in  the  past? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  I  think  I  can 
state  that,  so  far  as  loans  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  land  are  concerned,  the  repay¬ 
ments  are  current,  and  no  losses  have 
occurred.  Some  losses  have  occurred  on 
rehabilitation  loans,  but  the  funds  lost 
since  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
was  established  would  be  less  than  3  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  amount  of  money  made 
available. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
repayments  have  been  approximately  85 
or  90  percent — in  short,  that  the  repay¬ 
ments  have  been  good? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  have  been  more 
than  that,  under  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  ,  think  the  repayments 
have  been  somewhere  between  90  and  95 


percent  in  my  own  State.  The  repay¬ 
ments  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  on  loans  which  were  made  to 
the  poorest  class  of  agricultural  bor¬ 
rowers — 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  poorest  credit 
risks  in  the  Nation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  repayments  on 
those  loans  have  compared  very  favora¬ 
bly  with  the  repayments  to  the  RFC,  I 
am  sure,  although  the  loans  made  by 
the  RFC  were  made  to  what  was  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  a  higher  and  better  class 
of  borrowers — in  the  case  of  the  RFC,  to 
industrial  and  financial  borrowers. 

I  am  sure  a  very  good  record  has  been 
made,  considering  the  fact  that  loans 
have  been  made  only  to  persons  who 
could  not  borrow  money  anywhere  else. 

However,  I  do  question  the  language 
of  the  amendment  and  the  continuance 
of  the  language  year  after  year  in  the 
appropriation  bill.  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  cannot  be  a  clear  statement  of  the 
Government’s  financial  affairs,  in  re¬ 
porting  on  what  our  expenditures  and 
our  receipts  are,  until  this  matter  is 
treated  as  one  related  to  the  expendi¬ 
tures  and  receipts  of  the  Government, 
rather  than  as  public  debt  transaction. 
I  think  that  point  should  be  cleared  up, 
and  that  a  correction  should  be  made. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  raise  a 
question  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
Certainly  it  is  never  the  intention  to 
write  off  any  of  these  loans  unless  it 
becomes  a  positive  fact  that  the  loan 
cannot  be  collected.  The  loan  may  be 
carried  for  a  number  of  years;  and  it  is 
necessary  to  review  it  again  and  again 
before  a  decision  finally  is  reached  to 
write  off  the  loan  as  being  uncollectible. 

I  think  that  has  been  one  reason  why  . 
it  has  been  difficult  to  write  any  specific 
language  on  this  point,  because  it  is  the 
desire  not  to  write  off  such  a  loan  if  it 
can  possibly  be  collected.  For  that  rea¬ 
son,  the  language  is  broad,  almost  to  the 
point  of  vagueness,  in  this  case. 

However,  I  would  say,  as  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  said,  that  probably 
there  is  no  other  legislative  provision 
which  has  done  more,  actually,  to  take  a 
young  man  or  a  young  family  off  the  re¬ 
lief  rolls  or  to  get  them  out  of  a  dis¬ 
couraged  state  of  mind,  and  put  them  on 
a  self-supporting  and  self-respecting 
basis,  by  providing  them  with  funds,  and 
by  doing  so  at  a  time  when  they  have 
neither  credit  nor  proof  that  they  would 
be  good  managers,  except  for  the  fact 
that  the  man  may  have  been  a  good 
hired  man  somewhere  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood.  He  may  have  married  a  good, 
sound,  reliable  young  girl,  and  that  was 
the  only  asset  he  had.  No  banker  could 
loan  to  a  man  under  those  circumstances. 
Here  was  an  agency  from  which  he  could 
obtain  the  funds,  start  farming,  and,  in 
due  time,  pay  off  the  loan. 

I  could  relate  three  specific  cases  of 
young  men  or  young  couples  who  ob¬ 
tained  such  loans.  It  was  only  for  a 
matter  of  3  or  4  years.  The  loans  en¬ 
abled  them  to  carry  on.  They  have  made 
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a  most  remarkable  achievement  in  start¬ 
ing  out  in  life  for  themselves.  I  would 
say  it  is  one  of  the  appropriations  which 
has  functioned  in  a  commendable  man¬ 
ner.  The  vagueness  of  the  language  re¬ 
sults  from  the  lack  of  knowledge  of  how 
to  write  an  act  in  any  manner  that  would 
be  applicable  to  such  a  situation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  for  his  contribution.  I 
shall  be  through,  as  soon  as  I  give  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  the  spe¬ 
cific  figures  for  the  year  1949.  In  that 
year,  $91,507,510  was  loaned;  principal 
and  interest  was  collected  of  $117,114,511. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  that  is  a  rather  unusual  Fed¬ 
eral  accomplishment;  but  I  still  say  the 
regular  committees  of  the  Congress 
should  provide  for  this  project  by  law 
rather  than  to  place  the  item  in  a  gen¬ 
eral  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  was  not  present 
when  the  testimony  was  adduced  on  this 
item.  In  the  table  for  loan  authoriza- 
•  tions  the  loan  authorization  for  1950  was 
given  as  $40,000,000  for  farm  tenancy 
and  housing  loans.  The  estimates  for 
1951  were  $70,000,000.  The  House  bill 
provided  for  $56,350,000,  which  was  an 
increase  over  last  year,  but  which  was 
short  about  $13,000,000  of  the  budget 
estimate.  I  have  been  quoting  from  the 
table  of  loan  authorizations  found  on 
page  112  of  the  committee  report.  The 
Senate  committee  has  restored  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate;  in  fact, 
it  has  gone  further  than  that  and  added 
$1,350,000.  A  footnote  reads: 

Includes  $1,350,000  transferred  from  direct 
appropriation  for  enlargement  and  develop¬ 
ment  loans. 

So  the  appropriation  exceeds  the  esti¬ 
mate  by  $1,350,000.  What  was  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  which  required  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  exceed  the  budget  estimate  by 
$1,350,000?  That  is  my  first  question. 
The  second  question  is,  is  the  $1,350,000 
cash,  or  is  it  a  loan  authorization. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  House  trans¬ 
ferred  the  $1,350,000.  I  will  read  to  the 
Senator  a  brief  statement  from  the 
House  report. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  read  the  side 
slip. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  quote  from  the 
House  report,  page  141 : 

An  increase  of  $15,000,000  has  been  au¬ 
thorized  for  farm  tenancy  and  housing  loans, 
$1,350,000  has  been  approved  as  a  transfer 
from  direct  appropriation  to  borrowing  au¬ 
thorization  for  enlargement  and  develop¬ 
ment  loans  under  section  504b  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  and  an  additional  $1,- 
000,000  in  borrowing  authority  has  been  pro¬ 
vided  for  water  facilities  loans. 

The  reason  for  that,  and  what  has  hap¬ 
pened,  is  that  instead  of  appropriating 
the  money  directly  from  the  Treasury,  it 
was  all  put  into  this  loan  arrangement,  to 
be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Last  year  we  made  a  modest 
appropriation  for  the  Housing  Act,  and 
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it  was  made  as  a  direct  appropriation 
from  the  Treasury. 

Inasmuch  as  the  House  had  included 
the  $1,350,000  in  the  funds  authorized  to 
be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  instead  of  making  it  as  a  di¬ 
rect  appropriation,  we  left  it  in  that 
shape. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  point  I  make  is, 
was  there  a  decrease  by  $1,350,000  at 
some  other  place  in  the  appropriation 
bill?  This  exceeds  the  budget  estimate 
by  $1,350,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Budget  estimate 
for  1951  is  $70,000,000,  and  the  Senate 
committee  has  recommended  $71,350,000. 
That  is  provided  through  the  transfer  of 
funds.  What  I  should  like  to  ask  is, 
if  the  transfer  is  made  and  covers  this 
particular  item,  where  is  it  deducted  in 
the  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  mis¬ 
taken  about  the  Budget  Bureau’s  esti¬ 
mate.  The  total  Budget  estimate  was 
$160,000,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  We  are  talking  about 
farm  tenancy  and  housing  loans.  I  re¬ 
fer  merely  to  loans. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Very  well. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will  re¬ 
fer  to  page  112  of  the  report  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate 
he  will  find  the  table  of  loan  authoriza¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understand,  but  the 
Budget  Bureau’s  estimate  for  these  items 
was  $160,000,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  true,  but  it  is 
broken  down  into  farm  tenancy  and 
housing  loans,  $70,000,000;  production 
and  subsistence  loans,  $85,000,000;  water 
facilities  loans,  $5,000,000;  a  total  of 
$160,000,000.  The  House  bill  provided 
$145,350,000.  The  Senate  committee  has 
recommended  $160,350,000.  The  answer 
is  obtained  by  the  breakdown  of  farm 
tenancy  and  housing  loans,  which  we  are 
talking  about.  I  am  asking  where  the 
$1,350,000  comes  from,  and  where  it  is 
deducted  in  the  appropriation  bill.  It 
states  in  a  footnote  that  the  $1,350,000 
was  transferred  from  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  for  enlargement  and  development 
loans. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  that. 
But  why  did  the  Senate  committee  add 
$1,350,000  to  the  farm  tenancy  and  hous¬ 
ing  loans,  unless  the  amount  were  taken 
from  something  else?  The  Budget  esti¬ 
mate  is  $70,000,000. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  I  think  he  will  find 
that  $1,000,000  of  that  was  taken  from 
water  facilities  loans. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  that.  I 
have  that  explanation.  But  it  still  runs 
$1,350,000  above  the  budget  estimate. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  entire  amount 
recommended  by  the  Senate  committee 
is  $160,350,000,  which  includes  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  farm  tenancy  and  housing 
loans  of  $1,350,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  the  point  I  am 
making.  Why  was  that  done? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am 'advised  by  the 
clerk  of  the  committee,  though  he  has 
not  absolutely  shown  it  to  me  yet,  that  it 
comes  cff  the  appropriation  and  was 
transferred  to  loans. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  that  mean  that 
it  comes  off  the  general  appropriation 
for  agricultural  purposes? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct;  and 
it  is  put  into  the  loan  provision. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  deducted  in  cash? 
This  is  a  loan  authorization. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  deducted  from 
the  item  for  grants.  I  have  the  Budget 
Bureau’s  estimate  now.  The  item  for 
grants  comes  under  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  for  housing. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Oh,  the  amount  comes 
off  housing,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  On  the  item  found  on 
page  215,  in  line  16.  Whereas  the  budget 
estimate  is  $2,000,000,  the  item  of  ap¬ 
propriation  is  $650,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
That  is  the  transfer  that  is  made,  is  it? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  One  more  thing:  Is 
this  still  a  loan  authorization  of  $1,350,- 
000,  or  is  it  cash  coming  from  the  direct 
appropriation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  a  loan  authoriza¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  And  are  the  loans 
reimbursables? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  They  are  reimburs¬ 
ables,  the  same  as  the  farm  tenancy  and 
housing  loans? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on  page 
215,  line  5. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,”  on 
page  216,  line  1,  after  the  numerals 
“1949”,  to  strike  out  “$27,700,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$29,000,000.” 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  a  question  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  page  95  of  the  report  on  the 
general  appropriation  bill.  It  has  to  do 
with  rural  electrification  and  the  South¬ 
western  Power  Administration.  I  at¬ 
tended  all  the  hearings  on  this  subject, 
which,  as  I  recall,  were  joint  hearings  of 
a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  In¬ 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs  and  a  subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry.  I  notice,  at  the  end  of  the 
first  paragraph  under  the  heading 
“Rural  Electrification  Administration,” 
the  following: 

The  committee  believes  that  no  loan  should 
be  made  for  construction  of  such  facilities 
unless  in  areas  where  private  power  com¬ 
panies  cannot  or  will  not  furnish  adequate 
power  at  reasonable  rates  and  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time. 

I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  report, 
and  I  concurred  in  it  as  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee,  but  it  was  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  Administrator  had  the  de¬ 
termination,  because  there  were  such 
great  variations  in  various  sections  of 
the  country.  As  I  understand,  up  to  the 
present  time  the  Administrator  has 
studied  carefully  the  needs,  and  it  was 
rather  left  to  the  Administrator  as  to 
the  loaning  of  the  money. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  of  any¬ 
one  who  can  pass  upon  that  question 
other  than  the  Administrator  of  the 
REA.  The  funds  are  made  available  to 


him.  He  is  responsible  for  making  loans, 
and  certainly  it  would  be  within  his  juris¬ 
diction  to  determine  the  facts  and 
reasons. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  also  de¬ 
sire  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
for  his  statement,  because  I  agree  with 
him  100  percent  that  it  is  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  who  has  the  jurisdiction  and  the 
full  authority  for  determining  what 
rates  are  reasonable.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  in  States  which  have  public  util¬ 
ity  commissions  all  existing  rates,  pre¬ 
sumably,  are  reasonable  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  the  utility  companies,  because 
they  have  been  found  so  by  the  State 
commissions. 

Utility  rates  may  be  reasonable  in  the 
light  of  a  company’s  accumulation  of  in¬ 
vestments,  including  uneconomical  and 
obsolete  ones,  and  still  be  completely  un¬ 
reasonable  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
cooperative’s  need  for  lower  cost  power 
to  extend  electric  service  to  farmers  and 
its  ability  to  obtain  such  low-cost  power 
by  constructing  its  own  generating  fa¬ 
cilities. 

So,  as  the  Senator  knows,  under  the 
basic  law  and  under  the  intent  of  the 
committee,  these  are  facts  within  the 
jurisdiction  and  the  authority  of  the 
Administrator  of  the  REA  to  determine. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  never  had  any  other 
thought  with  reference  to  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  as  a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  I 
did  not,  either. 

Furthermore,  even  though  the  rates 
themselves  may  be  reasonable,  other 
terms  and  conditions  demanded  by  the 
power  companies  may  impose  intolerable 
burdens  on  the  cooperatives.  Such 
burdens,  appearing  in  many  existing 
contracts,  include  restrictions  on  resale 
of  power,  refusal  to  deliver  power  to  the 
co-ops’  load  centers,  necessitating  cost¬ 
ly  construction  by  the  co-ops;  insist¬ 
ence  on  ratchet  clauses  requiring  the 
co-ops  to  pay  for  more  power  than  they 
get;  and  requirements  that  the  co-ops 
pay  higher  rates  for  power  used  by  con¬ 
sumers  in  larger  amounts. 

Of  course,  the  Administrator,  in  con¬ 
sidering  whether  loans  should  be  made 
on  generating  plants  or  transmission 
lines,  has  it  fully  within  his  jurisdiction 
to  consider,  and  he  should  consider  these 
questions;  is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  all  go  to  the  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  HILL.  For  instance,  a  power 
company  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  in 
submitting  a  proposed  contract  had  in 
the  contract  a  provision  permitting  the 
company  to  stop  serving  the  cooperatives 
by  reason  of  war.  We  know,  of  course, 
that  in  time  of  war  it  is  very  important 
that  farmers  have  power.  We  know  that 
during  the  last  war  farmers,  with  less 
manpower,  with  less  fertilizer,  fewer  in¬ 
secticides,  and  other  things  which  they 
had  in  the  past,  stepped  up  their  crops. 
One  important  reason  why  they  were 
able  to  do  it  was  because  so  many  of  our 
farms  had  electricity  and  the  farmers 
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were  able  to  use  the  electricity  to  step 
up  war  production.  So,  of  course,  in  de¬ 
termining  whether  rates  are  reasonable, 
the  Administrator  has  it  in  its  jurisdic¬ 
tion  and  should  consider  all  these  ques¬ 
tions  to  which  I  have  adverted. 

As  the  Senator  knows,  the  REA  has 
made  loans  for  generation  and  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  only  where  no  adequate 
source  of  power  was  available  or  where  a 
saving  in  the  cost  of  wholesale  power  to 
the  cooperatives  could  be  achieved.  The 
matter  is  in  the  discretion  and  in  the 
judgment  and  determination  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  just  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  so  well  said. 
The  policy  of  the  Administrator  as  to 
loans  for  generating  plants  and  trans¬ 
mission  lines  is  clear.  It  stands  today 
just  as  it  has  in  the  past. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  able 
Senator  from  Alabama  has  well  stated 
the  present  policy  of  the  REA  as  related 
in  its  administrative  bulletin  which  was 
placed  in  the  hearings.  The  question  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  this:  Was  it  the  intention  of 
the  committee  to  rewrite  the  REA  law 
through  this  paragraph  in  the  report? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Not  in  the  slightest 
degree.  We  did  not  undertake  to  rewrite 
the  REA  law,  and  we  did  not  propose  to 
do  anything  which  would  interfere  with 
getting  electric  current  into  farm  homes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  there 
is  nothing  in  either  the  bill  or  the  report 
which  would  overthrow  the  present  pol¬ 
icy  of  the  REA? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
am  completely  familiar  with  all  the  de¬ 
tails  of  the  present  policy,  but  there  is 
nothing  in  the  committee  report  which, 
in  my  judgment,  disturbs  the  power  or 
the  discretion  which. the  Administrator 
has  under  the  present  law.  There  has 
been  a  feeling  in  some  quarters — but, 
speaking  for  myself,  I  did  not  concur — 
with  reference  to  putting  anything  at  all 
in  the  report  dealing  with  the  subject. 
There  has  been  a  feeling  that  the  pro¬ 
portion  of  loans  being  made  for  gener¬ 
ating  and  transmitting  facilities  by  the 
REA  was  increasing  at  too  great  a  rate, 
perhaps  to  the  detriment  of  the  cause  of 
getting  power  into  farm  homes.  Hear¬ 
ings  were  had  for  four  or  five  days  in 
conjunction  with  the  Subcommittee  on 
Interior  Appropriations. 

I  was  not  sufficiently  well  qualified  in 
the  science  of  electricity  and  its  distribu¬ 
tion  to  be  able  to  pass  upon  each  and 
every  one  of  the  cases  presented  to  the 
committee.  They  were  presented,  on 
the  one  hand,  by  those  who  were  very 
much  in  favor  of  transmission  and  gen¬ 
erating  lines,  and  they  were  opposed,  on 
the  other  hand,  by  those  who  were  very 
much  opposed  to  them.  I  could  not  pass 
upon  the  question.  It  was  necessary  for 
someone  in  the  administrative  end  of  the 
Government  to  pass  on  it.  The  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  its 
Administrator,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  pass 
upon  these  applications.  That  is  his 
obligation  under  the  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  judgment  there  is  nothing  in  this 


provision,  is  there,  which  would  take 
away  from  the  Administrator  his  author¬ 
ity  or  discretion? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  For  my  own  part,  I 
take  this  to  be  an  admonition  to  the 
Administrator  to  exercise  great  care  in 
the  making  of  these  loans.  As  I  see  it, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  bill  which 
changes  the  law.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  report  of  the  committee  which  could 
be  construed  as  changing  the  law. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
believe  the  committee  was  justified  in 
stating  that  no  loans  should  be  made  for 
the  erection  of  generating  plants  unless 
private  power  companies  cannot  or  will 
not  furnish  adequate  electric  current  at 
reasonable  rates  and  within  a  reasonable 
time.  The  Subcommittee  on  Interior  was 
presented  with  evidence  to  show  that 
REA  loans  were  being  considered  on  the 
guaranty  of  SPA  agreeing  to  purchase 
all  the  current  produced  so  as  to  make 
possible  the  discharge  of  the  proposed 
loan.  In  other  words,  one  Government 
agency  guaranteeing  the  loans  of  another 
Government  agency.  Such  should  not 
be  permitted  for  obvious  reasons. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  read 
the  following  language  from  page  95  of 
the  committee’s  report  as  indicative  of 
the  fact  that  the  committee  realizes  that 
it  was  not  within  the  province  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  to  change  the 
law  on  the  subject  of  REA: 

In  view  of  the  importance  of  this  matter, 
the  committee  respectfully  suggests  that  the 
standing  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  review  this  entire  subject  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  legislation  is  necessary. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  I  agree  with 
that.  That  is  where  legislation  ought 
to  come  from.  It  cannot  come  from  the 
subcommittee. 

Mr.  HILL.  If  there  is  to  be  a  change 
in  policy,  it  ought  to  come  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  the 
standing  legislative  committee  of  this 
body. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  took  that  position 
in  the  subcommittee.  I  also  took  it  in 
the  full  committee,  but  was  not  sustained. 
However,  that  is  my  position. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Would  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
interpret  the  paragraph  to  mean  that 
REA  has  been  making  loans  in  the  past 
which  were  not  justified,  and  that  this 
was  a  word  of  admonition  to  the  REA 
to  curtail  some  of  its  present  loans? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.*  I  made  no  such  state¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President.  I  said  that  for  my 
own  part  I  was  not  sufficiently  expert 
nor  would  I  undertake  to  go  into  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  these  loans.  I 
think  it  is  a  matter  for  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  the  REA  and  for  the  standing  com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  had  the  same  idea. 
I  felt  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  which  would  change  the 
present  program  or  do  injury  to  it.  My 
understanding  is  that  if  they  are  not  able 
to  get  current  from  existing  companies 
at  reasonable  rates  they  may  build  gen¬ 
erating  plants  as  they  have  done  in  the 
past.  Does  the  Senator  have  the  same 
understanding? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes.  There' is  no 
question  that  in  compliance  with  the 


10547 

spirit  and  letter  of  the  original  REA 
Act  the  Administrator  would  have  that 
authority  when  it  is  necessary  to  get 
current  to  the  farmers. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President  I 
wish  to  say  that  what  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  stated  is  also  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer]  received  a  telegram  which  deals 
with  the  subject  under  discussion.  He 
had  to  leave  before  he  was  able  to  pre¬ 
sent  the  telegram  for  insertion  in  the 
Record.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  telegram  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Rutland,  N.  Dak.,  July  15,  1950. 
United  States  Senator  William  Danger: 

Have  been  informed  restrictive  language 
in  pending  Senate  report  on  Interior  and  Ag¬ 
riculture  appropriations  could  have  bad  ef¬ 
fects  on  future  administration  of  generation 
and  transmission  loans.  Urge  your  coopera¬ 
tion  in  bringing  about  deletion  of  any  lan¬ 
guage  or  items  that  could  be  construed  or 
interpreted  as  restricting  administration 
of  Rural  Electric  Administration  in  any  way. 
The  great  value  of  unrestricted  policy  is  in 
its  competitive  strength,  'phe  good  common 
sense  of  our  cooperatives  and  Administrator 
will  avoid  unreasonable  or  excessive  invest¬ 
ment  in  generation  or  transmission.  But  if 
REA  ever  loses  its  power  to  build  facilities 
whenever  or  wherever  found  necessary  ex¬ 
pedient  or  desirable — then  our  co-ops  and 
the  people  they  serve  will  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  commercial  private-owned  utilities. 
On  the  other  hand  the  threat  of  real  compe¬ 
tition  will  make  them  willing  to  coordinate 
and  cooperate  for  the  common  and  public 
good.  We  have  achieved  a  considerable  de¬ 
gree  of  coordination  and  cooperation  with 
the  private-owned  public  utilities  here  in 
North  Dakota.  We  could  never  have  done 
this  with  a  restricted  Rural  Electric  Admin¬ 
istration.  Strongly  urge  your  complete  vigi¬ 
lance  in  maintaining  a  strong  unfettered 
REA  and  a  public  power  policy  that  puts  the 
good  of  the  people  above  any  special  privi¬ 
lege  group. 

Obed  A.  Wyum, 

President,  North  Dakota  Association 
of  Rural  Electric  Cooperatives. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
inquire  which  committee  amendment  is 
now  under  consideration? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  216,  line  1. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  discuss  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
inquire  what  was  the  Chair’s  statement? 
I  could  not  hear  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
announced  that  the  amendment  under 
consideration  is  on  page  216,  line  1. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  last  year  this  organization 
spent  for  administration  $26,149,000. 
The  House  increased  the  figure  to  $27,- 
700,000,  or  an  increase  of  more  than  a 
million  and  a  half  dollars.  The  Senate 
committee  has  raised  this  figure  still 
further  by  $1,300,000.  I  am  very  glad  to 
see  that  everyone  seems  to  approve  of 
the  substantive  work  of  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration.  I  think  it  is  do¬ 
ing  a  very  excellent  type  of  work.  How¬ 
ever,  these  appropriations^ would  not  help 
the  tenant  farmers.  These  appropria- 
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tions  are  intended  for  the  officials,  in  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration.  I  hope 
very  much  that  the  Senate  will  recon¬ 
sider  the  action  by  which  it  approved  the 
amendment,  and  I  move  such  reconsid¬ 
eration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  has  not  been  approved.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on 
page  216,  lines  1  and  2. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hcpe  very  much 
that  the  committee  amendment  will  be 
rejected  and  that  we  may  save  $1,300,- 
000.  Its  rejection  would  reduce  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  spent  by  the 
officials  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Otherwise  they  would  get  a  mil¬ 
lion  and  a  half  dollars  more  than  they 
received  for  the  fiscal  year  just  ended. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  merely  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  last  year  we 
passed  a  housing  bill.  The  provision  for 
farm  housing,  when  compared  with  what 
was  provided  for  urban  areas,  is  some¬ 
what  pathetic.  We  have  insured  billions 
of  dollar’s  worth  of  urban  housing.  How¬ 
ever,  when  we  get  $40,000,000  for  farm 
housing  all  over  the  Nation,  objection  is 
raised  to  that  small  amount.  Of  the 
billions  which  we  have  provided  for  hous¬ 
ing  the  farmers  wou’d  get  the  so-called 
magnificent  sum  of  $40,000,000  under  the 
provisions  of  this  bill.  These  are  not 
self-executing  loans.  Someone  must  ex¬ 
ecute  them  and  administer  them.  The 
item  is  $1,000,000  less  than  the  Budget 
Bureau  allowed.  We  tried  to  go  just  as 
slowly  as  we  could.  I  think  the  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  approved. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  included  $739,385  to  take  care  of 
the  projects  which  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  described. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Therefore  even  if 
we  reject  the  Senate  amendment  of  $29,- 
000,000  and  accept  the  House  figure  of 
$27,700,000,  that  amount  would  be  avail¬ 
able  to  take  care  of  the  project  which 
the  Senator  has  described. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  But  that  is  not  for 
housing  alone.  Water  facilities  are  in¬ 
volved  also.  They  are  considered  to  be 
very  important. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  does  include  hous¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  was  included 
at  the  time  the  House  determined  the 
figure  of  $27,700,000.  It  will  be  found 
that  the  House  figure  was  $26,960,615. 
They  decided  to  make  it  the  round  figure 
of  $27,700,000,  and  included  in  that  item 
are  all  the  expenses  which  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  described.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  appropriation  committee  has  in¬ 
creased  that  item  by  an  additional  $1,- 
300,000.  As  one  who  voted  for  the  re¬ 
organization  plans,  with  the  thought 
that  if  we  would  support  the  President 
in  the  reorganization  of  the  Government 
we  would  get  a  lower  cost  of  administra¬ 
tion,  I  now  find  that  under  this  appro¬ 
priation  bill  practically  every  adminis¬ 
trative  branch  of  the  Government  is 
calling  for  an  average  increase  of  8  to 
10  percent  over  and  above  what  was  al¬ 
lowed  to  them  last  year.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  it.  I  am  beginning  to  wonder  if, 
as  one  who  supported  the  Hoover  Com¬ 


mission  reorganization  plans  on  the  basis 
it  would  provide  greater  efficiency  that 
I  was  not  being  fooled.  Instead  of  sav¬ 
ing  3  or  4  billion  dollars  a  year  as  was 
promised  if  we  would  accept  these  re¬ 
organization  plans,  we  now  find  the  re¬ 
organized  departments  costing  more 
than  the  old  agencies.  I  wish  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  would  point  out  why 
this  department  should  cost  the  tax¬ 
payers  approximately  10  percent  more 
than  it  cost  last  year,  and  unless  good 
reasons  are  given  I  shall  vote  against  the 
committee  amendment  which  increases 
the  amount  by  $1,300,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  undertake  to 
explain  the  matter.  The  amount  which 
was  available  last  year,  as  I  recall,  was 
$26,960,615,  if  the  appropriation  for  the 
full  year  reflected  the  increase  in  sal¬ 
aries  that  was  allowed  by  the  Congress. 

In  the  1950  estimate,  the  Budget  Bu¬ 
reau  approved  the  sum  of  $618,000  for 
the  expense  of  making  additional  farm 
ownership  and  water  facilities  loans  to 
homestead  entrymen  and  others  on 
reclamation  projects.  I  am  not  alto¬ 
gether  familiar  with  the  details  of  those 
loans,  but  members  of  the  committee 
who  are  familiar  with  them,  who  live  in 
the  areas  where  these  projects  are  now 
being  developed  and  opened  up,  stated 
that  that  was  most  important. 

Then  for  costs  of  making  the  addi¬ 
tional  farm  housing  loans  and  grants  in 
1951,  and  servicing  farm  housing  loans 
made  in  1950,  the  budget  allowed  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $2,059,300. 

For  servicing  in  1951  insured  mort¬ 
gages  made  in  prior  years  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  production  and  subsistence  loans 
to  be  made  in  1950,  the  budget  allowed 
$362,060. 

Then  there  were  the  pay  adjustment 
costs,  which  grew  out  of  the  increases 
in  pay  given  under  the  accelerated  pay 
increase  act,  the  Ramspeck  Act,  and  any 
other  acts  of  Congress,  which  amounted 
to  $811,615,  which  made  a  total  of  $30,- 
000,000  for  the  1951  Budget  estimates. 

Of  that  amount,  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  has  allowed  a  total  of  $29,000,000 
which  is  $1,000,000  below  the  Budget 
estimate. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
point  out  to  the  Senator  that  it  may  be 
$1,000,000  below  the  Budget  estimate, 
but  it  is  still  $2,000,000  more  than  the 
amount  under  which  the  same  agency 
operated  during  the  past  12  months. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  just  undertook  to 
explain  that  there  is  $2,059,300,  for  the 
housing  loans  in  the  rural  areas. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  law.  was  in 
effect  at  the  time  the  House  gave  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  bill,  and  the  House  de¬ 
cided  that  $26,700,000  was  enough. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  the  House  de¬ 
cided  that,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  these  loans  will 
be  self-executing.  There  is  no  way  the 
provisions  of  this  act  can  be  carried  out 
other  than  that  we  have  provided. 

Time  and  again  I  have  seen  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  sit¬ 
ting  on  the  floor  when  there  came  before 
the  Senate  bills  to  increase  the  pay  of 
Federal  employees  and  Senators  receiv¬ 
ing  telegrams  from  one  source  and  an¬ 
other  and  would  come  in  and  vote  “aye” 
to  raise  the  salaries  of  employees.  Then 


they  would  go  out  and  telegraph  some¬ 
one,  “I  voted  for  your  pay  increase,”  and 
would  telegraph  another  one,  “I  voted  for 
your  pay  increase.”  They  received  the 
plaudits  of  those  whose  salaries  were  in¬ 
creased,  but  later  when  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  received  a  budget  esti¬ 
mate  which  raised  the  appropriation  a 
million  dollars  more  than  the  agency  had 
had  the  previous  year  the  Senators  would 
come  forward  and  say,.  “What  do  they 
mean  by  increasing  this  estimate  a  mil¬ 
lion  dollars?”  The  Budget  Bureau  did 
not  do  it;  Congress  did  it  by  voting  for 
the  increases  in  pay. 

The  same  thought  applies  when  we 
pass  an  act  such  as  the  Housing  Act. 
We  said  we  were  going  to  let  the  farmers 
get  just  a  little  housing.  Of  course,  it 
was  hardly  enough  for  them  to  smell, 
$40,000,000  over  the  entire  United  States, 
as  compared  with  a  billion  dollars  poured 
out  for  housing  in  the  cities.  But  when 
we  passed  that  bill  and  some  official  came 
in  and  asked  for  a  little  money  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  Farm  Housing  Act,  he  was 
told,  “You  are  going  away  up  in  your 
appropriation.”  We  cannot  add  to  the 
duties  of  a  bureau  of  Government  on 
such  an  extensive  scale,  to  deal  with  farm 
housing  in  3,000  counties  in  the  United 
States,  without  allowing  for  some  in¬ 
crease  in  the  appropriation  to  administer 
the  program. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Georgia  point  that 
fact  out,  because  it  is  one  of  the  facts 
that  needs  to  be  brought  out.  I  remind 
him  that  I  emphasized  the  same  thought 
in  1949  at  the  time  the*  Congress  passed 
the  pay-increase  bills.  I  was  one  of  the 
few  Senators  who  voted  against  these  in¬ 
creases,  and,  if  I  remember  correctly,  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  voted  for  them. 
If  I  am  in  error,  the  Senator  can  correct 
me.  I  agree  with  him  fully  that  it  is 
inconsistent  for  those  who  vote  for  every 
salary  increase  and  every  authorization 
bill  to  then  attack  the  appropriations 
bills  and  try  to  convince  the  public  that 
they  are  great  economizers. 

The  best  way  to  cut  Government  ex¬ 
penditures  is  to  stop  voting  for  the 
authorizations. 

Perhaps  I  am  in  error  in  thinking  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  voted  for  the  pay 
bills. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator’s  mem¬ 
ory  is  completely  in  error  on  that  point. 
It  so  happened  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  and 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  who  sit  in 
the  same  row  of  seats,  got  together  and 
framed  an  amendment  to  reduce  every 
salary  increase  that  was  brought  out  by 
the  Senator’s  committee,  and  we  got  the 
amendments  approved  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate.  Then  I  voted  against  the 
bill,  after  it  was  amended.  As  I  recall, 
it  was  a  viva  voce  vote. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  stand  corrected  in 
my  statement  then.  I  do  know  that 
there  were  very  few  Senators  who  voted 
against  the  salary  increases.  At  that 
time  I  took  the  position  Congress  should 
not  increase  the  salaries  until  we  had  a 
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balanced  budget,  and  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  that  it  is  poor 
taste  for  those  who  have  consistently 
voted  for  the  authorizations  to  attack 
the  appropriations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  the  Senator 
did  not  understand  me  to  be  making  a 
personal  statement  with  respect  to  him 
when  I  was  discussing  the  pay-increase 
bills,  because  I  will  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  has  saved  the  Govern¬ 
ment  millions  of  dollars  by  his  constant 
objection  to  such  bills  on  the  calendar 
and  otherwise. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  has  approved  $27,700,000  for 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Farmers’ 
Home  Administration,  which  is  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $1,551,000  over  1950  appropria¬ 
tions.  The  House  committee  stated,  on 
page  141  of  its  report,  as  follows: 

This  increase  will  permit  the  Department 
to  put  the  farm-housing  program  authorized 
on  a  part-year  basis  in  1950  on  a  full-year 
basis  in  1951,  and  will  cover  increased  pay 
costs.  In  addition,  it  will  provide  approxi¬ 
mately  $300,000  for  servicing  insured  mort¬ 
gages  made  in  prior  years  and  for  handling 
the  additional  farm-tenant  and  water-facili¬ 
ties  loans  authorized  for  1951. 

We  are  not  proposing  that  we  should 
go  back  to  the  appropriation  for  the  year 
1949  and  1950.  We  are  perfectly  willing, 
to  have  the  appropriation  go  forward 
by  a  million  and  a  half  beyond  that.  The 
House  says  that  is  sufficient  to  provide 
for  the  extra  work.  We  simply  do  not 
want  to  go  up  $2,800,000. 

I  point  out  that  if  we  approve^  a 
$29,000,000  appropriation  for  administra¬ 
tion,  that  will  represent  administrative 
costs  of  18  percent  of  the  moneys  dis¬ 
bursed  and  loaned  by  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration.  They  are  disbursing 
and  lending  something  over  $166,000,000, 
and  here  there  is  recommended  $29,000,- 
000  for  administration,  which  represents 
an  administrative  cost  of  18  percent.  I 
submit  that  is  a  rather  high  administra¬ 
tive  ratio,  particularly  when,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  has  correctly  pointed 
out,  at  least  half  of  the  outlays  are  for 
loans,  not  direct  appropriations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee  on  page  216,  line  2. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division  the  amendment  was 
to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will 
state  the  next  amendment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Extension  Service — Payments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,”  on  page  217,  line  25,  after  the 
word  “and,”  to  strike  out  “section  3  of 
the  act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S. 
C.  343c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000”  and  insert  “the  act  ap¬ 
proved  October  27, 1949  (Public  Law  417) , 
extending  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  the 
benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  and 
sections  21  and  23  of  title  II  of  the  Bank- 
head- Jones  Act,  $42,150;  Puerto  Rico, 
section  3  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1931  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386f ) ,  authorizing  extension  of 
the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  Puerto  Rico, 
$31,348”;  in  line  12,  after  the  figures 
“$403,000,”  to  insert  “and  the  act  ap¬ 


proved  October  26, 1949  (Public  Law  406) , 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  23  of 
title  II  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  to 
Puerto  Rico,  $40,000”;  and  in  line  17,  af¬ 
ter  the  name  “Puerto  Rico”,  to  strike  out 
“$27,000,000”  and  insert  “$27,103,498.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page 
218,  line  24,  after  the  word  “possessions,” 
to  strike  out  “$900,000”  and  insert 
“$915,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  the  Secretary,”  on 
page  219,  line  11,  after  the  word  “Agri¬ 
culture”,  to  strike  out  “$2,143,300”  and 
insert  “$2,179,300.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  the  Solicitor,”  on  page 
220,  line  6,  after  the  word  “service”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,450,000”  and  insert 
“$2,675,000”;  and  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  amendment  just  above  stated,  to 
insert  “together  with  such  amounts  from 
other  appropriations  or  authorizations 
as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the 
budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
such  expenses  which  several  amounts  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $207,000  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  not  an  ap¬ 
propriation  for  persons  giving  direct 
service  to  agriculture.  It  is  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  lawyers  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  In  1950  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  legal  services  in  the  Office  of 
the  Solicitor  were  $2,364,000.  The  House 
upped  that  to  $2,450,000,  an  increase  of 
$86,000.  The  Senate  committee  is  now 
proposing  an  appropriation  of  $2,675,000, 
which  is  an  increase  of  over  $300,000 
compared  with  the  appropriation  for  the 
current  year.  There  is  the  further  pro¬ 
vision  that  there  shall  be  added  to  this 
sum  for  legal  services'  other  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  provided  for  in 
various  other  items  in  the  bill. 

The  legal  profession  is  a  very  valu¬ 
able  profession,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
economy  can  be  made  on  the  legal  staffs 
in  virtually  every  governmental  bureau 
in  Washington.  Washington  is  well 
known  for  being  top  heavy  with  lawyers, 
and  the  departments  are  top  heavy  with 
lawyers.  This  is  one  place  where  we  can 
effect  a  reduction  without  impairing 
service  in  the  slightest. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Has  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  made  investigation  to  de¬ 
termine  how  much  of  this  additional 
$250,000  or  $300,000  increase  is  for  the 
use  of  law  libraries?  It  is  inconceivable 
to  me  that  a  request  of  that  kind  should 
be  made,  because  in  every  section  of  the 
United  States,  in  every  city  of  any  con¬ 
sequence  or  in  every  county  of  any  con¬ 
sequence  there  are  public  law  libraries. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  know.  I 
cannot  believe,  however,  that  that  is  an 
item  which  is  of  any  significance  in  the 
total.  I  believe  the  principal  amount 
must  be  for  the  payment  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 
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Mi’.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  understands,  does  he  not,  that  it 
takes  a  great  many  lawyers  to  find  the 
proper  interpretation  for  acts  of  the 
Congress  which  will  be  entirely  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  head  of  the  Department  that 
employs  the  lawyers.  Being  sure  of  that 
on  my  own  part,  I  will  gladly  support  the 
proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
kill  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  again  and  again,  I  think 
very  properly,  called  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  and  the  country  to  the  fact  that 
increasingly  the  heads  of  departments, 
instead  of  asking  for  legal  opinions  from 
the  Attorney  General,  ask  for  legal  opin¬ 
ions  from  their  own  legal  departments, 
and  then  these  legal  departments  sol¬ 
emnly  give  opinions  satisfactory  to  their 
chiefs. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  has  point¬ 
ed  that  out  again  and  again,  and  I  quite 
agree  with  him  in  that  respect.  I  am 
delighted  that  he  reenforces  my  pro¬ 
posal. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I 
pointed  out  that  for  the  year  1948,  the 
Attorney  General’s- office,  which  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  intepret  laws  which  are  not  clear 
to  the  agencies  which  are  concerned, 
gave  only  33  formal  opinions  on  laws  to 
all  the  agencies  of  the  Government. 
The  other  interpretations,  or  “misinter¬ 
pretations”  perhaps  would  be  a  better 
word,  for  some  of  them  anyway,  were 
made  by  solicitors  in  the  offices  of  the 
various  agencies,  and,  of  course,  the 
solicitors  and  their  staffs,  being  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  heads  of  the  agencies  for 
their  jobs,  do  the  best  they  can  to  bring 
forth  interpretations  which  will  be  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  heads  of  the  agencies 
which  employ  them. 

One  of  the  greatest  weaknesses  of  our 
Government  today  is  the  great  amount 
of  employment  . and  money  expended  on 
these  solicitors’  offices,  which  spend  so 
much  time  in  finding  ways  of  getting 
around  the  intent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  real¬ 
ize  it  is  always  very  popular  to  jump  on 
the  lawyers  in  the  Government. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  No,  no,  Mr.  President;  I 
was  not  jumping  on  the  lawyers.  I  was 
jumping  on  the  heads  of  the  depart¬ 
ments  who  insist  that  the  lawyers  bring 
in  the  interpretations  they  want. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  impressed  by  the 
fact  that  in  every  revolution  the  first 
persons  who  are  in  danger  are  the  law¬ 
yers.  When  Jack  Cade  delivered  his 
famous  address  to  his  men  at  Cheapside, 
he  told  them  how  he  was  going  to  bring 
it  about  so  that  they  could  buy  a  3 -penny 
glass  of  ale  for  half  a  penny,  and  a  4- 
penny  loaf  of  bread  for  1  penny,  and  one 
of  his  men  said,  in  referring  to  the  rev¬ 
olution,  that  “the  first  thing  we  will  do 
is  to  kill  off  all  the  lawyers.”  Much  of 
that  same  spirit  seems  to  have  come  down 
from  the  days  of  Jack  Cade’s  rebellion. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  securing  lawyers 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The 
increase  was  not  put  in  the  bill  arbi¬ 
trarily  and  capriciously  to  give  Mr.  Bran- 
nan  some  high-powered  gentleman  who 
could  twist  the  laws  around  to  his  liking. 
It  was  put  in  the  bill  in  the  hope  that  w# 
would  be  able  to  have  a  sane  lending  pro¬ 
gram  in  connection  with  the  telephone 
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legislation  which  was  passed  last  year 
and  the  housing  legislation  which  was 
passed  last  year,  which  greatly  adds  to 
the  legal  duties  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

The  Department  is  going  to  lend  a 
great  deal  of  money  under  those  two 
bills.  It  is  going  to  lend  $40,000,000  for 
housing,  and  $30,000,000  is  contained  in 
the  act  dealing  with  the  rural  telephone 
program. 

In  addition  innumerable  cases  are 
arising  by  virtue  of  the  imposition  of 
acreage  allotments  and  marketing 
quotas  in  the  case  of  some  commodities, 
and  the  plans  we  have  been  compelled 
to  make  for  adjustments  on  other  crops 
next  year.  Of  course,  if  this  war  con¬ 
tinues  I  imagine  all  acreage  allotments 
and  marketing  quotas  will  go  out  the 
window,  because  the  farmers  will  be  re¬ 
quested  to  produce  a  great  deal  more. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  realizes,  does  he  not,  that  if 
acreage  allotments  and  quotas  go  out 
the  window  probably  twice  as  many 
lawyers  will  be  required  to  enforce  the 
price  ceilings  on  farm  commodities. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  will  not  be  a 
matter  which  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  If  that 
must  be  dealt  with  we  will  have  a  Mr. 
Henderson  or  someone  else  to  handle  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  subcommittee 
took  proof  as  to  all  these  matters,  did  it 
not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  subcommittee 
did,  yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  bill  was  re¬ 
ported  after  the  most  careful  investiga¬ 
tion  and  after  extensive  proof,  and  after 
careful  consultation  both  in  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  in  the  full  committee. 
Is  it  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  what 
was  done  in  the  subcommittee  and  in  the 
full  committee  is  a  better  way  of  legis¬ 
lating  than  simply  to  take  the  offhand 
opinion  of  one  of  our  own  Members  on 
the  floor? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  mere¬ 
ly  wish  to  say  that  the  committee  re¬ 
ported  this  item  $395,000  below  the 
budget.  Some  Senators  have  been  talk¬ 
ing  about  a  10-percent  cut.  Here  is  a 
case  where  more  than  a  10-percent  re¬ 
duction  was  applied  to  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate.  I  believe  it  would  be  a  short¬ 
sighted  policy  to  defeat  this  amendment, 
involving  as  it  does  about  $207,000,  when 
the  money  is  absolutely  necessary  to  any 
sane  and  sensible  administration  of  the 
telephone  loan  program  and  of  the  farm¬ 
housing  program.  Senators  can  strike 
it  out  of  the  bill  if  they  will,  but  I  un¬ 
hesitatingly  predict  that  in  the  long  run 
such  action  will  mean  much  greater 
losses  to  the  National  Treasury  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  two  important  lend¬ 
ing  programs  which  were  authorized 
last  year. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  side  slip  does 
not  state  the  number  of  lawyers  that 


should  be  hired.  Does  the  Senator 
know,  from  the  evidence,  the  number 
of  lawyers  proposed  to  be  employed? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  can  find  how  many 
the  Department  wanted  to  employ.  I 
do  not  know  how  many  the  Department 
will  hire  with  this  money,  because  we  ap¬ 
plied  a  rule  of  thumb  and  hoped  this 
modest  increase  would  be  sufficient  to 
enable  the  Department  to  avoid  great 
loss  in  connection  with  the  telephone 
loan  program  and  the  housing  program. 
We  have  the  figures  requested  by  the 
Department,  but  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  carry  them  all  in  my  mind.  They  re¬ 
quested  125  lawyers.  That  is  the  num¬ 
ber  they  would  employ  if  they  were  al¬ 
lowed  the  entire  six-hundred-thousand- 
odd  dollars  requested.  I  imagine  the 
amount  the  committee  allowed  would, 
on  thexoriginal  basis,  probably  mean  the 
employment  of  35  or  40  lawyers. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  feel  that  such  a  number  of  lawyers 
is  altogether  too  many  simply  to  inter¬ 
pret  the  provisions  of  three  or  four 
statutes?  Could  not  such  interpreta¬ 
tion  be  made  in  the  local  office? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  This  appropriation  is 
for  the  local  office. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  what  I  un¬ 
derstood.  Does  not  the  Senator  feel  that 
40  lawyers  are  too  many  to  be  employed 
simply  to  interpret  three  or  four  laws? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  if  they  can 
get  by  with  respect  to  the  Telephone  Loan 
Act  with  40  lawyers  it  will  be  an  achieve¬ 
ment  to  be  hailed  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  a  private  enterprise  were  to  em¬ 
bark  on  a  program  of  that  kind,  which 
is  supposed  to  expand  from  year  to  year 
and  will  involve  the  lending  of  probably 
$2,000,000,000  of  Government  funds,  they 
would  undoubtedly  employ  more  than  40 
lawyers,  and  each  lawyer  would  be  paid 
three  times  the  salary  scale  provided  for 
the  Government  lawyers.  If  some  gigan¬ 
tic  organization  were  getting  ready  to 
embark  on  a  program  of  the  same  kind  it 
would  certainly  need  more  lawyers  than 
are  proposed  to  be  hired  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  agree  that  they 
would  be  paid  more  money,  but  I  do  not 
think  any  firm  would  hire  40  lawyers. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Many  a  firm  would 
have  more  than  40  lawyers. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield! 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I,  too,  was  of  the  im¬ 
pression  a  few  years  ago  that  the  law¬ 
yers  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
did  not  work  very  much.  However,  last 
year  and  the  year  before  I  had  many  oc¬ 
casions  to  deal  with  the  Department  in 
connection  with  the  REA  program.  I 
then  found  that  the  lawyers  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  are  among  the 
hardest-working  employees  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  I  have  known  them  to  work 
Saturdays  and  Sundays,  in  order  to  de¬ 
velop  programs  for  my  own  State. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Were  they  working 
on  programs  or  on  propaganda? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  They  were  working  on  / 
the  strictly  legal  aspects  of  the  REA  in 
my  own  State.  I  had  a  lawyer  friend 


from  North  Dakota  working  with  them, 
so  I  know  whereof  I  speak. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Kerr 
in  the  chair).  The  question  is  on  agree¬ 
ing  to  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  220,  in  line  6.  [Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.] 

The  “ayes”  appear  to  have  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  of  the  committee  will 
be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  Information,”  on 
page  221,  line  19,  after  the  figures  “$611,- 
128”,  to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following 
proviso:  “ Provided ,  That  when  and  to 
the  extent  that  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and  mo¬ 
tion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the 
authorized  programs  of  the  various 
agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 
advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or 
distributed  by  the  Office  of  Information, 
as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department 
therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding 
$300,000  for  these  purposes  may  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applica¬ 
ble,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  objects 
specified  herein.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  this  amendment? 
I  understand  that  it  provides  for  an  ad¬ 
ditional  $300,000  for  sound  pictures 
which  will  set  forth  and  propagandize 
the  programs  of  the  various  agencies  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I,  for 
one,  would  like  to  have  an  explanation 
of  this  amendment,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  its  source. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
language  to  which  the  Senator  adverts,- 
which  I  believe  is  to  be  found  on  page 
221,  beginning  in  line  19 - 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  language  has 
previously  appeared  in  the  appropriation 
bill.  It  was  submitted  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  this  year.  It  was  then  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  but  was  stricken  from  the 
bill  when  the  bill  was  being  dealt  with  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
That  action  was  taken  on  a  point  of 
order. 

The  amendment  was  voted  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee  to  be  re¬ 
stored  to  the  bill,  in  view  of  the  state¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  which  I  shall  read: 

The  purpose  of  this  language  is  to  facili¬ 
tate  financing  the  production  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  motion  pictures  for  bureaus  in  the 
Department  by  the  existing  and  authorized 
facilities  in  the  Office  of  Information.  The 
authority  of  the  Department  to  produce  mo¬ 
tion  pictures,  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511) 
has  long  been  recognized  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  provided  them  since  1912.  They 
are  used  mainly  by  the  Extension  Service  as 
education  and  demonstrational  aids. 

The  authority  to  transfer  contained  in  this 
language  was  inserted  in  the  Agriculture  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act  of  1943.  While  essentially 
the  same  result  can  be  accomplished  under 
the  reimbursement  authority  of  section  601 
of  the  Economy  Act,  the  above  provision  per- 
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mits  a  merger  of  transferred  funds,  In  the 
interests  of  simpler  accounting. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  has  the  amount  been 
used  in  other  years? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  on  this  point? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Let  me  say  that  one 
of  the  best  of  all  sound  motion  pictures 
developed  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  is  one  which  deals  with  the  pres¬ 
ervation  of  agricultural  products  in  can¬ 
ning  work  and  in  the  preservation  of 
fruits.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  is  familiar  with  some  of  those 
motion  pictures.  Their  great  advantage 
is  that  instead  of  requiring  a  home  dem¬ 
onstration  agent  to  go  from  house  to 
house  and  to  set  up  the  demonstration 
in  each  house,  films  are  now  available 
to  show  how  these  facilities  can  be  used 
in  the  deep-freeze  units — an  extremely 
fine  demonstration  of  what  to  do  in  the 
home  canning  of  fruits  and  vegetables. 

I  think  the  sound  film  developed  on 
the  canning  of  fruits  and  vegetables 
alone  is  worth  all  the  money  which  has 
been  used  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  if  there  already  is  a 
provision  of  $1,265,800  for  this  purpose, 
is  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  be 
given  authority  to  exercise  his  own  judg¬ 
ment  in  the  spending  of  an  additional 
$300,000  for  the  production  of  motion 
and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  au¬ 
thorized  programs  of  the  various  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Department?  Why  do  we 
have  the  appropriation  in  two  places? 
Why  do  we  provide  that  the  $300,000  can 
be  taken  from  some  other  fund  if  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  desires  to  use  it 
in  the  production  of  motion  and  sound 
pictures  which  will  set  forth  the  work  of 
any  agency  of  the  Department  which  he 
may  choose  to  have  set  forth? 

The  amendment  almost  gives  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  unlimited  author¬ 
ity  to  produce  the  kind  of  motion  pic¬ 
ture  or  sound  picture  he  wishes  io  have 
produced,  so  long  as  it  has  some  relation¬ 
ship  to  the  work  of  one  of  the  agencies 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  at  this  point? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Certainly;  but  first  let 
me  say  that  I  am  particularly  concerned 
with  this  amendment,  and  perhaps  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  knows  why. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  can  only  say  to 
my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont,  that  I  do  not  know  why  the  mat¬ 
ter  is  handled  in  this  fashion.  I  was 
only  attempting  to  reply  to  the  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  sound  films  and 
motion  pictures  demonstrating  the  work 
of  the  Department  have  heretofore  been 
used. 

I  say  that  in  my  opinion  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  money  for  films  heretofore  pre¬ 
pared  has  been  a  very  good  expenditure. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  is  entirely  correct.  If  properly 
used,  a  reasonable  amount  of  money  well 
spent  would  return  good  dividends  on 
the  investment. 

However,  I  see  no  restriction  on  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  regard  to  the 
use  of  this  $300,000  to  produce  the  kind 
of  film  he  may  wish  to  have  produced, 
so  long  as  it  relates  to  some  phase  of 


the  work  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Can  the  Senator 
say  whether  any  division  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  which  under  the 
agricultural  appropriation  has  any 
money  to  spend  in  relation  to  authorized 
programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the 
Department,  could  transfer  all  that 
money  to  this  particular  agency  and 
have  it  do  all  the  work  and  handle  all 
the  program? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  would  rather  have  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  answer  that  ques¬ 
tion.  As  I  read  the  law,  it  seems  to  me 
that  $300,000  would  be  taken  out  of  the 
$1,265,800.  Or  could  it  come  from  any 
unused  funds  of  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  $300,000  is 
very  similar  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary.  As  the  Senator 
is  aware,  there  go  into  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  various  allotments  from  vari¬ 
ous  bureaus  and  agencies  within  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  for  the  purpose 
of  supervision  of  the  work  within  that 
agency.  I  think  the  $300,000  is  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  appropriation  referred  to  by 
the  Senator,  and  I  think  it  can  be  trans¬ 
ferred  from  funds  which  are  appropri¬ 
ated  for  the  various  branches  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  not  necessarily 
under  the  Office  of  Information?  That 
is  the  idea,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  has  to  be  spent  un¬ 
der,  the  Office  of  Information. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  it  can  come 
from  any  other  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture;  can  it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes;  there  is  no 
question  about  that. 

So,  as  I  understand  this  $300,000,  it 
comes  by  transfer  from  any  agency  of 
the  Department.  For  example,  I  think 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  if  it 
has  any  funds  available  for  this  purpose, 
can  transfer  them  so  as  to  have  a  film 
made  to  show  farmers  how  to  store  corn 
in  home  storage;  and  the  money  could 
also  be  used  for  the  distribution  of  that 
film. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Could  the  money 
also  be  used  to  show  the  advantages  or 
disadvantages  of  the  Brannan  plan?  It 
could  be  used  for  that  purpose,  could  it 
not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  permit  me  to 
reply,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  the 
money  could  be  used  for  that  purpose  at 
all.  If  I  thought  it  could  be  used  for  that 
purpose,  I  certainly  would  not  approve 
of  this  amendment.  However,  I  do  not 
think  the  money  could  be  used  for  such 
a  purpose,  because  the  amendment  states 
that  the  funds  may  be  used  for  “author¬ 
ized  programs.” 

Up  to  this  good  moment,  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  has  not  authorized 
the  Brannan  plan. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  I 
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think  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  the  money  could  not  legally 
be  used  to  promote  a  new  program  But 
the  money  could  be  used  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  a  sound  or  motion  picture  to  show 
how  the  American  farmer  in  recent  years 
has  attained  salvation  under  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield.  , 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Marketing  is  a  part 
of  the  Brannan  plan,  is  it  not?  Distri¬ 
bution  is  a  part  of  the  Brannan  plan, 
and  both  are  recognized  in  other  sections 
relating  to  the  marketing  of  farm  prod¬ 
ucts.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that 
the  funds  could  be  used  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  and,  therefore,  to  demonstrate  the 
values  of  the  Brannan  plan? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  believes,  as  I  do,  that  certain  funds 
appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  have  already  been  used — or  mis¬ 
used — for  the  promotion  of  the  Brannan 
plan. 

There  is  no  guaranty  that,  if  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  or  PMA  funds  have  been 
used  for  that  purpose,  this  $300,000  movie 
or  sound  film  could  not  also  be  used  at 
least  promote  enthusiasm,  to  show  that 
while  we  are  doing  pretty  well  under  the 
present  programs,  we  might  do  even 
better. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  is  fa¬ 
miliar  with  the  recent  program  in 
Minnesota,  under  which  some  $34,000  or 
perhaps  as  much  as  $50,000  was  used  in 
behalf  of  the  Brannan  plan,  even 
though  not  authorized.  The  Senator 
has  no  doubt  as  to  that  fact,  has  he? 

Mr.  AIE1EN.  I  also  pointed  out  re¬ 
cently,  when  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
was  absent  from  the  Senate  Chamber, 
that  the  Comptroller  General  never 
ruled  on  the  point  raised  by  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  namely,  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  at  the  meeting  in 
Minnesota,  violated  the  law  by  making 
a  speech  in  favor  of  the  Brannan  plan. 
The  Comptroller  General  held  that  it  was 
a  matter  which  would  properly  come  be¬ 
fore  the  Department  of  Justice,  not  be¬ 
fore  the  Comptroller  General. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  familiar  with  the  statement  I 
made  previously  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  in  which  I  showed  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  had  pointed  out  to 
his  top  PMA  men  that  in  his  opinion  it 
was  more  important  that  they  work  to¬ 
ward  the  enactment  of  his  legislative 
program  than  that  they  work  to  make 
the  existing  law  function? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  made  some  such  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  quoted  a  portion 
of  a  letter  which  the  Secretary  had  writ¬ 
ten  to  his  top  officials,  in  which  he  had 
made  that  statement. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  There  is  some  indica¬ 
tion  that  at  least  a  few  of  them  have 


10552  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


borne  that  admonition  in  mind.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  this  is  definitely  legis¬ 
lation  on  an  appropriation  bill,  and  I 
ask  the  Chair  to  rule  on  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Chair  correctly  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  is  making  the 
point  of  order? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  am  making  the  point 
of  order  that  it  is  legislation  on  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  may  say  that  I  am 
highly  suspicious  of  this  item  of  $300,- 
000,  which  is  to  be  used  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  a  sound  or  motion  picture,  as 
proposed.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
it  is  legislation  on  a‘n  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it  is  a 
legislative  matter,  but  it  is  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  a  legislative  matter,  because  the 
language  which  precedes  it,  writing  out 
all  the  numbers  of  the  yearbooks  which 
can  be  printed,  is  itself  legislative.  So 
it  is  an  amendment  to  a  legislative  pro¬ 
vision  which  comes  to  us  in  the  House 
bill.  We  certainly  have  a  right  to  amend 
a  House  legislative  provision  which  comes 
to  the  Senate.  When  the  House  under¬ 
takes  to  write  out  and  prescribe  how 
many  of  the  Yearbooks  of  Agriculture 
shall  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  House 
and  Senate,  and  to  write  in  a  great  deal 
of  legislation  in  connection  with  the 
Office  of  Information,  the  Senate  has  a 
right  to  amend  it  to  the  extent  pro¬ 
posed,  because  when  the  House  legis¬ 
lates,  then  the  Senate  has  a  right  to 
legislate.  The  House  provision,  pre¬ 
scribing  the  number  of  yearbooks  which 
can  be  printed,  is  purely  legislative. 
That  is  one  form  of  information.  We 
come  forward  with  another. 

While  I  am  about  it,  the  distinguished 
Senator  has  talked  about  a  sound  film. 
This  provision  is  not  only  for  a  sound 
film,  but  for  preparing  an  agricultural 
exhibit  to  be  taken  around  to  State  fairs 
and  gatherings  of  that  kind.  It  was  not 
placed  in  the  bill  with  any  idea  of  pro¬ 
moting  the  Brannan  plan — perish  the 
thought,  so  far  as  our  committee  is  con¬ 
cerned. 

I  do  not  know  how  the  Members  feel 
about  it.  I  did  not  poll  them.  But  this 
is  a  provision  which  has  been  in  the  bills 
since  1943.  It  is  not  a  new  idea  to  assist 
by  means  of  the  dissemination  of  infor¬ 
mation  by  way  of  agricultural  exhibits, 
moving  pictures,  and  otherwise.  It  has 
been  in  progress  since  1943,  and  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  not  put  in  this  bill  with  any  idea 
of  propagandizing  for  the  Brannan  plan. 
The  Brannan  plan  was  in  existence  be¬ 
fore  1943.  It  was  not  called  the  Brannan 
plan.  It  bore  the  name  then  of  a  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  or  Illinois,  some  doc¬ 
tor  from  one  of  the  agricultural  college 
experiment  stations  in  that  area,  who 
headed  the  movement  as  an  emergency 
or  a  depression  measure. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Mr. 
Brannan,  later  pinned  his  name  to  the 
program  evolved  by  this  professor.  But 
there  is  nothing  about  the  Brannan  plan 
in  this  amendment.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  not  assail  it  on  those  grounds,  be¬ 


cause  it  does  not  relate  to  the  Brannan 
plan. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  may  say  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  did  not  bring  up  the 
idea  that  this  might  be  used  for  promot¬ 
ing  the  Brannan  Plan.  However,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  is  not  satisfied 
with  this  provision.  I  should  prefer,  Mr. 
President,  to  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  provision  is  not  germane  to  the 
bill . 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  identical  language  was  stricken  from 
the  bill  in  the  House,  that  a  point  of 
order  was  made  against  it,  and  that  it 
was  removed  from  the  bill  for  that  rea¬ 
son? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  exactly  cor¬ 
rect.  But  the  House  has  an  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  system  from  that  of  the  Senate 
when  it  comes  to  dealing  with  points  of 
order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  that. 
But,  unless  there  is  something  else  about 
this  amendment  which  is  absolutely 
germane - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  it  is  ger¬ 
mane. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Unless  it  amends  the 
provision  which  came  to  the  Senate  from 
the  House,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  not 
germane. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  a  proposal  to 
amend  what  the  House  sent  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  What  the  House  sent 
to  the  Senate  was  a  provision  for  in¬ 
formation,  and  this  amendment  relates  to 
information.  It  provides  for  exhibits  ex¬ 
plaining  new  agricultural  developments 
of  major  interest  to  farmers  and  is  sup¬ 
plied  to  some  35  large  State  and  inter¬ 
state  fairs  which  request  this  material 
each  year.  Technical  assistance  and 
production  facilities  are  also  extended  to 
department  agencies  for  the  preparation 
of  small  exhibits,  for  limited  use.  In 
addition,  the  Office  of  Information  pro¬ 
vides  motion  picture,  radio,  and  projec¬ 
tion  service  for  the  Department  and 
supervises  the  distribution  of  films  from 
72  cooperative  State  film  libraries  for 
the  use  of  extension  agencies. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  This  amendment  goes 
far  beyond  the  provisions  sent  to  the 
Senate  by  the  House.  In  fact,  it  au¬ 
thorizes  the  Secretary  to  use  his  own 
judgment  as  to  whether  or  not  $300,000 
worth  of  sound  or  motion- picture  film 
would  promote  the  work  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Upon  whose  judgment 
are  we  going  to  have  to  depend  for" 
information? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  ask  for  the  judgment 
of  the  Senate  upon  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ  and  Mr.  LUCAS  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield;  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  after  which  I 
shall  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  language  sought 
to  be  employed  is  that  which  has  to  do 
with  information. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  happens  that  what 
the  House  did  was  to  provide  for  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  form  of  yearbooks.  The 
yearbook  contains  possibly  a  thousand 
items  of  information  beneficial  to  the 
farmer.  Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Besides  the  items  out¬ 
lined  in  the  yearbook,  giving  sound  in¬ 
formation  to  the  farmer,  the  Senate 
amendment  provides  only  for  additional 
information,  but,  nevertheless,  informa¬ 
tion.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 
There  can  be  no  question  about  the  ger¬ 
maneness  of  the  amendment.  The  item 
is  as  follows: 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  publication,  indexing,  illustration,  and 
distribution  of  bulletins,  documents,  and 
reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  agricultural  motion  and  sound 
pictures,  and  exhibits,  and  the  coordination 
of  informational  work  in  the  Department. 

It  goes  on  to  provide  for  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  230,850  copies  of  the  yearbook 
for  the  use  of  the  House  and  the  Senate, 
which  is  certainly  legislation.  Then 
comes  the  amendment  which  provides 
for  additional  information  dealing  with 
agriculture,  to  be  furnished  by  the 
transfer  of  $300,000  from  other  appro¬ 
priations.  Then  follows  this  legisla¬ 
tion: 

That  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures 
or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceed¬ 
ing  a  total  of  $10,000  to  be  used  for  employ¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of 
section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944— 

And  so  forth.  That  is  legislation.  The 
whole  section  is  legislation. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  just  read  into  the  Record 
what  I  had  intended  to  read,  under  the 
general  caption  of  “Office  of  Informa¬ 
tion.”  Everything  which  he  has  read, 
it  seems  to  me,  is  right  in  line  with  what 
the  proviso  does.  It  deals  with  the  same 
subject  matter,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
all  absolutely  germane. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  point  on  which 
the  House  sustained  the  point  of  order, 
however,  was  that  the  $300,000  was  to  be 
transferred  from  other  bureaus  within 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  amount  of  money  allocated 
for  the  purposes  which  the  Senator  just 
mentioned.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  new 
legislation,  and  that  the  House  was  cor¬ 
rect  in  striking  it  out. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  intend  to 
pass  on  the  rules  of  the  House,  because 
from  what  little  experience  I  have  had 
I  know  that  they  are  widely  different 
from  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  Limita¬ 
tions  are  not  out  of  order  in  the  House. 
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In  the  Senate  it  has  been  held  that  all 
limitations  are  out  of  order.  There  is 
no  similarity  of  rules  as  between  the 
House  and  the  Senate  in  dealing  with 
appropriation  bills.  I  claim,  and  shall 
continue  to  insist  so  long  as  I  am  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  that  when  the 
House  legislates  one  line,  as  it  does  when 
it  spells  out  the  number  of  yearbooks 
to  be  printed,  it  has  opened  the  door,  and 
the  Senate  can  legislate  on  the  subject 
even  in  an  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  agree  with  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  in  that  respect,  but 
I  make  the  point  that  that  was  not  the 
issue  in  the  House.  It  was  not  on  the 
question  of  whether  it  was  germane  to 
the  Office  of  Information;  it  was  that 
the  $300,000  was  to  be  transferred  within 
the  Department  for  the  purposes  out¬ 
lined.  It  was  on  that  question  that  the 
point  of  order  was  made.  I  submit  that 
if  the  Senate  attempts  to  write  it  into 
the  bill  under  the  theory  that  it  is 
amending  what  the  House  did,  a  point  of 
order  can  properly  be  made. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  agree  at  all 
with  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  provides  that — 

Not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these  purposes 
may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable, 
and  shall  be  available  for  the  objects  spe¬ 
cified  herein. 

The  amendment  could  not  be  more 
germane. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Is  a  point  of  order 
debatable? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  not 
debatable. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  insist  on  the  reg¬ 
ular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  raised  the 
question  of  germaneness  of  the  Senate 
amendment,  which  has  just  been  dis¬ 
cussed,  to  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House. 

Under  rule  XVI,  paragraph  4,  the 
Chair  will  submit  the  question  of  ger¬ 
maneness  to  the  Senate,  which,  under 
the  rule,  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senate  is  anxious  to  have  a  vote  on  this 
question  tonight,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  will  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Brewster 

Bridges 

Butler 

Chapman 

Chavez 

Connaily 

Cordon 

Donnell 

Douglas 

Dworshak 


Eastland 

Ecton 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

Fulbright 

George 

Graham 

Hayden 

Hickenlooper 

Hill 

Holland 

Humphrey 


Ives 

Jenner 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Kem 

Kerr 

Kilgore 

Langer 

Lehman 

Lodge 

Lucas 

McFarland 

McKellar 


Magnuson 

O’Mahoney 

Stennis 

Malone 

Pepper 

Taft 

Martin 

Robertson 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Maybank 

Russell 

Thye 

Mllllkin 

Saltonstall 

Watkins 

Morse 

Schoeppel 

Wherry 

Murray 

Smith,  Maine 

Williams 

Myers 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Young 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present. 

The  question  is.  Is  the  committee 
amendment  before  the  Senate  germane 
to  the  House  provision?  The  question 
is  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  rule  provides 
that  no  further  point  of  order  can  be 
made  and  that  the  question  of  germane¬ 
ness  must  be  settled  by  a  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Two  ques¬ 
tions  are  involved.  One  is  the  question 
of  new  legislation.  Where  new  legisla¬ 
tion  is  proposed  by  a  committee,  the 
Senate  may  decide  that  it  is  germane  to 
the  provision  in  a  House  bill.  In  that 
case  the  point  of  order  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  new  legislation  no  longer  lies. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  other  words,  if  the 
Senate  decides  that  the  language  is  ger¬ 
mane,  the  point  of  order  is  actually  set¬ 
tled  by  the  vote  on  the  question  of 
germaneness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ate  decides  it  is  germane,  of  course  it 
can  vote  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  separately.  However, 
the  point  of  order  that  it  is  new  legisla¬ 
tion  is  then  disposed  of. 

Mr.  TAFT.  A  point  of  inquiry,  Mr. 
President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Germane  to  what?  Ger¬ 
mane  to  the  bill?  Germane  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  House  bill? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Germane  to 
the  House  language,  to  which  it  is  an 
amendment. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia,  in  charge 
of  the  bill  in  reply  to  the  point  of  order 
that  it  was  new  legislation,  contended 
that  it  was  germane  to  the  provision  of 
the  bill  to  which  it  is  an  amendment, 
which  is  the  House  language. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Was  the  point  of  order 
.  raised  to  the  question  of  germaneness 
or  on  the  ground  of  new  legislation? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  point  of 
order  was  made  against  the  amendment 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  new  legisla¬ 
tion,  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  to 
counter  that  point  of  order,  said  that  it 
was  germane  to  the  legislative  provision 
in  the  House  text. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  did  not  hear  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  raise  the  question 
of  germaneness,  and  the  point  of  order 
was  not  debatable,  so  how  was  it  raised? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  present 
occupant  of  the  chair  was  temporarily 
called  out  at  the  time  the  point  was 
raised,  but  the  Chair  understands  that 
when  the  point  of  order  was  raised 


against  the  language  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  new  legislation,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  contended  that  it  was  germane 
to  the  House  provision,  and  that  raised 
the  question,  and  the  occupant  of  the 
chair  at  that  time  submitted  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  Senate,  and  the  point  of  no 
quorum  was  made.  That  is  the  present 
situation. 

The  question  is,  Is  the  amendment 
germane  to  the  House  language? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Those  who 
take  the  position  that  the  language  of 
the  committee  amendment  is  germane 
to  the  House  language  will  vote  “yea.” 
Those  who  take  the  contrary  position 
will  vote  “nay.” 

The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senators  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton 
and  Mr.  McMahon],  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey],  and  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings] 
are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette], 
the  Senators  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green  and  Mr.  Leahy]  ,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  , 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas], 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor]  are  detained  on  official  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  is  absent  on  official  committee 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Sparkman]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Johnston],  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  and  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely] 
would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Mundt],  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]  is  absent  because  of  a  death 
in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Darby], 
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the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders],  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Gurney],  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy] 
are  detained  on  official  business. 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted — yeas  35, 
nays  25,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 35 


Anderson 

Hill 

Maybank 

Chapman 

Holland 

Morse 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Myers 

Donnell 

Kerr 

O’Mahoney 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Pepper 

Eastland 

Langer 

Robertson 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Russell 

Fulbrlght 

Lucas 

Stennis 

George 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Graham 

McKellar 

Young 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

NAYS— 25 

Aiken 

Ives 

Smith,  Maine 

Brewster 

Jenner 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Bridges 

Kem 

Taft 

Butler 

Lodge 

Thye 

Cordon 

Malone 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

Martin 

Wherry 

Ecton 

Millikln 

Williams 

Ferguson 

Saltonstall 

Hickenlooper 

Schoeppel 

NOT  VOTING— 

36 

Benton 

Hendrickson 

McMahon 

Brlcker 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Neely 

Cain 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Sparkman 

Darby 

Kefauver 

Taylor 

Downey 

Knowland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Flanders 

Leahy 

Tobey 

Frear 

Long 

Tydings 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Vandenberg 

Green 

McCarthy 

Wiley 

Gurney 

McClellan 

Withers 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  On  this  vote 
the  yeas  are  35,  the  nays  are  25,  the 
Senate  holds  the  amendment  germane, 
and  that  settles  the  point  of  order  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  new  legislation. 
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REPORT  OF  MAJORITY  MEMBERS  OF 
SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  FOREIGN  RELA¬ 
TIONS  COMMITTEE 

Mr  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  the  report 
of  the  majority  members  of  the  Tydings 
subcommittee  which  is  just  out,  not 
having  gone  through  the  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee,  asserts  that  I  was 
absent  for  9  of  the  31  sessions  of  the 
meetings  of  the  subcommittee,  that  for/ 
this  reason  the  subcommittee  was  “bur¬ 
dened  in  its  work”  and  that  there  was 
significance  in  most  of  these  absences 
coming  during  consideration  of’  the 
Amerasia  case. 

The  truth  is  that  the  Senior  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  s^ho  is  one 
of  the  majority  signers  of/rhe  report, 
missed  five  meetings — five  of  the  nine — as 
I  did,  because  we  were  inembers  of  the 
subcommittee  of  two  which  was  taking 
testimony  in  New  Yq^k  and  abroad  on 
the  day-to-day  pohcing  of  the  loyalty 
program  pursuant/to  a  unanimous  vote 
of  the  full  subcommittee.  This  was  be¬ 
tween  the  dat</of  May  26  and  June  5 
when  most  op'  the  consideration  of  the 
Amerasia  case  occurred.  I  missed  the 
other  four /neetings  because  a  young  man 
who  was/h  close  friend  of  my  son’s,  of 
myself Vand  of  my  whole  family,  was 
drowijed  near  my  home  in  Massachusetts 
was  preoccupied  for  several  days 
with  many  thing  pertaining  to  the  trag- 
This  occurred  in  March  just  as  the 
Subcommittee  was  beginning  its  hear¬ 


ings  and  could  have  had  no  possible 
effect,  burdensome  or  otherwise,  on  the 
work  of  the  subcommittee. 

It  is  a  pity— and  it  is  foreign  to  all 
the  usual  courtesies  between  Senators — 
that  I  should  be  criticized  by  name  for 
being  absent  on  official  committee  work 
and,  secondly,  for  being  absent  because 
of  the  death  of  a  close  and  beloved 
ifriend. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
in  a  moment  when  I  have  completed  my 
statement. 

It  is  this  type  of  petty  sniping — this 
attempt  to  hit  below  the  belt — which 
has  made  the  work  of  the  subcommittee 
so  difficult.  If  the  other  statements  in 
the  majority’s  report  are  no  more  ac¬ 
curate  than  these  statements  about  my- 

Iself,  the  report  will  be  chiefly  valuable 
as  fiction  and  as  special  pleading,  rather 
than  as  fact.  Indeed  this  makes  the 
■  whole  document  suspect. 

The  majority  report  also  attacks  me 
by  name  for  reading  12  of  the  81  loyalty  , 
files.  Twelve  files  taken  at  random  ang 
requiring  five  whole  days  to  read,  a te 
a  representative  cross-section  and  con¬ 
vinced  me  that  the  files  were  in  smpi  an 
unfinished,  undeveloped  state  asjftiot  to 
provideSa  sound  basis  for  reaching  con- 
clusionsX  It  is  noteworthy  that,  while 
the  majortjy  criticizes  me  for  refusing 
to  acept  thfi^e  files  blindly  at  their  face 
value,  nowhdte  in  the  majority  report 
are  these  file^^iscussgd  as  individual 
cases,  one  by  oik  the -way  I  do.  There 
is  merely  a  blan\gtf  endorsement,  and 
there  is  no  way  of  Jfaowing  whether  the 
majority  read  8J/~  fires  or  none  at  all. 
My  report  goes  .'into  specific  details. 

Mr.  President,  in  my\ninority  views, 
*f-purposely  -made  no  pekonal  attacks 
on  any  members  of  the  Xbcommittee 
and,  at  this  serious  momentum  history, 
I  shall  qbt  do  so,  but  it  is  necessary  that 
I  clarify  the  flagrant  misstatements 
which  the  majority  have  seen  fit  toinake 
about  my  part  personally  in  this  investi¬ 
gation.  They  must  be  indeed  desperate 
Mien  to  use  these  personal  methods 
/divert  attention  from  the  main  issued 
which,  of  course,  is  the  total  inadequacy 
of  their  investigation. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  a  question.  As  I  re¬ 
call  the  history  of  this  investigation,  the 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  author¬ 
ized  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee  to  investigate  the  matter  and  to 
report  to  the  Senate.  Am  I  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  subcommittee,  which  was 
designated  to  investigate  and  report  to 
the  full  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
has  released  a  report  to  the  press  pur¬ 
porting  to  be  the  report  of  the  full 
committee? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Yes.  It  is  an  unusual 
proceeding,  though,  since  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  should  have  reported  to  the  full 
Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  As  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  I  must  utter  a  vigorous  protest 
against  that  procedure.  I  have  never 
heard  of  it  before.  The  subcommittee 


was  appointed  to  report  to  the  full  corny 
mittee,  and  the  full  committee  was^to 
consider  it  before  any  public  repor^was 
made. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  that  is  Correct. 
I*  think  it  is  a  most  unusual  procedure. 
I  know  of  no  reason  for  takmfg  this  un¬ 
usual  procedure  and  ignoryfg  in  rather 
cavalier  fashion  all  the  corner  members 
of  the  committee. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Stator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOP3R.  Mr.  President, 
I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  would  tqH  me  when  he  man¬ 
aged  to  obtain  ycopy  of  this  report  of 
the  subcommittee,  that  is  of  the  majority 
members  of  tlfe  subcommittee  of  which 
I  happen  toJre  a  minority  member.  I  am 
curious  ahdUt  that. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  got  it  this  afternoon 
at  abovrff  4  o’clock.  I  went  down  into  the 
sort  qf  battle  station  they  have  down  in 
the  pillar.  I  went  in  and  asked  a  young 
there  to  give  me  a  copy  of  the  re¬ 
ft,  which  she  did.  Maybe  she  was  not 
Supposed  to  do  so.  Maybe  I  am  not  sup¬ 
posed  to  see  it  until  it  comes  out  in  the 
newspapers  tomorrow. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  For  a  con¬ 
siderable  period  of  time,  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  I  have 
been  obtaining  my  information  about 
the  subcommittee  from  the  newspapers. 
I  have  been  totally  unable  to  secure  a 
copy,  galley  proof,  or  otherwise,  of  this 
so-called  report  of  the  majority  party 
membership  on  this  subcommittee.  I 
understand  it  was  freely  handed  out  to 
the  newspapers  this  morning,  and  per¬ 
haps  yesterday,  and  on  last  Friday  at 
least  one  or  two  newspapermen,  I  am 
told,  had  access  to  the  galley  proof ;  and 
yet,  as  a  member  of  the  subcommittee, 
I  was  not  provided  with  any  such  re¬ 
port.  I  understand  that  after  some  con¬ 
siderable  inquiry  on  the  part  of  my  office 
this  afternoon  two  copies  were  sent  over 
late,  after  they  had  been  pretty  gen¬ 
erally  scattered  around  to  the  public. 

I  think  it  is  a  rather  fantastic  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  I  expect  to  have  something 
,  say  about  it  when  I  can  find  out  what 
th\ majority  has  said.  One  or  two  little 
thirfgs  that  have  been  quoted  to  me  by 
the  ptess  certainly  will  lend  themselves 
to  a  considerable  amount  of  interesting 
comment 

Mr.  LODGE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Iwa  that  we  have  a  well- 
established  i^ocedure  in  the  Senate, 
which  has  dev^oped  over  the  years  as 
the  result  of  experience;  and  whenever 
a  little  handful  ol  Senators  undertake 
to  violate  that  procedure  and  bypass  it, 
naturally  and  obviou^y  it  makes  any¬ 
thing  they  do  suspect. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  \Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  again  yielk^? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  it  the 

understanding  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  that  this  subcommittee, 
to  which  he  and  I  both,  at  least  on  psiper, 
belong,  was  to  report  to  the  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  Committee  as  a  creature  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  or  was  tire 
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Mr.  LUCAS.  Please  do  not  do  that 
j»w.  / ' 

*4r.  LODGE.  The  Senator  should  cer¬ 
tainly  let  me  comment  on  what  he  said 
my  views  were.  I  know  he  i&^fair. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  report  speaks  for 
itself.  I  have  merely  beep  told  that  by 
someone.  Perhaps  I  gffould  not  even 
have  mentioned  it.  Jtt  it  misinterprets 
in  any  way  the  Senator’s  attitude,  I  will 
simply  withdravyjf/to  keep  him  from  en¬ 
tering  upon  a  Jong  discussion,  because 
the  three  majority  members  of  the  sub- 
committee^Jme  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  TymJngs]  ,  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticup[Mr.  McMahon],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  are 
not-present.  Frankly,  perhaps,  I  should 
not  have  said  that. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  wonder  where  they  are. 

Ij&MMhiafi  1  r  I  -  — 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  on  page  221, 
beginning  in  line  19. 

— Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  had  not  been  called  to  my 
attention  until  now.  It  is  a  quarter  of 
seven.  I  should  like  further  opportunity 
to  examine  it  and  study  it.  I  wonder 
whether  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  would  be  willing  to  postpone  the 
vote  until  tomorrow.  The  amendment 
reads: 

Provided,  That  when  and  to  the  extent 
that  In  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agri¬ 
cultural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs  of 
the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can 
he  more  advantageously  prepared  *  *  * 

by  the  Office  of  Information,  *  *  *  ad¬ 

ditional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 
these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  from  the 
funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  available  for 
“the  objects  specified  herein: 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  says  that  that  is  not  an  increase  in 
the  funds  available  for  information,  and 
that  the  amount  can  be  used  by  the  dif- 
-  ferent  departments.  He  lias  other  argu¬ 
ments,  including  the  argument  that  this 
amendment  has  been  in  the  bill  before. 
Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  the  way  it  is 
framed,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  can  be  used 
very  well  for  a  program  like  the  Bran- 
nan  plan.  I  have  seen  Department  of 
Agriculture  bulletins  which  are  distinct¬ 
ly  propaganda  for  the  Brannan  plan,  and 
whether  “authorized  programs  of  the 
various  agencies”  includes  programs  sim¬ 
ply  authorized  by  Mr.  Brannan  and  not 
authorized  by  Congress,  I  have  no  par¬ 
ticular  means  of  checking,  without  fur¬ 
ther  investigation. 

If  the  Senator  is  willing  to  defer  action 
on  the  amendment,  if  after  I  examine 
all  the  Senator’s  arguments  I  find  them 
sound  I  shall  make  ho  further  request  for 
delay  tomorrow  morning,  and  shall  say 
nothing  on  the  sub j  ect.  But  I  should  like 
the  opportunity,  if  the  Senator  is  willing, 
to  go  over  the  evidence  until  the  first 
thing  tomorrow  morning. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
always  agreeable  to  any  reasonable  re¬ 
quest,  and  it  may  be  there  is  nothing  un¬ 
reasonable  about  the  request  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio.  I  am  a  little  amazed 
that  my  distinguished  friend  from  Ohio 
should  have  been  7  years  discovering  this 
horrible  bugaboo  under  the  bed.  This 
language  has  been  in  agricultural  appro¬ 
priation  bills  for  7  years.  It  has  been  re¬ 
newed.  It  has  been  before  the  Senate 
time  and  time  again.  It  is  not  merely 
getting  read  now  to  jump  forth,  seize  the 
Senate,  and  force  the  Brannan  plan 
through.  It  has  been  in  the  bill  for  all 
these  many  years.  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  any  reason  for  delaying  action  on  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Possibly  it  is  the  language 
under  which  the  Brannan  plan  has  been 
printed  and  issued  in  booklet  form  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  If  so,  then 
I  want  it  to  come  out  of  the  bill.  That 
may  not  be  true.  I  can  only  say  to  the 
Senator  that  it  is  now  10  minutes  of  7.  I 
should  like,  if  he  will  grant  me  the 
privilege,  to  have  the  opportunity  of  look¬ 
ing  into  it  somewhat  further.  It  may  be 
that  I  shall  find  that  I  am  wrong.  If  so, 

I  will  yield  fully  to  the  Senator’s  views, 
the  first  thing  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  be  willing  to 
agree  to  any  language  which  would  pro¬ 
tect  us  from  an  avalanche  of  propaganda 
for  the  Brannan  plan.  I  should  be  per¬ 
fectly  willing  to  include  a  provision  that 
the  programs  must  be  authorized  by  Con¬ 
gress.  I  think  that  that  is  the  only 
logical  construction  that  could  be  placed 
on  the  language.  But  if  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  wishes  to  study  the  matter  through, 
tonight,  and  peruse  it,  I  shall  not  object 
to  letting  it  go  over  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  his  good,  sound 
judgment  will  bring  him  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  he  should  vote  for  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  that  he  was  in  error  in  think¬ 
ing  the  amendment  was  not  germane, 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  was  based  on  the 
fact  that  I  had  not  thoroughly  examined 
it.  But  it  seemed  to  me  that  in  the  way 
the  authorization  was  framed,  it  per¬ 
mitted  the  use  of  money  for  particular 
agricultural  programs  not  primarily  in¬ 
formational,  but  to  be  used  as  informa¬ 
tional  programs.  The  Senator  assures 
me  that  that  is  not  so;  so  possibly  my 
thought  as  to  its  germaneness  was 
wrong.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  if 
the  amendment  does  what  has  been  in¬ 
dicated,  then  I  shall  not  think  it  germane 
to  a  general  appropriation  of  money  for 
programs  of  information. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  this  amendment  is  going 
over  until  tomorrow,  I  think  I  should 
read  this  further  paragraph  from  the 
testimony  before  the  committee : 

The  authority  to  transfer,  contained  in 
this  language,  was  inserted  in  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Appropriation  Act  of  1943,  and  while 
essentially  the  same  result  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  under  the  reimbursement  authority 
of  section  601  of  the  Economy  Act,  the  econ¬ 
omy  measure  permits  the  transfer  of  funds 
in  the  interest  of  simplified  accounting. 

Really,  there  is  authority  under  other 
laws  for  the  transfer  of  these  funds. 
This  provision  makes  it  simply  a  matter 
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of  bookkeeping.  But  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  let  the  vote  go  over  until  to¬ 
morrow  morning.  I  should  like  to  have 
action  on  the  other  amendments  com¬ 
pleted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  will  go  over  until 
tomorrow. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Library,”  on  page  222,  after 
line  19,  to  strike  out: 

Not  to  exceed  $12,000,000  of  the  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for 
travel  expenses.  Amounts  available  from  ap¬ 
propriations  contained  in  this  title  are  here¬ 
by  reduced  by  the  total  sum  of  $645,496,  such 
amount  to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and 
covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately  upon 
approval  of  this  chapter. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  "Title  II — Corporations,”  on 
page  223,  line  17,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed”,  to  strike  out  “$16,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$16,350,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  224, 
line  3,  after  the  word  “discharge”,  to 
strike  out  “$170,515,131”  and  insert 
“$66,698,457.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  that  amend¬ 
ment?  It  seems  to  me  to  revert  to  the 
old  method  of  keeping  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  funds  intact  by  can¬ 
celing  notes  which  the  Corporation  has 
given  the  Treasury.  I  recall  that  the 
General  Accounting  Office  protested  very 
vigorously  against  that  kind  of  book¬ 
keeping,  because  the  losses  of  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  never  ap¬ 
peared  as  a  Government  expenditure 
under  such  a  method.  While  I  realize 
that  the  Senate  committee  has  cut  the 
amount  which  the  House  had  canceled 
from  approximately  $170,000,000,  to  ap¬ 
proximately  $66,000,000,  and  for  that  I 
am  very  grateful,  I  wonder  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator — 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  will  rejoice  and  be 
exceedingly  glad  when  he  hears  the  ex¬ 
planation.  The  reason  the  sum  was  cut 
from  $170,515,131  to  $66,698,457  was  be¬ 
cause  upon  a  reaudit  it  was  found  that 
the  losses  were  that  much  less  than  the 
figure  of  $170,515,131.  Therefore,  the 
Government  is  really  $103,816,674  bet¬ 
ter  off  than  we  thought  it  was  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  transactions  of  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  it  the  plan  to  wipe  out 
losses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  simply  by  canceling  notes  given  to 
the  Treasury? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  the  only  way 
In  which  we  have  ever  handled  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  know.  As  I  pointed 
out,  the  General  Accounting  Office  vig¬ 
orously  protested  such  methods.  I  shall 
not  oppose  the  amendment  tonight.  I 
think  I  shall  concentrate  on  the  other 
amendment  which  has  been  under  dis¬ 
cussion  and  which  is  much  more  vul¬ 
nerable. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  has  been  found 
that  approximately  $103,000,000  worth  of 
notes  will  be  paid  to  the  Treasury  which 


10558 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  17 


we  did  not  think  would  be  paid,  and  the 
Government  is  $103,000,000  better  off 
than  appeared  by  the  figures  submitted. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  is  very  happy  to  learn  that.  He 
is  almost  ready  to  think  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  did  not  need  the 
$2,000,000,000  which  we  appropriated  a 
while  ago. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
at  the  price  at  which  cotton  was  selling 
it  looked  as  if  there  might  be  losses  on 
the  1948  crop,  but  with  the  increase  in 
the  price  of  cotton  all  the  losses  were 
wiped  out  by  the  realization  that  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  could  sell 
its  stocks  at  more  than  they  cost,  and 
if  they  closed  the  pool  and  took  in  some 
cotton  they  would  actually  sustain  a 
profit  instead  of  a  loss?  That  applies 
to  corn,  wheat,  and  many  other  com¬ 
modities.  These  stocks  are  not  nearly 
so  extensive  as  some  people  calculated. 

I  think  some  of  the  money  recently  ap¬ 
propriated  will  not  be  used.  I  made  a 
calculation  and  figured  that  probably  the 
Corporation  will  not  need  all  of  the 
$2,000,000,000.  But  the  wise  thing  was 
to  appropriate  it,  but  the  desire  would 
be  that  it  would  never  require  that 
amount  of  money. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  we  find  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  does  not  require^ 
the  $2,000,000,000,  the  impression  made 
on  the  public  with  regard  to  the  farm 
program  would  be  much  better  if  we  re¬ 
scinded  that  authorization. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  that  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  the  taxpayers  it  makes  no  dif¬ 
ference  whether  we  pay  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  through  cancellation  of  notes  or 
through  appropriations,  but  I  think  the 
Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  this  can¬ 
cellation  of  notes  in  appropriation  bills 
does  have  the  effect  of  hiding  from  the 
American  people  the  true  cost  of  the 
program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  cannot  see  that  it 
does.  An  appropriation  would  be  more 
widely  publicized  than  would  the  can¬ 
cellation,  but  I  do  not  think  it  hides  the 
facts  from  anyone  who  wishes  to  get 
the  facts. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  that  it  does 
not  exactly  hide  them,  but  it  does  not 
give  the  publicity  to  the  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  that  would  be  given  through  a 
direct  appropriation  by  Congress. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  the 
use  of  the  word  “hide”  was  fortunate. 
If  the  appropriation  were  made  for  that 
purpose  it  probably  would  be  a  little 
more  evident  to  the  reader  of  a  news¬ 
paper,  but  any  person  who  went  into 
the  subject  would  find  that  on  the  can¬ 
cellation  theory  it  would  be  more  widely 
recognized. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  reason  I  raised 
the  point  is  because  in  one  of  the  re¬ 
cent  reports  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  he  pointed  out  the  amount  of  money 
which  Congress  had  appropriated  for 
the  Corporation  since  its  inception  in 


1933.  While  he  emphasized  the  amount 
of  money  which  the  Corporation  had 
paid  back  into  the  Treasury,  he  failed 
to  mention  the  $1,500,000,000  of  note  can¬ 
cellations,  nor  did  he  mention  the  $2,- 
000,000,000  which  had  automatically  ac¬ 
crued  to  this  Corporation  under  section 
32  during  the  past  15  years,  both  of 
which  were  taxpayers’  money.  The  in¬ 
clusion  of  these  items  would  make  quite 
a  difference  in  the  ultimate  answer  as 
to  the  results  of  the  program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  would  make  a 
difference,  of  course. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  so-called  sur¬ 
pluses  about  which  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  has  been  boasting  have  been 
false  and  misleading.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  was  never  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  thought  of  making 
money.  No  one  thought  it  would  make 
money.  But  the  taxpayers  have  a  right 
to  know  what  losses  are  involved  and 
that  information  has  not  been  given 
them.  I  think  the  Senate  should  aban¬ 
don  this  note-cancellation  procedure 
and  make  direct  appropriations.  In 
that  way  the  cost  of  the  program  would 
be  evident  to  everyone. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  did  I 
understand  the  Senator  to  say  “several 
billions  of  dollars”? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
a  false  profit.  When  the  ECA  has  to  buy 
cotton  and  buys  it  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  at  the  market  price, 
it  does  not  cost  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  a  penny  more  than  it  would 
if  it  went  on  the  open  market  and  bought 
the  cotton.  That  transaction  resulted  in 
a  profit  of  more  than  $200,000,000. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  not  questioning 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  individual 
transaction.  I  directed  a  letter  to  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  asked  him  if  he  would  review  the 
operations  of  the  Corporation  for  the  past 
10  years  and  give  me  the  net  result,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  taxpayer,  of  the 
operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  since  its  inception.  In  his 
reply,  which  I  have  here,  he  said : 

In  answer  to  your  letter  of  February  1, 
1949,  the  net  loss  sustained  by  the  Com- 
modly  Credit  Corporation  from  its  organiza¬ 
tion  on  October  17,  1933,  through  December 
31,  1948,  was  $2,145,930,367  plus  the  around 
$2,000,000,000  which  it  had  received  under 
section  32. 

He  went  on  to  point  out - 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  A  portion  of  that  is 
for  the  subsidization  of  food,  and  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  farm  program. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  not  breaking  it 
down,  but  I  am  saying  that  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  not  shown  a  profit.  On  the 
contrary,  its  loss  is  nearly  $4,000,000,000 
total. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  is  as  wrong  as  it  can  be  to  say 
that  the  Corporation  has  lost  several 
billions  of  dollars,  when  we  realize  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  voted 
that,  instead  of  paying  the  full  price  of 
something,  it  could  be  taken,  for  con¬ 
venience,  from  the  funds  of  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation - 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  not  question¬ 
ing  here  the  merits  or  the  demerits  of 


the  program  authorized  by  Congress,  nor 
am  I  questioning  the  program.  But  I  do 
question  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  a  bulletin,  from  which 
I  quote,  when  he  said: 

Incidentally,  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  shows  a  lifetime  profit  rather  than  a 
loss. 

That  statement  is  not  true.  There 
is  no  use  of  our  trying  to  conceal  the 
fact  that  these  support  programs  do  cost 
money,  and  I  think  the  true  facts  should 
be  made  known  to  the  American  tax¬ 
payers. 

I  shall  not  oppose  the  amendment,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  immaterial  whether  we  cancel 
the  notes  or  whether  we  authorize  an 
appropriation,  but  I  do  think  the  true 
picture  should  be  presented  in  the  report 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  I 
think  legislation  should  be  enacted  to 
correct  this  unsound  procedure. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  subscribe  to  that 
statement  fully.  I  think  one  of  the 
tragedies  of  the  whole  system  of  report¬ 
ing  is  that  the  Comptroller  General  can 
issue  a  report  and  say  the  loss  has  been 
$2,000,000,000  on  this  program.  If  that 
is  saddled  on  the  farmer,  it  is  a  serious 
thing.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  that  if  we  could  segregate  those 
things  which  were  subsidy  programs  in 
furtherance  of  the  decision  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  itself  to  handle  it  that  way  we 
would  be  better  off. 

A  great  deal  of  money  was  used  in  the 
campaign  against  the  foot-and-mouth 
disease  in  Mexico.  The  Government 
could  have  done  that  by  direct  appro¬ 
priation  by  Congress,  or  it  could  have 
done  it  by  the  use  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  funds.  The  amounts  which 
were  used  from  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  funds  should  not  be  charged  to 
the  farm  program. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  a  complete  and  well- 
rounded  picture  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  I  think  it  would  show  that 
the  cost  of  the  farm  program  has  been 
extremely  low.  I  think  that  a  great 
many  things  which  have  been  charged 
against  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  make  it  look  as  though  the  farm 
program  has  been  extremely  costly. 
Whatever  the  figure  is,  we  ought  to 
have  it.  *• 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  merely  say  that 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  a 
corporation  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cost  the  tax¬ 
payers  around  $4, COO, 000, 000,  according 
to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget.  Perhaps  that  should  not  all  be 
charged  against  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
gram.  However,  we  do  not  have  a  break¬ 
down  of  these  items  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  never  been  able  to  get  the 
books  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corp¬ 
oration.  Without  the  books  we  do  not 
know  how  we  should  assess  these  charges. 
The  point  I  am  raising  is  that  the  true 
cost  of  these  programs  would  be  clearer 
if  Congress  would  get  around  to  making 
a  direct  appropriation.  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  should  come  in  and  jus¬ 
tify  appropriations  on  the  basis  of  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  question  in¬ 
volved.  Then  there  would  be  no  ques- 
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tion  in  the  mind  of  the  committee,  Con¬ 
gress,  or  the  country  as  to  what  it  is 
costing.  Furthermore,  I  say  that  when 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  puts  out  a 
bulletin  in  which  he  says  this  Corpora¬ 
tion,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
has  shown  a  lifetime  profit,  rather  than  a 
loss,  that  statement  is  not  true. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesion 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on  page 
224,  line  3. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  IV — General  provisions,’’ 
on  page  229,  after  line  5,  to  insert  a  new 
section  as  follows: 

Sec.  411.  Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 
chapter  for  travel  expenses,  $791,888  shall  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into 
the  Treasury  on  or  before  August  1,  1950;  but 
such  amount  shall  be  credited  toward  any 
other  reduction  in  amounts  available  for 
such  travel  expenses  resulting  from  decreases 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  in  order  at  this  time.  The 
amendment  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  want  to 
embarrass  the  subcommittee,  because 
the  chairman  assured  me  that  there 
would  be  sufficient  meat  inspectors  to 
provide  one  for  Seattle.  I  make  the  point ' 
that  this  involves  an  international  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  will  be  a  sufficient  number  of  meat 
inspectors  to  take  care  of  all  demands 
from  all  over  the  country.  Certainly  if 
there  is  a  slaughtering  proposition  in¬ 
volved,  or  if  it  involves  a  packing  house, 
the  Senator  from  Washington  is  en¬ 
titled  to  an  inspector.  It  would  not  make 
any  difference  whether  the  cow  came 
from  Canada  or  from  the  moon.  The 
Government  would  be  responsible,  of 
course.  If  it  is  a  question  of  inspecting 


budget °Mtimates  ^  ^  ^  ’  cattle  on  the  hoof,  it  is  an  entirely  dif! 

ferent  proposition.  Certainly  we  are  in- 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  heretofore  sent  an  amendment  to 
the  desk  relating  to  the  Meat  Inspection 
Service.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  has  not  been  offered.  The  Senator 
does  not  need  to  request  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  executive  business! 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  that  motion  so  that 
I  may  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Very  well. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  did  not  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  read  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  submitted  -an 
amendment  which  would  have  provided 
$2,500  for  a  part-time  veterinarian  to 
inspect  meat  at  the  Seattle  stockyards. 
I  have  the  assurance  of  those  who  are 
familiar  with  this  program  that  out  of 
the  three-thousand-two-hundred-some- 
odd  inspectors  we  ought  to  be  entitled 
to  at  least  one  inspector  at  the  union 
stockyards  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  Senator  should  withdraw  his  amend¬ 
ment.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  if  his 
amendment  is  a  good  amendment  it 
should  be  carried  to  conference.  The 
Seattle  Union  Stockyards  deal  primarily, 
so  far  as  the  inspection  of  cattle  is  con¬ 
cerned,  with  cattle  on  the  hoof.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  meat  grading.  The  city 
of  Seatle  takes  care  of  that  by  ordinance. 
It  has  to  do  with  this  cattle  which  come 
into  the  country  from  Canada.  Ship¬ 
ments  from  Canada  into  the  United 
States  are  not  covered  by  the  interstate 
commerce  provisions.  It  is  upon  that 
basis  that  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  refused  to  place  an  inspector 
in  the  union  stockyards  at  Seattle.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  wholly  out  of 
order  for  the  Senator  from  Washington 
to  press  his  amendment  and,  of  suc¬ 
cessful,  to  have  the  Senate  conferees 
carry  it  to  conference.  If  that  is  de¬ 
sirable  to  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
I  think  the  provision  for  $2,500  should 
be  voted  on  by  the  Senate. 


specting  cattle  which  'comes  into  the 
country  from  Mexico,  and  certainly  the 
rule  which  applies  to  the  border  of  Mex¬ 
ico  should  apply  to  the  border  at  Can¬ 
ada. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Would  the  Senator 
be  willing  to  take  the  amendment  to  con¬ 
ference? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  taking  it  to  conference. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  cannot  offer  his 
amendment  now.  It  is  not  in  order  until 
all  committee  amendments  have  been 
disposed  of. 

PNJuoTiriDD  iifommano  iw 

LKVEU 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
take  3  or  4  minutes  on  \n  extraneous 
subject  matter.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  the  remarks  r^hall  now 
jnake  printed  in  the  Record  ac^he  Con¬ 
clusion  of  the  debate  today  on\i^  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is 
bjection?  Without  objection  >  it 
rdered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  irT 
my  hand  a  cartoon  which  Appeared  in 
this  morning’s  Washington!  Post.  The 
cartoon  is  by  Herblock;  afid  in  a  very 
real  sense  I  think  it  constitutes  the  finest, 
most  penetrating  “speech”  I  have  ob¬ 
served  thus  far  on  the?  entire  economic 
problem  which  confronts  the  country. 
Even  though  the  “speech”  is  in  cartoon 
form,  it  says  a  grea/ deal;  it  says  some¬ 
thing  to  which  the  American  people  and, 
particularly,  the  administration,  should 
give  heed. 

I  understand/from  newspaper  reports 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
perhaps  will  $ake  a  statement  later  this 
week  in  regard  to  our  economic  prob¬ 
lems.  If  ttte  President  does,  I  am  sure 
the  speech  he  makes  will  demonstrate 
very  careful  study  and  thought  in  regard 
to  what  in  my  opinion  is  a  current  eco- 
|  nomic  crisis. 

!  The  cartoon  to  which  I  have  referred 
shows  Uncle  Sam  in  the  process  of  being 
fitted  to  a  new  pair  of  shoes.  The  sales¬ 
man,  however,  has  gotten  his  boxes 
mixed,  obviously,  because  he  is  present¬ 
ing  to  Uncle  Sam  one  shoe  which  is 


marked  "War  footing”— and  that  is 
?hown  as  a  high  shoe— and  another  shoe 
inarked  “Partial  mobilization”— and  that 
thoe  is  shown  in  the  cartoon  as  an  ox¬ 
ford,  whereas  the  shoe  that  Uncle  Sam 
is  shown  to  have  taken  off  is  marked 
‘-‘Business  as  usual.” 

'  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  present  very 
briefly  to  the  Senate  a  price  problem 
Which  is  becoming  a  great  emergency  in 
the  United  States  as  the  hours  go  by. 
Over  the  week  end  and  during  most  of 
today  I  have  been  gathering  informa¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  what  is  happening  to 
the  price  structure  in  the  United  States. 
Certainly  there  is  no  scarcity  of  food¬ 
stuffs.  For  that  matter,  tiiere  is  no  scar¬ 
city  of  a  large  quantity  of  the  items 
Which  the  fear  of  a  spreading  war  have 
laused  to  rise  to  a  price  level  which  can 
lonestly  be  characterized  as  a  profiteer- 
ng  price  level. 

I  happen  to  be  j6ne  who  thinks  it  too 
>ad  that  in  a  perjfcd  of  hysteria  which  is 
sweeping  our  country,  caused  by  fears 
vhich  apparently  many  consumers  en- 
;ertain  as  to/ the  possible  scarcity  of 
;oods,  once  afeain  great  economic  forces 
ire  collecting  blood  money  from  the 
American  people;  yet  that  is  what  they 
ire  doing  because  of  the  great  inflationa¬ 
ry  chants  in  the  price  level  which  are 
iccurripg  in  the  United  States. 

For  instance,  Mr.  President,  let  us  con¬ 
sider  meat.  There  is  no  scarcity  of 
neat.  There  is  ample  meat  in  the 
storage  houses  of  the  United  States  to¬ 
day.  Let  the  great  meat  packers  justify 
if-  they  can — but  they  cannot — the  in¬ 
creases  in  meat  prices  which  the  meat 
.packers  are  guilty  of  imposing  upon  the 
American  people  in  the  last  few  days. 
Mr.  President,  its  is  profiteering.  It  is 
the  collection  of  blood  money.  It  is  a 
tariff  imposed  upon  the  American  con¬ 
sumers  because  the  fear  of  a  spreading 
war  is  creeping  into  the  mind's  of  many 
American  consumers. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  was  going  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  in  his  judgment 
there  is  any  scarcity  of  eggs,  either.  Yet 
nly  recently  the  price  of  eggs  has  been 
ised  3  cents  a  dozen. 

r.  MORSE.  There  is  no  scarcity,  so 
far  Vs  I  can  determine  from  such  re- 
sear^t  as  I  have  been  able  to  conduct; 
and  l\ntend  to  continue  it  on  a  per¬ 
sonal  bafcs  until  the  Congress  does  what 
I  think  it\hould  do. 

So  far  as\can  determine,  there  is  no 
scarcity  in  tftecase  of  any  of  the  food¬ 
stuffs  which  have  been  subjected  to  the 
unconscionable  Vrice  increases  which 
have  occurred  in  (Sae  past  few  days. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  the  explanation 
is  simply  that  certain  economic  forces 
are  taking  advantageaef  the  American 
consumers.  In  my  judgment  it  is  time 
we  took  action  to  stop  tae  profiteering 
which  already  is  charactering  the  price 
structure. 

I  think  the  meat  packers  h^ye  some¬ 
thing  to  answer  for  in  connection  with 
the  increases  in  meat  prices  whSffi  are 
occurring  in  the  United  States,  r ^i.ope 
the  President  will  have  something  to'gay 
about  that,  if  it  is  true — as  I  judge  frojp 
the  ticker — that  he  is  going  to  make  a 
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statement  on  the  over-all  policy  of  the 
administration  in  regard  to  economic 
controls  during  this  period  of  time. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment  we 
have  no  right  to  sit  here  as  a  Congress 
and  see  the  American  consumers  suffer 
the  losses  that  this  inflationary  spiral, 
represented  by  the  unconscionable  in¬ 
creases  in  food  prices  during  the  last 
few  days,  is  causing  them  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  it  is  already  a  little  late 
for  the  administration  to  be  talking 
about  imposing  son^e  reasonable  checks 
which  will  have  sonmnower  of  restraint 
over  the  sources  of  Ripply  of  food.  I 
think  it  is  a  little  late  aor  the  adminis¬ 
tration  to  be  taking  suchteteps,  but  per¬ 
haps  it  is  better  to  have\t  done  late 
rather  than  not  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  likeScontrols ; 
but  let  us  face  the  fact  that  we  had  bet¬ 
ter  do  some  checking  with  respect  to 
some  of  the  basic  commodities  which  de¬ 
termine  the  standard  of  living  of  \ur 
people.  Let  us  realize  that  we  must  pr 
in  the  stop  now  on  the  basic  commodi-^ 
ties — such  as  meat,  for  example.  I 
think  it  is  simply  outrageous  that  the 
average  housewife  has  been  subjected 
to  such  price  increases.  For  instance, 
this  morning  I  received  from  my  own 
State  a  report  in  regard  to  meat  prices 
in  Oregon.  If  we  go  into  the  matter,  I 
think  we  shall  find  that  there  is  a  uni¬ 
form  national  pattern,  a  jiggling  up  of 
the  price  structure  on  some  of  the  basic 
food  commodities.  I  think  we  must  face 
the  fact  that  we  should  establish  some 
checks  on  a  few  of  the  basic  commodities 
in  the  field  of  food. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes,  in  a  moment. 
After  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  I  wish  to  say  something  about 
some  other  commodities,  commodities 
outside  the  field  of  food. 

I  simply  wish  to  say  that  it  is  no  an¬ 
swer  to  talk  about  voluntary  controls 
in  the  case  of  the  basic  commodities, 
Mr.  President.  Voluntary  controls  con¬ 
stitute  a  nice  theory;  but  where  are  the 
voluntary  controls?  The  meat  packers 
certainly  have  it  within  their  power  to 
put  some  voluntary  controls  into  opera¬ 
tion.  However,  they  have  not  done  So. 
Perhaps  after  they  get  the  prices  pp  to 
an  even  more  unconscionable  level  than 
the  present  price  level,  the  meat  packers 
may  wish  to  try  to  stop  us  from  doing 
what  we  should  do  in  the  interest  of  the 
people;  at  that  time  the  i^aeat  packers 
may  try  to  prevent  such  action  by  sug¬ 
gesting  some  voluntary  controls.  How¬ 
ever,  by  that  time  we  shall  have  to  deal 
with  a  roll-back  on  prices,  rather  than  a 
stabilization  of  the  prices  then  existing — 
prices  which,  for  example,  the  meat 
packers  already  .-«fill  have  gotten  up. 

Now  I  yield  t6  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina.  jr 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  yom  Oregon  has  said  he  does 
not  like/controls.  Let  me  say  that  I  do 
not  lflfe  controls,  either.  Certainly  I 
hope/it  will  not  be  necessary  to  have  a 
system  of  rationing. 

A  wish  to  say  that  I  expect  the  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  to  begin 


an  investigation  of  price  increases.  As 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  knows,  that 
committee  is  charged  with  the  duty  of 
making  studies  of  all  matters  relating  to 
prices.  I  have  asked  the  committee  to 
meet  on  Thursday,  following  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  address  on  Wednesday  to  the  Con¬ 
gress,  and  following  his  address  on  Wed¬ 
nesday  night  to  the  people.  So  our  com¬ 
mittee  will  be  studying  the  price  increases 
which  have  occurred  in  the  last  few  days. 

I  hopq  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  have 
rationing.  I  have  always  been  opposed 
to  rationing. 

However,  I  hope  the  American  people 
will  keep  their  heads  clear  and  their  feet 
on  the  ground,  and  will  not  be  stampeded 
into  hoarding  sugar  or  other  commodi¬ 
ties — as  has  been  reported  recently  in 
the  newspapers — and  I  hope  the  produ¬ 
cers  of  the  various  commodities  will  not 
attempt  because  of  the  tragedy  occur¬ 
ring  in  Korea,  to  take  advantage  in  the 
way  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  dis¬ 
cussed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
^great  confidence  in  the  Senator  from 
puth  Carolina  and  in  the  Banking  and 
rrency  Committee,  and  I  am  sure  they 
wilKdo  what  is  desirable  to  be  dope  on 
the  Basis  of  the  facts  presented  to  the 
committee.  It  is  good  news  to  hear  that 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  intends 
in  his  committee  to  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  this  raster,  beginning  .next  Thurs¬ 
day.  Howell’  I  think  it  is  time  that  a 
few  of  us  on  floor  ofs'the  Senate  is¬ 
sued  some  warnings  to  the  business  forces 
in  the  United  States  which  are  taking 
advantage  of  the  w&f  situation  by  jack¬ 
ing  up  to  unconscionable  levels  the  prices 
of  commodities  which  ane  not  even  scarce. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The\enator  is  quite 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Certain  bdWness  forces 
are  attempting  to  take  that  step  because 
they  have  control  over  the  distribution  of 
such  commodities.  For  instance,  this 
morning  I  talked  to  three  butclws  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  They  informechune 
that  they  cannot  tell  what  their  rns^t 
will  cost  them  next  week.  One  of  thei 
told  me  of  the  increases  in  the  wholesale” 
price  of  hams  cited  to  him  by  his  whole¬ 
saler  since  last  week.  Yet,  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  South  Carolina  knows,  there  has 
been  nothing  to  produce  any  scarcity  in 
hams,  nothing  which  would  justify  an 
increase  in  the  price  of  hams  in  less  than 
a  week.  There  is  only  one  word  by  which 
to  describe  that  action,  and  it  is  a  nasty 
word;  It  is  the  word  “profiteering.” 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  is  quite 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  profiteering  at  the 
expense  of  the  fears  of  American  mothers 
and  fathers,  and  it  is  profiteering  at  the 
expense  of  the  blood  which  is  being  shed 
by  American  boys  in  Korea. 

Believe  me,  Mr.  President,  I  am  going 
to  make  my  voice  heard  for  a  few  min¬ 
utes  today  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in 
opposition  to  that  kind  of  unconscionable 
economic  conduct  on  the  part  of  any 
group  within  our  citizenry — whether  it  be 
the  meat  packers  or  any  others. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 


A 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Let  me  point  out 
that  even  the  price  of  bread  has  been 
raised  1  cent. 

Mr.  YOUNG. 

Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE. 

Mr.  YOUNG. 


Mr.  President,  will  the 


I  yield. 

_  It  is  good  .jjfcws  to  me 

that  the  increase  in  prices  is  hot  charged 
to  the  price-support  pro-am.  In  fact, 
if  we  had  had  a  price-support  program 
in  regard  to  meat,  I  think  we  would  not 
be  faced  with  the  siMation  confronting 
us  today  as  far  as  meat  is  concerned. 

There  is  not  a  ^sfirplus  of  meat  today. 
In  fact,  the  reason  we  have  a  scarcity  of 
meat  now  is  that  there  has  been  no  as¬ 
surance  to  the"  producers  that  they  would 
be  protected  against  extreme  losses. 
As  a  resqlt,  many  livestock  producers, 
and  particularly  feeders,  have  either  cut 
down  their  operations  or  gone  out  of 
business,  fearing  there  would  be  an  ex¬ 
treme  price  collapse.  So  we  now  have 
many  who  are  out  of  business  who  ought 
to  be  in  business.  I  think  this  is  a  case 
where  lack  of  a  support-price  program 
is  more  responsible  for  this  price  increase 
than  if  we  have  had  one. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  say,  to 
my  good  friend  from  North  Dakota  that 
there  is  no  scarcity  in  meat,  as  between 
last  week  and  this  week,  which  would 
justify  the  tremendous  increase  in  the 
price  of  meat.  That  is,  the  over-all  sup¬ 
ply  of  meat  to  which  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  directed  attention  in 
no  way  justifies  the  increase  in  the  price 
of  meat  on  the  part  of  wholesalers  as 
compared  with  the  prices  last  week!  and 
the  prices  being  quoted  this  week.  That 
cannot  be  justified,  and  it  can  be  ex¬ 
plained  only  by  the  fact  that  those  who 
have  control  over  the  channels  of  dis¬ 
tribution  of  meat  are  taking  a  profiteer¬ 
ing  advantage  of  the  Korean  war.  I  do 
not  like  it.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  point  out  that 
as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  he  does  not 
like  it,  and  that  he  proposes  to  find  out 
the  causes  for  it. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yif^d  for  one  further  question? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
mator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ates:  from  North  Dakota? 

MORSE.  I  yield. 

MrVYOUNG.  I  think  the  question  of 
unreasonable  price  rises  is  quite  as  ob¬ 
jectionable  to  the  producer,  to  the  farm¬ 
er,  and  tN  the  feeder  as  it  is  to  con¬ 
sumers.  I  think  it  is  uncalled  for  and 
very  objectionable  from  a  long-range 
farmer  viewpoint.  Producers  are  al¬ 
ways  hurt  by  extreme  price  fluctuations. 

Mr.  MORSE.  >Che  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  is  absolutely  right.  If  a 
poll  were  taken  of  th@^attlemen,  sheep¬ 
men,  hog  raisers,  and  obher  producers  of 
livestock,  they  would  egress  the  same 
sort  of  resentment  whichtehe  Senators 
from  North  Dakota,  South  Carolina,  and 
Oregon  are  expressing  this  afternoon  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  "bull  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  'the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
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Record  for  the  information  of  the  Sen¬ 

ate 

There  being  no  objection,  the  com- 
munreations  from  Justice  Bottomly  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows 

\  State  of  Montana, 

\  Supreme  Court, 

\  Helena,  June  1,  1950. 

Re  Waterton-BSUy  Rivers. 

Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office^Building, 

jVashington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Jim  :  As  you  knobc  I  have  been  work¬ 
ing  for  over  2  years  on  thsunatter  of  getting 
a  reference  before  the  International  Commis¬ 
sion,  American-Canadian  Bonier,  for  a  divi¬ 
sion  and  settlement  of  the  waters  of  the 
Waterton-Belly  Rivers. 

These  two  rivers  originate  in  Glacier  Na¬ 
tional  Park,  in  Montana,  flow  nortlkbetween 
two  ranges  across  the  international'  border 
Into  Canada.  The  approximate  flow  i\400,- 
000  acre-feet.  If  all  this  flow  could'  beViut 
on  land  for  irrigation  it  would  mean  tlte.t 
it  would  cover  400,000  acres  1  foot  deep 
About  1  to  2  inches  is  all  that  is  needed  for'' 
irrigation  for  row  crops,  but  three  to  five 
applications  are  needed  during  the  growing 
season. 

Now  the  Canadians  started  some  3  years 
ago  to  get  going  on  putting  this  water  on 
their  land.  They  are  now  engaged  in  build¬ 
ing  a  dam  on  the  Belly.  They  have  a  canal 
surveyed  to  bring  the  water  of  the  Waterton 
into  the  Belly  above  said  dam.  Then  they 
will  divert  the  water  as  far  east  through  Al¬ 
berta  into  Saskatchewan.  Their  Canadian 
Government  has  entered  into  the  picture  and 
has  authorized  expenditures  for  the  whole 
project. 

Our  Reclamation  Bureau  has  made  some 
surveys — the  idea  is  to  make  a  treaty  with 
Canada.  Then  the  Bureau,  if  authorized, 
would  build  a  high  dam  on  the  Belly  with 
Canada  and  store  all  this  water,  then  divert 
our  equitable  share  through  a  natural  sag 
or  draw,  a  gravity  flow  canal  into  Montana 
about  where  Sweet  Grass  is,  then  take  the 
water  both  east  and  west  from  there  onto 
the  land.  Mr.  Sloan  has  said  this  is  the  most 
feasible  program. 

I  do  not  need  to  elaborate  to  you  what 
an  asset  200,000  acres  of  irrigated  land  would 
mean  to  Montana  and  the  Nation  in  rais¬ 
ing  food  and  livestock.  I  am  enclosing  a 
copy  of  an  editorial  and  news  articles  on  that 
feature. 

Either  Canada  gets  this  forever  and  ouj 
acres  parch  forever  or  we  get  an  equitahji* 
share  and  we  have  a  producing  asset  forever. 

This  matter  has  been  before  the  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  for  over  a  yea*.  It 
has  been  charged  by  some  that  thar  Cana¬ 
dians  are  arbitrary  in  this  matter;  J*nat  they 
are  dragging  their  feet  and  woi Or  agree  to 
anything,  hoping  to  delay  the  nrfatter  with¬ 
out  action  until  they  get  this  water  on  their 
land — then  it  would  be  practically  impossible 
for  the  United  States  to  evqr  get  a  drop. 

I  don’t  think,  at  least  Luiope,  that  this  is 
not  the  attitude  of  the  Canadians.  We  have 
always  had  the  most  friendly  relations  with 
the  Canadians,  and/T  am  confident  that 
when  we  make  thi/  matter  clear  to  them 
they  will  be  fair  \J5  us,  and  the  good-neigh¬ 
bor  relations  between  our  State  and  the 
Canadians  across  the  border  will  continue  as 
they  have  in  tne  past. 

The  Commission  is  holding  two  meetings 
in  Montana  in  June,  at  Shelby  June  12, 
then  at  , Havre  June  17,  and  two  meetings 
at  Canadian  points.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that 
we  may  be  able  to  work  out  this  problem 
with  our  Canadian  friends  in  a  spirit  of 
justice  and  fair  play. 

The  other  alternative  for  us  to  get  this 
water  is  to  drill  an  all-American  tunnel 


through  the  mountains  and  also  build  a  dam 
across  Waterton  Lake  along  the  boundary 
line  and  bring  the  water  to  our  parched 
land,  but  this  is  a  very  expensive  proposi¬ 
tion.  Nevertheless,  it  is  well  known  that  we 
do  not  stop  at  expense  when  we  recognize 
that  a  program  is  indispensable  to  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  our  rights.  A  bill  has  been  intro¬ 
duced  in  Congress  to  drill  this  tunnel,  but 
I  think  we  should  delay  action  on  that  meas¬ 
ure  while  we  undertake  to  convince  the 
Canadians  of  the  justice  of  our  position. 

If  the  Canadians  act  fairly  in  this  matter, 
it  will  avoid  a  heavy  expense  on  us  which 
we  would  have  to  bear  in  order  to  protect 
our.  interests. 

As  you  can  see,  Jim,  time  is  of  the  essense, 
and  a  determination  should  be  made  soon 
if  we  expect  any  water.  You  know  Mr. 
Valance,  an  attorney  in  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  who  handles  these  matters,  is  here  now 
gathering  information  and  arranging  for  the 
meetings.  He  is  keen  and  alert  to  the  sit¬ 
uation.  I  hope  you  can  contact  him  upon 
his  return  to  Washington  after  these  hear¬ 
ings.  I  told  him  that  the  time  had  come 
to  act  firmly  in  this  matter  and  let  our 
neighbors  across  the  border  understand  that 
we  intend  to  insist  on  a  fair  division  of  this 
L  water,  and  that  unless  they  acquiesce  we  , 
^ill  be  compelled  to  take  such  action  as  is 
pessary  to  protect  our  interests. 

^hink  some  speeches  should  be  made  in 
bothHthe  House  and  Senate,  explaining  this 
situation  in  detail  so  that  the  public  may 
understand  the  problem.  I  have/written 
Senator  \anger  as  his  State  is  .interested 
in  controlXng  the  Red  River,  anfother  bor¬ 
der  stream.  Sah  these  questions'  clear  across 
the  country  aiding  the  border  should  be  han¬ 
dled  together  as,,  one  problerpi  not  piecemeal. 
Am  enclosing  copy  of  my  lqfter  to  him. 

Thank  you  to  give  attention  to  this,  Jim, 
as  it  appears  to  me 'to  be  not  only  an  inter¬ 
national  question  butNghe  of  the  biggest  mat¬ 
ters  for  the  good  of/Montana  in  particular 
and  for  the  countrw%s  a  whole. 

Sincerely  yjwrs,  \ 

R.VV.  Bottomly. 

_  H, 

mW  27,  1950. 

Re  TidelanA  and  Waterton  and  Belly  Rivers. 
Hon.  William  Langer,  \. 

VnijKd  States  Senator,  \ 

Senate  Office  Building,  \ 
Washington,  D.  C.  \ 

Car  Senator  Langer  :  I  am  writing  to  you 
aafifc  know  you  always  recognize  the  equities 
a  case.  You  may  not  know  but  I  was. 
^one  of  three  attorneys  general  of  the  States  \ 
who  fought  in  every  way  I  could  the  so- 
called  tidelands  steal,  which  you  had  a  lot 
to  do  with  in  helping  to  defeat  and  in  sus¬ 
taining  the  President’s  veto.  I  notice  you 
will  again  have  the  matter  before  you. 

Two  years  ago  while  I  was  attorney  gen¬ 
eral  I  prepared  a  brief  on  the  subject  and, 
thinking  it  might  be  of  some  use  to  you,  I 
am  enclosing  a  copy.  I  have  just  recently 
had  a  letter  from  Harold  Ickes,  to  whom  I 
had  submitted  a  copy  and  asked  him,  if,  as 
an  administrator,  he  thought  that  my  analy¬ 
sis  was  valid  and  correct  as  to  the  bill  now 
in  Congress.  He  answered,  stating  that  it 
was  as  valid  today  as  when  written,  in  his 
opinion.  I  would  like  your  reaction  to  my 
brief  at  your  convenience. 

Now  as  to  the  Belly-Waterton  Rivers : 
These  rivers  arise  in  Glacier  National  Park, 
Mont.,  flow  north  into  Canada  between  two 
ranges,  and  fed  by  the  perpetual  snows, 
glaciers,  and  rains,  they  flow  into  Canada  at 
the  crossing  of  the  international  boundary. 
There  is  a  flow  of  approximately  400,000 
acre-feet. 

Montana  has  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
acres  of  arid  land,  superior  soils,  just  east 
of  the  Rocky  Mountain  range,  which  with 
this  water  would  be  converted  into  a  per¬ 
petual,  highly  productive  garden,  producing 


row  crops  fibers,  alfalfa,  and  feed  crops  for 
livestock  for  all  time  to  come 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  reported 
that  by  building  a  high  dam  on  the  Water- 
ton  near  Lethbridge,  Alberta,  diverting  thp 
Belly  into  the  Waterton  by  short  Anal  the 
equitable  share  flowing  from  lfhe  United 
States  could  be  diverted  back  ii yfo  the  United 
States  by  gravity  through  a  aatural  depres¬ 
sion  at  a  very  economical  fiaor?. 

The  other  alternative  is \Io  drive  a  tunnel 
through  the  mountains  rfid  bring  the  water 
onto  the  lands,  but  at  aJvery  high  cost.  This 
matter  is  now  before  ttle  International  Com¬ 
mission  for  adjustment  but  the  Canadians 
are  arbitrary  and jfie  working  feverishly  to 
perfect  an  irrigation  works,  construct  dams 
and  divert  and/put  all  this  water  on  their 
lands  before  -a  decision  can  be  reached 
through  the  .(Commission.  The  Commission¬ 
ers  are  holding  two  hearings  on  this  matter 
in  Montana,  one  at  Shelby,  June  12,  and  one 
at  Havre;-  June  17,  and  two  in  Canada. 

Mr.  V&lance,  attorney  for  the  United  States 
Department  in  Charge  of  United  States- 
Capada  Border  Problems,  is  now  here.  I  have 
known  him  for  years.  He  is  keen  and  knows 
the  works. 

/  I  have  been  working  for  over  2  years  on 
this  matter.  The  magnitude  of  this  prob¬ 
lem  is  set  forth  in  an  enclosed  editorial  and 
article. 

The  reason  I  am  writing  is  that  time  is 
of  the  essence  herein.  We  don’t  want  to  lose 
this  water  which  is  a  great  national  asset 
as  well  as  a  great  benefit  to  Montana,  as  the 
editorial  sets  forth. 

Now  the  Red  River  in  Canada  and  your 
State  needs  controlling.  From  this  side  of 
the  international  line  there  isn’t  much  that 
this  country  can  do,  but  our  Government 
could  participate  with  Canada  in  building 
dairis  or  -other  works  to  arrest  the  flood  men¬ 
ace  and  as  a  part  of  the  consideration  Canada 
should  consent  to  an  equitable  division  of 
our  Waterton-Belly  waters.  In  other  words, 
it  is  my  theory  that  all  waters  of  the  inter¬ 
national  border  should  be  considered  as  one 
problem  clear  across  the  board  by  the  In¬ 
ternational  Commission,  instead  of  piece¬ 
meal  and  dealing  with  each  matter  sepa¬ 
rately. 

The  Canadians  have  been  very  arbitrary 
in  this  matter,  bluntly  telling  the  United 
States  that  if  we  think  we  can  get  this  water 
go  ahead  and  take  it.  They  know  the  only 
way  we  can  take  it  is  by  tunneling  through 
the  mountains.  The  cost  would  be  terrific 
unless  figured  on  a  hundred-year  basis.  But 
with  their  consent  we  could,  if  the  Senate 
’.approved  by  treaty,  assist  in  building  the 
high  dam  near  Lethbridge  and  divert  the 
water  to  our  lands  with  very  moderate  ex- 
pen^. 

Mr;,.  Valance  will  return  to  Washington 
after  tb^ese  hearings,  and  I  hope  you  can  get 
together' ,and  go  over  this  matter,  as  both 
projects  are  of  utmost  importance  to  the 
States  concerned  and  to  the  United  States 
also.  This  has  been  written  hurriedly;  hope 
you  get  my  idea,  I  am  also  writing  our  Sen¬ 
ator,  James  E.  ESurray. 

Sincerely  ytsurs, 

R.  V.  Bottomly. 

JOHN  J.  MUCCIO,  UNITED  STATES  AMBAS¬ 
SADOR  TO  KOREA 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  release 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  author¬ 
ized  of  a  telegram  sent  by  him,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  President,  to  the  Honorable 
John  J.  Muccio,  United  States  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  the  Republic  of  Korea.  It  gives  me 
a  special  pleasure  to  ask  for  this  inser¬ 
tion  in  the  Record  because  of  the  fact 
that  Ambassador  Muccio  is  a  personal 
friend  of  mine  and  a  fellow  Rhode 
Islander. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Department  op  State, 

July  13,  1950. 

SecretaryV/f  State  Dean  Acheson  has  sent 
the  followinjg\message  to  the  Honorable  John 
J.  Muccio,  United  States  Ambassador  to  the 
Republic  of  Kora 

‘‘The  President\ias  asked  me  to  extend  to 
you  and  to  your  s^ff  his  appreciation  and 
commendation  for  y&ur  courageous  and  ef¬ 
fective  performance  or,  duty  since  the  onset 
of  the  present  emergen^  in  Korea. 

“Your  prompt  and  ac<Sirate  reporting  of 
the  situation,  the  dispatSp  and  efficiency 
with  which  you  carried  out  V  the  evacuation 
of  the  many  American  citizens'  for  whom  you 
were  responsible,  and  the  confluence  which 
you  have  inspired  in  the  face  of  'the  unpro¬ 
voked  aggression  against  Korea  are  1»  the  fin¬ 
est  tradition  of  the  Foreign  Serviced 


ORDER  FOR  RECESS 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President, 


\ 


1 

unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Sena 
finishes  its  business  today  it  stand  in  re 
cess  until  12  o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

SUGGESTED  10-PERCENT  ADDITION  TO 
TAXES  FOR  MILITARY  PURPOSES 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5 
minutes  to  make  a  suggestion  concern¬ 
ing  the  war  effort. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
threat  of  becoming  involved  in  a  world 
war  is  now  greater  than  the  threat  that 
confronted  us  in  1940.  In  that  year  the 
Congress  authorized  an  expansion  of 
our  Military  Establishment,  provided  for 
a  draft  of  manpower,  and  passed  a  spe¬ 
cial  tax  bill  to  help  finance  that  pre¬ 
paredness  program. 

That  tax  bill,  which  I  helped  frame, 
provided  that  coihmencing  the  first  of 
the  following  calendar  year  and  continu¬ 
ing  for  a  period  of  5  years  all  taxpayers 
should  add  10  percent  to  their  tax  bills 
and  that  the  funds  so  created  should 
placed  in  a  special  trust  fund  to  be  useg 
exclusively  for  military  purposes. 

In  this  emergency  I  suggest  reenact¬ 
ment  of  that  law  to  become 
January  1, 1951,  but  exempting  this  time 
all  excise  taxes  since  they  arafstill  at 
the  full  war  rate.  Such  a  taff,  applied 
only  to  personal  and  corporate  income 
would  raise  in  special  defence  money  ap¬ 
proximately  $2,000,000,00Qra  year  at  tftcr 
current  rate  of  national  income.  It 
would  not  be  retroactive  on  anyone  be¬ 
cause  provision  could'he  made  for  those 
reporting  on  a  fiseija  year  basis  to  apply 
the  increase  only^to  that  portion  earned 
in  calendar  1951 

At  the  present  time  the  top  effective 
personal  inepme  rate  is  82  percent,  but 
the  10-percpnt  increase  would  not  fall  as 
heavily  op  those  in  the  top  brackets  as 
might  appear  at  first  glance  because  of 
the  la\/  passed  several  years  ago  to  per¬ 
mit  husband  and  wife  to  divide  the 
family  income.  That  provision  gave  sub¬ 
stantial  tax  relief  to  married  persons 
with  joint  incomes  up  to  $400,000.  For 
those  in  that  category  the  present  top 


effective  rate  of  82  percent  applies  only 
to  that  portion  of  income  above  $200,000 
and  the  additional  10  percent  would  not 
be  a  10-percent  addition  to  the  rate,  but 
merely  10  percent  of  the  computed  tax 
liability. 

I  have  received  letters  and  have  read 
editorials  in  the  Virginia  newspapers  in¬ 
dicating  that  Congress  should  act 
promptly  to  put  the  Nation  on  a  full  war 
footing.  In  my  opinion,  such  a  step  is 
not  now  required,  and  would  be  calcu¬ 
lated  to  do  more  harm  than  good.  It 
was  difficult  enough  to  make  OPA  work 
during  World  War  II.  It  was  impossible 
to  make  it  work  a  year  after  the  war 
ended.  There  is  an  abundance  of  food, 
of  clothing,  and  of  many  other  consumer 
items,  and  no  occasion  to  ration  their 
distribution.  It  might  be  wise  to  give 
the  President  stand-by  powers  to  allo¬ 
cate  steel,  which  is  so  essential  to  the 
war  effort,  although  I  am  confident  that 
it  can  be  accomplished  by  a  voluntary 
agreement.  It  might  be  advisable  to  give 
J;he  Federal  Reserve  Board  stand-' 
wers  to'control  consumer  credit,  whi 
n<%  is  at  an  all-time  high;  but  that  If 
wisfoto  a  large  extent,  could  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  voluntary  cooperation  between 
banks  ’^nd  the  merchants  whose  com¬ 
mercial  &iper  they  handle. 

Undoubtedly,  the  best  and  safest  way 
to  control  tKe  issuance  of  top  fnuch  new 
money  throu^to  deficit  financing  and  the 
inflationary  pressure  of  that  new  money 
is  to  absorb  at  least  a  part  of  it  through 
taxation.  Aside  from -that  desirable  re¬ 
sult,  it  will  be  inviting  ultimate  finan¬ 
cial  disaster  if  we  /ute  the  national  debt 
to  such  large  proportion^  that  confidence 
will  be  lost  in  GnVernme^.  bonds.  In  the 
budget  now  pending,  thereUs  a  potential 
deficit  of  fptir  or  five  billion  dollars; 
and  that  budget  carries  no  appropriation 
for  moreJihan  $5,000,000,000  of  E  bonds 
or  savings  bonds  which  will  mature  next 
year,  the  assumption  being  that  those 
now  holding  those  bonds  will  buy  new 
ones.  Should  that  assumption  not  ma¬ 
terialize,  a  terrific  strain  would  be  placed 
upon  the  commercial  bond  market  in  re¬ 
financing  that  obligation. 

Although  the  time  may  come  when  we 
shall  be  forced  to  put  our  entire  econ¬ 
omy  on  a  war  footing,  the  first  step  in 
that  direction  undoubtedly  is  taxes ;  and 
many  patriotic  citizens  will  gladly  pay 
additional  taxes  if  the  law  imposing 
them  provides  that  they  shall  be  se¬ 
questered  for  military  purposes  only,  and 
not  made  available  for  unnecessary  do- 

mastin.^ponfliBBi.i  ■■  n  i  ■mnnn— iwi 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  before  the  Senate  is  on  agree¬ 
ing  to  the  amendment,  which  was  passed 
over  yesterday,  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  section  of  the  appropriation 
bill,  on  page  221,  beginning  in. line  19. 

ENDING  THE  COLD  WAR— IV 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  for 
many  weeks  past  I  have  addressed  the 
Senate  on  the  subject  of  winning  and 


ending  the  cold  war.  The  cold  war  has 
now  become  a  hot  one,  which  is  the  way 
in  which  we  had  every  reason  to  believe 
the  cold  war  would  end,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  never  fought  it  with  intel¬ 
ligence  and  energy.  Had  we  .done  so,  the 
Politburo  would  have  been  weaker  at 
home  than  it  is  now,  ancUthe  free  world 
would  have  been  strong^  in  this  emer¬ 
gency  than  it  now  shows  itself  to  be. 

We  have  ahead  of  hs  thejong,  grind¬ 
ing  months  of  makjrfg  up,  by  the  expend¬ 
iture  of  billions  of'clollars  and  how  many 
lives  we  cannot  Estimate,  for  the  lack  of 
engaging  the  dhemy  on  the  field  where 
he  was  deployed — the  field  of  the  minds 
and  loyalty  of  men. 

In  concluding  this  series  of  observa¬ 
tions  I  Wish  to  refer  briefly  to  two  recent 
opportunities  for  successful  engagement 
with, the  enemy  from  which  some  advan¬ 
tage  may  yet  be  salvaged,  although  the 
fun  advantage  of  the  opportunity  has 
lost. 

Let  me  first  call  attention  to  the  semi- 
humorous  but  deadly  serious  charge  of 
strewing  potato  bugs  over  the  farms  of 
eastern  Germany,  which  charge,  being 
practically  uncontested,  was  later  en¬ 
larged  to  include  Czechoslovakia  as  well. 
I  referred  to  this  in  a  hearing  on  Senate 
Resolution  243  before  the  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee.  I  said : 

Why  should  not  this  accusation  bring  from 
us  an  offer  to  donate  free  of  charge  X  tons 
of  DDT  to  the  potato  growers  of  East  Prussia? 
This  chemical  not  only  killed  the  bugs  in 
Aroostook  County,  Maine,  but  it  likewise 
destroyed  other  parasites  and  hindered  the 
spread  of  most  diseases  the  potato  plant  Is 
afflicted  with. 

We  have  nothing  but  good  wishes  and  good 
will  for  the  people  of  east  Germany.  Why 
not  express  it  in  this  light-hearted  and  prac¬ 
tical  way.  Undertakings  of  this  sort  should 
be  part  and  parcel  of  the  measures  to  be 
undertaken  under  Senate  Resolution  243. 

The  serious  and  dangerous  undertope 
to  this  silly  accusation  should  be  clear  to 
all.  Potato  bugs  and  disease  germs  are 
too  closely  parallel  to  be  ignored.  To 
have  let  the  accusation  go  with  a  simple 
denial,  and  without  taking  advantage  of 
fche  possibilities  for  human  appeal  in  the 
ting,  leads  us  one  step  further  toward 
nete  savageries  in  modern  warfare.  But 
there  is  still  another  lost  battle  of  even 
greater  significance. 

Mr.  foesident,  I  refer  to  a  serious 
and  effective  offensive  on  the  battle¬ 
field  of  ideas  which  was  launched  at 
the  so-calleCl  World  Peace  Congress  in 
Stockholm  onvMarch  15-19,  1950,  held 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Frederic 
Joliot-Curie,  th©^.  French  Nobel  prize 
winner.  For  the  record,  the  American 
attendance  at  this  stecalled  Peace  Con¬ 
gress  should  be  notetL  The  delegates 
were  Mr.  J.  Rogge,  former  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  thNUnited  States 
and  a  vice  chairman  of  thW  conference; 
the  artist  Rockwell  Kent7fohe  writer 
Albert  Kahn;  and  Mr.  Johafoes  Steel, 
vice  president  of  the  Progressive  Party. 

The  ingeniousness  of  the  work,  done 
by  this  Peace  Congress  is  to  be  round 
in  the  wording  of  the  manifesto  which 
they  produced.  I  quote: 

We  demand  the  unconditional  prohibition 
of  the  atomic  weapon  as  a  weapon  of  intimi- 
dation  and  mass  extermination  of  people. 
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We  demand  the  establishment  of  strict 
international  control  over  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  this  decision. 

We  consider  that  the  government  which 
first  uses  the  atomic  weapon  against  any 
other  country  will  commit  a  crime  against 
humanity  and  shall  be  regarded  as  a  war 
criminal. 

We  call  upon  all  people  of  good  will  all 
over  the  world  to  sign  this  appeal. 

Why  should  not  such  a  manifesto  ap¬ 
peal  to  people  aU  over  the  world,  and 
why  should  not  millions  and  millions  of 
people  attach  their  signatures  to  it? 

Mr.  President,  it  was'  calculated  some 
little  time  ago  that  something  over  130,- 
000,000  signatures  have  been  attached  to 
this  manifesto.  Since  that  time  other 
millions  have  signed.  A  hews  item 
shortly  before  the  invasion  of  South 
Korea  indicated  that  one  and  one-half 
million  had  signed  north  of  the  thirty- 
eighth  parallel.  The  Russians  know 
how  to  devise  a  good  idea,  spread  it, 
broadcast,  and  make  it  effective.  We  d6 
not.  As  a  result,  millions  of  people  be¬ 
hind  the  iron  curtain  and  in  the  mis¬ 
sionary  areas  where  Communist  propa¬ 
ganda  is  at  work  are  led  to  class  Russia 
as  being  a  peace-loving  country,  and  the 
United  States  becomes  more  firmly 
settled  than  ever  in  the  popular  mind 
as  being  the  world’s  warmonger. 

But  now  let  us  see  where  we  can  get 
hold  of  this  Russian  declaration  whose 
possibilities  we  could  turn  to  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  free  world.  The  second 
paragraph  of  the  manifesto  reads: 

We  demand  the  establishment  of  strict 
international  control  over  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  this  decision. 


Is  incredible.  The  family  itself  escaped 
to  western  Germany  some  little  time  ago. 
The  father,  months  before,  had  been 
seized  and  taken  to  a  work  camp  in  far 
Siberia.  Prom  that  work  camp  he  es¬ 
caped  and  made  his  way  mostly  on  foot 
over  the  thousands,  of  miles  of  Russia, 
Poland,  and  eastern  Germany  until  he 
crossed  the  border  into  western  Germa¬ 
ny  and  rejoined  his  family.  In  all  those 
thousands  of  miles  he  sought  and  ob¬ 
tained  nightly  food  and  shelter  wherever 
he  might  chance  to  find  himself.  In  prov¬ 
ince  after  province  of  Russia  itself  as  well 
as  in  Poland  and  eastern  Germany  he 
found  everywhere  families  and  farm 
houses  who  were  willing  to  give  shelter 
and  aid  to  a  fugitive. 

What  a  story  this  is.  It  means  that 
all  along  these  weary  miles  there  was  no 
one  so  convinced  of  the  virtues  of  the 
Politburo  that  it  was  felt  to  be  a  duty 
to  give  up  a  fugitive  to  the  authorities. 
Only  a  strong  sense  of  hostility  to  the 
existing  Russian  Government  could 
‘  Jiave  persuaded  these  hundreds  of  citi¬ 
zens  to  have  risked  reprisals  and  punish¬ 
ment  in  giving  that  shelter.  Is  not  tl 
one  story,  this  single  incident,  and  eye- 
opener  as  to  the  mental  and  spiritual 
background  of  the  people  against , Which 
the  Russian  Government  has  to  Operate 
within  its'own  territories? 


/ 


Is  not  this  an  acceptance  of  the  United 
Nations  plan? 

Mr.  President,  let  us  take  them  up. 
Let  us  take  them  up.  Let  us  take  them 
up.  Is  not  that  exactly  what  we  have 
been  asking  for?  Talk  about  folly — how 
can  we  have  the  folly  to  allow  these 
millions  of  signatures  to  be  attached  to 
a  petition  for  doing  what  we  have  been 
trying  to  pursuade  the  Russians  to  do 
from  the  very  start  of  our 


Another  evidence  is  to  be  found  in  the 
great  numbers  of  political  prisoners 
which  that  government  has  found  it  nec¬ 
essary  to  put  away  fr  on/ normal  living. 
Reliable  estimateshav/put  these  num¬ 
bers  at  9,000,000,  excluding  women  and 
criminals.  When  w£  .consider  that  the 
total  adult  male / population — between 
the  ages  of  18,rimd  5£/—is  somewhere 
around  90,000,p<50,  we  come  up  with  the 
astonishing  ij^ure  that  about  15  percent 
of  those  adqft  males  are  in  prison  camps. 
Does  that  Indicate  that  the  Russian  peo¬ 
ple  are  solidly  behind  the  Russian  Gov- 
ernmejpff?  ‘  ■ 

If  it  was  advisable  to  get  in  touchHyith 
theRussian  people  by  the  Voice  of  Amter- 
ussians  to  do  ica  and  by  other  means  while  the  cold, 
r  negotiations  War  was  still  on,  it  is  a  thousand  times 


over  the  use  of  the  atomic  bomb?  What  /more  advisable  now,  when  our  only  hope 
is  the  matter  with  us?  Are  we  thinking/  of  getting  out  of  this  thing  without  great 
about  something  else  than  war  or  peac^?  loss  of  treasure,  lives,  and  liberties  lies 


Have  we  gone  into  senile  decay? 

It  is  not  too  late  now  for  the 
Department,  by  world-wide 
and  direct  diplomatic  action 
Russia  up  on  her  new  and 
posal  for  the  control  of  the 

Mr.  President,  we  wait  to/feee  whether 
that  Department  remains  a  dangerous 
liability  or  charts  for  us<4  new  course  of 
effective  service  to  oupmational  interest 
and  to  the  safety  ofy<fhe  free  nations  of 
the  globe. 

So  much  for  opportunities  whose  full 
possibilities  hav/r  been  missed  but  from 
which  some  advantage  to  the  free  world 
may  still  be /drawn.  In  concluding,  Mr. 
President,  lavish  to  refer  to  earlier  pro¬ 
posals  of  jnine  which  become  more  time¬ 
ly,  mory  necessary,  now  that  the  cold 
war  lyre  reached  the  boiling  point. 

fme  first  refer  to  a  highly  signifi¬ 
cant  piece  of  information.  A  friend  of 
mine  has  in  his  employ  on  his  farm,  a 
family  of  Latvian  DP’s.  Their  history 


in  giving  the  Politburo  so  much  trouble 
at  home  as  to  seriously  limit  their  ability 
to  foment  trouble  abroad. 

From  now  on  the  Voice  of  America 
must  direct  itself  narrowly  and  sharply 
to  the  present  emergency.  It  must  go 
on  the  spiritual  offensive.  It  must  tell 
the  Russian  people  that  whereas  the 
Western  World  has  been  giving  freedom 
to  its  colonies  and  conquered  peoples,  we 
see  their  Government  rolling  over  nation 
after  nation,  never  daring  to  trust  its 
cause  to  the  choice  of  the  people,  but 
always  capturing  territory  by  subversive 
minorities  and  force  of  arms.  Against 
this,  in  its  latest  and  most  flagrant  form, 
the  invasion  of  South  Korea,  the  free 
world  has  had  to  rise  in  defense  of  free 
men  everywhere. 

The  second  point  which  must  be  ham¬ 
mered  home  is  that  there  does  not  exist 
in  the  free  world,  any  group  anywhere 
which  has  anything  but  friendly  feeling 
for  the  Russian  people.  Nowhere  is 


there  to  be  found  a  nation  or  a  political 
party  or  any  important  individuals  who 
want  anything  which  the  Russianyfieo- 
ple  have.  What  we  want  for  then/fs  the 
blessings  of  freedom  which  we  have  been 
enjoying  and  of  which  their  Government 
has  deprived  them  and  of  winch  it  now 
seeks  to  deprive  the  whole  jVorld. 

We  are  friends  of  the  Bfcssian  people. 
The  insane  lust  for  conquest  which  pos¬ 
sesses  their  Governmejft  is  going  to  im¬ 
pose  on  the  Russiannieople  new  hard¬ 
ships,  new  dangers/ new  deprivation  of 
the  good  things  of  life  and  of  spiritual 
freedom.  Theii^only  enemy  is  their  own 
Government. 

Hitler  knetf  and  the  Politburo  knows 
how  to  affaet  the  minds  and  hearts  of 
men.  They  did  it  by  the  simple  telling 
of  simple  lies  over  and  over  and  over 
again/ We  can  do  as  much.  Rather, 
we  cah  do  more  by  adopting  their  tech¬ 
nique  but  with  a  different  message.  We 
can  tell  the  truth  in  simple,  understand¬ 
able,  and  straightforward  terms  over  and 
/over  and  over  and  over  again.  The  time 
has  come  for  that. 

On  this  floor  in  the  months  past  I  have 
from  time  to  time  suggested  the  use  of 
such  unconventional  means  of  reaching 
the  Russian  people  as  the  employment 
of  free  balloons  dropping  messages  of 
good  will  over  the  thousands  of  square 
miles  of  Russian  territory.  These  mes¬ 
sages  will  not  lie  rotting  in  the  fields  and 
streets.  They  will  be  passed  from  hand 
to  hand.  They  likewise  should  be 
simple,  primarily  pictorial,  and  reiterate 
in  varying  form  but  with  unvarying  per¬ 
sistence  the  fact  that  we  of  the  Western 
World  have  a  common  cause  with  the 
people  of  Russia.  We  are  not  against 
them.  We  are  for  them.  Their  hope 
for  the  future  lies  in  our  success.  Our 
failure  condemns  them  to  permanent 
slavery. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  have  made  this 
suggestion  in  times  past  it  has  been  inti¬ 
mated  to  me  strongly  that  this  is  not  a 
proper  diplomatic  procedure — that  a 
Nation  which  undertakes  this  is  violating 
the  sovereignty  of  the  holy  preserves  of 
,.the  Politburo.  We  have  passed  the 
period  of  striped-pantie  etiquette.  When 
the  North  Korean  armies  and  armanent 
swept  south  over  the  thirty-eighth  paral¬ 
lel,  mese  rules  of  formal  procedure  went 
into  the  ash  can.  Does  the  State  De¬ 
partment  know  that  yet?  If  not,  some¬ 
one  should  tell  them. 

There  islgne  final  and  tremendously 
powerful  means  of  reaching  the  people 
of  Russia,  ana  of  the  satellite  countries 
behind  the  curtain,  which  remains  to  be 
described.  There/are  many  thousands 
of  liberty-loving  patriots  gathered  on 
our  side  of  the  curtaftv,  They  are  biting 
their  nails  and  eatingroheir  hearts  out. 
They  will  not  serve  for  pay  as  employees 
of  our  Government.  Tney  will,  with 
sufficient  support  and  with,  missions  to 
perform,  risk  their  lives  andxfie  lives  of 
their  wives  and  children  on  missions  into 
the  heart  of  the  Politburo  opuntry. 
These  men  must  be  put  to  work.  V 

Mr.  President,  by  means  such  as  Iljave 
just  described  and  by  other  means  yetrio 
be  devised  in  the  light  of  developments  as 
they  appear,  we  can  shorten  the  hot  war. 
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We  can  save  billions  in  treasure,  and  an 
unknown  number  of  lives  of  men  in  our 
own  country  and  abroad  who  know  what 
freedom  is  and  who  have  found  its  taste 
so  sweet  that  they  are  willing  to  die  for  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS  and  Mr.  TAFT  addressed 
thG  chair 

The  VIckPRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  recognized. 

THE  KOREAN  CRISIS  AND  MEASURES  TO 
AVOID  IJVORLD  WAR  III 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  we  are 
being  rapidly  pushed  toward  a  general 
war  that  will  threaten  our  national 
existence.  Neither  diplomacy,  negotia¬ 
tion,  nor  wishful  thinking  will  avoid  it. 
Our  only  hope  is  to  show  our  utmost  in 
strength,  and  a  grim  and  unfaltering 
determination  to  see  things  through. 

In  my  opinion  there  are  two  definite 
steps  that  can  be  taken  that  will  greatly 
lessen  the  chances  for  a  general  world¬ 
wide  war,  and  win  it,  should  that  war 
come  anyway.  Without  these  steps  being 
taken,  a  general  war  of  almost  unbear¬ 
able  length  and  suffering  is  certain. 
The  first  step  is  all-out  support  in  men 
and  materials  in  the  Korean  war  by 
every  member  of  the  United  Nations  who 
opposes  Soviet  aggression.  The  second 
step  is  to  go  on  a  wartime  production 
basis  in  the  United  States.  These  two 
moves  are  dependent  one  on  the  other 
and  will  present  a  force  in  the  world 
never  before  known. 

The  United  States  failed  properly  to 
support  the  League  of  Nations  and  we 
were  thus  charged  with  its  failure,  and 
the  resulting  debacle  of  World  War  II. 
Realizing  our  mistake,  and  also  appre¬ 
ciating  new  world  conditions,  we 
launched  forth  in  an  entirely  new  and 
strong  position  in  world  affairs,  and 
helped  formulate  the  United  Nations,  and 
from  its  beginnings  we  have  supported 
this  great  world  movement  without  stint 
and  without  trying  to  play  a  dominating 
role.  For  this  we  do  not  deserve,  nor  do 
we  claim  any  special  credit. 

Further,  in  recognition  of  the  war- 
depleted  conditions  of  many  of  our  fel¬ 
low  members  in  the  United  Nations,  we 
have  sponsored  for  several  years,  and 
still  sponsor  an  economic  recovery  pro3 
gram  that  covers  most  of  western  Eurot 
This  has  been  at  a  cost  of  billions/ of 
dollars  to  us.  Also,  a  like  programrhas 
been  extended  to  other  areas  pi  the 
world.  For  this  we  do  not  des§Ae,  nor 
do  we  claim  any  special  credit 

Further  still,  in  recognitjffn  of  their 
present  need  for  assistance,  and  in  re¬ 
liance  on  their  honor  ana  integrity,  we 
have  sponsored  and  financed  a  huge 
military  assistance  program  to  all  the 
Atlantic  Pact  nation^  and  to  other  ex¬ 
tended  areas,  including  Korea.  For  all 
of  this  we  do  not  deserve,  nor  do  we  claim 
any  special  credit. 

At  the  call  of  the  United  Nations  we 
immediately/fushed  men,  planes,  goods, 
and  guns  to  far-distant  Korea,  to  stop 
the  brutal  attacks  of  the  communistic 
hordes.  Our  money  is  being  spent,  our 
materjal  is  being  consumed,  and  more, 
our  men  are  dying  by  the  day,  by  the 
week. 

This  is  the  test.  Where  is  the  actual 
support  from  our  United  Nations  allies? 


Where  is  the  ground  support?  Where 
are  even  the  firm  promises  of  something 
tangible  and  definite  that  can  be  counted 
on?  Week  has  followed  week,  but  little 
definitely  has  been  done,  and  little  has 
been  furnished.  The  call  has  gone  forth 
to  the  United  Nations  members  by  Secre¬ 
tary  General  Lie.  What  is  the  response? 

I  know  that  over-all  plans  have  to  be 
made  and  then  men  and  materials  avail¬ 
able  have  to  be  fitted  into  this  plan  in 
the  most  effective  manner  and  places. 
This  requires  time.  But  firm  pledges 
can  be  forthcoming  immediately.  I  am 
not  unmindful  of  the  absolute  necessity 


■ 


of  having  strong  forces  available  at  other 
strategic  and  in  highly  important  areas 
of  the  world.  As  to  other  members  of 
the  United  Nations,  the  impossible  is  not 
expected;  the  unreasonable  is  not  de 
manded. 

However,  in  this  world  crisis,  no  mem¬ 
ber  nation  of  the  United  Nations  should 
be  the  final  judge  of  the  extent  of  their 
obligations,  nor  of  their  ability  to  per¬ 
form  these  obligations. 

Each  member  nation  can  at  least  sub¬ 


mit  all  the  pertinent  facts  as  to  thei 
ability  and  as  to  their  surrounding  situa 
tion  to  the  over-all  governing  authorities 
of  the  United  Nations,  and  let  this/over 
all  group  decide  what  is  reasonable  sup 
port  fo^each  nation  to  furnish.  .‘"Regard¬ 
less  of  danger  spots  elsewhere,  there 
would  be  a  Tremendous  world- wide  psy¬ 
chological  power  behind  an  all-out,  all 
flag,  united  effort  in  Korea.  Let  the 
other  member -Ration  flags  be  unfurled 
and  take  their  places  alongside  the  Stars 
and  Stripes,  with  tlfp  blue  and  white  flag 
of  the  United  NatiOhs. 

This  is  the  t§St.  We  have  met  the 
call.  Shall  the  United  Nations  continue 
as  a  reality,  as  an  active  force  to  be  felt, 
or  shall  it  continue  only  as  a  plan  on 
paper?  Wo,  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  sure  entitled  to  know.  If  we  do 
not  hatfe  an  effective  United  Nations, 
thence  are  entitled  to  know  that  also 
Thefl  we  shall  make  other  plans.  In  the; 
readm  of  practical  affairs,  we  shall  have1 
tie  or  no  choice,  except  to  abandon 
-he  United  Nations,  withdraw  our  own] 
commitments,  and  travel  along  the  road  j 
the  hard  road  of  mere  self-preservation.; 

But  even  granting  the  most  hopeful; 
results  from  the  developments  from  oth-1 
er  members  of  the  United  Nations,  it  is 
still  a  painful  fact  that  we  must  go; 
largely  on  a  war  economy.  Time  saved 
now  in  doing  so  will  mean  blood  and  mis-, 
ery  and  lives  saved  in  months  and  years 
to  come. 

We  hate  controls,  we  hate  regimenta¬ 
tion.  They  hazard  our  freedom.  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  fact  that  if  we  go  into  con-' 
trols,  it  is  possible  we  shall  never  comei 
out  from  under  controls.  But  if  we  do; 
not  go  in,  we  may  never  come  through \ 
as  a  nation.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that; 
in  a  long  war,  we  could  lose  our  form; 
of  government,  even  if  we  did  not  lose; 
the  war;  and  we  could  well  lose  the  cap-' 
italistic  system  even  if  we  did  not  lose- 
the  war.  However,  it  seems  clear  to  me; 
that  in  order  to  preserve  this  very  per-; 
sonal  freedom,  this  capitalistic  system, 
and  this,  our  cherished  form  of  govern 
ment,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  have 
these  hated  controls,  and  the  sooner,  the 


better.  By  controls,  I  mean  the  effec, 
tive  control  of  wages,  of  prices,  of  ma¬ 
terials,  of  manpower,  and  of  production, 
and  with  an  excess  profits  tax  th^ft  ac¬ 
tually  chokes  off  excessive  war/t>rofits. 

The  industrial  production  of  the 
United  States  is  the  most  powerful  war 
factor  in  the  world  today/  It  turned 
the  tide  in  World  War  IP?  to  put  it  in 
motion  will  perhaps  present  an  all-out 
world  war  III.  Our  failure  to  meet  the 
obligation  of  effectively  using  this  pro¬ 
duction  as  our  mos/powerful  war  wea¬ 
pon  will  be  nothing  less  than  criminal 
..aeelisfiar.fi - 


/ 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  221, 
line  22,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
word  “authorize”  and  to  insert  in  line 
23  the  words  “authorized  by  Congress.” 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  last  night 
I  raised  the  question  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  as  to  whether  the  committee 
amendment  would  permit  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  motion-picture  films  and  other 
propaganda  in  behalf  of  the  Brannan 
plan.  I  was  somewhat  concerned  about 
the  words  “relating  to  the  authorized 
programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the 
Department.”  They  might  refer  to  a 
propaganda  program  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  It  seemed  to 
me  that  we  should  make  it  perfectly 
clear  that  what  we  propose  to  do  is  with 
reference  to  programs  authorized  by 
Congress. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  checked  the 
statements  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia.  It  is  true  that 
this  proviso  has  been  in  every  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  the  past  4  or  5  years.  In  my 
opinion,  if  the  committee  amendment 
were  not  adopted,  the  power  to  make 
such  motion  pictures  would  exist  in  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  anyway, 
in  all  probability,  so  that  even  if  we 
strike  out  the  amendment  I  doubt  that 
we  would  change  substantially  the 
powers.  But  if  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  will  be  willing,  by  accepting  my 
amendment,  to  make  it  clear,  which  I 
understand  is  his  own  position,  that  it 
is  not  intended  in  any  way  to  authorize 
Brannan-plan  propaganda,  I  myself 
should  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  stated 
on  yesterday  that  it  was  my  construction 
of  the  language  that  it  permitted  only 
the  dissemination  of  information  au¬ 
thorized  by  Congress.  That  is  still  my 
construction  of  the  language.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  I  find  that  films 
which  have  been  made  are  those  which 
deal  principally  with  the  farm  program, 
such  as  the  dissemination  of  information 
through  the  Extension  Service.  I  think 
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the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  is 
unduly  suspicious,  but  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  accept  his  amendment. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  point  which  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  made  last  is  that 
to  which  I  was  going  to  refer.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand,  all  these  moving-picture  films 
have  been  with  respect  to  programs 
which  have  been  authorized  directly  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  read 
a  list  of  the  motion  pictures  which  have 
been  produced  up  to  this  time : 

Brucellosis,  which  portrays  methods  for 
eradicating  the  disease  on  the'  farms. 

Outbreak,  a  historical  documentary  film 
recording  how  previous  outbreaks  of  this 
dread  plague  have  been  eradicated  and  sug¬ 
gesting  vigilence  against  the  disease  at  all 
times. 

Today’s  Chicks,  a  film  to  show  the  farmer 
how  healthy  baby  chicks  are  produced  by 
cooperating  hatcherymen  under  the  national 
poultry  improvement  plan. 

Forest  Fire  Behavior,  a  film  to  convey 
knowledge  of  fire  behavior  and  action  which 
may  be  taken  toward  control. 

Black  Stem  Rust,  a  film  to  explain  the  na¬ 
ture  of  stem  rust,  how  it  damages  small 
grain,  and  how  it  may  be  controlled  through 
elimination  of  barberry  bushes. 

It’s  No  Picnic,  dealing  with  the  nature  and 
damage  by  forest  fires,  the  various  causes 
thereof,  and  specific  ways  in  which  forest 
fires  can  be  prevented. 

Dead  Out,  a  two-reel  film  on  forest  burn¬ 
ing  in  the  Southeast,  showing  how  to  burn 
brush  and  grass  safely. 

Blister  Rust  Control,  a  series  of  six  pictures 
on  this  disease  attacking  the  pine  forests  of 
the  country,  one  picture  dealing  with  the  life 
history  of  the  disease  and  its  control  in  a 
general  way,  and  one  picture  for  each  of  five 
regions  in  the  country  on  the  value  of  the 
pine  and  the  specific  problems  in  each  region. 

I  may  say  further,  Mr.  President,  that 
I  have  an  extract  from  the  House  report 
on  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  which 
was  passed  in  the  calendar  year  1942.  It 
states  that  the  consolidation  was  a  part 
of  the  economies  to  be  effected  in  order 
to  help  the  war  effort,  and  that  it  was 
provided  in  the  bill  as  an  economy  meas¬ 
ure  and  not  to  propagandize  the  Bran- 
nan  plan  or  any  other  controversial  ques¬ 
tion.  However,  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
if  these  moving  pictures  are  made  solely 
in  the  Office  of  Information.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  or  not  any  other 
moving  pictures  have  been  made  by  any 
other  division  besides  the  Office  of  In¬ 
formation.  Does  the  Senator  have  the 
record  on  that  point? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  I  understand,  up 
to  now  all  the  pictures  have  been  made 
by  the  Office  of  Information. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Can  the  Senator  posi¬ 
tively  state  that  as  a  fact? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No.  That  was  my  un¬ 
derstanding.  I  do  not  know  it  to  be  a 
fact. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  very  much  in¬ 
terested  in  this  amendment.  The  House 
must  have  stricken  out  this  provision  for 
some  reason.  I  agree  it  has  been  in  the 
appropriation  bill  since  1943.  However, 
this  year  the  House  deleted  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  House  did  not 
strike  it  out.  It  went  out  on  a  point  of 
order.  One  Member  of  the  House  made 
a  point  of  order  against  a  number  of  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bill,  and  under  the  peculiar 
rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
they  were  all  subject  to  the  point  of  or¬ 
der,  and  they  all  went  out.  We  restored 
most  of  them.  This  is  the  only  one  as 
to  which  there  has  been  any  controversy 
up  to  now. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  At  page  267  of  the 
House  hearings  justification  is  given  for 
these  programs.  The  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  makes  this  statement : 

The  primary  functions  of  the  Office  of  In¬ 
formation  are  (1)  over- all  coordination  of  all 
information  work  in  the  Department  and  (2) 
final  editing  and  clearance  of  all  publica¬ 
tions  and  releases  of  information  to  the 
public.  The  Office  provides  a  service  to  the 
Department  and  its  constituent  agencies  de¬ 
signed  to  assist  farmers,  organizations,  and 
institutions  interested  in  agriculture,  and 
the  public  at  large,  by  providing  factual  in¬ 
formation  on  results  of  agricultural  research 
work,  trends  in  agricultural  production, 
prices,  and  consumption,  the  scope  of  agri¬ 
cultural  programs  and  policies,  and  similar 
information  which  will  assist  farmers  and 
the  public  to  obtain  useful  knowledge  per¬ 
taining  to  the  Nation’s  agriculture. 

It  goes  on  to  recount  the  work  in¬ 
volved  and  emphasizes  in  detail  some  of 
it.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  language  is 
sufficiently  broad  to  encompass  not  only 
the  presentation  of  the  Brannan  plan, 
but  any  other  plan  which  might  be 
hatched  by  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  and  it  could  be  publicized  not  only 
by  the  Office  of  Information  but  mate¬ 
rial  could  be  gathered  and  publicized  by 
other  divisions  or  bureaus,  even  though 
the  Office  of  Information  did  not  do  so. 
What  does  the  Senator  think  about 
that? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  see  anything 
dangerous  in  the  language  to  which  the 
Senator  has  referred.  When  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  was  established 
it  was  designed  to  be  an  agency  for  the 
purpose  of  disseminating  information 
pertaining  to  agriculture.  That  was  its 
primary  purpose.  All  that  has  been 
added  to  it  since  then,  by  way  of  farm- 
action  programs,  has  been  merely  sup¬ 
plemental,  because  the  primary  purpose 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  to 
disseminate  information  pertaining  to 
agriculture. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  to  say  so,  I  agree  with  him 
thoroughly  in  that  statement.  So  far  as 
research  is  concerned,  I  want  to  go  as 
far  as  we  possibly  can.  In  fact,  I  should 
like  to  go  even  farther  than  we  have 
gone.  I  think  research  results  should 
be  publicized  throughout  the  country  for 
the  benefit  of  farmers. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  certainly  are 
not  worth  anything  if  they  are  not  pub¬ 
licized. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  This  provision,  how¬ 
ever,  raises  an  entirely  different  ques¬ 
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tion._  From  the  language  read,  which  is 
the  justification  by  the  Department  not 
only  the  Brannan  plan  but  any  other 
policy  which  might  be  advocated  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  though  not 
authorized  by  Congress,  could  be  pub¬ 
licized  to  the  public  generally. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  one 
more  question.  On  page  358  of  the 
House  hearings  appears  a  statement  to 
which  I  should  like  to  call  attention. 
Has  the  Senator  a  copy  of  the  House 
hearings? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
I  have  not.  My  assistant  is  endeavoring 
to  get  a  copy  of  them. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  shall  quote  from 
page  358:  “RMA  project  No.  205.  Gen¬ 
eral  Economics  of  Marketing.”  In  1949 
the  appropriation  was  $13,000.  In  1950 
the  appropriation  was  $134,850.  I  do 
not  have  the  budget  estimate  or  the 
amount  allocated  to  1951.  This  may  be 
a  perfectly  legitimate  appropriation.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  the  reason  for  the  expansion. 
What  is  the  justification  for  an  increase 
from  $13,000  in  1949  to  $134,850  in  1950. 
Does  it  have  anything  to  do  with  the  in¬ 
formation  we  have  been  talking  about? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  believe  it  has 
the  slightest  thing  to  do  with  it.  All  re¬ 
search  which  is  carried  on  by  the  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Administration 
must  be  approved  by  an  outside  commit¬ 
tee,  which  is  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  studying  the  whole  research  question. 
It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Brannan 
plan,  if  that  is  what  the  Senator  has  in 
mind.  All  research  projects  which  are 
being  carried  on  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  are  submitted  to  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  did  not  read  them  to  the  last 
detail,  but  I  did  scan  through  the  gen¬ 
eral  objectives  of  the  research  projects. 
None  of  them  related  to  the  Brannan 
plan. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  this  is  very 
important.  Are  these  moving  pictures 
brought  up  to  date?  Have  any  of  them 
been  made  since  those  mentioned  in  the 
list  the  Senator  read? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  motion  pictures 
set  forth  in  the  list  constitute  the  entire 
number  which  have  been  produced  since 
the  information  appropriations  for  the 
various  bureaus  of  the  Department  were 
consolidated,  as  they  were  in  1942.  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator  that  if  we  adopt 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  which  I  have 
agreed  to  accept  so  far  as  I  could  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  handling 
the  appropriation,  there  would  be  a  re¬ 
striction  on  all  these  items  which  would 
definitely  prevent  the  publication  of  any 
propaganda  for  the  Brannan  plan.  I 
have  been  suspicious  that  that  was  the 
purpose  of  my  friend  from  Ohio. 

Secretary  Brannan  has  defended  his 
plan  with  great  vigor  and  industry  all 
over  the  Nation.  He  has  made  any  num¬ 
ber  of  speeches  for  it,  and  there  has  been 
some  question  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
some  of  the  audiences  were  assembled. 
But  I  have  never  yet  heard  any  specific 
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charge  that  any  of  the  films  which  have 
been  made  were  in  anywise  connected 
with  the  Brannan  plan.  If  they  had 
been,  when  we  consider  how  controver¬ 
sial  the  Brannan  plan  is,  undoubtedly 
someone  would  have  written  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  or  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  or  someother  Senator  and 
said,  “I  saw  a  moving  picture  that  is  put 
out  to  publicize  and  to  support  the  Bran¬ 
nan  plan.” 

I  am  not  a  supporter  of  the  Brannan 
plan.  I  am  opposed  to  the  philosophy  of 
that  plan  sponsored  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  but  I  concede  to  him  the 
right  to  go  anywhere  he  pleases  in  the 
United  States  and  make  a  speech  any 
time  he  chooses  in  support  of  his  plan. 
It  may  build  up  some  support  for  the 
plan  in  my  own  State,  and  it  may  heap 
c  :>als  on  my  back  in  an  endeavor  to  drive 
me  to  support  the  plan.  But  that  is  one 
of  the  things  we  will  have  to  face  when 
we  come  to  it.  I  am  not  apprehensive 
that  these  films  will  support  the  Bran¬ 
nan  plan,  because  I  do  not  think  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  would  adopt  that 
policy,  in  view  of  the  amendment,  and 
I  believe  that  if  he  did  it  would  back¬ 
fire  on  him. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  contending  that  Secretary  Brannan 
does  not  have  a  right  to  support  any  plan 
he  desires  to,  on  his  own,  and  to  go  to 
the  four  corners  of  the  United  States  and 
speak  on  it  to  the  public.  I  am  in  total 
agreement  with  the  Senator  in  that  re¬ 
spect.  But  I  do  not  want  the  Secretary 
to  use  the  taxpayers’  money  in  any  in¬ 
formational  service  to  publicize  a  plan 
he  sponsors,  unless  it  is  authorized  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Neither  do  I. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  my  only  ap¬ 
prehension  in  this  matter.  I  certainly 
have  a  right,  I  believe,  to  try  to  make  it 
as  clear  as  I  can  that  we  do  not  want  him 
to  do  that. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No  one  challenges  the 
Senator’s  right.  I  have  merely  pointed 
out  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  limits  this  expendi¬ 
ture  to  programs  approved  by  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  leads  to  the  next 
question.  Does  it  limit  it?  It  limits  it, 
I  think,  only  to  the  transfers. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  that  is  all 
it  limits  it  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  How  about  limiting  it 
to  the  full  amount.  It  seems  to  me  that 
if  we  put  a  limit  of  $300,000  on  the 
amount  which  might  be  transferred  from 
the  small  agencies  to  the  office  of  In¬ 
formation,  it  is  just  as  important  to  limit 
the  $1,265,800  which  the  Office  of  Infor¬ 
mation  can  use  for  the  same  purpose. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  amendment  deals  only 
with  the  particular  $300,000  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  I  was  dealing  with 
the  committee  amendment  only.  If  the 
Senator  wants  a  general  limitation,  I 
think  it  should  be  offered  in  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill  itself. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  was  going  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  another  ques¬ 
tion.  I  understand  the  Senator  is  not 


worried  about  these  funds,  and  I  have  a 
wholesome  respect  for  his  judgment,  as 
he  knows,  so  that  I  am  inclined  to  go 
along  with  the  Senator’s  statement.  But 
we  are  writing  in  an  amendment  to 
limit  the  authorization  for  these  pur¬ 
poses  to  $300,000.  If  that  is  wise  is  it  not 
equally  wise  that  possibly  an  amendment 
to  the  general  provision  should  be  in¬ 
serted,  affecting  programs  authorized  by 
the  Congress?  Would  there  be  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  that? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
that  would  be  splitting  hairs  to  the  nth 
degree.  If  it  would  afford  any  great 
solace  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  I 
would  not  oppose  it,  but  I  think  it  is 
utterly  unnecessary.  No  instances  have 
been  brought  forward  where  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  used  these  particular  funds  for 
the  purpose  of  propagandizing  for  the 
Brannan  plan. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  ans¬ 
wer  m  yquestion?  If  it  is  necessary  for 
the  $300,000,  is  it  splitting  any  more 
hairs  to  apply  it  to  the  general  provision? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  accepted  the 
amendment  in  order  to  allay  the  fears 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio 
and  others. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Would  the  Senator 
allay  my  fears  by  inserting - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No ;  am  not  willing  to 
say  before  we  reach  the  point  where  an 
amendment  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  re¬ 
flect  on  it? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  certainly  will. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator  feel 
there  is  any  difference,  so  far  as  the 
funds  are  concerned? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  and  to  be  per¬ 
fectly  frank,  my  reason  for  accepting  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
was  to  expedite  the  business  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  do  not  think  the  amendment 
makes  a  particle  of  difference  one  way 
or  the  other,  but  I  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  accept  a  harmless  amendment 
than  to  spend  3  or  4  hours  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  discussing  this  proposi¬ 
tion,  and  having  ghosts  raised,  and  the 
statement  made  that  all  this  money  was 
going  to  be  used  to  propagandize  the 
Brannan  plan.  I  am  not  for  the  Bran¬ 
nan  plan.  I  have  been  opposed  to  it 
from  the  day  it  was  announced,  but  I  am 
not  going  around  with  my  lance  all  set 
to  joust  with  windmills  or  to  attempt  to 
slay  dragons  which  do  not  exist. 

Mr.  'WHERRY.  The  Senator  is  build¬ 
ing  up  a  pretty  big  bogeyman  for  me 
to  slay.  I  ask,  Is  there  any  difference 
between  limiting  the  $300,000  and  the 
$1,265,000? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Technically,  I  do  not 
see  that  there  is. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  the  dragon  has 
already  been  slain,  and  I  ask  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  if  he  will  accept  an 
amendment,  when  the  proper  time 
comes,  to  offer  such  an  amendment  to 
the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  disposed  to, 
if  it  would  be  any  gratification  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  appreciate  his  statement. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
committed  to  it  now,  until  I  have  an  op¬ 


portunity  to  read  all  the  language,  to 
see  where  it  is  to  be  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator, 
and  I  hope  he  will  look  with  favor  upon 
it,  because  my  opinion  is  that  if  we  are 
to  try  to  limit  the  $300,000  which  may 
be  transferred,  it  is  just  as  important  to 
apply  it  to  the  $1,265,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  in  either  case. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  the 
Senator,  but  if  it  is  necessary  in  one  case 
and  the  Senator  permits  the  amendment 
there,  I  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
to  accept  it  in  the  other  case. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
look  into  it,  but  the  amendment  will  not 
be  in  order  until  we  complete  action  on 
the  committee  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Sten- 
nis  in  the  chair).  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  if 
he  remembers  whether  there  is  a  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  amount  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  may  spend  for  pub¬ 
licity  purposes,  and,  if  so,  what  the 
amount  is. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Answering  off  the  cuff, 
without  guaranteeing  the  correctness  of 
the  statement,  I  think  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  is  included  within  the 
$300,000  limit,  and  I  think  that  funds 
could  be  transferred  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  up  to  that  amount. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Would  the  Senator  say 
that  if  this  amendment  were  voted  down 
and  the  sound  pictures  were  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  made  in  the  Secretary’s  of¬ 
fice,  he  could  direct  them  to  be  made 
through  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpor¬ 
ation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  say  as  much. 
They  say  they  have  ample  authority 
under  the  law.  These  funds  are  con¬ 
centrated  into  the  $300,000  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  simplifying  the  bookkeeping. 
This  is  a  limitation.  If  we  vote  this  pro¬ 
vision  out  of  the  bill,  they  could  spend 
any  funds  that  were  available  for  in¬ 
formational  purposes.  This  amendment 
tends  to  achieve  the  result  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  seeks,  in  that  it  puts  a 
limitation  on  the  $300,000,  on  the  funds 
which  can  be  spent. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  will  be  proved  to  be  correct  in 
that  view,  and  that  the  officials  will  not 
exceed  the  authority. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  to  just  one  other  matter  which 
I  think  he  can  clear  up.  It  is  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  provision  on  page  204,  line 
21,  where  the  language  reads: 

Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for 
the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  No.  9069,  of  February  23,  1942, 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses 
of  any  regional  information  employees  or 
any  State  information  employees,  but  this 
shall  not  preclude  the  ansv/ering  of  in¬ 
quiries  or  supplying  of  information  at  the 
county  level  to  individual  farmers. 
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As  I  understand,  the  prohibition  which 
was  inserted  in  the  law  in  1944  prohibits 
this  information  for  such  services  at  the 
levels  down  through  the  county  and 
the  community  levels.  In  last  year’s  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  the  references  to  the 
community  and  county  were  omitted. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia  under¬ 
stand  that  the  proviso  I  have  just  read 
means  that  the  community  and  county 
levels  of  the  PMA  are  restricted  to  the 
answering  of  inquiries  and  the  supply¬ 
ing  of  information  which  properly  comes 
within  the  scope  of  their  own  work? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  that  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  Senator  from  Vermont  knows 
well  that  that  language  has  been  in  the 
appropriation  bills  for  some  5  or  6  years. 
I  do  not  recall  exactly  when  it  was  first 
inserted. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  it  was  slightly 
changed  last  year. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  it  was  changed 
last  year,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  Senate 
undertook  to  change  it,  but  the  House 
refused  to  yield,  and  I  think  it  finally 
went  out  of  the  bill.  I  do  not  recall  the 
year,  but  5  or  6  years  ago  the  PMA  was 
setting  up  a  great  many  so-called  infor¬ 
mation  centers  in  its  regional  and  State 
offices,  and  a  violent  controversy  arose 
as  between  two  of  the  major  farm  organ¬ 
izations  as  to  the  propriety  of  those  offi¬ 
ces  and  the  information  they  were  fur¬ 
nishing,  one  of  the  farm  organizations 
taking  the  position  that  some  of  the  in¬ 
formation  was  designed  to  aid  the  other 
farm  organizations.  The  general  com¬ 
plaint  was  made  that  it  was  entirely  too 
expensive.  So  that  limitation  was  put 
in  originally,  as  I  recall,  in  the  Senate, 
and  it  has  been  in  the  bill  ever  since 
then. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  is  chairman  of  the  Subcommitee  on 
Agriculture  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  not  intended,  is  it,  that 
this  proviso  should  authorize  the  em- 
pldyment  of  county  information  special¬ 
ists  or  propagandists,  as  they  are  com¬ 
monly  called? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  certainly  is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  employ  any  propagandists  of 
any  kind.  It  is  intended  to  limit  it  to 
actual  information  as  to  farming  in¬ 
formation  for  the  counties.  Where  they 
have  the  clear  crop  system  in  counties 
thousands  of  questions  arise  that  are 
necessary  to  be  answered,  answers  are 
compelled  to  be  made,  and  we  do  not 
want  to  shut  the  farmer  off  if  he  will  in¬ 
cur  a  penalty  by  overplanting  by  as 
little  as  1  acre. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  was  sure  that  is  what 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  intended.  I 
am  happy  he  has  made  that  point  plain. 
I  also  want  to  assure  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  no  one  is  more  concerned 
in  making  the  PMA  and  other  good  agri¬ 
cultural  programs  work  than  is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont.  But  we  all  know 
of  instances  of  efforts  being  made  to 
use  local  committees  for  political  pur¬ 
poses,  and  I  for  one  want  to  stop  that 
practice  so  far  as  possible,  regardless 
of  in  whose  interests  they  may  be  used. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  any  program 
should  be  kept  on  a  nonpartisan  and 


nonpolitical  basis  it  is  the  farm  program. 
In  my  judgment  the  use  of  any  county 
committee  or  the  use  of  any  farm  pro¬ 
gram  for  partisan  political  purposes 
would  be  highly  reprehensible,  whether 
it  was  done  to  help  a  Republican,  or 
Democrat,  or  Progressive,  or  States 
Righter,  I  might  add. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  concludes  the  committee 
amendments  to  this  chapter  of  the  bill. 
There  are  some  three  amendments  which 
have  been  printed.  I  have  discussed 
them  with  their  authors  and  I  should  like 
to  receive  unanimous  consent  that  the 
printed  amendments  to  this  chapter  be 
considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  would  the  Senator 
consider  my  amendment  in  that  group? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  ob¬ 
tain  some  information  bn  the  Senator’s 
amendment  before  accepting  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  want  to  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  Senator’s  request  because  I 
should  like  to  help  expedite  action  upon 
the  bill.  I  wish  to  make  a  parliamentary 
inquiry,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  All  committee  amend¬ 
ments  must  be  acted  upon  first,  unless 
unanimous  consent  is  obtained  to  take 
up  other  amendments  out  of  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
is  the  rule  under  which  the  Senate  is 
now  operating. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Inasmuch  as  we  have 
proceeded  in  that  manner  with  respect 
to  the  preceding  chapters  of  the  bill,  it 
seems  to  me  we  should  continue  to  fol¬ 
low  that  course  unless  the  amendments 
in  question  are  very  slight.  What  is 
proposed  to  be  done  by  the  amendments 
in  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  One  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  is  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas].  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges!  has  one,  which  has  been  the 
subject  of  discussion,  and  I  have  ob¬ 
tained  information  with  respect  to  it. 
The  other  one  is  to  be  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Mag- 
nusonL  That  is  a  printed  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  dealing  with  meat  inspection? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  investigate  those  three 
amendments.  I  have  not  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  investigate  the  amendment 
which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  in¬ 
tends  to  propose. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  know  why 
my  amendment  would  require  very  much 
investigation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  it  will 
require  much  investigation,  but  I  should 
like  to  read  amendments  before  I  accept 
them.  I  should  like  to  read  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  before  accepting  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  my  amendment  offered  last,  and 
the  Senator  can  withhold  his  consent  to 
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my  amendment  until  he  has  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  examine  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  a  perfect  right  to  object 
if  he  desires.  What  I  just  proposed  was 
merely  to  accommodate  Senators. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  request  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  that,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  Senate  proceed  to  take  up 
the  printed  amendments  which  will  be 
offered  from  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  still 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  desire  to  be  constructive  about 
this  matter.  I  am  not  acting  in  an  ar¬ 
bitrary  manner  in  order  to  have  my 
amendment  accepted.  I  should  like  to 
know,  if  I  can  be  informed,  what  the 
first  amendment  would  do.  I  know 
what  the  last  amendment  would  do.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  a  quorum  call  to  let  other  Sena¬ 
tors  know  what  is  to  be  taken  up  for 
consideration.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  l Mr.  Thomas] 
what  his  amendment  is. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me,  I  will  explain  all  three  print¬ 
ed  amendments.  The  first  amendment, 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa,  does  not  in  any  wise  affect  the 
amount  of  the  appropriated  funds.  It 
does  permit  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice,  in  areas  where  work  is  now  being 
carried  on,  to  operate  in  connection  with 
some  lands  which  are  not  now  eligible 
because  they  lie  between  private  lands 
on  which  they  are  doing  work  and  pub¬ 
lic  lands  in  the  area  of  a  stream.  The 
amendment  would  permit  them  to  com¬ 
plete  some  phases  of  the  projects  which 
are  essential  to  the  operation  of  the 
whole.  It  involves  no  increase  in  ex¬ 
penditures.  It  merely  clarifies  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Where  are  the  proj¬ 
ects  located? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  they  are  lo¬ 
cated  in  Texas  and  Oklahoma.  That  is 
my  recollection. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  there  are  11  States  involved: 
the  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Texas,  and  California. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Would  this  be  the  be¬ 
ginning  merely,  and  would  completion  of 
the  work  entail  some  appropriations  next 
year? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  if  I  may,  I  shall  make  a  brief 
statement.  In  the  1946  flood  control 
act,  section  13  authorized  certain  work 
on,  I  believe,  11  different  projects.  That 
included  the  projects  recommended  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  In 
some  of  those  projects  they  did  not  go 
far  enough  to  permit  of  treatment  of 
ditches  and  gulleys.  My  amendment 
gives  the  Department  the  right  to  treat 
ditches  and  gulleys. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that  amendment,  Mr.  President. 
What  is  the  next  amendment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  has  an 
amendment  which  will  increase  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  research  by  $35,000,  so  as 
to  deal  with  an  outbreak  of  a  disease  at- 
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tacking  the  spruce  and  the  beech  trees 
in  the  White  Mountains,  as  I  understand. 
The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  does 
not  have  a  budget  estimate,  but  we  have 
in  the  form  of  dead  chestnut  trees  so 
many  monuments  to  the  delay  in  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  attack  these  diseases  at  their 
source  that  I  told  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  I  was  willing  to  accept  his 
amendment  and  take  it  to  conference. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection, 
Mr.  President,  to  the  consideration  of 
the  three  amendments  which  have  been 
referred  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous  consent  re¬ 
quest  for  consideration  of  the  three 
amendments?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  unanimous  consent  is  given. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  I  submit  my  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  if  he  will  not 
confer  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nebraska?  I  should  be  glad  to  show 
him  where  in  the  bill  I  wish  the  language 
of  my  amendment  to  be  inserted.  I 
should  like  to  do  that  so  he  may  decide 
whether  he  will  accept  my  amendment 
after  the  three  others  have  been  con¬ 
sidered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  my 
differentiation  between  these  three 
amendments  and  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  due  to  any  desire  to  resist 
the  Senator’s  amendment.  It  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  these  three  amendments 
have  been  printed.  If  the  Senator  offers 
his  amendment,  other  amendments  will 
be  offered  from  the  floor,  and  if  we  are 
to  accept  any  such  floor  amendments  we 
should  accept  all  of  them  at  one  time  so 
as  not  to  make  fish  of  one  and  fowl  of 
the  other. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  did  for 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  exact¬ 
ly  what  he  is  speaking  of  now. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  was  not  printed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  parliamentary 
situation  in  respect  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  was  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent.  His  amendment  was  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  a  committee  amendment  which 
had  to  be  passed  upon.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  proposes  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  text  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Which  is  not  in  order; 
whereas  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  was  in  order,  and  there  was 
nothing  the  Senator  from  Georgia  could 
have  done  to  prevent  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  from  offering  his  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand.  But  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  made  a  unani¬ 
mous  consent  request  for  consideration  of 
amendments  which  he  will  take  to  con¬ 
ference.  I  simply  ask  that  my  amend¬ 
ment  also  be  taken  to  conference. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  told  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  I  was  disposed  to  accept  his 
amendment,  but  I  should  like  to  look  into 
such  matters  and  at  least  reasonably  un¬ 
derstand  what  I  am  doing  at  the  time 
I  accept  amendments. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  needs  no  advice  with  respect  to 


what  he  is  doing.  He  is  one  of  our  most 
able  Senators. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  suppose  I  should  ac¬ 
cept  the  Senator’s  amendment  after  that 
statement. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes.  I  can  see  no  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  one  and  the  others. 
I  would  deeply  appreciate  it  if  the  Sena¬ 
tor  would  accept  my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first 
printed  amendment  coming  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  will  be 
stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  The  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  is  as 
follows: 

On  page  200,  line  14,  before  the  period  in¬ 
sert  the  following :  “ :  Provided  further,  That 
of  the  funds  available  herein,  not  in  excess 
of  $7,880,000  may  be  expended  in  watersheds 
heretofore  authorized  by  section  13  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944,  for 
necessary  gulley  control,  floodwater  deten¬ 
tion,  and  floodway  structures  in  areas  other 
than  those  over  which  the  Department  of 
the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and  responsibility.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  a  brief  statement  explanatory  of  the 
amendment  which  has  just  been  adopted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

1.  The  amendment  is  recommended. 

2.  The  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936  provides 
that  improvement  of  rivers  and  other  water¬ 
ways  for  flood  control  shall  be  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers 
and  that  measures  for  run-off  and  water- 
flow  retention  and  soil  erosion  prevention 
on  watersheds  should  be  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Ob¬ 
viously  it  was  the  intention  of  Congress  at 
the  time  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936  was 
passed  that  work  on  main  streams  would  be 
done  by  the  Army  Engineers  and  soil  con¬ 
servation  and  erosion  work  on  the  water¬ 
sheds  would  be  done  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  If  this  is  true,  the  work  author¬ 
ized  in  the  above  amendment  is  already  cov¬ 
ered  by  general  authorization. 

3.  In  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  11 
watershed  programs  were  specifically  author¬ 
ized  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
survey  reports  were  adopted  on  each  of  them. 
Some  of  these  reports  such  as  the  Little 
Sioux  Watershed  in  Iowa,  the  Los  Angeles 
watershed  in  California,  and  so  forth,  spe- 
cificially  called  for  authority  for  gully  con¬ 
trol,  flood  water  detention,  and  floodway 
structures.  Some  of  the  other  reports  such 
as  the  Coosa  River  watershed  in  Georgia  and 
the  Trinity  River  watershed  in  Texas  did  not 
provide  for  gully  control,  flood  water  de¬ 
tention,  and  floodway  structures  specifically, 
and  these  measures  are  now  found  to  be 
necessary.  The  Solicitor  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  held  that  these  survey 
reports  have  the  force  of  law  and  since  the 
authority  for  floodway  structures,  and  so 
forth  is  omitted  from  them,  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  even  though  it  has  general 
authority  in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936 
over  the  alluvial  lands,  does  not  have  author¬ 
ity  beyond  that  specifically  written  into  the 
survey  reports  on  the  11  programs  set  forth 
in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944. 

4.  Of  the  $9,880,000  included  in  the  omni¬ 
bus  appropriation  bill  for  flood-control  work 


of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  de¬ 
partment  intends  to  expend  approximately 
$4,300,000  for  gully  control,  flood  water  de¬ 
tention,  and  floodway  structures  in  the 
alluvial  lands.  Some  of  the  expenditures  are 
already  authorized  in  the  survey  reports  cov¬ 
ering  the  projects,  but  unless  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted  money  for  this  purpose  will 
not  be  available  for  such  work  in  the  Po¬ 
tomac  River  watershed,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania:  Coosa 
River  watershed,  Georgia  and  Tennessee,  the 
Middle  Colorado  River  watershed,  Texas; 
the  Trinity  River  watershed,  Texas:  and  the 
Washita  River  watershed,  Oklahoma  and 
Texas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment 
coming  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  The  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  Mr.  Bridges  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

On  page  196,  line  6,  strike  out  ‘‘$2,995,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ‘‘$3,030,000,  of 
which  $55,000  shall  be  available  for  such  in¬ 
vestigations  and  experiments  at  Bartlett  Ex¬ 
perimental  Forest  only.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  unless 
some  member  of  the  committee  objects, 
I  am  willing  to  take  the  amendment  to 
conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment 
coming  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  The  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  Mr.  Magntjson  is  as 
follows : 

On  page  179,  line  15,  strike  out  ‘‘$7,950,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$7,952,500.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson],  formerly  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  has  stated  that  he  thinks 
adoption  of  this  amendment  is  necessary. 
I  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  was  not.  In 
the  absence  of  full  information,  I  am 
willing  to  take  the  amendment  to  con¬ 
ference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
inquire  what  the  amendment  will  do. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  amendment  will 
add  $2, SOD  to  the  $12,800,000  provided 
for  meat  inspection,  to  allow  a  part-time 
inspector  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  where  there 
is  no  meat  inspector  at  the  present  time, 
according  to  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  and  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  '  The  amendment  also 
relates  to  transfers  of  livestock. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  it  relates  to  the 
transfer  of  cattle  brought  in  from  Can¬ 
ada;  in  other  words,  it  relates  to  the  in¬ 
ternational  trade  in  cattle  from  Canada. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  additional  amount  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  amendment  is  not  sufficient. 
Furthermore,  it  seems  to  me  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  amendment  should 
have  been  handled  by  the  committee  in 
the  course  of  its  consideration  of  the 
bill  in  the  first  place.  If  the  necessary 
amounts  are  not  studied  and  recom- 
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mended  by  the  committee  in  the  course 
of  its  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the  first 
place,  then  we  are  mistaken  in  every¬ 
thing  we  do  in  connection  with  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  make  an  observation  at  this  point, 
let  me  say  that  it  seems  that  under  the 
amendment  the  inspection  service  re¬ 
lates  to  cattle  in  international  shipment, 
for  which  it  is  claimed  that  sufficient  au¬ 
thority  is  not  available.  Of  course  the 
amendment  will  not  cure  the  difficulty  if 
there  is  a  lack  of  statutory  authority. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senate  would 
have  to  recede  under  the  circumstances, 
when  the  amendment  came  before  the 
conferees. 

However,  the  Senator  from  New  Mex¬ 
ico  [Mr.  Anderson]  formerly  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  has  said  that  he 
thinks  adoption  of  the  amendment  is 
necessary. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  addition  of  $2,500  to 
the  appropriation  for  meat  inspection  in 
order  to  make  possible  the  employment 
of  a  meat  inspector  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  or 
at  any  other  place,  so  far  as  that  is  con¬ 
cerned,  where  it  is  necessary.  However, 
it  is  perfectly  apparent  to  all  Senators 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  think,  that 
the  addition  of  $2,500  for  that  purpose 
does  not  carry  any  statutory  authority 
that  is  not  available  in  the  bill  at  the 
present  time.  The  amendment  would 
simply  add  $2,500  to  the  $12,800,000,  as 
I  recall,  which  already  is  available. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  if  there  is  going 
to  be  any  presumption  in  favor  of  any 
committee  and  its  work  in  attempting  to 
reach  logical  conclusions  with  respect  to 
appropriations,  the  time  to  commence  to 
do  so  is  now.  If  the  amendment  was 
necessary,  it  should  have  been  presented 
to  the  committee,  and  the  committee 
should  have  been  given  an  opportunity 
to  consider  it  and  to  act  upon  it. 

6o  I  object  to  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  withhold  his  objection  until  I 
can  make  an  explanation? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  glad  to  withhold 
the  objection. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  short¬ 
age  of  inspectors  for  animals  and  also  for 
plants  imported  into  this  country  is  not 
confined  to  the  State  of  Washington 
alone.  Trouble  has  been  encountered  in 
many  sections  of  the  country  as  well.  It 
is  due  primarily,  I  would  say,  to  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  number  of  hours  during 
which  an  inspector  can  work.  So,  along 
the  borders,  instead  of  perhaps  going  out 
after  supper  and  inspecting  a  truckload 
or  a  carload  of  cattle  coming  into  the 
country,  the  inspectors  are  prohibited 
from  doing  so  at  the  present  time. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
along  the  Vermont  border  and  along  the 
coast  of  Florida  in  this  respect.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland]  and  I 
introduced  a  bill  which  would  permit  the 
Federal  Government  to  allow  the  inspec¬ 
tors  to  work  overtime,  and,  I  suppose,  to 


give  them  overtime  pay,  and  then  to  re¬ 
cover  the  cost  from  the  importers,  who 
originally  made  this  complaint,  and  who 
seemed  willing  to  pay  the  additional  cost 
incurred  in  that  way.  It  was  not  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  cost,  but  a  matter  of  accommoda¬ 
tion,  because  sometimes  the  shipments 
would  reach  the  border  a  few  minutes 
after  the  inspector  was  required  to  stop 
work,  according  to  the  law;  and  the  re¬ 
sult  would  be  that  the  cattle  would  have 
to  be  kept  there  all  night  until  the  in¬ 
spector  came  on  duty  the  next  day. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  unanimously  reported  the 
bill  favorably  the  other  day,  and  it  is  now 
on  the  calendar.  The  bill  was  previously 
approved  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  opposition 
to  this  proposal.  Its  enactment  would 
alleviate  much  of  the  trouble  which  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  so  far  as  the  shipment  of 
cattle  across  the  border  is  concerned. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes;  if  I  now  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  correct  a  state¬ 
ment  I  made  a  few  moments  ago.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  in  discussing 
his  amendment  referred  to  it  as  a  meat- 
inspection  amendment.  I  thought  he 
was  referring  to  meat  inspection  at  a 
stockyard ;  and  yesterday  I  stated  that  I 
could  not  possibly  understand  how  it 
made  any  difference  whether  a  cow  came 
from  the  moon  or  from  Canada  or  from 
elsewhere,  once  the  cow  was  slaughtered. 

However,  apparently  the  Senator  was 
speaking  of  part-time  inspectors  on  the 
border,  rather  than  meat  inspectors  at 
slaughtering  houses,  because  I  find  that 
the  amendment  does  not  relate  to  the 
$12,800,000  which  is  available  for  meat 
inspection,  but  relates  to  the  $7,950,000 
for  the  control  and  eradication  of  animal 
diseases,  which  means  the  inspection  of 
animals  on  the  hoof  as  they  come  §cross 
the  border,  to  see  whether  they  are  free 
from  disease. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct.  No 
amount  of  appropriation  would  permit 
inspection  after  hours,  so  long  as  the 
inspectors  cannot  work  after  4  o’clock 
in  the  afternoon.  Even  if  20  inspectors 
were  available  at  a  certain  point,  if  they 
had  to  stop  work  at  4  o’clock  in  the  aft¬ 
ernoon,  the  difficulty  vjould  continue. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  indi¬ 
cated  my  objection  to  adoption  of  the 
amendment  by  unanimous  consent.  I 
was  under  a  wrong  impression,  also,  with 
reference  to  the  identity  of  the  portion  of 
the  bill  proposed  to  be  amended.  Inas¬ 
much  as  this  amendment  relates  to  the 
eradication  and  control  of  animal  dis¬ 
eases,  it  is  acceptable  to  me;  I  have  no 
objection  to  it. 

However,  I  should  like  to  inquire  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
as  to  how  the  legal  authority  to  act  in 
the  way  suggested,  if  that  authority  does 
not  now  exist,  can  be  conferred  by  means 
of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  it  can. 
In  my  own  judgment,  I  doubt,  very  seri¬ 
ously  that  it  can.  My  doubt  is  increased 


by  the  fact  that  the  committee  clerk  has 
handed  me  a  statement  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  which  I  shall 
now  read : 


i/uicu  xiesearcn  Administration, 


Animal  Industry] 


The  amendment  offered  by  Senator  Mag- 
nttson  increasing  by  $2,500  the  item  “Animal 
disease  control  and  eradication”  under  the 
head  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Animal  Indus¬ 
try,”  would  provide  for  part-time  service  of 
an  inspector  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  for  public 
stoCkyards  inspection  work.  Under  present 
import  regulations,  cattle  imported  from 
Canada  for  slaughter  may  be  consigned  to  a 
public  stockyard  for  sale,  otherwise  they 
must  be  consigned  directly  to  a  slaughtering 
establishment.  Public  stockyards  are  those 
yards  covered  by  Federal  inspection  of  live¬ 
stock  received  at  such  yards.  Seattle  is  not 
now  a  public  stockyard. 


If  Seattle  is  not  a  public  stockyard,  I 
have  very  grave  doubt  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  could  assign  an  inspector  to  it  to 
enforce  Federal  regulations. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  advise  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
as  to  how  a  stockyard  can  become  a  pub¬ 
lic  stockyard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  a  stockyard 
becomes  a  public  stockyard  when  it  is 
posted  and  brought  under  the  operation 
of  the  inspection  item. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  there  a  Federal  law 
on  the  subject? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  yield,  I 
might  clear  up  the  statement  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  in  regard  to  a 
public  stockyard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wanted 
to  clear  up  that  matter. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield,  if  I  do  not 
thereby  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  is  not  a  public 
stockyard  in  the  sense  that  it  is  operated 
by  a  public  body.  It  is  operated  by  the 
slaughterhouse  which  is  adjacent  to  the 
stockyard,  though  all  other  slaughter¬ 
ing  houses  in  the  area  use  the  stock- 
yard.  It  is  operated  technically  and 
jointly  by  all  of  them,  but  it-  is  under 
the  management  of  the  slaughterhouse 
which  is  adjacent  to  the  yard,  and  it  is 
called  the  Union  Stockyards.  Anyone 
may  ship  to  it.  It  is  a  sort  of  coopera¬ 
tive  undertaking,  managed,  however,  by 
the  one  slaughterhouse  which  is  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  yard,  because  it  happens  to 
be  located  on  the  railroad  sidings. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Did  I  not  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  from  Washington 
to  say  there  was  a  shortage  of  border 
inspection? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  No,  this  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  border  inspection. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  is  not  located  on  the 
border? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  desire  to  read  a 
letter  I  have  received  from  the  persons 
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affectsd.  I  placed  it  in  the  Record  yes¬ 
terday.  The  letter  is  very  short,  and  if 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  permit, 
I  should  like  to  read  it.  It  poses  a  prob¬ 
lem,  similar  to  the  question  here.  The 
letter  was  addressed  to  me  under  date  of 
June  30,  by  the  Seattle  Packing  Co., 
which  operates  the  yard  in  question,  and 
it  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Senator:  Although  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  recognizes  the  need  for 
restoring  Federal  inspection  at  the  Seattle 
Union  Stockyards,  it  is  unable  to  do  so  be¬ 
cause  of  a  shortage  of  funds.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  estimates,  however,  that  only  $2,500  is 
needed  to  restore  the  Federal  inspection  at 
Seattle  as  only  the  part-time  services  of  one 
veterinarian  is  required.  It  is,  therefore, 
suggested  that  you  obtain  an  appropriation 
of  $2,500  for  this  purpose.  This  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  Northwest  for  the  following 
reasons : 

Increased  control  of  livestock  diseases  is 
a  protection  to  the  general  public.  With 
Federal  inspection  the  Seattle  Union  Stock- 
yards  would  be  assured  that  a  veterinarian 
would  be  in  charge  and  that  adequate  in¬ 
spection  with  regard  to  communicable  dis¬ 
eases  would  be  in  effect. 

Livestock  producers  will  be  better  served 
under  Federal  inspection.  At  the  present 
time  the  Northwest  is  served  by  only  two 
Federal-inspected  yards.  These  are  located 
at  Spokane  and  Portland.  Under  State  law, 
health  requirements  are  enforced  by  the 
Brand  Division  which  require  that  all  female 
stock  be  tested  and  tagged  when  sold,  except 
when  sold  to  a  packer  for  slaughter  or  for 
resale  at  a  federally  inspected  yard. 

Since  a  federally  inspected  yard  has  a  vet¬ 
erinarian  on  duty,  the  additional  expense 
and  delay  required  by  testing  female  cattle 
is  avoided.  Inasmuch  as  the  Seattle  Union 
Stockyards  are  not  now  inspected,  livestock 
producers  tend  to  make  their  shipments 
either  to  Spokane  or  to  Portland. 

Slaughter  in  the  Northwest  area  would  in¬ 
crease.  Since  reductions  in  the  tariff  on 
meat  from  Canada  to  the  United  States  from 
6  to  3  cents  per  pound,  effective  January  1, 
1948,  and  the  termination  of  shipments  from 
Canada  to  the  United  Kingdom,  meat  impor¬ 
tations  to  the  United  States  have  been  great¬ 
ly  increased.  Dut  to  higher  wage  rates,  ex¬ 
penses,  etc.,  in  the  United  States,  most  of 
this  importation  is  now  in  the  form  of  meat 
that  is  dressed.  It  would  be  desirable  to 
have  it  come  in  the  form  of  livestock  so 
that  the  slaughter  and  processing  could  be 
performed  here.  Federal  inspection  at  the 
•Seattle  Union  Stockyards  would  therefore 
greatly  facilitates  the  movement  of  livestock 
from  Canada. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  will  suspend  a  moment,  the 
Chair  observes  that  there  is  no  opposi¬ 
tion,  apparently,  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment.  The  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  accepted  it.  As  the  Chair 
understands,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  withdrawn  his  objection.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
judge  once  said  to  me,  “When  the  court 
is  with  you,  sit  down.”  I  shall  now  fol¬ 
low  that  very  wise  counsel. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnu- 
son]  on  page  179,  line  15. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes,  for  the  time  being,  the 
amendments  to  chapter  VI,  and  brings 
us  to  chapter  VII,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  ■  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  return  to  chapter 
VI,  the  agricultural  bill.  I  stepped  off 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  moment,  and 
while  I  was  gone  the  chapter  was  evi¬ 
dently  finished.  My  understanding 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  had  been  that,  if  I  requested 
unanimous  consent,  he  would  not  object 
to  the  consideration  of  an  amendment 
which  I  desired  to  offer,  on  page  220,  in 
line  22,  after  the  word  “work”  to  insert 
“and  programs  authorized  by  Congress.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  think  the  proposed  amendment 
would  add  to  or  take  from  the  provision. 
I  have  no  objection  to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senate  will  temporarily  return  to  the 
consideration  of  chapter  VI,  and  will 
consider  an  amendment  to  be  offered 
from  the  floor  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska? 

Mr.  WHERRY-  Mr.  President,  I  pro¬ 
pose  the  following  amendment:  On  page 
220,  line  22,  after  the  word  “work”,  to 
insert  “and  programs  authorized  by 
Congress.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  now  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  chapter  VII,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
want  to  impose  upon  the  patience  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona.  We 
are  now  taking  up  the  chapter  on  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  are  we  not? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Several  Senators 
wanted  me  to  notify  them  when  this 
chapter  was  reached.  If  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  will  permit  me,  and  if 
he  will  yield  for  a  quorum  call,  I  think 
we  at  least  ought  to  have  a  quorum 
call.  Senators  will  then  be  on  notice. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum  is  suggested.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names : 


Aiken 

Flanders 

Kerr 

Anderson 

Frear 

Kilgore 

Benton 

Fulbright 

Langer 

Brewster 

George 

Leahy 

Bricker 

Gillette 

Lehman 

Bridges 

Graham 

Lodge 

Butler 

Green 

Lucas 

Byrd 

Gurney 

McCarran 

Capehart 

Hayden 

McCarthy 

Chapman 

Hendrickson 

McClellan 

Chavez 

Hickenlooper 

McFarland 

Connally 

Hill 

McKellar 

Cordon 

Hoey 

Magnuson 

Darby 

Holland 

Malone 

Donnell 

Humphrey 

Martin 

Douglas 

Hunt 

Maybank 

Dworshak 

Ives 

Millikin 

Eastland 

Jenner 

Morse 

Ecton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Mundt 

Ellender 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

Ferguson 

Kem 

Myers 

Neely 

O'Conor 

O’Mahoney 

Pepper 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 


Schoeppel 
Smith,  Maine 
Smith,  N.  J. 
Stennis 
Taft 

Thomas,  Okla. 
Thomas,  Utah 


Thye 

Tydings 

Watkins 

Wherry 

Wiley 

Williams 

Young 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  The  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Rffr, nnNiTinN  iag.  qoMMiiasT..-  tiam.- 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  j 
ve  before  me  a  scholarly  study  dealing/ 

;  with  the  Recognition  of  Governments/ 

I  with  special  consideration  of  the  currera 
problem  with  regard  to  governments  ifi 
China.  The  paper  was  written  by  Stan¬ 
ley  K.  Hornbeck  and  was  presented  at  the 
forty-fourth  annual  meeting  of  jthe 
American  Society  of  International  taw 
in  Washington,  on  April  29,  1950.  /The 
paper  will  be  printed  in  the  proceedings 
‘  of  the  society,  but  its  application  re¬ 
cent  action  in  the  United  Nation^  Secu¬ 
rity  Council  on  the  Korean  siiuation 
|  makes  the  study  particularly  timily  now.  - 
To  make  it  available  to  Congress  now, 

I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  it 

I  printed  at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  Hornbeck  is  well  knotjhi  for  his 
long  service  in  the  Department  of  State 
as  Chief  of  the  Division  of  Far  Eastern 
Affairs  and  as  United  States  Ambassa- 
.dor  to  the  Netherlands. 

After  presenting  the  main  principles 
of  recognition  of  governments  as  devel¬ 
oped  by  authoritative  /scholars,  Mr. 
Hornbeck  makes  a  reasoned  and  valu- 
jj  able  application  of  then/  to  the  specific 
f  question  of  how  the  United  States  ought 
to  deal  with  the  attempt  of  Communist 
China  to  have  its  government  recog¬ 
nized  in  the  place  of  t]ae  Nationalist  Re¬ 
public  of  China.  In  /the  course  of  his 
paper  Mr.  Hornbeck  fives  strong  reasons 
and  argument  why^'  the  United  States 
need  not  and  should  not  recognize  the 
Communist  Goverranent  of  China  at  this 
time.  r  : 

Mr.  Hornbeck  developed  this  material 
before  the  recent  outbreak  in  Korea. 


I 


Proceedings  in  the  Security  Council  on 


;  the  Korean  situation  offer  powerful  sup¬ 
port  to  the  wifdom  of  Mr.  Hornbeck’s 


conclusions, 
recognized  Cc 
were  pressed  ■ 
China  was  ti 
Council  as 
about  by 


the  United  States  had 
.unist  China  when  we 
do  so,  and  if  Communist 
en  seated  in  .the  Security 
;ussia  has  tried  to  bring 
form  of  parliamentary 
blackmail,  /the  Security  Council  would 
have  beeru?  prevented  from  taking  the 
prompt  arid  decisive  action  it  did  take 
in  the  Korean  situation. 

As  farjback  as  January  17  of  this  year 
I  developed  this  question  of  recognition 
in  greaf  detail.  On  this  floor  I  stated: 

Recognition  of  Red  China  by  any  Country 
which  pas  been  engaged  in  the  fight  %o  con¬ 
tain  wfcrld  communism  is  surrender  on  an¬ 
other  front  of  the  cold  war.  (  Congressional 
REco/b,  Jan.  17,  1950,  p.  492.) 

'  1 
,d  we  recognized  Red  China  at  that 
tim,&,  the  tragedy  would  have  proved,  to 
beta  double  one.  First,  it  would  have 
been  a  spiritual  blow  to  the  hopes  of  411 
people  of  the  world,  particularly  those  in 
southeastern  Asia,  who  look  to  us  for 

,  \ 
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television.  He  did  so  in  a  simple,  down- 
to-darth  style,  devoid  of  undue  technical 
references— a  program  that  was  a  public 
servic^et  its  best. 

I  feel  Jbis  radio  series,  Let’s  Talk  It 
Over,  is  ek,  concrete  example  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  in  which  a  metropolitan  station 
makes  a  positive  effort  to  bring  the 
listeners  more\closely  and  more  fully 
into  the  operation  of  the  station.  In  in¬ 
dicates  a  solid  desire  to  have  programs 
which  are  sincerely  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est.  The  history  of  Station  KLZ,  as 
evidenced  by  the  numerous  awards  it 
has  received  in  the  past  "decade,  is  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  splendid  public  service.  The  new 
series.  Let’s  Talk  It  Over,  represents 
a  continuation  of  that  high  public-serv¬ 
ice  consciousness.  As  evidence  of  that, 
let  me  call  to  the  attention  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body  an  article  by  Ken 
White,  a  member  of  the  Denver'' Post 
staff,  which  appeared  on  June  6,  1»50. 
Because  Mr.  White  so  forcibly  explains 
the  high  purpose  of  this  series,  I  ask  that 
his  article  of  that  date  be  inserted  as 
a  part  of  this  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Denver  Post  of  June  6,  1950] 
Ken  White  on  the  Air — Hows  and 
Wherefores 

Hugh  Terry,  the  boss  wrangler  over  at  KLZ, 
has  started  himself  a  radio  program  which 
can  do  a  lot  to  help  people  understand  how 
a  radio  station— any  radio  station — operates, 
week  in  and  week  out;  why  it  can  and  does 
put  certain  things  on  the  air;  why  it  makes 
schedule  changes  which  frequently  are  con¬ 
fusing  to  the  listener. 

Terry  calls  his  program  Let’s  Talk  It  Over. 
The  first  broadcast  was  heard  last  Saturday 
at  12:15  p.  m.  The  KLZ  veep  and  general 
manager  says  he  wants  to  make  it  a  talk-it- 
over  feature  in  the  true  sense  of  the  word. 
He  wants  listeners  to  ask  anything  they 
please  about  radio,  and  particularly  about 
KLZ.  He’ll  answer,  with  the  help  of  his 
department  heads. 

Terry  is  a  pretty  straight  talker,  and  I 
believe  he’ll  answer  criticism,  if  any,  of  KLZ’s 
operations  about  as  objectively  as  any  sta¬ 
tion  manager  could  be  expected  to.  Nothing 
he  might  say  would  merit  respect,  otherwise. 

He  also,  by  the  way,  is  an  accomplished 
mike  performer.  Knowing  his  subject,  he 
didn’t  bother  with  a  script  on  the  first  pro-  / 
gram — dealing  with  television  prospects-^- 
and  the  colloquy  with  Matt  McEniry,  the 
announcer,  profited  from  the  resulting  natu¬ 
ralness.  .  / 

No  matter  the  point  of  control,  j#dio  is 
a  pretty  remote  business.  ' 

Stations  traditionally  take  their  punish¬ 
ment  and  praise  in  silence,  jfhey  profit 
from  some  of  both;  actually  ,/ry,  most  of 
them,  to  be  guided  by  what  S&ey  hear  from 
listeners.  / 

Individual  performers  rp&ch  listeners,  but 
at  management  level  there’s  traditionally  an 
aloofness  that  makes  it/difficult  for  listeners 
to  feel  anything  for  a?"  station’s  call  letters. 

Often  stations  ge/  criticism  anonymous 
and  otherwise;  thajris  unfair — not  unfair  in¬ 
tentionally  but  because  listeners  lack  infor¬ 
mation  on  whicj*  to  base  criticism.  To  them 
many  a  chang/ that  can  be  defended  as  nec¬ 
essary — if  a  ./station  tells  them  about  it — 
seems  meoffiy  high-handed  affront.  Pro¬ 
grams  gojfn,  programs  go  out,  favorites  dis- 
appear. /Not  always  is  the  originating  or  re¬ 
laying  Station  to  blame,  as  Terry  will  try  to 
make' clear. 

He  will,  of  course,  take  a  realistic  ap¬ 
proach — a  radio  station  makes  its  money  by 
programming  programs  that  bring  in  money. 


If  it  has  a  conscience,  it  tries  to  program 
some  programs  of  limited  appeal  which  it 
believes  are  in  the  public  interest. 

If  its  manager  is  crazy,  he  believes  he  can 
please  everybody  at  the  same  time.  Hugh 
Terry  is  not  crazy. 

He  feels  he's  programming  the  way  he 
should;  will  explain  on  Let’s  Talk  It  Over 
why  things  are  done  the  way  they  are,  up 
there  in  the  Shirley-Savoy. 

Not  that  he’ll  be  talking  defensively  all 
the  time.  Doubtless  many  letters  merely 
will  ask  for  clarification  of  various  proce¬ 
dures. 

By  contributing  to  a  better  understanding 
of  radio,  via  this  program,  Terry  will  win 
friends  for  the  station — friends  who  will  feel 
closer  to  it — and  to  other  stations,  as  well, 
perhaps. 

UNITED  STATES  SUFFERING  DEFEAT  ON 
PSYCHOLOGICAL  FRONT 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  an  article  entitled 
“United  States  Suffering  Defeat 
Throughout  World  on  Psychological 
Front;  Bold  Action  Held  Needed  by  Tru¬ 
eman  To  Organize  Peace  Information 
jffice.”  The  article  is  by  David  Law¬ 
rence,  and  is  of  such  importance  that  I 
think  it  should  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
so  that  all  Members  of  Congress  may 
read  it  ^ 

There’ .joeing  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

United  States  Buffering  Defeat  Throughout 

World  on  Psychological  Front — Bold 

Action  Held  Needed  by  Truman  To  Organ¬ 
ize  Peace  Information  Office 
(By  David  Lawrence) 

Much  worse  than  we  set-backs  on  the 
Korean  front  are  the  d^ats  being  suffered 
throughout  the  world  oikthe  psychological 
front  both  by  the  UnitedV States  and  the 
United  Nations. 

Never,  it  might  be  said,  ifk  so  grave  an 
international  situation  has  ther\been  such  a 
conspicuous  lack  of  imagination-  and  such 
timidity  as  is  being  exhibited  by  t\e  United 
States  Government  in  fighting  the  psycho¬ 
logical  war. 

The 'Soviet  Union  has  grasped  the 
tive,  and  has  made  flank  attacks  around 
United  States  in  the  propaganda  battles 
Asia  as  well  as  in  Europe. 

The  lazy  answer  to  this  is  that  the  United 
States  hasn’t  provided  the  funds — the 
Marshall  plan  of  ideas,  as  Senator  Benton, 
of  Connecticut,  calls  it.  But  the  truth  is  that 
even  if  $100,000,000  is  appropriated,  it  would 
be  ineffective  if  our  Government  fails  to 
express  itself  forthrightly  in  the  propaganda 
field. 

THREE  WEEKS  OF  INACTIVITY 

More  than  3  weeks  have  passed  since  the 
Kremlin  put  the  North  Korean  government 
up  to  an  aggression  that  has  startled  the 
world.  The  United  States  and  the  United 
Nations  responded  with  military  effort,  as 
yet  unsuccessful,  but  at  the  same  time  the 
Soviet  triumphantly  grasped  the  initiative  on 
the  propaganda  side.  The  Russians  accuse 
the  United  Nations  along  with  the  United 
States  of  sanctioning  aggression.  Peace 
petitions  are  being  circulated  with  tens  of 
thousands  of  signatures  by  the  Communists 
in  a  publicity  stunt  which  is  not  being  com¬ 
bated  effectively  by  the  western  democracies. 

In  the  face  of  the  plain  aggression  in 
Korea,  nobody  in  our  Government  or  in  the 
UN  has  officially,  formally,  and  loudly  called 
Moscow  the  aggressor.  The  United  Nations, 
moreover,  has  invited  American  boys  to  be 
killed  but  politely  hesitates  to  warn  the  na¬ 
tions  helping  to  kill  American  boys  that 
those  nations  are  aggressors,  too.  While  it  is 


obvious  that  no  nation  can  be  asked  to  sup/ 
ply  military  help  against  its  will,  it  is  traitor¬ 
ous  for  any  member  of  the  United  Nat>6ns 
at  the  same  time  to  be  supplying  arm/ and 
military  power  to  the  country  which  is  fight¬ 
ing  the  United  Nations  forces. 

Senator  Homer  Ferguson  of 
pointed  this  up  in  a  speech  in 
which  he  demands  that  the  Was 
ernment  request  the  UN  to 
tion  warning  any  nation  h? 


ligan  has 
Senate  in 
Tington  Gov- 
a  resolu- 
iing  the  North 


Koreans  that  it  will  be  regarded  as  a  partner 
in  the  aggression.  / 

The  UN  got  considerate  prestige  by  adopt¬ 
ing  a  resolution  calling  for  military  forces 
to  resist  aggression/m  Korea,  but  it  will 
rapidly  lose  that  prestige  if  it  stands  idly 
by  and  lets  the  Kremlin  supply  munitions 
to  the  North  Koreans  in  an  obvious  attempt 
to  defeat  the  United  Nations  forces,  including 
the  United  Spates. 

POLICY  MAKERS  FLOUNDER 

The  propaganda  war  is  being  poorly  han¬ 
dled  not' because  there  are  not  enough  tech¬ 
nician*  to  do  the  job  or  because  there  are  in¬ 
adequate  transmission  facilities.  It  is  fall¬ 
ing  down  because  nobody  in  the  Truman 
administration  with  authority  to  act  has 
Vision  enough  to  realize  what  a  propaganda 
war  means.  It  doesn’t  mean  just  a  battery 
of  mimeograph  machines  and  a  $7,000,000 
building  in  New  York.  It  means  that  the 
men  who  make  policy — men  with  the  cour¬ 
age  of  their  convictions — must  call  a  spade  a 
spade  in  public.  The  policy  makers  are 
floundering.  Three  weeks  of  valuable  time 
have  been  lost  while  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  cravenly  refrains  from  denouncing  the 
Kremlin  leaders  as  the  true  aggressors.  The 
answer  usually  heard  is  that  this  might 
offend  the  Kremlin — as  if  "appeasement’’ 
is  the  way  out  of  Korea. 

What  is  needed  is  a  new  executive  board 
or  commission  of  three  eminent  men  to  give 
full  time  to  the  work  and  be  responsible  di¬ 
rectly  to  the  President  and  not  to  any  Cab¬ 
inet  officer.  The  head  of  the  Office  of  War 
Information  was  responsible  in  World  War 
II  directly  to  the  President.  He  must  be 
free  again  to  tell  the  President  what  any 
member  of  the  Cabinet  is  doing  or  failing  to 
do  that  is  hurting  on  the  psychological  side 
of  warfare.  He  must  be  free  to  speak  out 
in  the  meetings  of  the  National  Security 
Council,  of  which  he  should  be  a  member. 
The  task  canont  be  performed  by  a  sub¬ 
ordinate  unit  in  the  State  Department.  The 
top  level  officers  of  that  institution  are  too 
busy  writing  legal  notes  in  the  field  of  diplo¬ 
macy  and  too  much  steeped  in  traditions 
'and  forms  to  use  the  vocabulary  of  propa¬ 
nda  war. 

aerica  is  losing  on  the  military  side  in 
Kprea  but  not  for  long.  America  is  losing, 
however,  on  the  psychological  front  and  there 
is  no  sign  of  any  turn  in  the  tide.  It  will 
take  bold-action  by  the  President  to  organize 
an  Office  of  Peace  Information  and  to  give 
it  the  proper  instructions  to  engage  in  a 
world-wide  crusade  of  truth. 

MESSAGE  FROA  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  froirkthe  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr. 'Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  hik  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  Nand  they  were 
signed  by  the  President  pr\,  tempore : 

H.  R.  940.  An  act  to  authorize  construction 
of  the  Eklutna  project,  hydroelectric  gen¬ 
erating  plant  and  transmission  facilities  in 
connection  therewith,  and  for  oilier  pur¬ 
poses;  and 

H.  R.  5866.  An  act  to  adjust  and  defiHe  the 
boundary  between  Great  Smoky  Mountains 
National  Park  and  the  Cherokee-Pisgah-Nkn- 
tahala  National  Forests  and  for  other  pufc- 
poses. 
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GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senate  proceeds  to  the  consideration 
of  the  committee  amendments  to  chap¬ 
ter  VO,  making  appropriations  for  the 
Interior  Department,  I  wish  to  make  a 
brief  statement  respecting  this  chapter 
as  reported  to  the  Senate. 

The  House  considered  budget  estimates 
totaling  $669,251,505,  approving  appro¬ 
priations  in  the  amount  of  $522,134,130. 
After  the  bill  passed  the  House,  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  in  the  amount  of  $5,- 
720,000  were  received  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
creasing  the  total  1951  budget  estimates 
to  $674,971,505. 

Although  the  Senate  committee  ap¬ 
proved  $5,698,000  of  the  $5,720,000  in 
supplemental  estimates,  the  total  of 
chapter  VII  as  reported  to  the  Senate  is 
$617,006,030,  or  $5,128,100  less  than  chap¬ 
ter  VII  as  passed  by  the  House  and  $57,- 
935,475  less  than  the  1951  estimates. 
Percentagewise,  the  total  approved  by  the 
Senate  committee  is  eight-tenths  of  1 
percent  under  the  House  total  and  eight 
and  fifty-nine  hundredths  percent  below 
the  1951  estimates. 

Of  the  $617,006,030  in  cash  appropria¬ 
tions  approved  by  the  committee,  ap¬ 
proximately  $65,000,000  is  for  the  liqui¬ 
dation  of  prior  contract  authority. 

The  total  new  contract  authority  for 
the  Interior  Department  as  reported  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee  is  in  the 
amount  of  $37,830,000,  which  amount  is 
$420,000  less  than  the  amount  allowed 
by  the  House,  $6,920,000  less  than  the 
1951  budget  estimates,  and  which  is 
$27,421,700  less  than  contract  authority 
granted  for  the  fiscal  year  1950. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  say  that  some  of 
the  reductions  were  larger  than  I  per¬ 
sonally  felt  should  have  been  made.'  On 
the  other  hand,  some  of  the  reductions 
were  not  so  large  as  some  members  of 
the  subcommittee  felt  should  have  been 
made.  In  this  respect,  the  bill  is  a  com¬ 
promise  and  represents  a  very  honest 
and  earnest  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
subcommittee  to  make  the  reductions 
in  the  amounts  and  in  the  specific  ap¬ 
propriations  where  it  was  felt  reductions 
could  best  be  made.  As  I  have  stated, 
the  final  result  is  a  bill  which  in  cash  is 
$5,128,100  under  the  House  bill,  despite 
the  inclusion  of  $5,698,000  in  supplemen¬ 
tal  not  considered  by  the  House,  and 
$57,965,475  under  the  1951  budget  esti¬ 
mates,  and  in  contract  authority  chap¬ 
ter  VII  is  $420,000  under  the  House  bill 
and  $6,920,000  under  the  1951  budget 
estimates. 

BUREAU  OP  RECLAMATION 

Of  the  $617,006,030  recommended  by 
the  committee,  $324,104,000  is  for  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  this  amount 
includes  $5,445,000  in  supplemental  esti¬ 
mates  not  considered  by  the  House. 

There  are  no  new  projects  included  in 
the  1951  budget  estimates  or  in  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  recommendations.  The  amount 
of  $324,104,000  recommended  by  the 
committee,  although  it  includes  $5,445,- 


000  in  supplemental  estimates,  is  $1,004,- 
000  under  the  House  bill,  $35,214,500  un¬ 
der  the  1951  estimates,  and  is  $32,650,510 
less  than  was  appropriated  to  the  Recla¬ 
mation  Bureau  in  the  fiscal  year  1950. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  mention,  in  this 
connection,  because  the  larger  reductions 
of  the  bill  come  out  of  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  appropriations,  that  it  is 
a  result  of  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
subcommittee,  and  the  committee  hav¬ 
ing  the  bill  in  charge,  to  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  effect  in  dollars  of  the 
Taber-Thomas  amendment  as  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  was 
sent  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
with  the  request  that  they  examine  it  to 
determine  how  much  money  they  would 
lose  if  the  Taber-Thomas  amendment 
were  put  into  effect,  and  having  deter¬ 
mined  that  amount,  to  see  if  a  similar 
sum  approximately  as  great  could  be 
taken  from  the  bill  where  it  would  hurt, 
but  would  not  hurt  so  much;  and  that 
is  what  we  have  accomplished. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  is,  however,  a  fact, 
is  it  not,  that  the  Interior  Department, 
in  carrying  out  the  request  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee,  did  so  by  re¬ 
ducing  construction  items,  and  not  by 
reducing  other  activities  included  in  the 
bill? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  not  entirely 
correct,  but  largely  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  To  what  extent  is  it 
in  error? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  is  in  error  in  that 
there  are  some  reductions  made  that  are 
not  in  construction  items,  but  the  pri¬ 
mary  effect  is  upon  the  construction 
items,  and  it  was  possible  for  the  reason 
that  upon  examination  of  the  carry-over 
of  unexpended  balances  on  some  of  the 
projects  it  was  felt  it  would  be  safe  to 
make  the  reductions  in  those  places. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  at  the  appropriate 
time  advise  the  Senate  as  to  the  reduc¬ 
tions  voluntarily  made  by  the  Interior 
Department  in  items  other  than  con¬ 
struction? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
do  so,  because  I  have  a  tabulation  which 
covers  the  entire  amount. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  the  tabulation  in 
shape  so  that  it  might  be  placed  in  the 
Record  today  for  the  benefit  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  tomorrow?  It  would  be  helpful  in 
studying  the  effects  of  the  bill,  particu¬ 
larly  with  respect  to  activities  other  than 
the  activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  which,  as  I  recall,  has  taken  all  the 
cuts.  The  Senator  advises  there  are  oth¬ 
er  matters.  I  was  not  aware  of  them. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to 
make  a  search  through  the  table  and 
advise  the  Senator  later  in  that  regard. 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

For  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  the 
committee  recommends  appropriations 
in  the  amount  of  $80,746,055,  which 
amount  is  $3,953,055  in  excess  of  the 
House  allowance  but  which  is  $5,250,320 
less  than  the  1961  budget  estimates. 


The  larger  increases  recommended  by 
the  committee  are  for  restoring  funds 
for  California  Indians,  all  of  which  had 
been  deleted  by  the  House,  additional 
funds  to  meet  deficiencies  in  State  edu¬ 
cational  contracts  for  the  education  of 
Indian  children,  additional  funds  for  In¬ 
dian  school  construction,  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  roads  on  Indian  reservations. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Would  it  not  be  well 
to  advise  the  Senate  with  respect  to  the 
necessity  of  restoring  the  amounts  in 
connection  with  the  activities  having  to 
do  with  the  Indians  in  California,  where 
a  cut  was  made  by  the  House  which  elim¬ 
inated  all  funds  for  those  Indians,  and 
the  cut  was  made  under  a  misapprehen¬ 
sion  both  as  to  the  fact  and  the  law? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  it  ap¬ 
pears  from  the  record  that  three  gentle¬ 
men  appeared  before  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  asserting  that 
they  represented  the  Indians  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  and  that  the  Indians  in  California 
wanted  no  assistance  whatever  from  the 
United  States.  Taking  them  at  their 
word,  the  House  committee  struck  out, 
anywhere  in  the  bill  under  the  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs,  any  item  affecting  the 
Indians  in  California.  It  was  stated  in 
the  report  that  the  House  eliminated 
$2,554,975  from  the  budget  estimates. 
When  the  matter  came  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  the  Representatives  in  Congress 
from  California  appeared,  the  Senators 
from  California  appeared,  the  officials  of 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  appeared, 
and  it  was  determined  definitely  that  the 
gentlemen  who  assumed  to  speak  for  the 
Indians  of  California  had  no  authority 
whatsoever  to  speak  for  them.  For  that 
reason  we  have  restored  proportionately 
the  money  recommended  in  the  budget 
estimate  for  the  Indians  of  California. 
Where  a  reduction  was  made  a  propor¬ 
tionate  reduction  was  made  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Indian  appropriation.. 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Another  large  item  in  the  bill  is  for 
the  Bonneville  Power  Administration,  for 
which  the  committee  recommends  ap¬ 
propriations  totaling  $44,000,000  and 
contract  authority  in  the  amount  of 
$20,000,000. 

The  amount  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  construction,  $39,500,000,  is 
$2,000,000  less  than  the  amount  approved 
by  the  House  and  $2,500,000  less  than  the 
1951  estimate. 

For  operation  and  maintenance  the 
committee  approved  $4,500,000,  which 
amount  is  $500,000  less  than  the  House 
allowance  and  $750,000  less  than  the 
budget  estimate. 

GOVERNMENT  IN  THE  TERRITORIES 

Of  the  $617,006,030  total  appropria¬ 
tion  proposed  by  the  committee,  a  total 
of  $53,588,285  is  for  government  in  the 
Territories,  including  the  administration 
of  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Virgin  Islands,  and 
Guam,  construction  of  roads  in  Alaska, 
and  the  continued  rehabilitation  of  the 
Alaska  Railroad. 

The  total  of  $53,588,285  recommended 
by  the  committee  is  $3,741,215  less  than 
the  total  of  $57,329,500  approved  by  the 
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House,  and  is  $5,189,315  less  than  the 
1951  budget  estimates  of  $58,777,600. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  making  his  state¬ 
ment  the  Senator  referred  to  the  ex¬ 
penditures  by  the  Government  for  the 
Territories,  and  he  mentioned  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Guam,  but  did  not  mention 
Puerto  Rico.  Was  there  any  particular 
significance  to  that? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes.  In  the  case  of 
Puerto  Rico  all  of  the  internal-revenue 
collections  go  to  the  Territory,  and  that 
amount  is  sufficient  to  support  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Territory,  and  an  appro¬ 
priation  is  not  required  from  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States.  It  is  different 
in  the  case  of  the  Virgin  Islands.  Since 
I  have  mentioned  the  Virgin  Islands,  I 
should  say  they  have  been  paid  for  two 
or  three  times  over  by  the  internal-reve¬ 
nue  collections  on  the  rum  produced 
there,  all  of  which  revenue  goes  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  appears  each  year  as 
though  we  are  making  a  donation  or  gift 
to  the  island.  If  the  same  rule  applied 
to  the  Virgin  Islands  as  is  applied  to 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands  would 
have  a  magnificent  surplus  in  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  it  should 
be  pointed  out,  so  that  the  public  may 
know,  because  of  the  importance  of 
Alaska  as  a  strategic  outpost  of  this 
country,  that  what  the  Senator  is  dis¬ 
cussing  is  the  internal  appropriations, 
and  that  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
millions  which  have  been  appropriated 
for  military  expenditures,  which  also  in¬ 
cludes  the  improvement  of  roads. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  What  we  include  in 
the  pending  bill  is  for  continuing  the 
improvement  and  operation  of  the  Alas¬ 
kan  Railroad  and  many  highway  items, 
but  it  does  not  apply  to  military  con¬ 
struction  in  any  sense. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  But  in  some  cases 
the  military  construction  and  the  money 
appropriated  in  the  pending  bill  almost 
overlap. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  military  authori¬ 
ties  strongly  recommended  placing  the 
railroad  in  good  operating  condition. 
But  we  do  it  in  this  bill  rather  than  in 
some  other  bill. 

SOUTHWESTERN  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

With  respect  to  the  Southwestern 
Power  Administration,  I  am  glad  to  re¬ 
port  to  the  Senate  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  the  Administrator  of  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration, 
and  the  private  power  companies  in 
Oklahoma  have  agreed  upon  a  means  of 
integrating  the  hydroelectric  power  pro¬ 
duced  at  Government  dams  with  steam 
power  produced  by  the  private  utilities 
in  a  manner  which  will  provide  for  serv¬ 
icing  public  bodies  with  Government 
power  as  contemplated  by  section  5  of 
the  1944  Flood  Control  Act  and  which  will 
serve  as  a  pattern  for  similar  contracts 


with  public  utilities  in  the  southwest 
power  area. 

Senators  will  remember  that  last  year 
there  was  considerable  controversy  in 
this  body  as  to  what  should  be  done  with 
respect  to  appropriations  for  the  South¬ 
western  Power  Administration.  The 
Senate  decided  in  that  respect,  as  it  did 
with  respect^  to  the  Reclamation  Service, 
that  in  order  to  negotiate  upon  an  equal 
footing  with  the  private  utilities,  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration 
should  be  supplied  with  sufficient  funds 
so  if  satisfactory  wheeling  or  integrating 
contracts  could  not  be  made,  that  the 
necessary  transmission  lines  would  be 
constructed  by  the  Southwestern  Power 
Administration.  I  expressed  the  opin¬ 
ion  at  that  time  that  if  the  money  were 
granted  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration,  it 
would  be  possible  to  work  out  such  an 
agreement  with  the  private  power  com¬ 
panies  there  that  the  money  would 
not  actually  have  to  be  expended. 

I  felt  that  the  tendency  was  growing, 
particularly  in  the  southern  area  of  the 
United  States,  for  all  private  power  com¬ 
panies  and  the  public  power  development 
to  live  and  to  let  live.  I  illustrated  that 
by  the  fact  that  the  Alabama  Power  Co., 
the  Mississippi  Power  Co.,  and  the  Geor¬ 
gia  Power  Co.  refused  to  join  in  the  fight 
on  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  steam 
plant,  showing  that  they  were  getting 
along  very  well  in  that  area  in  the  matter 
of  power,  and  that  they  would  not  par¬ 
ticipate  in  a  fight  of  that  kind.  I  be¬ 
lieved  that  if  we  gave  the  Southwestern 
Power  Administration  ample  money  to 
carry  on  a  program  if  necessary,  it  would 
prove  not  to  be  necessary,  and  that  is 
exactly  what  has  happened  in  that  area. 
They  have  come  to  an  agreement. 

I  think  perhaps  the  best  way  to  de¬ 
scribe  that  agreement  is  to  quote  from 
the  words  of  Mr.  Douglas  G.  Wright,  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administrator,  in 
an  address  delivered  at  Muskogee,  Okla., 
dedicating  the  SPA  building  there  on 
July  15,  1950.  Mr.  Wright  said: 

There  isn’t  any  point  in  rehashing  all  of 
the  things  which  have  gone  before  us.  But 
this  is  probably  one  of  the  greatest  weeks 
in  the  history  of  Oklahoma.  Oklahoma  has 
found  the  way,  through  a  perfectly  freely 
arrived  at  bargain.  The  American  way  of 
bargaining,  where  we  fought  like  the  very 
devil.  Where  we  pushed  and  shoved — where 
we  used  every  kind  of  a  force  known. 

Pushing  one  way,  and  then  another,  we 
finally  arrived  at  an  agreement.  An  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric 
Co.  and  the  Public  Service  Co.  of  Okla¬ 
homa  which  placed  Oklahoma  in  the  No.  1 
spot  in  the  Nation,  in  my  judgment,  in 
power  potential.  Oklahoma  today  has  avail¬ 
able  the  resources  of  the  $130,000,000  Okla¬ 
homa  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  the  $100,000,000 
Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma,  and  at 
least  a  $250,000,000  Government  development 
program,  to  utilize  for  any  power  need  she 
can  think  of. 

Her  consumers  have  achieved  what  I  have 
been  pleased  to  call  the  No.  1  freedom  of 
power.  This  is,  namely,  your  right  to  decide 
where  you  will  get  your  electric  power,  what 
you  will  do  with  it  as  you  use  it,  and  whether 
or  not  you  will  own  any  part  of  the  facil¬ 
ities  which  serve  you. 

He  further  said: 

Under  that  contract,  the  utility  companies 
have  agreed  with  the  Government  that  the 
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consumer  does  have  the  No.  1  liberty _ the 

right  to  decide  where  he  buys  his  electric 
power,  and  what  he  does  with  it  after  he 
buys  it.  We  have  agreed  to  that. 

Secondly,  the  companies  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  agreed  that  the  Government  has 
the  right  to  sell  its  power  to  whomever  it 
desires,  on  whatever  terms  it  desires. 

And,  third,  we  have  agreed  that  the  com¬ 
panies  have  the  right  to  sell  their  power  to 
whomever  they  desire,  on  whatever  terms 
they  desire. 

Then  he  adds: 

We  had  a  perfect  marriage.  It  was  love  at 
first  sight.  Tire  only  trouble  was  nobody 
could  figure  cut  who  should  provide  the 
dowry.  Both  sides  wanted  the  dowry  in  this 
case.  Well,  we  finally  settled  it  in  the 
American  way.  Each  side  gets  part  of  the 
dowry.  And  you  people  who  use  power  are 
going  to  get  the  benefit  from  all  of  this 
integration. 

I  think  Mr.  Wright  is  to  be  congratu¬ 
lated  upon  the  conclusion  of  this  very 
fine  contract. 

In  that  connection  I  desire  to  say  that 
I  have  observed  this  matter  very  closely 
from  time  to  time,  and  I  found  that  the 
power  companies  in  Oklahoma  at  all 
times  were  actually  engaged  in  a  serious 
effort  to  come  together  and  to  arrive  at 
an  agreement.  There  was  no  backing  or 
filling  and  no  dodging.  I  was  convinced 
all  along,  although  there  were  some  who 
were  not  so  convinced,  that  where  there 
was  the  spirit  to  come  to  an  accord  an 
accord  would  be  reached. 

I  particularly  want  to  state  that  R.  K. 
Lane,  of  the  Oklahoma  Public  Service 
Co.,  impressed  me  as  being  a  man  who, 
standing  stoutly  for  the  interests  of  the 
people  who  invested  their  money  in  his 
company,  yet  realized  that  cooperating 
with  the  Government  in  an  effort  of  this 
kind  gained  profit  to  them,  and  that  it 
could  be  done  in  a  way  that  was  entirely 
in  keeping  with  the  present  public-power 
policies  announced  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  To  clarify  a  point  in  my 
own  mind  I  should  like  to  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  a  question 
about  the  committee  report  which  dis¬ 
cusses  briefly  the  SPA  continuing  fund. 
I  refer  to  the  language  of  the  committee 
report  found  at  page  130  of  the  report 
to  accompany  House  bill  7786,  as  follows: 

The  subcommittee  on  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  appropriations  conducted  joint  hear¬ 
ings  with  the  subcommittee  on  agricultural 
appropriations,  which  handles  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion,  on  the  use  of  the  continuing  fund  of 
the  Southwestern  Power  Administration  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities  for  producing  and 
transmitting  power  for  the  use  of  public 
bodies  and  cooperatives.  This  program  in¬ 
volves  the  expenditure  of  loans  of  consider¬ 
able  amounts  by  the  REA  to  a  combination 
of  local  cooperatives  and  the  lease  of  the 
facilities  by  the  Southwestern  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration.  The  continuing  fund  is  being 
used  for  this  purpose  to  an  extend  not  con¬ 
templated  at  the  time  SPA  was  created. 
The  committee  feels  that  the  utmost  care 
should  be  exercised  by  those  administering 
this  fund  to  avoid  its  use  in  any  instance 
where  it  is  not  absolutely  necessary  to  en¬ 
able  public  bodies  and  cooperatives  to  se¬ 
cure  sufficient  power  to  supply  customers. 
It  is  not  the  intent  of  the  committee  that 
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the  continuing  fund  be  used  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  in  the  construction  or  operation  of 
power-producing  facilities  and  transmission 
lines  to  compete  with  private  enterprise  in 
areas  where  adequate  power  is  available  or 
will  be  made  available  within  a  reasonable 
time  at  reasonable  rates  to  the  cooperatives 
and  public  bodies. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  one  of  the 
purposes  of  the  continuing  fund  was  to 
facilitate  the  interchange  of  power  be¬ 
tween  SPA  and  other  suppliers  in  our 
area,  and  the  marketing  of  power  by 
SPA. 

If  I  remember  rightly,  the  fund  was 
first  set  up  at  the  time  SPA  entered  into 
the  Texas  contract  with  the  power  com¬ 
pany  down  there.  The  interchange  of 
power  is,  as  I  understand,  an  important 
part  of  that  arrangement  and  it  is  good 
deal  both  for  SPA  and  the  power  com¬ 
pany. 

Now  that  the  Southwestern  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  the  Oklahoma  Utili¬ 
ties  have  signed  an  operating  contract, 
to  which  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  so  eloquently  and  forcefully 
referred,  the  continuing  fund  of  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration 
must  be  used  to  make  that  contract  op¬ 
erative.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
because  of  the  assurance  that  this  con¬ 
tract  would  be  signed,  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  was  able  to  reduce  the 
request  of  SPA  for  funds,  actual  and 
contractual,  by  approximately  $6,000,- 
000.  This  saving  results  because  the 
lines  and  facilities  of  the  Oklahoma  util¬ 
ity  companies  will  be  available  for  trans¬ 
mission  of  power  to  SPA  customers,  but 
the  continuing  fund  is  necessary  for 
such  an  arrangement. 

Mr.  President,  I  assume  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  relating  to  the  SPA  continuing 
fund  in  the  report  was  not  intended  to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  type  of 
arrangement  contained  in  the  contracts 
which  have  been  entered  into  by  SPA 
and  the  utilities  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other  hand  by  SPA  and  the  rural 
electric  cooperatives  in  Oklahoma  and 
nearby  States,  and  which  were  described 
before  the  committee  during  the  hear¬ 
ings. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  if  I  am  correct  in  that 
assumption. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct.  The 
Oklahoma  situation  is  this:  All  the 
representatives  of  the  REA’s  in  Okla¬ 
homa  who  talked  to  me  said  that  they 
were  hopeful  and  anxious  that  an  inte¬ 
grating  contract  might  be  made  between 
the  private  power  companies  and  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration. 
They  felt  that  was  to  their  advantage  in 
the  area.  On  the  other  hand,  I  have 
heard  no  complaint  from  any  private 
power  company  in  Oklahoma  as  to  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Southwestern 
Power  Administration  with  the  REA  de¬ 
velopment  in  that  area. 

The  Senator  is  perfectly  correct.  It 
is  just  as  important,  so  far  as  a  revolving 
fund  is  concerned,  that  money  be  made 
available  to  meet  balances  of  payments 
from  time  to  time,  either  with  the  private 
power  companies  or  with  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration.  That  is  the 
purpose. 


What  we  criticized  in  the  report  were 
developments  above  and  beyond  that,  in 
other  sections  of  the  country.  However, 
so  far  as  Oklahoma  is  concerned,  no 
one  has  complained  about  what  has  been 
done  by  the  REA  in  that  area,  either 
publicly  or  privately.  I  understand  that 
the  arrangement  is  entirely  satisfactory 
to  all  concerned. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  very  much. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  will  remember,  I  am 
sure,  that  this  controversy  has  been  be¬ 
fore  the  Congress,  and  especially  before 
the  Senate  subcommittee,  for  some  3  or 
4  years. 

I  think  the  Senator  also  will  remember 
that  recently  the  Southwestern  Power 
Administration  made  a  contract  with  the 
Texas  Power  &  Light  Co.  So  far  as  I 
am  aware — and  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  knows  more  about  this  matter 
than  I  do — that  contract  is  working  sat¬ 
isfactorily. 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  contract  which 
has  recently  been  made  is  a  replica  of 
the  Texas  Power  &  Light  Co.  contract, 
but  is  adapted  especially  to  conditions 
in  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  difference  between 
the  Texas  Power  &  Light  contract  and 
the  Oklahoma  contract  is  that  in  the 
Texas  agreement  nothing  was  said  or 
done  and  no  arrangements  were  made  in 
regard  to  supplying  power  to  municipali¬ 
ties,  whereas  in  the  case  of  the  Oklahoma 
contract  a  municipality  or  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  or  the 
Government  itself — any  or  all  of  them — 
get  the  combined  service  of  the  com¬ 
pany’s  power  and  of  the  Government’s 
development  of  power,  by  means  of  the 
integration. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Am  I 
correct  in  saying  that  the  present  Okla¬ 
homa  contract  is  more  favorable  both  to 
the  Government  and  to  consumers,  the 
consumers  being,  first,  the  REA  and  pre¬ 
ferred  customers  under  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1944? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  the  real  diffi¬ 
culty,  namely,  to  see  that  there  was  no 
distinction  as  between  preferred  custom¬ 
ers,  as  set  forth  under  the  water  power 
act— that  is  to  say,  regardless  of  whether 
it  was  a  municipality  or  a  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  cooperative  or  the  Government 
itself  or  any  public  agency.  It  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  see  that  all  were  treated  alike. 

That  was  not  the  case  under  the  Texas 
contract,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  were  no  municipalities  there  that 
wanted  any  power,  and  that  question  did 
not  arise  as  an  issue.  However,  it  was 
bound  to  arise  in  Oklahoma.  It  has  been 
solved  to  the  satisfaction  both  of  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration  and 
to  the  private  power  companies. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Is  It  not 
a  fact  that  under  the  Oklahoma  contract 
the  Government  is  able  to  sell  to  the  ex¬ 
isting  utilities  all  the  power  it  can  pro¬ 
duce,  both  firm  power,  secondary  power, 
and  even  dump  power? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  situation  in  that 
area,  so  far  as  hydroelectric  power  is 


concerned,  is  somewhat  different  from 
the  situation  elsewhere,  where  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  producing  large  quantities  of 
firm  power.  If  my  recollection  is  cor¬ 
rect,  there  are  approximately  eight  rivers 
which  are  to  have  flood-control  dams 
built  on  them.  Those  rivers  vary  in  flow 
a  great  deal.  For  that  reason,  as  the  dry 
season  comes  on,  the  volume  of  water  in 
the  reservoir  lowers,  and  the  amount  of 
firm  power  which  can  be  developed  less¬ 
ens.  If  ideally  situated,  it  is  possible 
to  fit  that  fluctuating  power  into  a 
steam-plant  system,  whereas  if  the  fluc¬ 
tuating  hydro-electric  power  were  not 
available,  the  steam  plant  system  would 
have  to  have  stand-by  steam  plants,  and 
large  amounts  of  money  would  have  to 
be  invested  for  that  purpose. 

So  this  arrangement — utilizing  the 
Government  power,  which  is  mainly  uni¬ 
firm — integrates  that  power  into  the 
system  of  the  private  power  companies. 
Then  when  the  Government  takes  out 
power  to  supply  to  its  preferred  cus¬ 
tomers,  it  is  firm  power,  available  24 
hours  a  day  and  every  day  the  year 
’round. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  .  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
has  a  great  many  rivers  which  are  fed 
by  flash  floods  coming  from  northwest 
Arkansas,  southwest  Missouri,  southern 
Kansas,  southeast  Colorado,  northeast 
New  Mexico,  and  western  Texas.  Those 
floods  flow  into  the  rivers  which  carry 
the  water  across  my  State,' and  eventu¬ 
ally  the  water  goes  either  into  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  River,  which  flows  through  Ar¬ 
kansas,  or  into  the  Red  River,  which 
flows  through  Louisiana. 

In  our  State  there  are  no  rivers  which 
are  constant  in  flow.  So  the  only  water 
we  have,  as  a  rule,  is  the  water  coming 
from  the  so-called  flash  floods. 

Therefore,  in  order  to  provide  power, 
we  must  catch  the  water  in  reservoirs, 
and  must  hold  it  there.  By  doing  so,  we 
serve  flood  control,  and  later  on  we  run 
the  water  through  turbines  and  create 
electricity. 

My  point  is  that  under  the  Oklahoma 
contract  the  Government  is  able  to  sell 
all  the  power  it  can  create,  both  firm 
power,  secondary  power,  and  dump  pow¬ 
er,  because  the  utilities  can  take  the 
power  when  they  want  it  and  can  close 
down  their  steam  plants  to  some  extent 
and  can  depend  on  the  use  of  the  flood- 
waters.  Then  when  the  floods  have 
abated  and  are  over,  the  private  power 
companies  can  fire  up  their  steam  plants 
and  can  begin  to  operate  again  on  the 
basis  of  steam  power. 

So  this  system  enables  us  to  get  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  revenue ;  and 
at  the  same  time,  according  to  the  South¬ 
western  Power  Administration’s  an¬ 
nouncement,  the  rate  will  be  5.6  mills  per 
kilowatt-hour,  which  is  the  second 
cheapest  rate  in  the  entire  country,  so 
I  am  advised. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand  that  the 
rate  to  public  bodies  in  Oklahoma  will 
be  among  the  very  lowest  in  the  United 
States,  and  that  it  is  advantageous  to 
pursue  this  course,  as  demonstrated  by 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Wright,  who  justi¬ 
fied  our  action  in  recommending  that, 
under  this  bill,  $6,000,000  be  taken  from 
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the  cash  and  contract  authority.  His 
testimony  further  is  that  it  means  a  sav¬ 
ing  of  at  least  $850,000  a  year  during  the 
years  to  come ;  and  as  he  so  aptly  pointed 
out  in  his  remarks,  that  saving  inures 
to  the  benefit  of  the  consumers  of  pow¬ 
er  in  the  Oklahoma  area. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  It  is  a 
fact,  I  believe — and  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  will  confirm  what  I  say — 
that  by  virtue  of  this  contract,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  be  able  to  avoid  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  vast  sums  of  money  for  the 
building  of  transmission  lines;  but,  in¬ 
stead,  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
use  the  existing  transmission  lines  for 
transmitting  the  power,  and  thus  will 
make  the  saving.  There  will  be  a  saving 
to  the  Government,  and  also,  as  I  think 
the  Senator  will  agree,  all  money  in¬ 
vested  in  transmission  lines  eventually 
must  be  repaid  by  the  consumers  of 
electricity. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Wherever  a  transmis¬ 
sion  line  is  built,  either  by  a  private 
utility  or  by  the  Government,  the  rate 
for  electricity  must  be  fixed  at  such  a 
point  as  to  make  it  possible  in  the 
course  of  time,  to  amortize  the  payments 
for  the  transmission  line. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  think 
time  will  demonstrate  the  wisdom  of  the 
Oklahoma  contract,  in  that  both  par¬ 
ties  will  be  benefited — a  somewhat  un¬ 
usual  situation  under  a  contract.  The 
Government  will  be  benefited,  and  also 
the  consumers  will  be  benefited,  because 
both  will  have  the  advantage  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  cheapest  power  rate  in  the  entire 
country. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Government  had 
unfirm,  fluctuating  power,  which  by  it¬ 
self  could  not  bring  a  very  good  price. 
The  private  power  companies  had  steam 
plants  which  they  would  have  to  main¬ 
tain  in  excess  capacity  for  standby  serv¬ 
ice,  but  which  they  are  not  now  required 
to  build  or  to  maintain,  because  they  can 
obtain  the  Government  power.  So  one 
hand  washed  the  other. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  For 
some  time  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  handle  the  Interior  Department  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  in  the  Appropriations 
Committee  have  been  very  anxious  to 
hold  hearings  to  develop  a  Federal  pub¬ 
lic  power  policy.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  believe  that  the  Oklahoma 
contract,  together  with  the  Texas  power 
and  light  contract,  go  a  long  way  toward 
developing  a  national  policy? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  they  will  be 
highly  valuable  in  that  respect. 

I  may  add  that  the  same  policy  which 
we  adopted,  as  applied  to  the  United 
States  Reclamation  Service,  has  borne 
good  fruit.  First  we  provided  in  the  bill 
money  with  which  to  construct  trans¬ 
mission  lines  from  the  Hungry  Horse 
Dam  in  Montana.  That  area  is  divided 
between  the  Reclamation  Service,  on  the 
eastern  slope,  and  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  on  the  western  slope. 
The  power  company  violently  opposed 
the  construction  of  any  transmission 
line  into  Anaconda,  but  we  provided  for 
it. 

As  a  result,  they  got  together  with  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration,  and 
made  a  contract  which  is  entirely  satis¬ 


factory  both  to  the  Government  and  to 
the  company. 

In  Colorado  there  has  been  consider¬ 
able  difficulty.  My  information  from  the 
Reclamation  Service  is  that  there  has 
been  agreement  in  principle  upon  a 
wheeling  arrangement  which  is  entirely 
satisfactory.  There  remains  in  Mon¬ 
tana  one  difficulty,  which  I  shall  discuss 
a  little  later,  with  respect  to  a  transmis¬ 
sion  line. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  if  the  Senator  from  Arizona  will 
permit  a  further  observation,  let  me  say 
that  I  wish  to  pay  my  respects  to  the  ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Southwestern  Power 
Administration,  who  has  been  working 
on  this  matter  for  all  these  years.  I  think 
it  is  to  him  that  we  must  give  credit  for 
doing  the  detailed  headwork  in  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  both  the  Texas  Power  and 
Light  Co.  contract  and  the  so-called 
Oklahoma  contract.  I  believe  he  has 
rendered  a  signal  service  to  the  public, 
and  especially  to  the  electric  light  indus¬ 
try,  by  the  development  of  those  two 
contracts. 

I  also  wish  to  pay  my  compliments  and 
respects  to  the  chairman  of  the  Interior 
Subcommittee  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden],  because  he  has  been  in¬ 
tently  interested  all  these  years  in  try¬ 
ing  to  work  out  something  which  will 
relieve  his  committee  and  the  Congress 
of  the  necessity  of  guessing  as  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  these  purposes. 

With  these  contracts  in  existence,  so 
far  as  these  two  States  and  the  South¬ 
west  are  concerned,  we  have  a  pattern, 
and  if  the  private  companies  are  un¬ 
willing  any  for  any  reason  refuse  to  build 
the  lines  which  are  necessary,  I  think  it 
is  understood  that  the  Congress  will  be 
called  upon  to  build  them.  As  one  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee,  so  long  as  I  am 
here,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  go  along  and 
help  build  those  lines.  So  I  pay  that 
compliment  to  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  because  I  give  him  credit  for 
working  out  this  matter  to  a  very  high 
degree. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  at  this  point  I  should  like  to 
offer  for  the  Record  a  brief  statement. 
It  is  a  part  of  a  speech  I  made  at  the 
dedication  of  the  Dennison  Dam,  which 
took  place  on  July  1,  1944.  That  was 
before  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act 
was  enacted.  I  ask  permission  to  incor¬ 
porate  that  very  brief  statement  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  extract 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

How  will  this  power  be  distributed? 

Public  power,  as  a  rule,  is  produced  as  a  by¬ 
product  of  flood- control,  reclamation,  and 
navigation  developments. 

The  Government  should  not,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  enter  the  field  of  power  development 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  destroy  the  value  of 
existing  power  facilities  which  have  served 
and  are  serving  the  wants  and  needs  of  the 
people. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  cooperative  plan 
of  power  development  and  distribution  may 
be  worked  out  whereby  the  people  in  the 
cities  and  on  the  farms  may  receive  the  ben¬ 
efits  of  such  power  at  reasonable  rates. 


t>ucn  a  plan  should  embrace  a  program 
wherein  the  Government  may  create  the 
electrical  energy  and  the  existing  distribut¬ 
ing  systems  may  take  the  current  at  the 
point  of  manufacture  and  thereby  both  the 
Government  and  the  existing  systems  may 
profit  by  such  cooperative  plan  of  operation 
Former  Senator  James  P.  Pope,  now  a  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  has 
just  made  the  following  statement: 

“There  is  no  doubt  but  that  this  coopera¬ 
tive  effort,  which  makes  for  efficiency,  econ¬ 
omy,  and  better  service,  is  here  to  stay  and 
will  plan  an  increasingly  important  part  in 
the  future  development  of  the  public  and 
private  power  industry.” 

Unless  this  policy  is  adopted  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  be  forced  to  build  standby  steam 
plants  and  in  addition  will  have  to  build 
transmission  and  distributing  lines  in  order 
to  deliver  the  electricity  to  the  consumers. 

The  Government  is  interested  in  making  a 
success  of  its  flood  control,  reclamation,  and 
navigation  power  developments. 


The  public  is  interested  in  securing  elec¬ 
tricity  at  a  reasonable  price. 

These  two  interests  can  be  harmonized  and 
adjusted  to  the  benefit  of  both  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  consumers. 

This  is  one  of  the  problems  that  must  be 
solved  and  when  it  is  solved  it  must  take  into 
consideration  the  injury  done  by  removing 
property  from  taxation  and  then  it  must  give 
credit  to  the  values  which  may  be  created 
as  the  direct  result  of  the  making  available 
of  an  abundance  of  cheap  power. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  understand  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
in  describing  the  Hungry  Horse  project, 
the  point  which  the  Senator  was  trying 
to  make  was  that  if  this  appropriation 
had  not  been  made,  the  chances  of  get¬ 
ting  private  power  companies  and  others 
together  on  a  power  contract  would  not 
have  been  so  good  as  they  were  when 
the  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  or  the  Government  had  the  author¬ 
ity  to  do  it  if  the  others  did  not. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  the  policy 
we  adopted  last  year,  and  I  am  going  to 
say  it  has  proved  to  be  practical  and 
sound.  In  each  case,  when  the  private 
power  company  learned  that  if  it  did  not 
make  a  contract  satisfactory  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  Government  would  build 
transmission  lines  to  serve  its  own  cus¬ 
tomers,  they  then  arrived  at  a  settle¬ 
ment  which  was  mutually  satisfactory. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  was  very  much  interest¬ 
ed  in  a  question  which  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr]  asked 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  language  on  page  130  of  the 
committee  report  dealing  with  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration.  I 
was  very  much  pleased,  I  may  say,  with 
the  answer  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
I  was  not  at  all  surprised,  but  I  was 
pleased  that  he  made  the  answer  he  did, 
because,  as  he  indicated  in  his  answer 
to  single  cut  REA  co-ops  and  deny  them 
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the  advantages  of  arrangements  involv¬ 
ing  the  use  of  the  SPA  continuing  fund, 
while  permitting  its  use  to  make  pay¬ 
ments  to  private  power  companies  un¬ 
der  the  Texas  and  Oklahoma  contracts, 
would  be  rank  discrimination  against 
the  REA  co-ops. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  Wright  made  it 
perfectly  clear  in  his  testimony  that 
this  revolving  fund  was  just  as  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  do  business  with  the 
private  power  companies  as  it  was  to 
do  business  with  the  REA’s  or  for  the 
REA’s  to  do  business  with  the  private 
companies. 

Mr.  HILL.  Certainly  the  committee 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  saying 
anything  or  doing  anything  that  would 
discriminate  against  the  REA  coopera¬ 
tives. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  they  were  to  be 
treated  alike. 

Mr.  HILL.  Exactly  alike. 

SUMMARY  TABLES 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  now  to  conclude  my  remarks  by 
saying  that  I  have  covered  the  larger 
items  included  in  the  bill,  and  without 
taking  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss 
the  committee’s  recommendations  on 
appropriations  for  all  of  the  bureaus  and 
services  in  the  Interior  Department,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 


Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks  certain  summary  data  and  tables 
included  in  the  committee’s  report,  which 
set  forth  the  over-all  action  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  chapter  VII  and  its  recom¬ 
mendations  with  respect  to  each  bureau 
and  service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sum¬ 
mary,  data,  and  tables  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Budget  estimates,  House  action,  and  Senate 
committee  recommendations 

CASH  APPROPRIATIONS 


Amount  of  bill  as  passed  by 

House _ $322,  134,  130 

Amount  of  decrease  by  Senate 
(net)  after  including  $5,698,- 
000  of  supplemental  esti¬ 
mates  sent  to  Senate  after 
bill  passed  House _  5, 128, 100 


Total  of  bill  as  reported 
to  Senate _  617,  006,  030 


Amount  of  1951  budget  esti¬ 
mates: 

Regular  estimates _  639,  251,  505 

Supplemental  estimates 
(S.  Docs.  154,  157,  and 
186)  _  5,  720,  000 


Total  regular  and  sup¬ 
plemental  estimates _  674,971,505 

Amount  of  1950  appropria¬ 
tions  _ 590,  2C3,  947 
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The  bill  as  reported  to  the 
Senate: 

Under  the  regular  and  sup¬ 
plemental  estimates  for 

1951 -  $57,965,475 

Exceeds  appropriations  for 
1950  _  23,  802,  083 

CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Amount  of  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  Included  in  bill  as 

passed  by  House., _  $38,  250,  0C0 

Amount  of  reduction  in  con¬ 
tract  authorizations  by  Sen¬ 
ate  (net) _  420,000 


Total  of  contract  au¬ 
thorizations  as  re¬ 
ported  to  Senate _  37,  830,  000 

Amount  of  1951  budget  esti¬ 
mates  for  contract  authori¬ 
zations  _  '44,  750,  000 

Amount  of  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions,  1950 _  65,251,700 

The  bill  as  reported  to  the 
Senate : 

Under  the  1951  budget 
estimates  for  contract 

authorizations _  6,  920,  000 

Under  the  1930  contract 

authorizations _  27,  421,  700 


COMPARATIVE  SUMMARY  TABLE 

The  table  following  shows  the  over-all 
action  on  chapter  VII  of  the  bill  setting 
forth  the  1951  budget  estimates,  the  amounts 
allowed  by  the  House,  and  the  amounts  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Senate  committee: 


Cash  appropriations 


Office  or  bureau 

1950  appro¬ 
priation 

1951  budget 
estimate 

Recom¬ 
mended  in 
House  bill, 
1951 

Amount  rec¬ 
ommended 
by  Senate 
committee 

Increase  (+),  de- 
crcase(— 1,  House 
bill  compared 
with  estimates 

Increase  (+),  de¬ 
crease  (— ),  Sen¬ 
ate  committee 
bill  compared 
with  1950  appro¬ 
priations 

Increase  (+),  de¬ 
crease  (— ),  Sen¬ 
ate  committee 
bill  compared 
with  estimates 

Increase  (+),  de¬ 
crease  (— ),  Sen¬ 
ate  committee 
bill  compared 
with  House  bill 

Amount 

Per¬ 

cent 

Amount 

Per¬ 

cent 

Amount 

Per¬ 

cent 

Amount 

Per¬ 

cent 

Office  of  the  Secretary . . . 

$6,178,075 
12,000 
30, 284,  500 
6,  580,  200 
69, 605, 246 
356,  754,  510 
16, 044, 400 
24, 046,  500 
29.  749, 950 
12,  936,  500 
45,  736, 066 

$14, 251, 800 
12, 530 
47, 250, 000 
9,650,000 
85,996,375 
359,318,500 
20, 275, 000 
25,  208,  700 
39, 406,  500 
14, 350, 500 
58, 777, 600 

$14,075,000 
12,  530 
46,  500, 000 
7, 356, 800 
76,793,000 
325, 10S.000 
19, 129, 000 
24, 235, 600 
36,  745,  200 
14, 375, 500 
57, 329,  500 

$11,974, 000 
12, 530 
44,000, 000 
7, 027, 810 
80, 746, 055 
324, 104.000 
19, 382, 000 
24, 131, 100 
36, 118, 300 
14, 547,  950 
53, 588,  285 

-$176, 800 

0. 12 

+$5,  795, 925 
+530 
+13,  715, 500 
+1,347,610 
+21, 140,  809 
-32, 650,  510 
+3,337.600 
+84.  600 
+6, 368. 350 
+1,  611,  460 
+7,852,219 

93. 81 

4.  41 
29.02 
13.  96 
35. 46 
9. 15 
20.80 
.35 
21.40 
12.45 
17. 16 

— $2, 277, 800 

15.98 

— $2, 101, 000 

14.92 

Bonneville  Power  Administration... 

Bureau  of  Land  Management . . 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs _ _ 

Bur  eau  of  Reclamation . . . . 

Geological  Survey. . . 

Bureau  of  Mines - - - 

National  Park  Service . . . . 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service - 

Government  in  the  Territories . 

Subtotal,  Department  of  the 

Interior . . 

Virgin  Islands  Corporation . 

-750,000 
—2, 293,  200 
-9,  203, 375 
-34,  210,  600 
—1, 146, 000 
-973, 100 
-2.661,300 
+25,  000 
-1,  448, 100 

1.58 
23.76 
10.  70 
9.52 
5.65 
3.86 
6.  75 
.17 
2.46 

-3,  250,000 
-1,722, 190 
-5, 250, 320 
-35,  214,500 
-893, 000 
-1.077,600 
-3,  288,  200 
+197,  450 
-5, 189,  315 

6.87 
17.84 
6. 10 
9.80 
4.40 
4.48 
8. 34 
1.37 
8.82 

-2,  500, 000 
+571, 010 
+3,  953,  055 
-1.004,000 
+253, 000 
-101,500 
-626, 900 
+172,  450 
-3,  741,  215 

5.37 
7.76 
5.14 
.30 
1.32 
.43 
1.70 
1. 19 
6.52 

587, 927, 947 
2.276,000 

674,  497,  505 
474,  000 

621,  660, 130 
474,  000 

616,  532,  030 
474,  000 

-52, 837, 375 

7.83 

+28,  604,  083 
-1,  802,  000 

4.86 
79. 17 

-57,  905, 475 

8.59 

-5, 128, 100 

.82 

Grand  total,  ch.  VII,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  ..  ... 

590, 203, 947 

674,  971, 505 

622, 134, 130 

617,006,030 

-52, 837, 375 

7.82 

+26,  802,  0S3 

4.  54 

-57,  965,  475 

8.58 

-5, 128, 100 

.82 

CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Total . . . . 

$65, 251, 700 

$44, 750, 000 

$38,  250,  000 

$37,  830,  000 

— $6, 500, 000 

14.  52 

— $27, 421, 700 

42.0 

— $6, 920, 000 

15. 46 

-$420, 000 

1.09 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  suggestion  at 
this  point? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  With  respect  to 
the  Columbia  Basin  appropriation,  the 
Blouse  committee  allowed  the  full  amount 
requested  by  the  Budget  Bureau.  The 
Senate  committee  cut  $3,700,000,  as  I 
recall,  or  $4,000,000  from  the  amount.  I 
was  wondering  whether,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  record,  the  Senator  could 
give  us  a  brief  explanation  of  the  re¬ 
duction. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  reason  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committees  reduced  that  amount 


under  the  Budget  Bureau’s  estimate, 
and  under  the  amount  appropriated  by 
the  House,  was  that  we  were  trying  to 
recover  as  much  money  as  we  could  in 
different  places  in  the  bill,  to  equal  the 
cut  that  would  be  made  if  the  Taber  - 
Thomas  amendment  were  adopted.  In 
doing  that,  we  found  that,  so  far  as  the 
Columbia  Basin  was  concerned,  as  in 
other  instances,  there  was  a  carry-over 
of  an  unexpended  balance,  which,  in 
the  estimate  of  the  engineers  of  whom 
we  inquired,  made  it  safe  to  make  a  re¬ 
duction  at  this  time.  In  other  words,  we 
wanted  to  be  sure  there  was  sufficient 
money  in  the  bill  to  meet  all  contractual 


payments  for  construction  projects 
which  were  going  on  during  the  year, 
but,  where  there  was  more  than  that,  we 
preferred  to  let  it  go  over  to  another 
year. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  In  regard  to  this 
particular  instance - 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  V7e  are  quite  confi¬ 
dent  that  this  would  in  no  manner  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  orderly  progress  of  con¬ 
struction  on  the  project. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Adequate  plan¬ 
ning  for  next  year  will  be  taken  care  of, 
because  of  the  overlays  and  th_  _._iount 
that  was  given.  Is  that  correct? 
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Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
1*6  ct 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  a  question:  In  his 
judgment,  and  in  the  judgment  of  the 
committee,  are  there  sufficient  funds  to 
make  it  unnecessary  to  curtail  any  of  the 
developments  of  the  REA  programs 
which  have  been  brought  before  the 
committee? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  REA  money,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator,  is  carried  in  the  agri¬ 
cultural  chapter  of  this  bill,  and  I  am 
sure  the  amount  allowed  is  ample  for 
that  purpose.  The  only  purpose  of  this 
section  of  the  bill,  chapter  7,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  REA,  is  to  provide  for  cases  in 
which  some  service  is  rendered  by  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration  in 
the  Senator’s  area. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  That  is  what  I  am 
getting  at. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  way  I  understand 
the  situation,  so  far  as  southeastern 
Kansas  is  concerned,  and  so  far  as  south¬ 
western  Missouri  and  Arkansas  are  con¬ 
cerned,  is  that  the  Oklahoma  contracts 
as  they  have  been  developed,  are  to  serve 
as  a  model  or  basis  for  similar  contracts 
elsewhere  within  the  area,  and,  where 
suitable  integrating  or  wheeling  arrange¬ 
ments  can  be  made  with  private  com¬ 
panies  in  the  Kansas  or  Missouri  area, 
or  elsewhere,  it  then  will  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Southwestern  Power  Admin¬ 
istration  to  construct  transmission  lines 
to  serve  preferred  customers;  just  as  it 
happened  in  Oklahoma.  If,  however, 
suitable  arrangements  cannot  be  made, 
there  is  then  authority  to  see  that  the 
preferred  customers  of  the  Government 
are  served,  customers  such  as  the  mu¬ 
nicipalities  and  REA. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  in  chapter  VII. 
The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  first  amendment,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Interior — Title  I — Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary — Salaries  and  expenses,”  was  on 
page  230,  line  12,  after  the  word  “service”, 
to  strike  out  “$2,315,000”  and  insert 
“$2,100,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
230,  after  line  12,  to  insert: 

STANDARDIZATION  OF  GEOGRAPHIC  NAMES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  July  25,  1947  (43 
U.  S.  C.  364) ,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  printing  and 
binding,  $14,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Enforcement  of  the  Connally 
Hot  Oil  Act,”  on  page  231,  line  3,  after 
the  word  “binding”,  to  strike  out  “$200,- 
000”  and  insert  “$180,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Operation  and  maintenance, 
southeastern  power  marketing  area,”  on 
page  232,  line  7,  after  the  word  “bind¬ 
ing”,  to  strike  out  “$150,000’  and  insert 
“$100,000.” 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  admendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,  Southwestern 
Power  Administration,”  on  page  232,  line 
14,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to  strike 
out  “$10,350,000”  and  insert  “$8,620,- 
000”,  and  in  line  19,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed”,  to  strike  out  “$6,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  "$1,730,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Operation  and  maintenance. 
Southwestern  Power  Administration,”  on 
page  233,  line  7,  after  the  word  “area”, 
to  strike  out  “$760,000”  and  insert 
“$660,000.” 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  for  and  on  behalf  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  we 
desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  eliminate  that  amendment  and 
to  let  the  figure  stand  as  passed  by  the 
House,  at  $760,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that  the  sole  and  only  reason  the 
committee  had  for  making  that  reduc¬ 
tion  was  the  assumption  that,  having  re¬ 
duced  the  amount  of  appropriation  and 
authorization  by  some  $6,000,000 — the 
appropriation  part  of  it  by  a  little  more 
than  $1,000,000 — we  thought  that  per¬ 
haps  there  would  not  be  as  much  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  to  be  undertaken, 
and  so  we  made  this  cut  with  the  idea  of 
taking  it  to  conference  and  then  deter¬ 
mining  what  it  actually  should  be.  In 
other  words,  we  had  no  testimony  of  any 
kind  from  anyone  upon  which  to  base 
the  cut  or  to  justify  the  cut.  We  simply 
acted  on  general  principles. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  his  as¬ 
sumption  that  the  costs  of  operation  with 
reference  to  construction  have  decreased 
is  accurate  and  well,  founded.  However, 
as  he  is  probably  as  well  aware  as  is  any 
other  Member  of  this  body,  upon  the 
completion  of  the  contract  between  the 
Southwestern  Power  Administration,  the 
utility  companies,  and  the  REA,  we  have 
now  advanced  many  years  in  the  scope 
of  area  served  and  the  extent  of  opera¬ 
tion  carried  on,  and  where  we  will  have 
some  saving  with  reference  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  construction 
projects  which  will  not  be  built  there  will 
be  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  with  reference 
to  the  over-all  picture  of  the  operation. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee,  and  my  under¬ 
standing  is  that  the  appropriation  does 
carry  a  percentage  increase  over  the 
figure  for  last  year.  The  figure  last  year 
was  $525,000.  I  may  be  in  error,  but  my 
understanding  is  that  we  increased  the 
figure  to  $660,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  amount  carried 
last  year  was  $525,000.  The  budget  esti¬ 
mate  this  year  was  $785,000,  of  which  the 
House  allowed  $760,000,  and  we  took  off 
another  $100,000.  We  took  it  off  by 
guess,  without  any  particular  reason. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  budget  estimate  was  increased  to 
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take  care  of  the  very  situation  which  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
has  mentioned,  and  that  when  the  facili¬ 
ties  were  reduced  about  $1,000,000  out  of 
$6,000,000  the  administration  cost  was 
reduced  in  that  amount? 

Getting  back  to  my  original  question, 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  increase  this 
year  is  $660,000  to  continue  the  improve¬ 
ments  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
is  talking  about? 

Mr .  HAYDEN,  The  j  ustification  reads 
as  follows: 

It  is  anticipated  that  approximately  340 
miles  of  additional  transmission  lines  and 
related  facilities  will  be  completed  and  ready 
for  operation  and  maintenance  in  the  fiscal 
year  1951.  These  additional  facilities,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  500  miles  of  transmission 
lines  already  being  operated  and  maintained, 
will  entail  an  estimated  cost  of  $575,000  in 
the  fiscal  year  1951  as  compared  with  $375,- 
000  in  the  fiscal  year  1950.  The  costs  for 
fiscal  year  1950  did  not  represent  a  full  year’s 
operation  and  maintenance  cost,  as  the  pro¬ 
gram  was  initiated  in  that  year,  and  the 
necessary  staff  to  operate  and  maintain  the 
500  miles  of  transmission  lines  was  not 
required  until  the  latter  part  of  that  fiscal 
year. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  This  justification  was 
made  prior  to  the  time  the  contract  was 
negotiated  which  permitted  a  cut  in  the 
appropriations  for  construction, 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No.  There  is  no  con¬ 
nection,  if  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me, 
between  the  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
money  and  the  appropriation  of  this 
amount  of  money  for  operation  and 
maintenance  except  that  in  the  future, 
according  to  the  testimony,  there  will  be 
more  lines  brought  into  operation  this 
year  than  were  brought  in  last  year. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Perhaps  I  did  not 
state  it  correctly,  but  there  is  the  con¬ 
nection  that,  if  lines  are  not  brought  in, 
the  increase  allowed  will  take  care  of  the 
costs  this  year. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  we  appropriate 
money  this  year  to  construct  a  line,  un¬ 
til  the  line  is  built  we  do  not  operate  and 
maintain  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion — Construction,”  on  page  234,  line  9, 
after  the  word  “expended”,  to  strike  out 
“$41,500,000”  and  insert  “$39,500,000”, 
and  in  line  14,  after  the  word  “exceed”, 
to  strike  out  “$21,750,000”  and  insert 
“$20,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Operation  and  maintenance,” 
on  page  234,  line  22,  after  the  word 
“energy”,  to  strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and 
Insert  “$4,500,000.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  discuss  this  amendment 
very  briefly.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the 
reduction  in  construction,  but  there  is  a 
very  serious  matter  involved  in  the  op- 
eration-and-maintenance  figure,  and  I 
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wish  to  point  it  out  in  the  hope  that  when 
the  bill  goes  to  conference  the  conferees 
will  be  able  to  provide  a  better  figure 
than  that  which  is  suggested  by  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  recom¬ 
mended  $5,250,000  for  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Bonneville  power 
transmission  system  in  fiscal  1951.  The 
House  approved  $5,000,000,  a  reduction  of 
$250,000.  The  Senate  committee  cut  this 
an  additional  $500,000,  leaving  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  only  $4,500,000  to  carry  out 
all  of  the  vital  functions  required  to  op¬ 
erate  and  maintain  a  transmission  sys¬ 
tem  relied  upon  by  almost  every  com¬ 
munity  in  the  entire  Pacific  Northwest. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  reject  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  By  so  doing  we  will 
insure  that  the  $5,000,000  allowed  by  the 
House  is  available  to  BPA  in  the  coming 
year. 

The  potential  adverse  effect  of  the 
$500,000  Senate  committee  cut  is  out  of 
all  proportion  to  the  dollars  involved. 
Let  me  give  the  Senate  just  one  example 
of  how  serious  could  be  our  failure  to 
provide  adequate  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  funds. 

Everyone  here  by  this  time  has  become 
aware  of  the  importance  of  aluminum 
production  both  to  a  peacetime  and  to  a 
preparedness  economy. 

The  most  essential  ingredient  in  the 
manufacture  of  aluminum  is  large  quan¬ 
tities  of  low-cost  electric  power  available 
24  hours  a  day  without  interruption.  I 
repeat,  without  interruption. 

Aluminum  metal  is  made  in  factories 
called  potlines. 

The  term  is  descriptive. 

Each  potline  is  a  building  with  128 
large  cauldrons  placed  in  a  row. 

Heavy  electric  fixtures  are  affixed  to 
each  pot  so  that  strong,  continuous  elec¬ 
tric  current  can  be  poured  through  it. 

The  pots  are  filled  with  a  sugarlike 
crystal  known  as  aluminum  oxide.  The 
current  is  turned  on  and  other  mineral 
is  added. 

It  is  a  continuous  process.  I  repeat, 
it  is  continuous. 

As  the  metal  is  drained  off  the  pots 
new  raw  material  is  added. 

If  the  current  should  fail  to  supply  one 
of  these  potlines  for  as  much  as  three 
consecutive  hours,  it  would  take  2  weeks 
to  get  back  into  production  again.  The 
metal  and  other  mineral  would  freeze  in 
the  pots.  The  electrodes  might  be  dam¬ 
aged.  The  frozen  minerals  would  be 
painstakingly  chipped  out.  The  128  pots 
would  be  slowly  brought  back  into  pro¬ 
duction,  one  at  a  time. 

The  average  aluminum  potline  pro¬ 
duces  about  100,000  pounds  per  day. 
Thus  a  2-weeks’  delay,  due  to  a  single 
3 -hour  electric-power  failure,  would 
mean  a  production  loss  of  1,400,000 
pounds  of  aluminum. 

The  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
serves  electricity  to  19  aluminum  potlines 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  This  represents 
half  the  aluminum  production  of  the 
entire  country. 

The  power  system  of  the  Bonneville 
administration  has  been  consistently 
overloaded  since  the  last  war.  There  is 
so  little  reserve  capacity  left  in  it,  due  to 
growth  of  power  use,  that  any  little  dis¬ 


turbance  can  cause  a  power  failure 
throughout  the  entire  region. 

The  Bonneville  transmission  system  is 
like  a  rubber  band  that  has  been 
stretched  around  a  parcel  too  big  for  it. 
There  is  no  spare  stretch  left.  If  any 
little  thing  goes  wrong,  the  whole  as¬ 
sembly  flies  apart. 

Constant  vigilance  is  required  by  the 
Bonneville  substation  operators  to  detect 
and  forecast  the  possibility  of  trouble. 

Constant  altertness  is  required  to  cut 
repair  time  to  a  minimum  after  trouble 
develops.  A  little  money  goes  a  long 
way  here. 

A  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  can 
mean  maintenance  crews  stationed  every 
50  or  100  miles  instead  of  every  200  miles. 

And  a  single  hour’s  travel  time  can 
mean  the  difference  between  2 -hour 
power  failure  for  19  aluminum  potlines 
and  a  S^-hour  power  failure. 

A  single  hour’s  travel  could  mean  a 
difference  of  26,600,000  pounds  of  alumi¬ 
num  production  for  the  Nation’s  needs. 

The  proposed  reduction  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  funds  of  the 
Bonneville  administration  strikes  di¬ 
rectly  at  the  reliability  of  service  to  plants 
which  supply  half  the  Nation’s  aluminum. 

No  utility  can  guarantee  against  occa¬ 
sional  power  failure.  But  inadequate 
funds  for  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  system  can  guarantee  that  there 
will  be  a  considerable  number  of  power 
failures. 

Lack  of  a  relatively  few  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  can  mean  too  few  men,  too  many 
miles  apart  to  adequately  service  a  3,000 
mile  transmission  system. 

Too  few  men  will  inevitably  mean  over¬ 
time.  Overtime  will  mean  fatigue.  Fa¬ 
tigue  will  mean  human  error  and  delay. 

We  must  not  speculate  on  our  alumi¬ 
num  supply  now.  These  Northwest 
aluminum  plants  must  be  kept  in  con¬ 
tinuous  production  at  all  costs. 

This  means  continuous  power  supply. 

It  is  hoped  that  in  view  of  the  serious 
situation  confronting  us,  which  may  grow 
even  more  serious  due  to  events  in  the 
past  few  weeks,  the  conference  commit¬ 
tee  will  give  very  serious  consideration 
to  this  matter,  because  it  involves  one  of 
the  most  vital  matters  which  exists  today 
in  our  country,  namely,  the  production 
of  aluminum.  The  conferees  may  wish 
to  reevaluate  the  operation-and-mainte- 
nance  figure. 

I  urge  full  restoration  of  this  cut  in 
operation-and-maintenance  funds  for 
the  Bonneville  Power  Administration. 

This  agency  is  paying  a  profit  to  the 
Federal  Treasury  each  year. 

From  the  standpoint  of  economics, 
from  the  standpoint  of  ordinary  good 
business,  and,  above  all,  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  national  security,  these  funds 
should  be  restored. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  sure  that  Dr. 
Raver  will  make  the  necessary  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  view  of  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
with  respect  to  pot  lines,  it  should  be 
noted  that  the  amount  originally  re¬ 


quested  for  1951  for  maintenance  and  op¬ 
eration  of  transmission  lines  was  $3,400,- 
000.  The  amount  for  the  over-all  ad¬ 
ministration  is  $4,500,000.  I  come  from 
the  Pacific  Northwest,  and  I  am  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  proper  operation  of  Bonne¬ 
ville.  However,  like  every  other  activity 
of  Government,  it  must  have  money  ap¬ 
propriated  for  its  operation,  and  in  view 
of  present  conditions  I  hope  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  action  will  be  sustained. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  did 
I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  amount  requested  was  $3,500,000? 

Mr.  CORDON.  For  transmission 
maintenance  and  operation  it  was  $3,- 
400,000. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  understood  it  was 
$5,250,000,  and  that  the  Budget  Bureau 
approved  that  figure. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  is  in  error 
in  his  understanding  of  the  make-up  of 
the  appropriation  item.  Three  million, 
four  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  esti¬ 
mated  for  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  transmission  system,  $600,- 
000  for  power  marketing,  and  $1,165,000 
for  general  administrative  activities. 
The  point  I  make  is  that  so  far  as  the 
transmission  system  is  concerned  it  is 
more  than  $1,000,000  within  the  figure 
the  committee  reached.  I  join  with  the 
Senator  from  Washington  in  his  sugges¬ 
tion  that  a  careful  check  be  made  when 
the  matter  reaches  conference.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  system  can  be  operated 
within  the  figure  which  the  committee 
has  recommended. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  repre¬ 
senting  in  part  the  State  of  Montana  I 
am  naturally  interested  in  the  Bonneville 
power  program.  I  wish  to  record  myself 
as  being  in  accord  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington  in  this  matter. 

There  seems  little  point  in  appropriat¬ 
ing  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  over 
a  period  of  years  for  the  construction  of 
vital  electric  power  facilities  and  then 
permitting  these  facilities  slowly  to  de¬ 
teriorate  for  lack  of  adequate  mainte¬ 
nance. 

Yet  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  funds  of  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  will 
bring  about  this  circumstance. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
assure  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 
the  Government  has  no  intention  of 
allowing  that  to  happen.  It  does  not  in¬ 
tend  that  the  plants  should  deteriorate. 
It  has  conducted  a  good  job  in  the  past, 
and  it  will  conduct  a  good  job  in  the 
future.  The  subcommittee  in  this  case 
is  one  of  the  best  subcommittees  in  the 
Senate.  They  went  into  the  matter  very 
thoroughly.  They  heard  much  testi¬ 
mony.  They  have  pursued  the  matter 
with  the  greatest  of  care  and  delibera¬ 
tion.  They  will  see  to  it  that  what  the 
Senator  fears  will  not  happen. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  sure  of  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  committee. 

During  the  past  several  years  I  have 
noticed  a  recurring  pattern  in  the  de¬ 
bates  and  action  on  this  item. 

The  Bonneville  and  Department  of 
Interior  officials,  in  their  contacts  with 
Members  of  the  Senate  each  year,  have 
been  uniformly  reasonable  and  com¬ 
plaisant  on  most  appropriations  adjust¬ 
ments  proposed  by  this  body. 
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But  for  the  past  3  or  4  years,  they  have 
told  us  a  consistent  story  on  operations 
and  maintenance  money. 

In  brief,  they  have  pointed  out  that, 
while  we  have  been  adding  to  the  size 
and  value  of  their  plant  each  year,  we 
have  not  been  making  commensurate  in¬ 
creases  in  allowances  or  maintenance 
and  operation  of  that  plant. 

Furthermore,  I  am  told,  the  Bonneville 
operations  records  reflect  this  situation. 
Each  year,  there  is  a  little  more  news  in 
the  Pacific  Northwest  newspapers  about 
severe  power  failures  than  in  the  previ¬ 
ous  year. 

The  amount  of  funds  involved  in  this 
item  is  not  large.  The  committee  has 
cut  the  House  figure  by  $500,000.  With¬ 
out  this  $500,000  much  maintenance 
work  on  the  Bonneville-Grand  Coulee 
system  will  be  left  undone. 

Now  perhaps  this  would  not  matter  if 
such  work  were  delayed  for  a  year;  but 
I  am  reliably  informed  that  much  of  this 
work  has  already  been  delayed  for  sev¬ 
eral  years  and  that,  due  to  rising  costs 
and  inadequate  funds  in  past  years,  the 
backlog  of  incomplete  maintenance  work 
is  slowly  piling  up  and  bringing  nearer 
and  nearer  the  evil  day  when  failures  in 
equipment  will  bring  tremendous  and 
serious  losses. 

This  House  should  reflect  carefully 
on  the  consequences  of  power  failure  in 
the  Pacific  Northwest.  Half  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  aluminum  production  is  in  that 
region  and  is  served  directly  by  the  lines 
for  which  this  budget  item  is  designed 
to  keep  operating. 

Three-fourths  of  the  weight  of  every 
military  plane  is  aluminum  and  our  na¬ 
tional  aluminum  capacity  right  now  is 
insufficient  for  civilian  needs — let  alone 
military  requirements. 

This  half  million  dollars  will  buy  a 
great  deal. 

Failure  to  spend  it  will  inevitably  cost 
us  a  great  deal. 

I  urge  that  the  House  figure  be  re¬ 
stored. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  not  only  is  the  subcommittee  one  of 
the  best  subcommittees  of  the  Senate, 
but  it  is  a  sympathetic  subcommittee. 
This  subcommittee  is  philosophically  fa¬ 
vorable  to  the  project. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Both  the  Senator 
from  Montana  and  I  appreciate  the  fine 
work  which  the  subcommittee  has  done. 
Our  only  suggestion  was  that  the  im¬ 
portance  of  keeping  the  aluminum-pot 
lines  in  operation  may  give  rise  to  the 
advisability  of  perhaps  reviewing  the 
matter  in  conference. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  sincerely  feel  that 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee  have 
done  a  splendid  job.  I  know  it  is  not 
their  intention  to  permit  any  deteriora¬ 
tion  of  these  great  works  on  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River.  At  the  same  time  through 
accident  or  inadvertence  appropriations 
may  not  be  forthcoming  to  carry  out  the 
programs  as  they  should  be  carried  out. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  dwell  on 


the  matter  any  further.  I  merely  wish 
to  record  myself  as  agreeing  with  the 
Senator  from  Washington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  234,  line  22. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Land  Management — 
Management  of  lands  and  resources,”  on 
page  235,  line  22,  after  the  word  “Man¬ 
agement”,  to  strike  out  “$6,756,800”  and 
insert  “$7,127,810.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  last 
year  there  was  appropriated  $6,215,000. 
The  House  bill  increased  this  sum  by 
nearly  a  half  million  dollars  more,  to  a 
total  of  $6,757,000.  The  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  now  proposes  to  raise  this  sum  by 
$371,000  more,  to  a  total  of  $7,128,000. 
I  am  rounding  off  the  figures  to  the  last 
thousand.  This  would  represent  an  in¬ 
crease  over  1950  of  $913,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  House  figures  are 
already  $541,000  above  the  1950  expendi¬ 
ture.  In  view  of  the  stringent  economic 
conditions  of  our  country,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  increases  provided 
by  the  committee  are  for  somewhat 
doubtful  purposes,  as  I  shall  show  in  a 
minute,  I  hope  very  much  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  rejected,  or,  better 
still,  that  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  out  of  the  kindness  of  his  heart,  will 
withdraw  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  in  this  increase  of  $371,000 
above  the  House  figure,  $100,000  is  for 
range  reseeding.  It  seems  to  me  the 
Grazing  Administration  would  do  much 
better  to  prevent  over-grazing  from  oc¬ 
curring  than  to  permit  it  to  occur  in  the 
lands  it  leases,  and  then  spend  tax 
money  to  reseed  the  land  which  has  been 
overgrazed. 

There  is  a  second  item  of  $75,000  for 
weed  control  in  the  California  and  Ore¬ 
gon  forests.  I  do  not  know  what  par¬ 
ticular  weeds  are  flourishing  there,  but 
apparently  they  are  seeking  an  appro¬ 
priation  to  put  down  Scotch  broom  or 
similar  weeds.  At  any  rate  if  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  necessary,  expenditures  for  it 
should  be  taken  from  the  increase  al¬ 
ready  granted  by  the  House. 

There  is  an  increase  in  the  item  for 
General  Administration,  although  the 
House  had  already  allowed  $903,000, 
making  the  total  virtually  $1,000,000  for 
administration,  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  high  figure. 

Finally  the  committee  provided  an  in¬ 
crease  for  what  are  called  “cadastral 
surveys”  of  $100,000.  I  was  somewhat 
puzzled  by  this  elaborate  phrase  “cadas¬ 
tral  survey,”  and  I  looked  it  up  in  the 
dictionary  and  found  that  it  means  “an 
official  register  of  the  quantity,  value, 
and  ownership  of  real  estate,  used  in 
apportioning  taxes.”  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  House  had  already  allowed 
$743,000,  and  this  is  another  $100,000, 
this  seems  to  me  a  rather  expensive 
“cadaster.” 

I  take  it  that  another  term  for  the 
“cadastral  survey”  is  the  “Domesday 
Book”  which  William  the  Conqueror  im¬ 
posed  on  England.  Let  us  beware  of 
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making  this  appropi’iation  bill  another 
Domesday  Book  for  the  American  tax¬ 
payer  and  for  the  resources  and  man¬ 
power  of  the  country  at  a  time  when  we 
need  them  for  defense. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  produces  rev¬ 
enue  for  the  Government.  The  amount 
of  increase  allowed  by  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  was  no  so  much  as  I  personally  would 
have  liked  to  see  alowed.  When  we  have 
an  agency  which  handles  income-pro¬ 
ducing  property  of  the  United  States, 
which,  if  it  has  proper  supervision,  can 
bring  greater  revenue  into  the  Treasury 
than  the  cost  of  the  service,  it  is  highly 
desirable  to  make  adequate  appropria¬ 
tions  for  it,  just  as  it  is  to  employ  addi¬ 
tional  internal-revenue  collectors  when 
they  can  bring  in  more  money  than  their 
salaries  cost. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  situation 
with  respect  to  this  Bureau.  I  believe 
that  if  the  Senator  were  as  familiar  with 
the  facts  as  the  subcommittee  is,  he 
would  heartily  agree  with  us  that  when 
it  comes  to  supervising  properly  leases 
for  oil  and  gas  on  the  public  domain, 
and  for  the  handling  of  the  grazing  land 
to  get  a  better  income,  and  so  on,  that, 
from  the  standpoint  of  business  enter¬ 
prise  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
has  not  been  adequately  supplied  in  the 
past. 

For  that  reason,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  realizing  that  this  a  revenue- 
producing  agency,  increased  the  amount 
recommended  to  Congress  over  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  last  year  to  $8,650,000. 
Tire  committee  did  not  allow  that  much, 
although  I  would  have  liked  to  see  it  al¬ 
lowed.  I  believe  it  would  be  a  good  in¬ 
vestment  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  appropriate  the  full 
budget  estimate.  We  would  make  money 
by  doing  that.  But  we  compromised  in 
the  committee,  and  the  figure  in  the  bill 
is  the  amount  the  committee  stands  on. 
I  hope  the  recommendation  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
worked  on  this  subcommittee  for  some 
3  years,  and  I  believe  that  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  subcommittee  in  the 
matter  of  the  appropriation  for  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  is  founded 
in  sound  logic,  based  upon  testimony 
which  wholly  warrants  these  several 
increases. 

In  the  instance  of  the  Grazing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  the  Government  is  faced 
with  a  condition  and  not  a  theory  in  the 
vast  Columbia  Plateau  grazing  areas. 
These  areas  were  overgrazed  many, 
many  years  ago,  some  of  them  to  the 
point  where  there  was  hardly  any  grass 
growing  year  by  year. 

The  reseeding  will  give  an  opportunity 
to  bring  into  forage  production  vast 
areas  where  there  is  no  value  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  In  addition  to  that,  the  neces¬ 
sities  in  the  grazing  areas  are  well  known 
to  the  people  of  the  West,  not,  of  course, 
so  well  known  to  those  who  have  not 
lived  there. 

We  in  the  West  realize  that  there  are 
uncounted  thousands  of  acres  of  pri¬ 
vately  owned  land  which  today  have 
value  because  they  can  be  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  supplemental  land  that  is 
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now  administered  under  the  Taylor  Graz¬ 
ing  Act.  Without  that  supplemental 
range  those  privately  owned  lands  would 
be  substantially  worthless,  in  many  in¬ 
stances. 

With  respect  to  the  item  of  $75,000 
for  forest  management,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  a  particular  and  personal 
interest  in  that  item  in  the  bill,  due  to 
the  fact  that  it  represents  a  necessity 
in  western  Oregon,  where  the  revested 
railroad  grant  lands  are  situated.  The 
lands  represent  every  other  section,  or 
every  odd  section,  for  some  200  miles 
north  and  south  in  western  Oregon,  and 
in  an  area  that  will  run  from  20  to  40 
miles  east  and  west. 

The  intermingled  lands  are  privately 
owned.  A  noxious  weed  poisonous  to 
livestock  is  now  growing  in  that  area. 
The  State  and  local  governments,  coun¬ 
ties  and  the  like,  have  set  up  weed-con¬ 
trol  districts.  They  are  fighting  to  save 
the  range  in  that  area  from  this  noxious 
and  poisonous  weed.  What  they  do 
on  their  lands  will  be  of  no  value  if 
they  do  not  have  cooperative  effort  from 
the  United  States.  Hence  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  $75,000. 

In  the  cadastral  survey  item,  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  particularly  interested  in  the 
necessity  for  early  survey  of  the  public 
domain  in  certain  parts  of  Alaska.  If  I 
remember  correctly,  of  the  vast  area  of 
Alaska  something  like  3  percent  has  been 
surveyed.  The  greater  portion  of  even 
those  parts  of  Alaska  which  now  are 
being  settled  is  unsurveyed.  There  is 
little  hope  that  there  can  be  develop¬ 
ment  in  Alaska,  as  a  Territory  or  as  a 
State,  until  there  can  be  a  survey  of  the 
lands  so  that  they  may  be  alienated  if, 
as,  and  when  that  is  proper  to  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  Territory. 

As  to  the  general  administration  item, 
the  subcommittee  over  a  period  of  years 
past,  in  cooperation,  I  may  say,  with  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs,  has  urged  the  Interior  De¬ 
partment  to  get  its  house  in  order  with 
reference  to  its  records  in  the  public  lands 
field.  The  reorganization  of  the  Interior 
Department  in  the  past  3  or  4  years  has 
resulted  in  a  great  lessening  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  applications  for  leases  on  the 
public  lands.  Due  to  this  reorganization, 
at  the  present  time  we  are  hoping  that 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  may  go 
forward  with  its  perpetuation  of  land 
title  records,  something  vitally  impor¬ 
tant.  as  of  course  every  lawyer  imme¬ 
diately  understands. 

The  base  of  title  to  land,  of  course, 
rests  in  the  patent  from  the  Government. 
We  found  that  those  records  were  in  a 
deplorable  condition.  A  very  consider¬ 
able  portion  of  the  money  proposed  to 
be  added  for  general  administration  is 
going  into  the  work  of  bringing  the 
records  up  to  date  in  the  Land  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  perpetuating  those  which  are 
vital  to  land  titles. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  supplement  what  has  been 
said  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  in  charge  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  of  the  bill  and  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
covered  these  particular  items  in  some 
detail.  I  have  sent  for  the  record  of  the 


receipts  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  and  I  think  the  receipts  are  of 
such  striking  importance  that  they  de¬ 
serve  a  mention  in  the  Record. 

As  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  said, 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  pro¬ 
duces  revenue  for  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  Several  years  ago  Congress 
passed  the  so-called  Taylor  Grazing  Act 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  overgraz¬ 
ing  and  of  repairing  the  damage  which 
had  been  wrought  by  overgrazing  in  the 
past.  So  that  an  appropriation  for  re¬ 
seeding  these  lands  is  merely  a  part  of 
the  program  of  overcoming  the  results 
of  overgrazing  in  many,  many  years 
past. 

The  total  actual  receipts  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  during  the 
fiscal  year  1949  amounted  to 
$37,149,433.89. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  able  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  sure  the  very 
able  Senator  from  Wyoming  does  not 
mean  to  contend  that  it  has  been  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  which  is 
producing  this  $37,000,000.  It  has  been 
the  public  lands  that  has  produced  it. 
The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has 
merely  been  a  real  estate  agent  manag¬ 
ing  the  property  and  collecting  the  fees. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Oh,  yes,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  has  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  production  of  the 
revenue  by  the  management  of  the 
leases  and  of  the  various  holdings  upon 
the  public  domain.  For  example,  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  procure 
the  revenue  derived  by  the  Government 
from  the  production  of  oil  and  gas  and 
coal  upon  the  public  domain  if  we  did 
not  have  an  efficient  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  question  is 
whether  we  are  not  paying  too  much  for 
the  whistle. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  No.  I  am  sure  if 
the  Senator  had  the  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  testimony  adduced  before  this 
committee  he  would  agree  that  we  are 
not  “paying  too  much  for  the  whistle.” 

Mr.  President,  I  was  pointing  out  that 
the  income  in  1949  amounted  to  $37,149,- 
000.  In  1950  it  was  increased  to  $38,- 
850,000.  The  best  estimate  submitted  to 
us  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management — 
and  these  figures  have  not  been  ques¬ 
tioned  anywhere — indicate  that  in  the 
fiscal  year  1951  the  revenue  will  be  more 
than  $44,000,000. 

With  respect  to  the  appropriation 
dealing  with  forest  management,  that  in¬ 
cludes  expenditures  of  various  kinds  to 
make  available  for  the  commercial  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  country  and  the  sale  of 
public  timber  the  forests  which  are  on 
the  area  administered  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

The  O.  and  C.  timber  sales  in  1949 
amounted  to  $3,532,000.  It  is  estimated 
that  in  1951  they  will  amount  to  approx¬ 
imately  $4,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  al¬ 
most  half  a  million  dollars  over  1949. 

It  seems  to  me  that  an  appropriation 
of  $75,000  for  the  management  of  these 
revested  timberlands  which  are  likely  to 
produce  a  revenue  of  $4,030,000,  or  in 


excess  of  that,  during  the  year  in  which 
the  expenditure  is  to  be  made,  is  not  at 
all  out  of  line. 

Other  timber  sales  have  increased 
from  $331,000  in  1949  to  almost  $500,000 
in  1950,  and  it  is  estimated  that  next 
year  we  shall  have  an  increase  of  $600,- 
000. 

I  assure  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
if  he  had  searched  for  a  place  in  which 
his  argument  for  a  reduction  was  less 
likely  to  apply  than  in  any  other  place  in 
the  bill,  he  has  found  it  when  he  has 
tackled  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  can  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  argument  but  feel  that  the  in¬ 
crease  of  $541,000  over  last  year  already 
allowed  by  the  House  should  be  suffi¬ 
cient.  I  therefore  hope  the  committee 
increase  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  235,  line  22. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  committee  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  236, 
line  1,  after  the  word  “Management”, 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  proviso: 

Provided  further,  That  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  herein  made  in  connection  with  the 
Revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad 
and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant 
lands,  expenditures  may  he  made  for  weed 
control  on  such  lands,  including  those  under 
cooperative  weed-control  agreements  with 
the  State  and  counties. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,”  on  page  236, 
line  14,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$600,000”  and  insert  “$800,- 
000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
fiscal  year  1949-50  no  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  was  made  for  this  purpose,  but  a 
contract  authorization  of  $200,000  was 
approved.  The  House  bill  provided  for 
an  appropriation  for  the  coming  year  of 
$600,000,  of  which  $200,000  was  for  the 
liquidation  of  the  prior  contract  author¬ 
ity,  leaving  $400,000  in  new  money.  The 
House  appropriation  therefore  doubled 
the  volume  of  last  year’s  operation.  The 
Senate  ups  this  figure  by  $200,000,  thus 
nearly  trebling  last  year’s  figures. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House 
figure  already  doubled  last  year’s  fig¬ 
ure,  I  think  the  amendment  should  be 
rejected 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  ac¬ 
cess  roads  enable  the  Government  to  se¬ 
cure  a  higher  price  for  its  stumpage.  If 
we  do  not  build  access  roads  into  the 
forests,  then  the  large  lumber  companies 
that  can  afford  to  build  roads  make  a  low 
bid  for  the  timber  in  the  area,  and  that 
figure  is  all  the  Government  gets  from 
the  stumpage.  Whereas  with  construc¬ 
tion  of  access  roads,  the  increased  price 
for  the  timber  as  a  result  of  competition 
between  the  different  buyers,  enables  the 
Government  to  make  money  out  of  the 
transaction.  If  there  is  in  this  bill  a 
money-making  provision,  designed  to  put 
more  money  into  the  Treasury,  it  is  in 
this  item.  I  should  like  to  remind  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  that  there  are  two 
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ways  of  balancing  the  budget.  One  is  to 
cut  expenditures  and  the  other  is  to 
bring  more  money  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  sim¬ 
ply  wish  to  say  that  there  seems  to  be  no 
way  of  solving  this  question;  there  are 
not  two  ways,  there  seems  to  be  no  way 
of  doing  it. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  with 
respect  to  this  particular  item  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  here  and 
there  over  the  United  States  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  in  business,  as  distinguished 
from  its  primary  duty  and  obligation  of 
governing.  This  is  a  case  where  the 
Government  stands  in  the  shoes  of  pri¬ 
vate  “ownership.  It  is  managing,  op¬ 
erating,  and  selling  timber  on  a  vast 
area  of  approximately  2,400,000  acres. 
This  is  a  large  area  of  timber  land, 
much  of  it  still  untouched,  so  far  as  cut¬ 
ting  is  concerned.  It  is  in  a  very  moun¬ 
tainous  area,  which  is  inaccessible  ex¬ 
cept  as  roads  are  built,  and  they  are 
very  expensive  to  build  because  of  the 
mountainous  terrain.  Unless  access 
roads  can  be  built  much  of  the  timber 
will  not  be  sold.  We  will  not  get  money 
for  it,  but  we  will  lose  it,  because  it  will 
go  the  way  of  all  over-mature  timber, 
through  rot,  insect  pest,  windfalls,  and 
the  like.  The  building  of  access  roads 
into  these  areas  is  a  sound  business  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  management  problem. 
The  private  owners  who  have  vast  hold¬ 
ings  build  access  roads ;  they  build  many 
more  miles  of  such  roads  per  section 
than  the  Government  has  ever  dreamed 
of  building.  The  private  owners  do  so 
because  it  is  sound  business  and  a  good 
investment. 

The  Government  seeks  each  year  to 
add  a  few  miles  to  its  access  roads  pro¬ 
gram.  It  loses  no  money  by  doing  so, 
for  it  is  repaid  by  means  of  the  in¬ 
creased  stumpage  value  of  the  timber 
which  is  brought  out,  which,  by  the  way, 
Mr.  President,  returns  an  annual  profit 
to  the  United  States  Treasury.  Further¬ 
more,  the  access  roads  permit  of  man¬ 
agement  looking  toward  the  regrowth 
of  the  forests,  so  that  timber  can  be  har¬ 
vested  again,  and  so  that  finally  a  com¬ 
plete  reproduction  stand  of  timber  will 
be  developed,  and  will  be  there  for  our 
children  and  their  children.  So  it  is  a 
sound  investment  and  is  good  business. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  the  building  of  the  access  roads 
enables  the  smaller,  independent  pro¬ 
ducers  of  timber  to  bid  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stumpage;  and,  therefore  such 
roads  are  an  aid  to  small  business? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  at  all  about  that.  Although  there 
are  not  many  what  we  would  call  big- 
business  lumber  enterprises  in  that  par¬ 
ticular  area,  there  are  many  which  are 
very  small,  many  which  have  no  pri¬ 
vately  owned  timber,  but  which  depend 
for  their  operations  upon  Government 
timber.  This  type  of  access  road  will 
aid  them  and  will  increase  the  number 
of  bids;  and  when  the  number  of  bids 
is  increased,  the  price  on  the  bids  goes 
up. 


Mr.  KILGORE.  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  other  question.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  well  aware  of  this  matter.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  timber  which  has  passed 
maturity  is  not  the  best  timber?  In 
other  words,  when  timber  reaches  ma¬ 
turity,  that  is  the  time  to  cut  it,  and  if 
it  is  not  cut  then,  we  run  the  risk  of 
losing  the  timber.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  about  that.  Mature  timber  is  not 
subject  to  deterioration  for  a  consider¬ 
able  number  of  years  after  it  reaches 
maturity,  but  it  is  more  susceptible  than 
is  thrifty,  growing  stock.  Once  it  starts 
going  downhill,  it  deteriorates  rapidly, 
and  every  dead  tree  is  a  menace  to  thou¬ 
sands  of  live  trees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  236,  in  line  14. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Administrative  provisions,”  on 
page  237,  line  4,  after  the  word  “title”, 
to  strike  out  the  following  provisos: 

Provided,  That  of  appropriations  herein 
made  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested 
Oregon  &  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed 
Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands  shall  be 
reimbursed  from  the  25  percent  referred  to 
in  section  c  title  II,  of  the  act  approved 
August  28,  1937,  of  the  special  fund  desig¬ 
nated  the  “Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant 
Fund”  and  section  4  of  the  act  approved 
May  24,  1939,  of  the  special  fund  designated 
the  “Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  Grant  Fund”: 
Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  such  ap¬ 
propriations  shall  be  available  for  expendi¬ 
ture  in  connection  with  such  lands  in  excess 
of  such  reimbursements  during  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

And  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Provided,  That  of  appropriations  herein 
made  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested 
Oregon  &  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed 
Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  current  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  management  of  such  lands  of  a  type  paid 
from  the  separate  appropriation  heretofore 
made  in  connection  with  such  lands  shall 
be  reimbursed  from  the  25  percent  referred 
to  in  section  c,  title  II,  of  the  act  approved 
August  28,  1937,  of  the  special  funds  desig¬ 
nated  the  “Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant 
Fund”  and  section  4  of  the  act  approved 
May  24,  1939,  of  the  special  fund  designated 
the  “Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  Grant  Fund”: 
Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  such  ap¬ 
propriations  for  such  current  expenses  shall 
be  available  in  excess  of  such  reimbursements 
for  the  current  fiscal  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Range  improvements,”  on  page 
238,  line  11,  after  the  word  “received”,  to 
insert  “(not  to  exceed  $350,000).” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Payments  to  States  (proceeds 
of  sales) ,”  on  page  238,  line  19,  after  the 
word  “lands”,  to  insert  “and  materials” ; 
and  in  line  22,  after  the  word  “receipts”, 
to  insert  “(not  to  exceed  $20,000).” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Payment  to  Oklahoma,”  on 
page  239,  line  8,  after  the  word  “re¬ 
ceived”,  to  insert  “(not  to  exceed 
$4,00)).” 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Leasing  of  grazing  lands  ”  on 
page  239,  line  16,  after  the  word  “re¬ 
ceipts”,  to  insert  “(not  to  exceed 
$6,000).”  Q 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Payments  to  States  (grazing 
fees),”  on  page  239,  line  22,  after  the 
word  “received”,  to  insert  “(not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $300).” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs— 
health,  education,  and  welfare  services  ” 
on  page  240,  line  14,  after  the  word 
“lands”,  to  insert  “research  among 
mixed  Indians  and  non-Indian  groups 
including  cooperation  in  medical  re¬ 
search  of  benefit  to  Indians.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  240, 
in  line  19,  after  the  word  “festivals”,  to 
strike  out  “$37,929,000”  and  insert 
“$40,252,328.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
appreciate  the  desire  of  both  the  House 
committee  and  the  Senate  committee  to 
improve  the  welfare  of  the  Indians.  I 
think  we  all  owe  a  debt  to  the  Indians, 
and  I  commend  the  House  committee  and 
the  Senate  committee  for  their  desire  to 
help  them. 

However,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
in  the  current  fiscal  year  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  health  and  welfare  of  the 
Indians  is  $32,535,000. 

The  amount  carried  in  the  House  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  bill,  therefore,  is  an  increase 
of  approximately  $5,400,000  over  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  present  fiscal  year. 
The  proposal  of  the  Senate  committee  is 
to  make  a  further  increase  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $2,325,000. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  making  proper  progress  in  our  care 
of  the  Indians. 

In  view  of  the  present  international 
situation,  despite  my  natural  sympathies 
for  this  program,  I  believe  we  should  slow 
down  the  rate  of  increase  in  the  provision 
of  such  funds.  Probably  it  hurts  me 
more  to  propose  this  amendment  than  it 
hurts  anyone  else  in  the  Senate.  It  pains 
me  exceedingly.  However,  I  submit  that 
an  increase  of  $5,400,000  over  last  year’s 
appropriation  is  sufficient. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  much  as  it 
distresses  me  to  make  this  request,  nev¬ 
ertheless  in  the  interest  of  economy  and 
of  conserving  our  resources  for  the  diffi¬ 
cult  international  situation,  I  hope  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  will  be 
filled  with  compassion  and  will  withdraw 
the  committee  amendment,  and  will  ac¬ 
cept  the  munificent  afhount  proposed  by 
the  House,  namely,  $37,929,000. 

I  await  the  generosity  of  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry,  but  I  cannot  follow  the  Senator’s 
reasoning. 

In  the  first  place,  we  were  compelled 
to  restore  the  amount  for  the  California 
Indians,  which  everyone  agrees  should 
be  done.  We  restored  funds  for  Califor¬ 
nia  Indians  on  the  same  basis  as  funds 
were  allowed  for  Indians  in  other  States. 
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The  House  had  deleted  $1,286,883  for  Cal¬ 
ifornia  Indians. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  item  for  the 
California  Indians  over  $1,000,000? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
then  compromise  on  a  figure  to  be  made 
up  of  the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
as  voted  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
plus  the  amount  required  to  care  for  the 
California  Indians?  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  agree  to  that,  even  though  I 
should  think  that  the  five  million  four 
hundred  thousand  already  granted  by 
the  House  should  be  enough  to  cover 
this  situation. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  v/as  another 
item  which  was  not  properly  accounted 
for  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
the  judgment  of  our  committee. 

The  Senator,  as  an  educator,  will  agree 
with  me,  I  am  sure,  that  the  best  way 
to  teach  the  Indian  children  the  English 
language  and  to  become  participating 
American  citizens  is  to  enable  them  to 
associate  with  other  children  on  the 
playgrounds  of  public  schools.  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  agree  as 
to  that,  namely,  that  if  an  Indian  child 
can  be  sent  to  a  public  sehool,  where  he 
can  play  on  the  playground  with  white 
children,  he  will  learn  more  than  he  will 
learn  in  any  other  way  the  lessons  which 
will  teach  him  to  become  an  American. 
That  has  been  demonstrated  over  and 
over  again  by  the  failure  of  day  schools 
on  the  Indian  reservations  and  the 
failure  of  boarding  schools  to  bring  the 
Indian  children  into  accord  with  Ameri¬ 
can  ideas  so  that  they  can  become  a  part 
of  our  civilization. 

In  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  States  with  respect  to  providing  for 
the  need  in  the  case  of  Indian  children 
attending  public  schools,  it  is  necessary 
to  increase  this  appropriation  above  the 
amount  voted  by  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  The  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  did  not  allow  sufficient  to  meet 
the  pending  contracts  with  the  States 
for  payments  for  Indian  children  in  the 
public  schools.  That  item  accounts  for 
$326,000  of  this  increase. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then  would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  settle  for  the  increased  cost  for  the 
California  Indians  plus  the  increased 
cost  of  taking  care  of  the  boarding- 
school  Indians?  I  still  think  that  a 
$5,400,000  increase  should  be  enough,  but 
I  shall  not  be  unreasonable. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  When  I  state  the  third 
reason  for  making  the  increase,  I  think 
the  Senator  will  agree  that  the  increase 
should  be  made.  The  committee  in¬ 
cluded  $400,000  for  public-assistance 
payments  to  other  than  Navajo  and  Hopi 
Indians  in  Arizorffi  and  New  Mexico, 
which  is  the  same  as  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  for  1950  for  this  purpose.  In 
the  absence  of  this  item  in  this  bill, 
there  is  no  other  provision  for  these 
Indians  who  are  in  need  of  public 
assistance. 

Furthermore,  the  Congress  passed  an 
act  increasing  the  amounts  of  money  to 
be  made  available  to  Navajo  and  Hopi 
Indians  for  their  education,  their  wel¬ 
fare,  and  rehabilitation  generally. 

In  this  appropriation  bill,  however, 
the  Senate  committee  has  not  voted  to 


allow  the  full  amount  of  money  re¬ 
quested  for  1951  to  start  carrying  out 
the  Navajo-Hopi  authorization  of  last 
year;  but  the  committee  did  increase  the 
amount  above  that  allowed  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  order  to  meet  that 
new  authorization  passed  by  Congress 
last  year. 

Those  are  the  three  reasons  why  the 
increase  should  be  made.  All  those  rea¬ 
sons  are  sound  and  proper,  and  they 
should  meet  with  the  approval  of  .  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  only  is  the  policy 
sound,  and  not  only  is  the  item  sound, 
but  the  committee  was  most  conserva¬ 
tive  in  approving  the  item  as  it  appears 
in  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee. 

I  wish  the  Senator  from  Illinois  would 
understand  what  is  behind  this  particu¬ 
lar  item.  I  am  sure  he  would  if  he  would 
only  investigate  the  situation  and  would 
study  the  evidence  adduced  before  the 
committee. 

If  there  is  one  item  that  is  worthy  of 
consideration  in  connection  with  this 
particular  bill,  it  is  this  item.  The  In¬ 
dians  can  not  take  care  of  themselves 
in  the  way  that  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  can  take  care  of  himself. 

Of  course,  the  Indian  is  called  upon 
to  go  to  work,  and  he  is  drafted,  and  of 
course  he  can  raise  the  flag  on  Iwo  Jima; 
but  then  we  complain  because  he  is 
helped  by  a  small  amount  of  money. 

I  think  that  if  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  would  investigate  the  situation 
which  exists  among  the  Indians  he  would 
be  as  enthusiastically  in  favor  of  the 
pending  amendment  as  is  any  member 
of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  240,  line  19. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Resources  management,”  on 
page  241,  line  6,  after  the  word  “exhib¬ 
its”,  to  strike  out  “$10,542,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$10,814,576.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  CO.’S  RELA¬ 
TIONS  WITH  SMALL  BUSINESS 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
rather  reluctant  to  take  a  few  minutes 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate  when  the  gen¬ 
eral  appropriation  bill  for  1951  is  under 
consideration,  but  I  have  a  few  words  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Members  of  this 
distinguished  body  hear. 

As  the  Senate  well  knows,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  always  been  opposed  to  out¬ 
right  monopoly  which  tends  to  stifle 
competition  among  small  enterprises. 
As  a  small  businessman  myself,  I  am 
well  aware  of  how  much  these  modest¬ 
sized  organizations  have  contributed  to 
the  growth  and  development  of  our  great 
free  enterprise  system.  The  continued 
existence  of  American  business  is  the 
economic  lifeblood  of  the  United  States. 
Surely  we  all  recognize  that  fact,  and, 
as  part  of  our  responsibilities  here,  the 
Congress  has  from  time  to  time  taken 
steps  to  assist  small  business  through 
the  extension  of  loans  and  other  serv¬ 
ices. 


The  terms  “small  business”  and  “large 
business”  are  somewhat  relative.  Arbi¬ 
trarily,  we  may  say  a  business  is  small 
if  its  assets  do  not  exceed,  say,  $25,000. 
It  is  a  large  business,  perhaps,  if  its  hold¬ 
ings  total  a  million  dollars.  No  doubt 
some  would  use  other  figures  in  making 
this  comparison.  * 

In  my  State  of  Delaware,  we  have  bus¬ 
inesses  of  all  sizes — hundreds  of  them — 
stretching  from  one  end  of  the  State  to 
the  other.  In  the  city  of  Wilmington, 
which  some  choose  to  call  the  chemical 
capital  of  the  world,  there  are  located 
the  main  offices  of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Ne¬ 
mours  &  Co.  This  organization,  which 
started  many  years  ago  from  a  very 
modest  and  humble  beginning  on  the 
banks  of  the  Erandywine  River,  has 
grown  to  be  one  of  the  largest  chemical 
companies  in  the  Nation.  Its  assist¬ 
ance,  incidentally,  to  the  United  States 
Government,  •  particularly  in  times  of 
emergency,  has  been  especially  notable. 
This  was  clearly  shown  in  the  field  of 
atomic  energy.  The  du  Pont  Co.  played 
a  tremendous  part  in  the  successful  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  atomic  bomb.  Since 
then,  I  believe,  it  has  withdrawn  from 
endeavors  along  that  line  because  of  the 
fact  that  its  work  is  primarily  in  the 
field  of  chemistry. 

In  the  present  emergency,  I  am  sure 
the  company’s  facilities  and  its  person¬ 
nel  stand  ready  at  any  time  for  a  call 
by  the  Government. 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  mak¬ 
ing  these  brief  remarks  to  cite  the  du 
Pont  Co.’s  war  record  or  to  heap  praise 
on  its  many  contributions  to  better  liv¬ 
ing.  What  I  do  want  the  Senate  to  know 
about  is  an-  incident  concerning  the 
operations  of  the  du  Pont  Co.  and  its 
relation  to  small-business  organizations 
which  came  to  my  attention  within  the 
past  week. 

As  everyone  knows,  cellophane,  de¬ 
veloped  and  manufactured  by  du  Pont, 
is  one  of  the  greatest  single  contribu¬ 
tions  for  the  preservation  and  sanitary 
safekeeping  of  foods  and  dozens  of  other 
commodities  that  has  ever  been  de¬ 
veloped.  Cellophane  is  a  byword  among 
American  housewives,  many  of  whom 
would  not  think  of  purchasing  food  prod¬ 
ucts,  particularly,  which  are  without  its 
protection.  The  development  of  cello¬ 
phane  was  hailed  as  an  accomplishment 
of  tremendous  proportions  when  it  was 
first  successfully  produced.  Manufac¬ 
turers  throughout  the  country  who  make 
and  market  scores  of  products  leaped  at 
the  opportunity  to  enhance  the  appear¬ 
ance  and  to  insure  the  protection  of  their 
goods  by  packaging  them  in  cellophane. 
As  a  result,  the  sales  of  cellophane  in¬ 
creased,  and  its  demand  became  more 
and  more  widespread. 

A  few  years  ago,  the  du  Pont  Co., 
which  had  foreseen  this  increased  de¬ 
mand,  proposed  to  increase  its  cello¬ 
phane  producing  capacity  in  order  to 
take  care  of  the  expanding  market.  It 
went  ahead  with  preliminary  plans, 
estimates,  and  the  investigation  of  plant 
sites.  All  this  was  well  under  way  when 
the  Department  of  Justice,  in  December 
1947,  brought  suit  against  the  company, 
charging  that  its  position  in  the  cello¬ 
phane  business  constituted  a  monopoly. 
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As  a  result,  the  company  considered  it 
unwise  to  proceed  with  its  expansion 
program. 

I  want  it  clearly  understood,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  am  taking  no  position 
with  respect  to  either  the  charges  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  or  the  counter¬ 
charges  of  the  du  Pont  Co.  in  this  case. 

I  feel  that  since  this  matter  is  now  be¬ 
fore  the  courts,  it  would  be  improper  for 
me  to  take  a  stand,  even  if  I  were  in¬ 
clined  to  do  so. 

In  any  event,  the  situation  in  which 
the  du  Pont  Co.  found  itself  with  respect 
to  the  production  of  cellophane,  as  a 
result  of  this  suit,  was  quickly  reflected 
throughout  the  country  as  the  demand 
for  cellophane  continued  and  the  supply 
became  short. 

I  now  cite  the  incident  to  which  I  re¬ 
ferred  in  my  remarks  a  few  moments 
ago. 

There  is  a  business  in  Gloucester, 
Mass.,  known  as  the  Davis  Fisheries. 
This  company,  I  understand,  puts  out 
fish  products  and  proposes  to  wrap  them 
in  cellophane.  Ip  order  to  obtain  the 
various  cellophane  sheets  that  it  re¬ 
quired,  the  company  endeavored  to  pur- 
chas  for  its  needs  through  the  du  Pont 
Co.  I  learned  through  the  office  of  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  of  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives 
that  a  company  representative  was  de¬ 
sirous  of  contacting  a  person  of  author¬ 
ity  in  the  du  Pont  Co.  with  whom  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  buying  of  cellophane.  I  was _ 
pleased  to  suggest  to  the  majority  lead¬ 
er,  for  the  information  of  his  constitu¬ 
ent,  that  I  would  contact  the  du  Pont 
Co.  and  ask  that  one  of  its  salesmen 
call  on  the  Gloucester  businessman  to 
discuss  the  matter.  When  I  did,  how¬ 
ever,  the  du  Pont  Co.  informed  me  that 
though  it  would  be  glad  to  send  a  repre¬ 
sentative  to  talk  over  the  Davis  Fisheries’ 
needs,  I  was  advised  that  the  current 
situation  with  respect  to  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  cellophane  was  not  hopeful,  and 
when  I  asked  why,  the  company  ex¬ 
plained  the  situation,  which  I  have  just 
recited. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  deplore 
the  existence  of  monopolies  of  any  kind 
when  their  operation  stifles  competitive 
enterprise.  But  I  ask  the  Senate  if  it 
is  fair  to  penalize  the  operations  of  this 
New  England  company  and  scores  of 
others  by  making  it  so  difficult  for  them 
to  buy  a  product  which  is  almost  essen¬ 
tial  for  the  profitable  operation  of  their 
business. 

It  may  appear  that  the  Government 
did  not  force  the  du  Pont  Co.  to  suspend 
its  plans  for  enlarging  cellophane  facili¬ 
ties,  but  certainly  the  threat  of  the  Jus¬ 
tice  Department’s  lawsuit  has  amounted 
to  virtually  the  same  thing. 

Cellophane  is  now  in  short  supply.  De¬ 
mands  cannot  be  met,  and  prospective 
buyers  of  this  product  are  forced  to  make 
out  as  best  they  can  without  it. 

I  might  say  further  that  the  du  Pont 
Co.  has  endeavored  equitably  to  allocate 
the  supply  of  cellophane  which  is  cur¬ 
rently  being  produced.  In  addition,  the 
company  has  actively  sought  to  interest 
others  in  the  manufacture  of  cellophane 
in  order  that  additional  supplies  will  be 
available  to  the  trade  as  soon  as  possible. 
However,  it  required  more  than  a  year 


and  a  half  to  find  a  company  willing  and 
able  to  invest  the  large  amount  of  cap¬ 
ital — approximately  $20 ,000 ,000 — which 
was  necessary  to  enter  the  field  on  an 
economically  efficient  basis.  At  the  pres¬ 
ent  time,  construction  is  under  way  on 
a  new  cellophane  plant,  designed  and 
being  built  by  du  Pont  for  Olin  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  in  North  Carolina.  It  is  to 
have  an  initial  capacity  of  approxi¬ 
mately  33,000,000  pounds  annually.  All 
du  Pont  cellophane  patents  and  know¬ 
how  are  being  made  available  to  this 
company.  It  is  hoped  that  this  plant  will 
be  in  production  by  the  middle  of  next 
<  year.  I  am  sure  Senators  will  agree  with 
me  that  these  are  rather  extreme  steps 
for  the  company  to  take  in  increasing  the 
available  supply  of  cellophane. 

It  therefore  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  at  a  time  when  our  capitalistic 
system  and  the  democratic  way  of  life  is 
being  so  ruthlessly  challenged,  we  should 
encourage  rather  than  restrict  the  con¬ 
tinued  activities  of  American  business, 
both  small  and  large. 

A  company  is  not  good  or  bad  merely 
because  of  its  size.  Its  right  to  exist,  and 
to  manufacture  and  sell  its  products  can 
most  properly  be  determined  by  the 
American  people  themselves.  The  devel¬ 
opments  in  the  field  of  chemistry  by  the 
du  Pont  Co.  and  others  have  resulted  in 
the  creation  of  goods  which  have  found 
world-wide  acceptance.  Cellophane  is 
just  one.  In  adidtion,  there  are  nylon, 
orlon,  and  countless  others.  In  my 
opinion,  if  the  du  Pont  Co.,  or  any 
other  company,  manufactures  a  product 
which  is  needed  and  accepted  so  uni¬ 
versally  as  is  cellophane,  I  feel  it  should 
be  allowed  to  do  so  without  being  charged 
with  monopolistic  practices.  American 
consumers  and  American  business  want 
chemical  products  and  they  want  them 
now. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  the  cost  of 
cellophane  has  been  reduced  in  price 
several  times  since  its  first  appearance 
on  the  market.  It  is  my  opinion  that  this 
does  not  seem  to  substantiate  the  charges 
of  fixing  prices  at  higher  and  higher 
levels  which  is  usually  attributed  to 
monopolies. 

I  ask,  therefore,  Mr.  President,  why 
this  company,  or  any  other,  should  not 
be  allowed  to  fulfill  the  desires  of  its  po¬ 
tential  customers?. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
O’Mahoney  in  the  chair).  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,”  on  page  241, 
line  13,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$22,422,000”  and  insert  “$23,- 
635,151”;  in  line  18,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$2,500,000”  and 
insert  “$5,000,000”,  and  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  amendment  just  above  stated, 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following 
provisos: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  land  within  the  States  of  Arizona, 
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California,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  outside  of  the 
boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition 
of  land  or  water  rights  within  the  States  of 
Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington  either  In¬ 
side"  or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing 
reservations. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “General  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  242,  line  14,  after  the 
word  “offices”,  to  strike  out  “$3,500,000” 
and  insert  “$3,644,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Administrative  provisions,"  on 
page  242,  line  24,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed”,  to  strike  out  “two  hundred  and 
twenty-seven”  and  insert  “two  hundred 
and  fifty.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  a  further  commitment  for  additional 
Government  automobiles.  Two  hundred 
and  twenty  are  for  replacements,  and 
thirty  are  a  net  increase  in  the  total 
number.  My  general  observation  is  that 
if  there  is  any  product  of  which  the 
Government  has  an  excess  supply,  it  is 
automobiles.  I  have  noticed  that  wher¬ 
ever  there  is  a  Government  bureau  there 
is  a  large  number  of  automobiles.  I  do 
not  always  object  to  replacing  automo¬ 
biles  that  are  truly  worn  out;  I  am  even 
willing  to  add  seven  to  the  total,  so  that 
the  hard- worked  Indian  agents  as  they 
go  about  their  ministering  tasks  may 
have  additional  transportation.  But  why 
they  should  have  30  more  automobiles 
I  do  not  know.  I  shall  probably  be  in¬ 
formed  that  this  is  the  most  meritorious 
item  in  the  bill,  and  that  to  take  away 
these  automobiles  will  be  striking  a  blow 
at  the  heart  of  “lo,  the  poor  Indian”; 
but,  personally,  I  hope  we  can  hold  to 
the  House  figure  of  227. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  budget  estimate 
was  not  227  but  was  327.  The  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  canvassing  all  of 
the  recommendations  made  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Indian  Affairs  as  to  its  needs 
throughout  the  United  States,  recom¬ 
mended  327  automobiles. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Arizona  that  we  have,  nat¬ 
urally,  a  high  opinion  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  but  members  of  that  Bureau 
are  human  beings,  like  the  rest  of  us; 
they  breathe  and  move,  eat,  and  drink. 
They  are  not  superhuman.  They  are 
also  Government  employees.  If  there  is 
one  thing  that  makes  a  Government  em¬ 
ployee  slightly  lose  his  balance,  it  is  the 
prospect  of  riding  around  in  a  big  auto¬ 
mobile.  They  seem  to  have  an  instinc¬ 
tive  bias  in  favor  of  having  more  and 
bigger  automobiles  and  more  costly  auto¬ 
mobiles.  Therefore  the  committee  has 
done  well  to  cut  the  number  down  to  250, 
but  we  should  not  make  our  standard 
the  ideas  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
I  am  willing  to  provide  7  automobiles, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  provide  30. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  are  110  Indian 
jurisdictions  scattered  throughout  the 
United  States.  They  cover  a  vast  area. 
We  must  realize  that  many  of  the  auto¬ 
mobiles  which  are  now  in  operation  have 
been  in  operation  a  very  long  time. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  willing  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  replacements  in  this  instance. 
That  is  not  the  issue  between  us.  The 
question  is  the  rate  of  growth  of  the 
governmental  automobile  family.  I 
think  we  should  place  a  certain  restric¬ 
tion  on  the  degree  to  which  the  family 
should  be  allowed  to  extend.  Inciden¬ 
tally,  I  think  it  would  be  better  if  we  had 
less  expensive  operation. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  is  a  strict  limit 
on  the  cost  of  automobiles.  They  are  all 
of  medium  price.  The  only  automobiles 
costing  any  amount  above  the  medium 
price  are  those  for  Cabinet  officers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Did  the  committee 
hear  testimony  and  determine  the  num¬ 
ber,  after  going  into  the  facts,  and  did  it 
determine  what  was  the  right  and  proper 
number  the  agency  should  have? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  took  neither  the 
number  recommended  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  nor  the  number  recommend¬ 
ed  by  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 

These  automobiles  are  necessary  in  the 
performance  of  the  service,  and  are  pri¬ 
marily  for  additional  personnel  provided 
for  in  the  Navajo-Hopi  long-range  pro¬ 
gram  of  educational  and  health  activi¬ 
ties. 

This  item  does  not  carry  any  sum  for 
the  purchase  of  vehicles,  but  stipulates 
the  number  that  may  be  purchased  from 
funds  elsewhere  provided  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  a  member  of  this  subcommittee  and 
I  have  taken  no  part  in  its  deliberations, 
except  in  a  very  general  way;  but  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  he  has  a  very  wrong  idea 
about  the  duties  of  an  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  especially  this  particular 
subcommittee.  A  committee  does  not  go 
off  half-cocked.  It  takes  proof  from  wit¬ 
nesses  who  appear  before  the  members 
of  the  committee.  The  members  of  the 
committee  go  into  the  facts  very  care-v 
fully.  They  do  not  merely  jump  at  con-‘ 
elusions.  They  do  not  guess,  as  perhaps 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  guessing 
when  he  talks  of  what  ought  to  be  done 
and  what  ought  not  to  be  done.  They 
hear  proof.  That  has  been  done  for  20 
or  30  years.  Upon  the  proof  before  them 
they  exercise  their  best  judgment. 

I  hope  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  will  not  undertake  to  compromise 
with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  unless  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  brings  some  facts 
before  him,  rather  than  merely  enter¬ 
taining  an  idea  that  we  might  trim  the 
budget  on  this  small  matter. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  the  contention 
of  the  very  able  senior  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee,  the  chairman  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tion  Committee,  that  the  Senate  should 
accept  without  question  every  item  as  it 
is  proposed  by  subcommittees  and  com¬ 
mittees? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  no;  not  at  all. 
However,  I  do  say  that  the  subcommittee 
ought  not  to  be  guided  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  who  during  this  day  has 
not  suggested  a  single  fact  upon  which 
the  position  that  he  takes  can  be  sus¬ 
tained.  The  Senator  has  not  heard  the 
facts.  I  doubt  if  the  Senator  has  ex¬ 


amined  into  the  question  of  how  many 
automobiles  ought  to  be  given  to  this 
activity.  In  order  that  I  may  be  certain 
about  it  I  shall  ask  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  if  he  has  examined  into  this 
matter  and  has  heard  witnesses  testify? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  was  not  present 
when  witnesses  testified. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  the  Senator 
know  anything  about  it? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  I  do. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  does  he  know 
about  it? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  there  is  a 
general  presumption - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  no;  we  do  not 
go  on  presumptions.  We  go  on  proof. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  that  what  we 
know  as  men  we  cannot  pretend  to  be 
ignorant  of  as  Senators. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
point  out  that  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  has  provided  for  additional  doctors, 
additional  nurses,  and  additional  school 
teachers  on  the  Indian  reservations.  If 
the  Senator  will  tell  us  how  the  addi¬ 
tional  doctors,  the  additional  nurses,  and 
the  additional  school  teachers  can  go 
about  their  business  with  the  same  old 
number  of  decrepit  automobiles,  I  wish 
he  would  do  so. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  the  first  place,  we 
are  providing  220  cars  as  replacements. 
I  am  willing  to  provide  something  to¬ 
ward  growth.  However,  it  is  a  question 
of  whether  we  should  go  overboard  on 
this  large  additional  number  of  vehicles. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  did  not  go  over¬ 
board  on  it.  We  allowed  a  reasonable 
number  for  the  increased  number  of 
doctors,  nurses,  and  school  teachers.  Is 
it  consistent  to  provide  new  positions 
and  not  means  of  transportation  for 
those  thus  employed? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  How  many  automo¬ 
biles  does  the  Indian  Department  have 
now? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  do  not  have  the 
figure. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  should  like  to  put 
the  figures  in  the  Record.  I  have  them 
here.  I  wish  to  support  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  in  opposing 
the  committee  amendment  with  regard 
to  the  number  of  automobiles  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  this  agency.  The  Department 
of  the  Interior  in  1933  operated  with 
1,481  automobiles.  At  the  present  time 
it  has  4,433  automobiles.  I  do  not  have 
a  breakdown  for  this  particular  agency. 
However,  another  increase  is  proposed. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  join  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  in  protesting  this  con¬ 
tinuous  increase  in  the  number  of  au¬ 
tomobiles  which  are  made  available  to 
Government  agencies.  I  see  no  sense 
to  it  whatever. 

We  have,  according  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  20,119  automobiles  in 
use  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  not  counting  the  military  au¬ 
thorities.  I  think  that  is  entirely  too 
many  cars.  Each  year  the  appropriations 
call  for  an  increase.  I  think  it  is  time 
we  put  a  stop  to  it.  According  to  the 
number  of  automobiles  and  replace¬ 


ments  which  have  been  authorized  in 
recent  years  it  would  seem  to  me  that 
these  cars  are  relatively  new  and  should 
be  in  good  condition. 

Mr.  LANGER.  As  I  recall,  there  are 
only  233,000  Indians.  According  to  the 
report,  at  page  405,  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs  already  has  1,531  passenger  ve¬ 
hicles.  Some  of  them  are  7,  8,  or  10  years 
old,  and  it  is  claimed  that  they  are  no 
longer  economical  to  operate.  Does  not 
the  Senator  think,  however,  that  1,531 
cars  are  sufficient  for  that  agency? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  they  are  not. 
We  must  remember  that  the  cars  must 
be  distributed  among  110  jurisdictions. 
Then  we  must  remember  that  we  have 
Indian  boarding  schools,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  and  Indian  hospitals.  When  we 
take  them  altogether,  the  total  number 
is  not  too  high,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Is  there  any  reason 
why  some  of  the  people  in  the  agencies 
in  Washington  should  not  furnish  their 
own  automobiles?  Why  should  we  fur¬ 
nish  cars  for  them  to  drive  back  and 
forth  between  their  office  and  homes? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  an  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  situation.  When  an  agent  is  out 
on  the  Navajo  Indian  Reservation,  which 
•is  larger  than  the  State  of  West  Virginia, 
he  must  travel  about  to  see  the  Indians. 
An  agent  may  be  out  in  the  Sioux  coun¬ 
try,  where  we  have  large  reservations. 
The  Senator  may  make  his  argument 
with  respect  to  the  city  of  Washington, 
and  it  may  be  true  that  certain  em¬ 
ployees  should  not  be  provided  with  cars. 
However,  that  is  not  true  out  in  the  field. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
approximately  3,000  cars  more  than  it 
had  a  few  years  ago,  why  do  they  not 
move  some  of  the  cars  from  Washington 
into  the  field? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  242,  line  24. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Tribal  funds,”  on  page  244,  line 
3,  after  the  word  “appropriated”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,430,965”  and  insert 

“$2,437,965.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  245, 
line  1,  after  the  word  ’’laws”,  to  strike;out 
the  colon  and  the  following  proviso: 

Provided,  That  in  addition  to  the  amount 
appropriated  herein,  tribal  funds  may  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  Indian  tribes  for  such  purposes  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  governing  body  of 
the  particular  tribe  involved  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary.  Any  tribal  funds  advanced 
under  this  authority  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Congress  in  the  annual  budget  for  the  next 
succeeding  fiscal  year. 

And  in  line  8,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  insert  a  colon  and 
the  following  proviso: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  of  land 
or  water  rights  within  the  States  of  Nevada, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  either  inside  cr 
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outside  the  boundaries 
reservations. 


of  existing  Indian 


Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment.  On  page  245,  line  10,  I  move  the 
following  amendment: 

After  the  word  “Oregon”,  strike  out 
the  word  “and”;  after  the  word  “Wash¬ 
ington”,  insert  the  words  “and  Wyo¬ 
ming”  and  a  comma.  If  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee  will 
accept  my  amendment,  I  shall  not  dis¬ 
cuss  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
accept  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  several 
years  ago  a  similar  provision  was  in¬ 
serted  in  an  appropriation  bill.  It  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  acquisition  of  land.  I 
recall  that  it  involved  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  and  some  other  States.  Does 
this  amendment  refer  to  that  particular 
subject? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  the  Senator  will 
look  at  page  241,  he  will  find  the  provi¬ 
sion  which  relates  to  the  acquisition  of 
land  outside  of  reservations  in  Arizona, 
California,  New  Mexico,  and  other  States. 
This  provision  relates  to  the  acquisition 
of  land  within  reservations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “General  investigations,”  on 
page  246,  line  5,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
pended”,  to  strike  out  “$5,150,000”  and 
insert  “$6,500,000”,  and  in  line  6,  after 
the  word  “which”,  to  strike  out  “$4,- 
400,000”  and  insert  “$5,791,000.” 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  understood  that 
at  5  o’clock,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
Senate  was  supposed  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  nominations  to  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Export-Im¬ 
port  Bank. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
was  no  unanimous-consent  agreement. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  an¬ 
nounced  that  he  would  make  a  motion. 

Mr.  MAYBANK!  I  merely  desired  to 
find  out  what  the  situation  was. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  last  eve¬ 
ning  I  did  advise  the  Senate  that  at  5 
o’clock  today  I  would  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  go  into  executive  session  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of -the  consideration  of  the  Export- 
Impqrt  Bank  nominations. 

X'dislike  very  much  to  disrupt  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  pending  bill,  which 
seems  to  be  moving  along  very  well.  But 


these  nominations  are  exceedingly  im- 
:  portant.  The  members  of  the  Board  of 
]  Directors  of  the  Bank  are  serving  with- 
jout  salary,  and  not  much  business  is 
1  being  done  by  the  bank  or  can  be  done 
(until  these  nominations  are  confirmed. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
i  the  Senator  yield? 

S  Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
,  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  have  no  desire  to 
:  disrupt  the  consideration  of  the  Interior 
j  Department  chapter  of  the  appropria- 
:  tion  bill,  but  I  wondered  if  the  Senator 
1  from  Illinois  intended  to  bring  the  nom- 

iinations  up  after  that  chapter  of  the  bill 
had  been  completed. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  I  could  have  some 
assurance  that  it  would  not  take  too 
long,  perhaps  that  chapter  could  be  com¬ 
pleted.  I  hope  we  may  get  through  with 
the  nominations  in  a  couple  of  hours. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  desire  to 
ascertain  what  the  situation  is.  I  want 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arizona  distinctly  to  under¬ 
stand  that  I  do  not  intend  to  hold  up 
tlge  pending  bill,  but  I  have  a  few  re¬ 
marks  to  make  about  the  directors  of  the 
bank,  against  whom  no  one  appeared  in 
|  the  committee. 

i  •  EXECUTIVE  SESSION  - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
j  that  the  Seriate  proceed  to  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  executive  business. 

IThe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  'QFFICER  (Mr. 
O’Mahoney  in  the  chair)'  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 
executive  report  of  a  committee 

The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  : 

Maj.  Gen.  Philip  B.  Fleming,  United  States 
Army,  retired,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Transportation. 

NOMINATIONS  TO  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 
OF  EXPORT-IMPORT  BANK 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  nomination  of  Hawthorne  Arey,  of 
Nebraska,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  Export-Import  Bank 
of  Washington  for  a  term  of  5  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  nomination. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Hawthorne  Arey,  of  Nebraska,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Wash¬ 
ington  for  a  term  of  5  years. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  recognized.  The 
question  before  the  Senate  is,  Will  the 


Senate  advise  and  consent  to  this  nomi-/ 
nation?  / 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise/to 
oppose  the  nomination. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  that  I  may  sugges^ahe  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum?  I  had  ah  under¬ 
standing  with  the  minority  ieader  that 
I  would  call  for  a  quorurj/ when  these 
nominations  were  taken 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the/ Sena  tor  makes 
the  request  in  behalf  of  the  minority 
leader,  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  ^suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  .the  roll. 

Mr.  MAGJTUSON.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
absence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested. 

Mr.  .MAGNUSON.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  will  with- 
hold/his  suggestion  until  I  may  ask  a 
question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
/the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  with¬ 
hold  the  suggestion? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Just  for  a  mo¬ 
ment.  Is  it  the  intention  that  we  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  Interior  Department  ap¬ 
propriations  when  we  are  through  with 
the  executive  calendar,  or  does  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  intend  to  move  a  recess? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  in 
charge  of  the  bill,  has  stepped  out  of  the 
Chamber. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  we  can  fin¬ 
ish  with  the  Interior  Department  section 
of  the  bill  in  an  hour. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  it  is  spec¬ 
ulative  as  to  how  long  it  will  take  to 
finish  this  particular  phase  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  The  nominations  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  are  important,  and  I 
served  notice  yesterday  that  we  would 
proceed  to  consider  them  today.  If  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  do  not  take  too  long  in 
the  debate,  we  might  get  through  with 
,  the  nominations  and  finish  with  the  In¬ 
terior  Department  appropriations. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  very  much 
lik\  to  proceed  until  that  section  of  the 
appropriation  bill  is  complete.  If  it  is 
agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
and  thexSenator  from  North  Dakota,  we 
could  thexj  take  up  the  nominations.  I 
merely  wdnted  to  ascertain  what  we 
were  going  ns  do. 

Mr.  CHAVi3£.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sure  that  if  wesive  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  wHo  has  charge  of  the 
appropriation  bill,\bare  chance,  and  do 
not  bring  in  something  else  for  discus¬ 
sion,  we  can  get  thrcfugh  with  the  In¬ 
terior  Department  portion  of  the  bill  in 
30  minutes.  \ 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  think  that  would  be  possible,  be¬ 
cause  there  are  several  matters  in  the 
bill  which  will  take  considerablevtime. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  demand  the  jugular 
order.  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  is  the  calling  of  the  roll. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll.  \ 
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Gurney 

Martin 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Hendrickson 

MUUkin 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Hill 

Mundt 

Hoey 

Murray 

■Holland 

Myers 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

IveS 

O’Mahoney 

Jenner 

Pepper 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Kerr 

Schoeppel 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Leahy 

Stennls 

Lehman 

Taft 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Lucas 

ThOmas,  Utah 

McCarran 

Thye‘ 

McCarthy 

Tydlngs 

McClellan 

WatklnS 

McFarland 

Wherry 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Malone 

Young 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
thek  names: 

Aiken  \ 

Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Gillette 
Graham 
Green 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Graham  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
'  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  yield  to  me,  I 
merely  wish  to  say  that  I  am  sorry  that 
the  question  of  confirmation  of  the  nom¬ 
inations  of  the  members  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  is 
brought  up  at  this  late  hour  in  the  day. 

As  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  mentioned  yesterday,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  tells  us  that  the 
Export-Import  Bank  has  more  or  less 
discontinued  operations  because  its  di¬ 
rectors  have  not  been  confirmed,  and 
their  terms  expired  on  July  1. 

I  think  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
know  the  nominees  to  those  positions. 
They  come  from  various  States,  and  all 
of  them  have  been  endorsed  by  the  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee. 

So  I  trust  that  the  nominations  will  be 
confirmed  by  the  Senate  very  promptly, 
so  that  the  directors  of  the  Export-Im¬ 
port  Bank  can  resume  their  work. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  submitted  a  resolution  call¬ 
ing  for  an  investigation  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank.  I  assure  him  that  I  shall 
welcome  an  investigation  by  the  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  6f  the  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Bank  and  any  pf  its  opera¬ 
tions.  Similarly,  I  shall  welcome  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
before  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee.  / 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
action  on  the  nominations  should  be  held 
up  any  longer,  because  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  advised  us  that  no  busi¬ 
ness  can  now.be  transacted  by  the  Bank, 
in  view  of  tl)P  failure  to  confirm  the  nom¬ 
inations  of  the  directors. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  is  a 
quorum  present? 

The 'PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  believe  that  the  record 
will  show  that  I  yielded  to  the  Senator 
.from  South  Carolina. 


Mr.  MAYBANK.  That  is  correct,  Mr. 
President. 

Will  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  further  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Let  me  say  that  I 
appreciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  in  yielding  to  me.  I  wish  to 
stress  the  fact  that  unless  the  nomina¬ 
tions  of  the  directors  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  are  confirmed,  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  that  bank  are  stopped. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  I  seldom  differ  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  the  chairman  of  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee,  on  matters  of  prin¬ 
ciple;  but  in  this  instance  I  differ  with 
him  on  a  question  of  procedure. 

I  shall  discuss  the  recommendation  I 
have  made  as  to  how  this  question  can 
be  resolved.  Depending  on  how  that 
recommendation  is  handled,  I  shall  or 
shall  not  discuss  further  phases  of  these 
nominations  tonight. 

Mr.  President,  I  propose  to  continue 
my  remarks  uninterrupted  for  a  time,  in 
the  interest  of  continuity  and  clarity. 

I  wish  to  assure  the  Senate  that  I  do 
not  enjoy  being  in  the  position  in  which 
I  find’myself  this  afternooon,  because  I 
have  no  .desire  to  do  an  unkindness  or 
an  injury  ,  to  a  single  member  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank.  I  think  there  is  danger  that  an 
injury  may  be  done  them  even  by  rais¬ 
ing  certain  questions  which  it  may  be¬ 
come  necessary  tbxraise  here  this  after¬ 
noon.  I  preferred  to  raise  these  ques¬ 
tions  in  executive  session  of  the  commit¬ 
tee.,  That  is  where' \these  questions 
should  be  raised.  That  is  where  the  in¬ 
formation  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  seeks  to  obtain  from  the 
Export-Import  Bank  should  be  obtained. 

I  want  to  keep  the  Record  perfectly 
straight  as  to  the  procedure  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has,  fol¬ 
lowed  on  this  matter. 

Insofar  as  I  have  any  personal  ac¬ 
quaintance  with  any  of  the  members  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank,  I  like  them' 


I  am  advised  by  a  staff  member  of  the 
committee  that  that  was  the  reason  for 
the  cancellation  of  the  hearing.  I  think 
it  is  too  bad  that  the  hearing  was  can¬ 
celed;  it  is  too  bad  that  the  hearing  at 
least  was  not  postponed. 

On  June  27  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  were  polled  regarding  the  nomi¬ 
nations,  and  thereafter  the  nominations 
were  favorably  reported  to  the  Senate, 
the  same  day,  by  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank!.  However,  no  formal  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  the  nominations. 

Since  the  nominations  were  not  for¬ 
mally  considered  by  the  committee,  there 
are  no  committee  minutes  covering  any 
committee  action  on  the  nominations. 

The  Record  shows  that  on  June  27  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  offered  the 
following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  or  any  duly  author¬ 
ized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  a  full  and  complete  inves¬ 
tigation  of  the  loan  policy  pursued  by  the 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  and  the 
loans  made  by  such  bank,  with  special  em¬ 
phasis  on  the  loan  policy  pursued  by  such 
bank  with  respect  to,  and  the  loans  made  by 
such  bank  to,  the  countries  of  Argentina, 
Brazil,  and  Mexico,  and  private  borrowers  in 
such  countries. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee  shall  report  its  find¬ 
ings,  together  with  such  recommendations 
as  it  may  deem  advisable,  to  the  Senate  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date,  but  not  later 
than  January  31,  1951. 

On  June  27,  when  I  offered  that  reso¬ 
lution,  I  commented  at  some  little  length 
as  to  the  reasons  why  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  felt  that  such  a  resolution 
should  be  adopted.  The  Congressional 
Record  will  show  that  on  that  date  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  suggested 
that  these  nominations  not  be  pressed 
for  confirmation  until  there  could  be  a 
meeting  of  the  committee  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  could  be  heard  in  ex¬ 
ecutive  session.  I  think  that  was  a  fair 
request.  It  was  a  request  so  fair  that  its 
granting  should  have  been  automatic. 
That  is  the  first  major  point  I  want  to 
state,  Mr.  President,  because  when  any 
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mental  differences  with  them  in  regard 
to  certain  of  their  loaning  policies  and 
practices,  if  I  am  correctly  informed  as 
to  what  those  policies  and  practices  are. 
I  have  certain  serious  differences  with 
them  in  regard  to  some  procedure  which 
I  am  advised  they  follow  in  reaching 
their  decisions  as  to  what  loans  should 
be  made.  But,  so  that  the  Record  will 
be  perfectly  clear,  let  me  enumerate  now 
the  steps  which  have  brought  us  to  the 
point  at  which  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  presently  finds  himself  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

These  nominations  were  sent  to  the 
Senate  on  Friday,  June  16,  1950.  They 
were  then  referred  to  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee.  The  committee 
held  hearings  on  small  business,  previ¬ 
ously  scheduled,  on  June  22,  23,  27  and 
28. 

A  committee  hearing,  scheduled  to 
consider  the  Export-Import  Bank  nomi¬ 
nations  on  Monday,  June  26,  was  can¬ 
celed  because  of  a  Senate  Republican 
conference  held  on  that  day — at  least, 


portant  as  this,  respectfully  requests,  as 
I  did  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  on  June 
27,  tjiat  he  be  heard  in  executive  session 
by  a  committee,  in  order  to  discuss  cer¬ 
tain  phases  of  the  policy  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  which  he  believes  have  a 
direct  bearing  on  the  nominations  them¬ 
selves,  the  request  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  should  have  been  auto¬ 
matically  granted  by  the  committee. 

I  want  to  be  fair  to  the  committee.  It 
is  true  that  at  that  time  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  found  it  necessary — and 
I  think  for  perfectly  good  cause  and  jus¬ 
tification — to  absent  himself  from  Wash¬ 
ington  in  order  to  go  to  South  Carolina, 
I  assume  he  left  Washington  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  campaign  which  was  then 
being  waged  in  South  Carolina.  I  have 
no  objections  to  that.  But,  Mt,  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  think  there  were  two  alternatives 
available  to  the  committee.  It  could 
have  proceeded  in  the  absence  of  the 
chairman,  which  I  think  the  committee 
should  have  done  in  the  interests  of  hav- 
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To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  am  reporting  to  the  Congress  on  the  situation  which  has  been 
created  in  Korea,  and  on  the  actions  which  this  Nation  has  taken, 
as  a  member  of  the  United  Nations,  to  meet  this  situation.  I  am 
also  laying  before  the  Congress  my  views  concerning  the  significance 
of  these  events  for  this  Nation  and  the  world,  and  certain  recom¬ 
mendations  for  legislative  action  which  I  believe  should  be  taken  at 
this  time. 

At  4  o’clock  in  the  morning,  Sunday,  June  25,  Korean  time,  armed 
forces  from  north  of  the  thirty-eighth  parallel  invaded  the  Republic 
of  Korea. 

The  Republic  of  Korea  was  established  as  an  independent  nation 
in  August  1948,  after  a  free  election  held  under  the  auspices  of  the 
United  Nations.  This  election,  which  was  originally  intended  to  cover 
all  of  Korea,  was  held  only  in  the  part  of  the  Korean  peninsula  south 
of  the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  because  the  Soviet  Government,  which 
occupied  the  peninsula  north  of  that  parallel,  refused  to  allow  the 
election  to  be  held  in  the  area  under  its  control. 

The  United  States,  and  a  majority  of  the  other  members  of  the 
United  Nations,  have  recognized  the  Republic  of  Korea.  The  admis¬ 
sion  of  Korea  to  the  United  Nations  has  been  blocked  by  the  Soviet 
veto. 

In  December  1948  the  Soviet  Government  stated  that  it  had  with¬ 
drawn  its  occupation  troops  from  northern  Korea,  and  that  a  local 
regime  had  been  established,  there.  The  authorities  in  northern  Korea 
continued  to  refuse  to  permit  United  Nations  observers  to  pass  the 
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thirty-eighth  parallel  to  supervise  or  observe  a  free  election,  or  to 
verify  the  withdrawal  of  Soviet  troops. 

Nevertheless,  the  United  Nations  continued  its  efforts  to  obtain 
a  freely  elected  government  for  all  of  Korea  and,  at  the  time  of  the 
attack,  a  United  Nations  Commission,  made  up  of  representatives  of 
seven  nations — Australia,  China,  El  Salvador,  France,  India,  the 
Philippines  and  Turkey — was  in  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

Just  1  day  before  the  attack  of  June  25,  field  observers  attached  to 
the  United  Nations  Commission  on  Korea  had  completed  a  routine 
tour,  lasting  2  weeks,  of  the  military  positions  of  the  Republic  of 
Korea  south  of  the  thirty-eighth  parallel.  The  report  of  these  inter¬ 
national  observers  stated  that  the  Army  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  was 
organized  entirely  for  defense.  The  observers  found  the  parallel 
guarded  on  the  south  side  by  small  bodies  of  troops  in  scattered  out¬ 
posts,  with  roving  patrois.  They  found  no  concentration  of  troops 
and  no  preparation  to  attack.  The  observers  concluded  that  the 
absence  of  armor,  air  support,  heavy  artillery,  and  military  supplies 
precluded  any  offensive  action  by  the  forces  of  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

On  June  25,  within  a  few  hours  after  the  invasion  was  launched 
from  the  north,  the  Commission  reported  to  the  United  Nations  that 
the  attack  had  come  without  warning  and  without  provocation. 

The  reports  from  the  Commission  make  it  unmistakably  clear  that 
the  attack  was  naked,  deliberate,  unprovoked  aggression,  without  a 
shadow  of  justification. 

This  outright  breach  of  the  peace,  in  violation  of  the  United  Nations 
Charter,  created  a  real  and  present  danger  to  the  security  of  every 
nation.  This  attack  was,  in  addition,  a  demonstration  of  contempt 
for  the  United  Nations,  since  it  was  an  attempt  to  settle,  by  military 
aggression,  a  question  which  the  United  Nations  had  been  working 
to  settle  by  peaceful  means. 

The  attack  on  the  Republic  of  Korea,  therefore,  was  a  clear  challenge 
to  the  basic  principles  of  the  United  Nations  Charter  and  to  the  specific 
actions  taken  by  the  United  Nations  in  Korea.  If  this  challenge  had 
not  been  met  squarely,  the  effectiveness  of  the  United  Nations  would 
have  been  all  but  ended,  and  the  hope  of  mankind  that  the  United 
Nations  would  develop  into  an  institution  of  world  order  would  have 
been  shattered. 

Prompt  action  was  imperative.  The  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations  met,  at  the  request  of  the  United  States,  in  New  York  at 
2  o’clock  in  the  afternoon,  Sunday,  June  25,  eastern  daylight  time. 
Since  there  is  a  14-hour  difference  in  time  between  Korea  and  New 
York,  this  meant  that  the  Council  convened  just  24  hours  after  the 
attack  began. 

At  this  meeting  the  Security  Council  passed  a  resolution  which 
called  for  the  immediate  cessation  of  hostilities  and  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  invading  troops  to  the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  and  which  re¬ 
quested  the  members  of  the  United  Nations  to  refrain  from  giving 
aid  to  the  northern  aggressors  and  to  assist  in  the  execution  of  this 
resolution.  The  representative  of  the  Soviet  Union  to  the  Security 
Council  stayed  away  from  the  meeting,  and  the  Soviet  Government 
has  refused  to  support  the  Council’s  resolution. 

The  attack  launched  on  June  25  moved  ahead  rapidly.  The  tactical 
surprise  gained  by  the  aggressors,  and  their  superiority  in  planes, 
tanks,  and  artillery,  forced  the  lightly  armed  defenders  to  retreat. 
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The  speed,  the  scale,  and  the  coordination  of  the  attack  left  no  doubt 
that  it  had  been  plotted  long  in  advance. 

When  the  attack  came,  our  Ambassador  to  Korea,  John  J.  Muccio, 
began  the  immediate  evacuation  of  American  women  and  children 
from  the  danger  zone.  To  protect  this  evacuation,  air  cover  and  sea 
cover  were  provided  by  the  commander  in  chief  of  United  States 
forces  in  the  Far  East,  General  of  the  Army  Douglas  MacArthur.  In 
response  to  urgent  appeals  from  the  Government  of  Korea,  General 
MacArthur  was  immediately  authorized  to  send  supplies  of  ammuni¬ 
tion  to  the  Korean  defenders.  These  supplies  were  sent  by  air  trans¬ 
port,  with  fighter  protection.  The  United  States  Seventh  Fleet  was 
ordered  north  from  the  Philippines,  so  that  it  might  be  available  in 
the  area  in  case  of  need. 

Throughout  Monday,  June  26,  the  invaders  continued  their  attack 
with  no  heed  to  the  resolution  of  the  Security  Council  of  the  United 
Nations.  Accordingly,  in  order  to  support  the  resolution,  and  on  the 
unanimous  advice  of  our  civil  and  military  authorities,  I  ordered 
United  States  air  and  sea  forces  to  give  the  Korean  Government  troops 
cover  and  support. 

On  Tuesday,  June  27,  when  the  United  Nations  Commission  in 
Korea  had  reported  that  the  northern  troops  had  neither  ceased 
hostilities  nor  withdrawn  to  the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  the  United 
Nations  Security  Council  met  again  and  passed  a  second  resolution, 
recommending  that  members  of  the  United  Nations  furnish  to  the 
Republic  of  Korea  such  aid  as  might  be  necessary  to  repel  the  attack 
and  to  restore  international  peace  and  security  in  the  area.  The 
representative  of  the  Soviet  Union  to  the  Security  Council  stayed 
away  from  this  meeting  also,  and  the  Soviet  Government  has  refused 
to  support  the  Council’s  resolution. 

The  vigorous  and  unhesitating  actions  of  the  United  Nations  and 
the  United  States  in  the  face  of  this  aggression  met  with  an  immediate 
and  overwhelming  response  throughout  the  free  world.  The  first 
blow  of  aggression  had  brought  dismay  and  anxiety  to  the  hearts  of 
men  the  world  over.  The  fateful  events  of  the  1930’s  when  aggression 
unopposed  bred  more  aggression  and  eventually  war,  were  fresh  in 
our  memory. 

But  the  free  nations  had  learned  the  lesson  of  history.  Their 
determined  and  united  actions  uplifted  the  spirit  of  freemen  every¬ 
where.  As  a  result,  where  there  had  been  dismay  there  is  hope; 
where  there  had  been  anxiety  there  is  firm  determination. 

Fifty-two  of  the  59  member  nations  have  supported  the  United 
Nations  action  to  restore  peace  in  Korea. 

A  number  of  member  nations  have  offered  military  support  or 
other  types  of  assistance  for  the  United  Nations  action  to  repel  the 
aggressors  in  Korea.  In  a  third  resolution,  passed  on  July  7,  the 
Security  Council  requested  the  United  States  to  designate  a  com¬ 
mander  for  all  the  forces  of  the  members  of  the  United  Nations  in  the 
Korean  operation,  and  authorized  these  forces  to  fly  the  United 
Nations  flag.  In  response  to  this  resolution,  General  MacArthur 
has  been  designated  as  commander  of  these  forces.  These  are 
important  steps  forward  in  the  development  of  a  United  Nations 
system  of  collective  security.  Already,  aircraft  of  two  nations — 
Australia  and  Great  Britain — and  naval  vessels  of  five  nations — 
Australia,  Canada,  Great  Britain,  the  Netherlands,  and  New  Zea- 
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land — have  been  made  available  for  operations  in  the  Korean  area, 
along  with  forces  of  Korea  and  tlie  United  States,  under  General 
MacArthur’s  command.  The  other  offers  of  assistance  that  have 
been,  and  will  continue  to  be  made,  will  be  coordinated  by  the  United 
Nations  and  by  the  unified  command,  in  order  to  support  the  effort 
in  Korea  to  maximum  advantage. 

All  the  members  of  the  United  Nations  who  have  endorsed  the 
action  of  the  Security  Council  realize  the  significance  of  the  step  that 
has  been  taken.  This  united  and  resolute  action  to  put  down  lawless 
aggression  is  a  milestone  toward  the  establishment  of  a  rule  of  law 
among  nations. 

Only  a  few  countries  have  failed  to  support  the  common  action  to 
restore  the  peace.  The  most  important  of  these  is  the  Soviet  Union. 

Since  the  Soviet  representative  had  refused  to  participate  in  the 
meetings  of  the  Security  Council  which  took  action  regarding  Korea, 
the  United  States  brought  the  matter  directly  to  the  attention  of  the 
Soviet  Government  in  Moscow.  On  June  27,  we  requested  the 
Soviet  Government,  in  view  of  its  known  close  relations  with  the 
North  Korean  regime,  to  use  its  influence  to  have  the  invaders  with¬ 
draw  at  once. 

The  Soviet  Government,  in  its  reply  on  June  29  and  in  subsequent 
statements,  has  taken  the  position  that  the  attack  launched  by  the 
North  Korean  forces  was  provoked  by  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and  that 
the  actions  of  the  United  Nations  Security  Council  were  illegal. 

These  Soviet  claims  are  flatly  disproved  by  the  facts. 

The  attitude  of  the  Soviet  Government  toward  the  aggression 
against  the  Republic  of  Korea  is  in  direct  contradiction  to  its  often 
expressed  intention  to  work  with  other  nations  to  achieve  peace  in 
the  world. 

For  our  part,  we  shall  continue  to  support  the  United  Nations  action 
to  restore  peace  in  the  Korean  area. 

As  the  situation  has  developed,  I  have  authorized  a  number  oi 
measures  to  be  taken.  Within  the  first  week  of  the  fighting,  Genera] 
MacArthur  reported,  after  a  visit  to  the  front,  that  the  forces  from 
North  Korea  were  continuing  to  drive  south,  and  further  support  tc 
the  Republic  of  Korea  was  needed.  Accordingly,  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  was  authorized  to  use  United  States  Army  troops  in  Korea 
and  to  use  United  States  aircraft  of  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  tc 
conduct  missions  against  specific  military  targets  in  Korea  north  oi 
the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  where  necessary  to  carry  out  the  Unitec 
Nations  resolution.  General  MacArthur  was  also  directed  to  block¬ 
ade  the  Korean  coast. 

The  attacking  forces  from  the  north  have  continued  to  move 
forward,  although  their  advance  has  been  slowed  down.  The  troops 
of  the  Republic  of  Korea,  though  initially  overwhelmed  by  the  tanks 
and  artillery  of  the  surprise  attack  by  the  invaders,  have  been  reor¬ 
ganized  and  are  fighting  bravely. 

United  States  forces,  as  they  have  arrived  in  the  area,  have  foughl 
with  great  valor.  The  Army  troops  have  been  conducting  a  verj 
difficult  delaying  operation  with  skill  and  determination,  outnum¬ 
bered  many  times  over  by  attacking  troops,  spearheaded  by  tanks 
Despite  the  bad  weather  of  the  rainy  season,  our  troops  have  beer 
valiantly  supported  by  the  air  and  naval  forces  of  both  the  Unitec 
States  and  other  members  of  the  United  Nations. 
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In  this  connection,  I  think  it  is  important  that  the  nature  of  our 
military  action  in  Korea  be  understood.  It  should  be  made  perfectly 
clear  that  the  action  was  undertaken  as  a  matter  of  basic  moral 
principle.  The  United  States  was  going  to  the  aid  of  a  nation  estab¬ 
lished  and  supported  by  the  United  Nations  and  unjustifiably  attacked 
by  an  aggressor  force.  Consequently,  we  were  not  deterred  by  the 
relative  immediate  superiority  of  the  attacking  forces,  by  the  fact 
that  our  base  of  supplies  was  5,000  miles  away,  or  by  the  further  fact 
that  we  would  have  to  supply  our  forces  through  port  facilities  that 
are  far  from  satisfactory. 

We  are  moving  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  bring  to  bear  on  the  fighting 
front  larger  forces  and  heavier  equipment,  and  to  increase  our  naval 
and  air  superiority.  But  it  will  take  time,  men,  and  material  to  slow 
down  the  forces  of  aggression,  bring  those  forces  to  a  halt,  and  throw 
them  back. 

Nevertheless,  our  assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Korea  has  prevented 
the  invaders  from  crushing  that  nation  in  a  few  days — as  they  had 
evidently  expected  to  do.  We  are  determined  to  support  the  United 
Nations  in  its  effort  to  restore  peace  and  security  to  Korea,  and  its 
effort  to  assure  the  people  of  Korea  an  opportunity  to  choose  their 
own  form  of  government  free  from  coercion,  as  expressed  in  the 
General  Assemblv  resolutions  of  November  14,  1947,  and  December 
12,  1948. 

In  addition  to  the  direct  military  effort  we  and  other  members  of 
the  United  Nations  are  making  in  Korea,  the  outbreak  of  aggression 
there  requires  us  to  consider  its  implications  for  peace  throughout 
the  world.  The  attack  upon  the  Republic  of  Korea  makes  it  plain 
beyond  all  doubt  that  the  international  Communist  movement  is 
prepared  to  use  armed  invasion  to  conquer  independent  nations. 
We  must  therefore  recognize  the  possibility  that  armed  aggression 
may  take  place  in  other  areas. 

In  view  of  this,  I  have  already  directed  that  United  States  forces 
in  support  of  the  Philippines  be  strengthened,  and  that  military 
assistance  be  speeded  up  to  the  Philippine  Government  and  to  the 
Associated  States  of  Indochina  and  to  the  forces  of  France  in  Indo¬ 
china.  I  have  also  ordered  the  United  States  Seventh  Fleet  to  prevent 
any  attack  upon  Formosa,  and  I  have  requested  the  Chinese  Govern¬ 
ment  on  Formosa  to  cease  all  air  and  sea  operations  against  the 
mainland.  These  steps  were  at  once  reported  to  the  United  Nations 
Security  Council. 

Our  action  in  regard  to  Formosa  was  a  matter  of  elementary  secu¬ 
rity.  The  peace  and  stability  of  the  Pacific  area  had  been  violently 
disturbed  by  the  attack  on  Korea.  Attacks  elsewhere  in  the  Pacific 
area  would  have  enlarged  the  Korean  crisis,  thereby  rendering  much 
more  difficult  the  carrying  out  of  our  obligations  to  the  United  Nations 
in  Korea. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  doubt  in  any  quarter  about  our 
intentions  regarding  Formosa,  I  wish  to  state  that  the  United  States 
has  no  territorial  ambitions  whatever  concerning  that  island,  nor  do 
we  seek  for  ourselves  any  special  position  or  privilege  on  Formosa. 
The  present  military  neutralization  of  Formosa  is  without  prejudice 
to  political  questions  affecting  that  island.  Our  desire  is  that  For¬ 
mosa  not  become  embroiled  in  hostilities  disturbing  to  the  peace  of 
the  Pacific  and  that  all  questions  affecting  Formosa  be  settled  by 
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peaceful  means  as  envisaged  in  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations. 
With  peace  reestablished,  even  the  most  complex  political  questions 
are  susceptible  of  solution.  In  the  presence  of  brutal  and  unprovoked 
aggression,  however,  some  of  these  questions  may  have  to  be  held 
in  abeyance  in  the  interest  of  the  essential  security  of  all. 

The  outbreak  of  aggression  in  the  Far  East  does  not,  of  course, 
lessen  but,  instead,  increases  the  importance  of  the  common  strength 
of  the  free  nations  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  The  attack  on  the 
Republic  of  Korea  gives  added  urgency  to  the  efforts  of  the  free  na¬ 
tions  to  increase  and  to  unify  their  common  strength,  in  order  to 
deter  a  potential  aggressor. 

To  be  able  to  accomplish  this  objective,  the  free  nations  must 
maintain  a  sufficient  defensive  military  strength  in  being  and,  even 
more  important,  a  solid  basis  of  economic  strength,  capable  of  rapid 
mobilization  in  the  event  of  emergency. 

The  strong  cooperative  efforts  that  have  been  made  by  the  United 
States  and  other  free  nations,  since  the  end  of  World  War  II,  to 
restore  economic  vitality  to  Europe  and  other  parts  of  the  world, 
and  the  cooperative  efforts  we  have  begun  in  order  to  increase  the 
productive  capacity  of  underdeveloped  areas,  are  extremely  important 
contributions  to  the  growing  economic  strength  of  all  the  free  nations, 
and  will  be  of  even  great  importance  in  the  future. 

We  have  been  increasing  our  common  defensive  strength  under 
the  Treaty  of  Rio  de  Janeiro  and  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  which 
are  collective  security  arrangements  within  the  framework  of  the 
United  Nations  Charter.  We  have  also  taken  action  to  bolster  the 
military  defenses  of  individual  free  nations,  such  as  Greece,  Turkey, 
and  Iran. 

The  defenses  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  area  were  considered  a 
matter  of  great  urgency  by  the  North  Atlantic  Council  in  London 
this  spring.  Recent  events  make  it  even  more  urgent  than  it  was 
at  that  time  to  build  and  maintain  these  defenses. 

LTnder  all  the  circumstances  it  is  apparent  that  the  United  States 
is  required  to  increase  its  military  strength  and  preparedness  not 
only  to  deal  with  the  aggression  in  Korea  but  also  to  increaseour  com¬ 
mon  defense,  with  other  free  nations,  against  further  aggression. 

The  increased  strength  which  is  needed  falls  into  three  categories: 

In  the  first  place,  to  meet  the  situation  in  Korea,  we  shall  need  to 
send  additional  men,  equipment,  and  supplies  to  General  MacArthur's 
command  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

In  the  second  place,  the  world  situation  requires  that  we  increase 
substantially  the  size  and  materiel  support  of  our  Armed  Forces,  over 
and  above  the  increases  which  are  needed  in  Korea. 

In  the  third  place,  we  must  assist  the  free  nations  associated  with 
us  in  common  defense  to  augment  their  military  strength. 

Of  the  three  categories  I  have  just  enumerated,  the  first  two  involve 
increases  in  our  own  military  manpower,  and  in  the  materiel  support 
that  our  men  must  have. 

To  meet  the  increased  requirements  for  military  manpower,  I  have 
authorized  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  exceed  the  budgeted  strength 
of  military  personnel  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  and  to  use 
the  Selective  Service  System  to  such  extent  as  may  be  required  in 
order  to  obtain  the  increased  strength  which  we  must  have.  I  have 
also  authorized  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  meet  the  need  for  military 
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manpower  by  calling  into  active  Federal  service  as  many  National 
Guard  units  and  as  many  units  and  individuals  of  the  Reserve  forces 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Forces  as  may  be  required. 

I  have  directed  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  to  keep  our  military  manpower  needs  under  constant  study,  in 
order  that  further  increases  may  be  made  as  required.  There  are 
now  statutory  limits  on  the  sizes  of  the  armed  forces  and,  since  we 
may  need  to  exceed  these  limits,  I  recommend  that  they  be  removed. 

To  increase  the  level  of  our  military  strength  will  also  require  addi¬ 
tional  supplies  and  equipment.  Procurement  of  many  items  has 
already  been  accelerated,  in  some  cases  for  use  in  Korea,  in  others  to 
replace  reserve  stocks  which  are  now  being  sent  to  Korea,  and  in 
still  others  to  add  to  our  general  level  of  preparedness.  Further 
increases  in  procurement,  resulting  in  a  higher  rate  of  production  of 
military  equipment  and  supplies,  will  be  necessary. 

The  increases  in  the  size  of  the  armed  forces,  and  the  additional 
supplies  and  equipment  which  will  be  needed,  will  require  additional 
appropriations.  Within  the  next  few  days,  I  will  transmit  to  the 
Congress  specific  requests  for  appropriations  in  the  amount  of  approx¬ 
imately  10  billion  dollars. 

These  requests  for  appropriations  will  be  addressed  to  the  needs  of 
■our  own  military  forces.  Earlier,  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  we  must 
also  assist  other  free  nations  in  the  strengthening  of  our  common 
defenses.  The  action  we  must  take  to  accomplish  this  is  just  as 
important  as  the  measures  required  to  strengthen  our  own  forces. 

The  authorization  bill  for  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Program 
for  1951,  now  before  the  House  of  Representatives,  is  an  important 
immediate  step  toward  the  strengthening  of  our  collective  security. 
It  should  be  enacted  without  delay. 

But  it  is  now  clear  that  the  free  nations  of  the  world  must  step  up 
their  common  security  program.  The  other  nations  associated 
with  us  in  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Program,  like  ourselves, 
will  need  to  divert  additional  economic  resources  to  defense  purposes. 
In  order  to  enable  the  nations  associated  with  us  to  make  their 
maximum  contribution  to  our  common  defense,  further  assistance  on 
our  part  will  be  required.  Additional  assistance  may  also  be  needed 
to  increase  the  strength  of  certain  other  free  nations  whose  security  is 
vital  to  our  own. 

In  the  case  of  the  North  Atlantic  area  these  requirements  will 
reflect  the  consultations  now  going  on  with  the  other  nations  associ¬ 
ated  with  us  in  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty.  As  soon  as  it  is  possible  to 
determine  what  each  nation  will  need  to  do,  I  shall  lay  before  the 
Congress  a  request  for  such  funds  as  are  shown  to  be  necessary  to  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  our  common  strength  at  an  adequate 
level. 

The  steps  which  we  must  take  to  support  the  United  Nations  action 
in  Korea,  and  to  increase  our  own  strength  and  the  common  defense 
of  the  free  world,  will  necessarily  have  repercussions  upon  our  domes¬ 
tic  economy. 

Many  of  our  young  men  are  hi  battle  now,  or  soon  will  be,  Others 
must  be  trained.  The  equipment  and  supplies  they  need,  and  those 
required  for  adequate  emergency  reserves,  must  be  produced.  They 
must  be  made  available  promptly,  at  reasonable  cost,  and  without 
disrupting  the  efficient  functioning  of  the  economy. 
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We  must  continue  to  recognize  that  our  strength  is  not  to  be 
measured  in  military  terms  alone.  Our  power  to  join  in  a  common 
defense  of  peace  rests  fundamentally  on  the  productive  capacity  and 
energies  of  our  people.  In  all  that  we  do,  therefore,  we  must  make 
sure  that  the  economic  strength  which  is  at  the  base  of  our  security 
is  not  impaired,  but  continues  to  grow. 

Our  economy  has  tremendous  productive  power.  Our  total  output 
of  goods  and  services  is  now  running  at  an  annual  rate  of  nearly 
270  billion  dollars — over  100  billion  dollars  higher  than  in  1939.  The 
rate  is  now  about  13  billion  dollars  higher  than  a  year  ago,  and  about 
8  billion  dollars  higher  than  the  previous  record  rate  reached  in  1948. 
All  the  foregoing  figures  have  been  adjusted  for  price  changes  and  are, 
therefore,  a  measure  of  actual  output.  The  index  of  industrial  pro¬ 
duction,  now  at  197,  is  12  percent  higher  than  the  average  for  last 
year,  and  81  percent  higher  than  in  1939. 

We  now  have  61%  million  people  in  civilian  employment.  There 
are  16  million  more  people  in  productive  jobs  than  there  were  in  1939. 
We  are  now  producing  11  million  more  tons  of  steel  a  year  than  in  the 
peak  war  year  1944.  Electric  power  output  has  risen  from  128  billion 
kilowatt-hours  in  1939,  to  228  billion  hours  in  1944,  to  317  billion 
hours  now.  Food  production  is  about  a  third  higher  than  it  ever  was 
before  the  war,  and  is  practically  as  high  as  it  was  during  the  war  years, 
when  we  were  sending  far  more  food  abroad  than  we  are  now. 

The  potential  productive  power  of  our  economy  is  even  greater. 
We  can  achieve  some  immediate  increase  in  production  by  employing 
men  and  facilities  not  now  fully  utilized.  And  we  can  continue  to 
increase  our  total  annual  output  each  year,  by  putting  to  use  the  in¬ 
creasing  skills  of  our  growing  population  and  the  higher  productive 
capacity  which  results  from  plant  expansion,  new  inventions,  and 
more  efficient  methods  of  production. 

With  this  enormous  economic  strength,  the  new  and  necessary 
programs  I  am  now  recommending  can  be  undertaken  with  confidence 
in  the  ability  of  our  economy  to  bear  the  strains  involved.  Never¬ 
theless,  the  magnitude  of  the  demands  for  military  purposes  that  are 
now  foreseeable,  in  an  economy  which  is  already  operating  at  a  very 
high  level,  will  require  substantial  redirection  of  economic  resources. 

Under  the  program  for  increasing  military  strength  which  I  have 
outlined  above,  military  and  related  procurement  will  need  to  be 
expanded  at  a  more  rapid  rate  than  total  production  can  be  expanded. 
Some  materials  were  in  short  supply  even  before  the  Korean  situation 
developed.  The  steel  industry,  for  example,  was  operating  at  capac¬ 
ity  levels,  and  even  so  was  not  able  to  satisfy  all  market  demands. 
Some  other  construction  materials,  and  certain  other  products,  were 
also  under  pressure  and  their  prices  were  rising,  even  before  the  out¬ 
break  in  Korea. 

The  substantial  speed-up  of  military  procurement  will  intensify 
those  shortages.  Action  must  be  taken  to  insure  that  these  shortages 
do  not  interfere  with  or  delay  the  materials  and  the  supplies  needed 
for  the  national  defense. 

Further,  the  dollars  spent  now  for  military  purposes  will  have  a 
magnified  effect  upon  the  economy  as  a  whole,  since  they  will  be  added 
to  the  high  level  of  current  civilian  demand.  These  increased  pres¬ 
sures,  if  neglected,  could  drive  us  into  a  general  inflationary  situation. 
The  best  evidence  of  this  is  the  recent  price  advances  in  many  raw 
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materials  and  in  the  cost  of  living,  even  upon  the  mere  expectancy 
of  increased  military  outlays. 

In  these  circumstances  we  must  take  action  to  insure  that  the 
increased  national-defense  needs  will  be  met,  and  that  in  the  process 
we  do  not  bring  on  an  inflation,  with  its  resulting  hardship  for  every 
family. 

At  the  same  time  we  must  recognize  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  a 
number  of  years  to  support  continuing  defense  expenditures,  includ¬ 
ing  assistance  to  other  nations,  at  a  higher  level  than  we  had  pre¬ 
viously  planned.  Therefore,  the  economic  measures  we  take  now 
must  be  planned  and  used  in  such  a  manner  as  to  develop  and  maintain 
our  economic  strength  for  the  long  run  as  well  as  the  short  run. 

I  am  recommending  certain  legislative  measures  to  help  achieve 
these  objectives.  I  believe  that  each  of  them  should  be  promptly 
enacted.  We  must  be  sure  to  take  the  steps  that  are  necessary  now, 
or  we  shall  surely  be  required  to  take  much  more  drastic  steps  later  on. 

First,  we  should  adopt  such  direct  measures  as  are  now  necessary 
to  assure  prompt  and  adequate  supplies  of  goods  for  military  and 
essential  civilian  use.  I  therefore  recommend  that  the  Congress  now 
enact  legislation  authorizing  the  Government  to  establish  priorities 
and  allocate  materials  as  necessary  to  promote  the  national  security; 
to  limit  the  use  of  materials  for  nonessential  purposes;  to  prevent 
inventory  hoarding;  and  to  requisition  supplies  and  materials  needed 
for  the  national  defense,  particularly  excessive  and  unnecessary 
inventories.  >sns 

Second,  we  must  promptly  adopt  some  general  measures  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  the  growth  of  demand  caused  by  the  expansion  of  military 
programs  in  a  period  of  high  civilian  incomes.  I  am  directing  ail 
executive  agencies  to  conduct  a  detailed  review  of  Government  pro¬ 
grams,  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  them  wherever  practicable  to 
lessen  the  demand  upon  services,  commodities,  raw  materials,  man¬ 
power,  and  facilities  which  are  in  competition  with  those  needed  for 
national  defense.  The  Government,  as  well  as  the  public,  must 
exercise  great  restraint  in  the  use  of  those  goods  and  services  which 
are  needed  for  our  increased  defense  efforts. 

^s^evertlieless,  the  increased  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
DeTtmse,  plus  the  defense-related  appropriations  which  I  have  recently 
submitted  for  power  development  and  atomic  energy,  and  others 
which  will  be  necessary  for  such  purposes  as  stockpiling,  will  mean 
sharply  increased  Federal  expenditures.  For  this  reason  we  should 
increase  Federal  revenues  more  sharply  than  I  have  previously  recom¬ 
mended,  in  order  to  reduce  the  inflationary  effect  of  the  Government 
deficit. 

There  are  two  fundamental  principles  which  must  guide  us  in 
framing  measures  to  obtain  these  additional  revenues :  __ 

(a)  We  must  make  every  effort  to  finance  the  greatest  possible 
amount  of  needed  expenditures  by  taxation.  The  increase  of  taxes 
is  our  basic  weapon  in  offsetting  the  inflationary  pressures  exerted  by 
enlarged  Government  expenditures.  Heavier  taxes  will  make  general 
controls  less  necessary. 

( b )  We  must  provide  for  a  balanced  system  of  taxation  which 
makes  a  fair  distribution  of  the  tax  burden  among  the  different  groups 
of  individuals  and  business  concerns  in  the  Nation.  A  balanced 
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tax  program  should  also  have  as  a  major  aim  the  elimination  of 
profiteering. 

At  an  appropriate  time,  as  soon  as  the  necessary  studies  are  com¬ 
pleted,  I  shall  present  to  the  Congress  a  program  based  on  these 
principles  to  assure  the  financing  of  our  needs  in  a  manner  which  will 
be  fair  to  all  our  citizens,  which  will  help  prevent  inflation,  and  which 
will  maintain  the  fiscal  position  of  the  Nation  in  the  soundest  possible 
condition. 

As  a  further  important  safeguard  against  inflation,  we  shall  need 
to  restrain  credit  expansion.  I  recommend  that  the  Congress  now 
authorize  the  control  of  consumer  credit  and  credit  used  for  commodity 
speculation.  In  the  housing  field,  where  Government  credit  is  an 
important  factor,  I  have  directed  that  certain  available  credit  re¬ 
straints  be  applied,  and  I  recommend  that  further  controls  be  au¬ 
thorized,  particularly  to  restrain  expansion  of  privately  financed 
real-estate  credit.  These  actions  will  not  only  reduce  the  upward 
pressure  on  prices,  but  will  also  reduce  the  demand  for  certain  critical 
materials  which  are  required  for  the  production  of  military  equipment. 

Third,  we  must  take  steps  to  accelerate  and  increase  the  production 
of  essential  materials,  products,  and  services.  I  recommend,  therefore, 
that  the  Congress  authorize,  for  national-defense  purposes,  production 
loan  guaranties  and  loans  to  increase  production.  I  also  recommend 
that  the  Congress  authorize  the  making  of  long-term  contracts  and 
other  means  to  encourage  the  production  of  certain  materials  in 
short  supply. 

In  the  forthcoming  Midyear  Economic  Report,  I  shall  discuss  in 
greater  detail  the  current  economic  situation,  and  the  economic 
measures  which  I  have  recommended.  If  these  measures  are  made 
available  promptly,  and  firmly  administered,  I  believe  we  will  be  able 
to  meet  military  needs  without  serious  disruption  of  the  economy. 

If  we  are  to  be  successful,  there  must  be  sensible  and  restrained 
action  by  businessmen,  labor,  farmers,  and  consumers.  The  people  of 
this  country  know  the  seriousness  of  inflation,  and  will,  I  am  sure,  do 
everything  they  can  to  see  that  it  does  not  come  upon  us.  However, 
if  a  sharp  rise  in  prices  should  make  it  necessary,  I  shall  not  hesitate  to 
recommend  the  more  drastic  measures  of  price  control  and  rationing. 

The  hard  facts  of  the  present  situation  require  relentless  determina¬ 
tion  and  firm  action.  The  course  of  the  fighting  thus  far  in  Korea 
shows  that  we  can  expect  no  easy  solution  to  the  conflict  there.  We 
are  confronted  in  Korea  with  well-supplied,  well-led  forces  which  have 
been  long  trained  for  aggressive  action.  We  and  the  other  members 
of  the  United  Nations  who  have  joined  in  the  effort  to  restore  peace  in 
Korea  must  expect  a  hard  and  costly  military  operation. 

We  must  also  prepare  ourselves  better  to  fulfill  our  responsibilities 
toward  the  preservation  of  international  peace  and  security  against 
possible  further  aggression.  In  this  effort,  we  will  not  flinch  in  the 
face  of  danger  or  difficulty. 

The  free  world  has  made  it  clear,  through  the  United  Nations,  that 
lawless  aggression  will  be  met  with  force.  This  is  the  significance  of 
Korea — and  it  is  a  significance  whose  importance  cannot  be  over¬ 
estimated. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  predict  the  course  of  events.  But  I  am  sure 
that  those  who  have  it  in  their  power  to  unleash  or  withhold  acts  of 
armed  aggression  must  realize  that  new  recourse  to  aggression  in  the 
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world  today  might  well  strain  to  the  breaking  point  the  fabric  of 
world  peace. 

The  United  States  can  be  proud  of  the  part  it  has  played  in  the 
United  Nations  action  in  this  crisis.  We  can  be  proud  of  the  unhesi¬ 
tating  support  of  the  American  people  for  the  resolute  actions  taken 
to  halt  the  aggression  in  Korea  and  to  support  the  cause  of  world 
peace. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States,  by  its  strong,  bipartisan  support 
of  the  steps  we  are  taking  and  by  repeated  actions  in  support  of 
international  cooperation,  has  contributed  most  vitally  to  the  cause 
of  peace.  The  expressions  of  support  which  have  been  forthcoming 
from  the  leaders  of  both  political  parties  for  the  actions  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  of  the  United  Nations  in  dealing  with  the  present  crisis, 
have  buttressed  the  firm  morale  of  the  entire  free  world  in  the  face  of 
this  challenge. 

The  American  people,  together  with  other  free  peoples,  seek  a  new 
era  in  world  affairs.  We  seek  a  world  where  all  men  may  live  in  peace 
and  freedom,  with  steadily  improving  living  conditions,  under  gov¬ 
ernments  of  their  own  free  choice. 

For  ourselves,  we  seek  no  territory  or  domination  over  others.  We 
are  determined  to  maintain  our  democratic  institutions  so  that  Ameri¬ 
cans  now  and  in  the  future  can  enjoy  personal  liberty,  economic  op¬ 
portunity,  and  political  equality.  We  are  concerned  with  advancing 
our  prosperity  and  our  well-being  as  a  nation,  but  we  know  that  our 
future  is  inseparably  joined  with  the  future  of  other  free  peoples. 

We  will  follow  the  course  we  have  chosen  with  courage  and  with 
faith,  because  we  carry  in  our  hearts  the  flame  of  freedom.  We  are 
fighting  for  liberty  and  for  peace — and  with  God’s  blessing  we  shall 
succeed. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  July  19,  1950. 
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Rinance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
r'K(:ord,  as  follows: 

lereas  there  is  to  be  an  International 
Trade\Conference,  to  be  held  in  Tonquay, 
England,  in  September  of  this  year,  at 
which  l(k  delegates  from  17  countries  will 
meet  to  discuss  reducing  reciprocal  tariff 
rates;  and 

Whereas  tl\  price  of  dairy  products  has 
already  been  reduced  about  30  percent  in  the 
last  2  years  and 

Whereas  the  t£nf  on  oleomargarine  has 
been  removed;  and 

Whereas,  already,  rhany  foreign  countries, 
because  of  the  high  vXlue  of  the  American 
dollar,  are  shipping  all  Njeir  dairy  products 
to  this  country;  and 
Whereas  the  same  countries  which  are 
flooding  our  markets  with,  their  dairy 
products,  are  for  their  own  domestic  use, 
importing  oleomargarine  from  t\e  southern 
countries; 

Therefore  we,  the  members  of  the  Pine 
Rock  Grange,  ask  you  to  contact  this  dele¬ 
gates,  who  will  represent  the  United  Spates 
at  this  meeting,  and  urge  them  to  opposesthe 
lowering  of  tariffs  on  dairy  products  ship; 
to  this  country, 

Milton  Haug, 

Master, 
Mrs.  Addie  Lundin, 

Secretary. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RAILWAY  LABOR  ACT- 
RESOLUTION  OF  CARVER  CAVE  LODGE, 
NO.  4,  BROTHERHOOD  OF  RAILWAY 
CARMEN,  ST.  PAUL,  MINN. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  for  appropriate  reference  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  unani¬ 
mously  adopted  by  Carver  Cave  Lodge, 
No.  4,  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Railway 
Carmen,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  in  support  of  S. 
3295,  a  bill  of  which  I  am  a  cosponsor, 
providing  for  a  union  shop  under  the 
terms  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Carver  Cave  Lodge,  No.  4, 

Brotherhood  Railway  Carmen 

op  America, 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  July  5,  1950. 
The  Honorable  H.  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator;  At  our  last  regular  meet-, 
ing  the  following  resolution  was  unanimous¬ 
ly  adopted;  / 

“Whereas  all  pay  increases  in  the  pail  30 
years  that  the  railroad  worker  has  received, 
has  been  gotten  for  him  by  his  unjhn;  and 
“Whereas  the  retirement  plan  noW  enjoyed 
by  thousands  of  railroad  men,  was  put  into 
law  through  the  insistence  of/the  railroad 
unions;  and  / 

“Whereas  the  working  conditions  on  the 
railroads  were  improved  through  the  unions; 
and  V 

“Whereas  we  have  mefi  who  do  not  belong 
or  contribute  one  centffor  all  the  above  bene¬ 
fits  to  any  union;  apd 

“Whereas  these  jhen  work  side  by  side  with 
the  union  men,  Who  throug  union  dues  have 
gained  all  these'  improvements;  and 

“Whereas  we  have  100  percent  union  mem¬ 
bership  on /the  Milwaukee  Railroad  at  St. 
Paul:  Therefore,  be  it 

"ResoWed,  That  we  unanimously  endorse 
the  unfon-shop  bill,  which  is  now  before 
Congjjfess;  and  therefore,  be  it  further 

Zesolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
b^sent  to  our  Senators  urging  their  support 
Senate  bill  3265.” 


Trusting  you  will  give  your  favorable  at¬ 
tention  to  this  resolution,  and  with  best 
wishes,  I  am, 

Walter  F.  Meihofer, 
Recording  Secretary. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  O’MAHONEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs; 

S.  3832.  A  bill  to  approve  a  contract  negoti¬ 
ated  with  the  Ogden  River  Water  Users’  As¬ 
sociation,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and  for 
other  purposes;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2103);  and 

S.  3833.  A  bill  to  approve  a  contract  nego¬ 
tiated  with  the  South  Cache  Water  Users’ 
Association,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and 
for  other  purposes;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2104). 

By  Mr.  LEHMAN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

H.  R.  4942.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  collection 
and  disbursement  of  moneys  realized  from 
leases  made  by  the  Seneca  Nation  of  Indians 
of  New  York,  and  for  other  purposes;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  2105). 

By  Mr.  FREAR,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
istrict  of  Columbia: 

S.  3659.  A  bill  to  amend  title  IV  of  the  Dis-i 
trtet  of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937, 
ametaded,  so  as'  to  provide  for  the  issuanceyCf 
dealers’  identification  tags  for  use  on  trailers, 
to  provide  for  the  revocation  and  suspension 
of  dealdns’  registration  and  identification 
tags,  to  change  the  fee  for  dealers ’/identifi¬ 
cation  tagsvto  provide  for  the  i^uance  of 
temporary  idWitification  tags,  and  for  other 
purposes;  withVmendments  (R)£pt.  No.  2106). 

By  Mr.  LANGBJt,  from  thq^Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

S.  2614.  A  bill  th^ relief  of  O.  O. 

Haugen;  with  an  mpejMment  (Rept.  No. 
2107). 

BILLS  INJK&DUCED 

Bills  were  inti^duceaV  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  ifnanimoiX  consent,  the 
second  time,  gmd  referred  at  follows: 

(Mr.  MAl^ANK  introduced^fienate  bill 
3936,  to  estsfblish  a  system  of  priorities  and 
allocation^  for  materials  and  facilities, 
authorize the  requisitioning  thereof /Provide 
financial  assistance  for  expansion  of  produc¬ 
tive  Opacity  and  supply,  strengthen  \on- 
trob#’  over  credit,  regulate  speculation  \n 
commodity  exchanges,  and  by  these  measure 
facilitate  the  production  of  goods  and  serv- 
-ices  necessary  for  the  national  security,  and 
/  for’ other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
and  appears  under  a  separate  heading.) 

(Mr.  TYDINGS  introduced  Senate  bill  3937, 
to  authorize  the  President  to  extend  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  appears  under  a  sepa¬ 
rate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  HOLLAND: 

S.  3938.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harriet  T. 
Johnston;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 

S.  3939.  A  bill  to  suspend  restrictions  on 
the  authorized  personnel  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  3940.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  E. 
Turri  and  Edward  H.  Turri;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TOBEY: 

S.3941.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
Stokvis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PEPPER: 

S.  3942.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  F.  Hom- 
burger;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  WILEY: 

S.  3943.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wang  Chi*’ 
Yuan;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
By  Mr.  HUMPHREY:  7 

S.  3944.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Satoko 
Matsushima  Hoglund;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

BIPARTISAN  SENATORIAL  COMMISSION 
ON  DISLOYALTY  AND  SECURITY 

Mr.  LODGE  submitted /the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  3 10 )y Which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  :  / 

Resolved,  That  ( a )  /tv it h  a  view  to  ascer¬ 
taining  the  facts  witjf  respect  to  disloyalty  on 
the  part  of  employes  of  the  Department  of 
State  and  security  of  the  Department  against 
foreign  penetration  and  taking  appropriate 
action  with  respect  thereto,  there  is  hereby 
established  *  bipartisan  senatorial  commis¬ 
sion  to  be^nown  as  the  Commission  on  Dis¬ 
loyalty  j#Sd  Security  (in  this  resolution  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “Commission”)  to  be  com¬ 
posed.^  eight  members  appointed  as  follows: 

(If  Two  members  who  are  Senators,  one 
frgfti  each  of  the  two  major  political  parties, 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
Senate; 

(2)  Three  members  from  private  life  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate; 

(3)  Three  members  from  private  life  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  minority 
leader  of  the  Senate. 

(b)  The  six  members  of  the  Commission 
who  are  not  Members  of  the  Senate  shall 
be  chosen  from  a  panel  submitted  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  comprised  of 
persons  who  as  a  result  of  training,  experi¬ 
ence,  and  attainments  are  exceptionally  qual¬ 
ified  to  ascertain  the  facts  with  respect  to 
the  matters  referred  to  in  subsection  (a)  and 
to  make  recommendations  with  respect  there¬ 
to. 

(c)  All  appointees  to  the  Commission  shall 
be  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

(d)  The  persons  recommended  by  the 
majority  leader  of  the  Senate  shall  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Senators  of 
the  majority- conference,  and  the  persons 
recommended  by  the  minority  leader  of  the 
Senate  shall  be  approved  by  a  majority  vote 
of  the  Senators  of  the  minority  conference. 

(e)  Any  vacancy  in  the  Commission  shall 
not  affect  its  powers,  but  shall  be  filled  in 
the  same  manner  in  which  the  original 
appointment  was  made. 

.(f)  The  Commission  shall  elect  a  Chair¬ 
man  and  a  Vice  Chairman  from  among  its 
menders. 

(gXflve  members  of  the  Commission  shall 
constitlrte  a  quorum. 

Sec.  2\a)  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are 
members  >of  the  Commission  shall  serve 
without  condensation  in  addition  to  that 
received  for  >heir  services  as  Senators;  but 
they  shall  be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsist¬ 
ence,  and  otherXsecessary  expenses  incurred 
by  them  in  the  performance  of  the  duties 
vested  in  the  Commission. 

(b)  The  members  ’trom  private  life  shall 
each  receive  $50  per  diem  when  engaged  in 
the  performance  of  dutieW  vested  in  the  Com¬ 
mission,  plus  reimbursement  for  travel,  sub¬ 
sistence,  and  other  necessary  expenses  in¬ 
curred  by  them  in  the  performance  of  such, 
duties. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  th\resolution, 
the  Commission,  or  any  duly  rmthorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  (1)  to 
appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  such 
experts,  consultants,  and  clerical  and  Steno¬ 
graphic  assistants  as  it  deems  necessaryPand 
advisable,  but  the  compensation  so  fix^d 
shall  not  exceed  the  compensation  prescribe^ 
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under  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  for  com¬ 
parable  duties;  and  (21  to  hold  such  hear¬ 
ings;  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places; 
to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents; 
to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testi¬ 
mony;  to  have  such  printing  and  binding 
done;  and  to,  make  such  expenditures  as  it 
deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  stenographic 
services  in  reporting  hearings  shall  not  be 
in  excess  of  25  cents  per  100  words.  Sub- 
penas  shall  be  issVed  under  the  signature 
of  the  Chairman  or  apy  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  designated  by  hr'  n  and  shall  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  the 
Chairman  or  any  such  member. 

Sec.  4.  (a)  The  Commission  shall  study 
and  investigate  fully  charge^pf  disloyalty  on 
the  part  of  persons  who'  have  been  or  are 
now  employed  by  the  Department  of  State. 
All  proceedings  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
conducted  in  secret. 

(b)  Upon  concluding  its  study  arf^  inves¬ 
tigation,  the  Commission  shall  make V  pub¬ 
lic  announcement  of  its  findings  on  or  ^fter 
December  1,  1950,  and  shall  make  a  reppit 
thereon  to  the  Senate  with  such  recommen¬ 
dations  as  it  deems  advisable.  Such  report^ 
may  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
if  the  Senate  is  not  in  session.  Upon  the 
submission  of  such  report  the  Commission 
shall  cease  to  exist. 

Sec.  5.  The  expenses  of  the  Commission 
under  this  resolution,  which  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $ - ,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contin¬ 

gent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers 
signed  by  the  Chairman. 

AMENDMENT  OF  HATCH  ACT- 
AMENDMENT 

Mr.  TYDINGS  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (S.  3873)  to  amend  the  Hatch 
Act,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS — AMEND¬ 
MENTS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Ives)  submitted  amendments  in¬ 
tended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  jointly, 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7783)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  were  or¬ 
dered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey  submitted' 
an  amendment  intended  to  be  propose1?! 
by  him  to  the  amendment  intended  tsnoe 
proposed  by  Mr.  Ertdges  (for  himsel/and 
other  Senators)  to  House  bill  77S6^upra, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  l^mle  and 
to  be  printed.  / 

Mr.  WATKINS  (for  himself,  Mr.  Mc- 
Carran,  and  Mr.  Kerr)  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to„toe  proposed  by 
them,  jointly,  to  House  bill  7786,  supra, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

HOUSE  BILLS  ANj?  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The  following  bills  and  joint  resolu¬ 
tions  were  severally  read  twice  by  their 
titles,  and  Tef erred,  as  indicated: 

H.  R.  6223.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  ad¬ 
mission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  of  James  Ermini; 

H.  R.  6386.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos 
Chen,  a  native  of  Jamaica,  British  West  In¬ 
dies; 

H.  R.  6746.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helena 
Jange  Chinn; 
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H.  R.  6332.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Choko 
Nishlda; 

H.  R.  7370.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kiyoko 
S.  Barr  and  Harue  Barr; 

H.  R.  7683.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Nicola  Di  Palma; 

H.  R.  7919.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Yukiko  Yoshii  French  and  her  son; 

H.  R.  8093.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Regolo 
Gagliacco  and  his  wife,  Gina; 

H.  R.  8383.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Gerald  Goodwin;  , 

H.  R.  8473.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kimiko 
Tomita; 

H.  R.  8558.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kimiko 
Yamaguchi; 

H.  R.  8684.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Yumiko  Kawai  Misanin  and  her  daughter, 
Maria  Mari  Misanin; 

H.  R.  8740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erika 
Kuhn; 

H.  R.  8742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Tokiko  Amano  Roloson; 

H.  R.  8780.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leila  M. 
Dodd; 

H.  R.  8826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yaeko 
Nakajima; 

H.  R.  8918.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
Rynik  Baran;  and 

H.R.  8973.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  ArchL 
bald  Walter  Campbell  Seymour;  to  the  Con/- 
llttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

„  l.  6697.  An  act  authorizing  the  issu¬ 
ance  W  a  patent  in  fee  to  Howard  H.  Jfloran; 

H.  R '€358.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  flae  Interior  to  issue  a  patent  in  fee 
to  FrancisVLee  Edwards; 

H.  R.  7017.' Jin  act  authorizing;  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  /  patent  in  fee 
to  Edgar  S.  Bighaan;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  487.  Joint  resolution  to  confirm 
title  in  fee  simple  Sn  Joshua  Britton  to  cer¬ 
tain  lands  in  Jefferaour  County,  Ill.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interift:  and  Insular  Affairs. 

HAPPENINGS  IN  WASHINGTON— ADDRESS 

by  senator  Martin 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  andSpbtained  lea 
to  have  prinJed  in  the  Recohd  a  radio  ad 
dress  entitled  "Happenings  in  Washington,] 
delivered  Jiy  him  on  July  17,  1650,  whiejj 
appears  i £  the  Appendix. 

PROPOSED  LEGISLATION  INTRODUCE! 
BY  SENATOR  WILEY  \ 

Ir.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave\tc 
[ive  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  prfe-l 
pared  by  him  as  to  the  proposed  legislation! 
introduced  by  him  in  the  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  GUATEMALAN  CRISIS— ARTICLE 
FROM  READER’S  DIGEST 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by 
J.  P.  McEvoy  entitled  "Trouble  in  Our  Own 
Back  Yard,”  published  in  the  Reader’s  Digest 
for  August  1950,  and  an  article  from  the 
La  Crosse  (Wis.)  Register,  which  appear  in 
the  Appendix.] 

THE  DAIRY  AND  BROOM  INDUSTRIES — 

ARTICLES  FROM  NEBRASKA  ON  THE 

MARCH 

[Mr.  BUTLER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  two  articles  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  July  issue  of  Nebraska  On  the 
March,  one  relating  to  the  dairy  industry 
and  the  other  to  the  Deshler  broom  factory, 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

VOICE  OF  THE  WORLD— EDITORIAL  FROM 
THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES 

[Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  "Voice  of  the  World,”  published  in  the 
New  York  Times  of  July  15,  1950,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 


ADDRESS  BY  MICHAEL  TIERNEY  IN  CON¬ 
FERRING  DEGREE  ON  DR.  JOSEPH  E. 
CARRIGAN,  OF  VERMONT 

/ 

[Mr.  AIKEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  the  address  de¬ 
livered  by  Michael  Tierney,  vice /chancelor 
of  the  National  University  of  Ireland,  on 
the  occasion  of  conferring  titfe  degree  of 
doctor  of  economic  science  onf  Dr.  Joseph  E. 
Carrigan,  Administrator  of  jfiCA  in  Ireland, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ST.  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY 

[Mr.  AIKEN  asked  /nd  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  thW Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “The  St.  Lawrence  Seaway,”  written 
by  Senator  Yov/a  and  published  in  the 
Dakota  Farmer />i  June  3,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendixy 

EFFECTS  OF  INFLATION  ON  BUSINESS — 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  WHERRY 

[Mr.  TOEERY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  by 
hims&f  on  inflation  broadcast  July  18,  1950, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RADIO  BROADCAST  BY  SENATOR 
WVTKINS 

[Mr.  WATKINS  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  broad¬ 
cast  made  by  him  over  Utah  stations  on  July 
17,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

WATER  RESOURCES  OF  -NEW  MEXICO— 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  ANDERSON 

* 

[Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  address, 
dealing  with  the  water  resources  of  New 
Mexico,  delivered  by  him  on  July  16,  1950, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  BRAZILIAN  NAVY  IN  WORLD  WAR 
II— ARTICLE  BY  HOMER  C.  VOTAW 

[Mr.  ANEERSON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “The  Brazilian  Navy  in  World  War  n,” 
by  Homer  C.  Votaw,  which  appears  in  the 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  clerk  continue  to  read  the 
bill  for  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  246, 
line  5,  under  the  heading  “General  in¬ 
vestigations,”  to  strike  out  “$5,150,000” 
and  to  insert  “$6,500,000.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  will  be  in  order.  Those  who 
are  compelled  to  leave  the  galleries  will 
do  so  quietly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  rose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  desire  recognition 
on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  May  I  inquire 
what  page  of  the  bill  we  are  considering? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Page  246, 
line  5. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  degree  of  noise  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber,  I  do  not  believe  many  Senators  heard 
the  clerk  when  he  read  the  committee 
amendment,  and  I  wondered  if  we  could 
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not  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
that  amendment,  instead  of  treating  it 
as  having  been  agreed  to? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
anounced  that  without  objection  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  wishes  recognition  on  the  amend¬ 
ment,  the  Chair  will  withdraw  the  an¬ 
nouncement.  The  Senate  will  please  be 
in  order. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  House  appropriated 
$5,150,000  for  general  investigations  and 
planning  on  the  part  of  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  I  may  point  out  that  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Senate  hearings,  on  page 
541,  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  al¬ 
ready  a  substantial  carry-over  fx-om  pre¬ 
vious  appropriations  for  this  purpose. 
This  amount  was  stated  as  approximate¬ 
ly  a  million  dollars,  although  it  may  be 
that  later  testimony  indicated  that  there 
might  be  some  downward  adjustment  in 
that  figure. 

Furthermore,  the  Missouri  Basin  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Bureau  include 
about  three  and  one-half  millions  dol¬ 
lars  for  planning,  as  is  seen  on  page  149 
of  the  Senate  committee  report.  It  is 
labeled  “phase  C.”  The  Bureau  there¬ 
fore  already  has  about  a  million  dollars, 
so  far  as  we  can  tell,  and  if  the  Missouri 
Basin  appropriations  are  agreed  to,  there 
will  be  a  further  $3,500,000.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  has  now  increased  the 
House  appropriation  from  $5,150,000  to 
$6,500,000,  or  an  increase  of  $1,350,000. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  just  heard  read 
a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  asking  an  appropriation 
of  $10,000,000,000  for  military  purposes. 
This  in  itself  would  be  extremely  seri¬ 
ous,  but  we  know  it  will  be  followed,  in 
all  probability,  by  additional  requests 
for  appropriations.  Yet  here  we  are  ap¬ 
parently  going  on  with  business  as  usual, 
carrying  out  elaborate  and  increasing 
investigations  for  further  reclamation 
and  power  projects  which  we  know  in 
our  hearts,  if  we  are  to  carry  out  the 
duty  imposed  upon  us,  will  be  postponed 
or  not  put  into  effect. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  as  we  are 
considering  measures  to  adjust  the  ci¬ 
vilian  economy  of  the  country  to  the  new 
tasks  imposed  by  the  military  situation 
we  should  gear  our  own  actions  now  to 
accomplish  the  same  result,  and  this  is 
a  pretty  good  place  to  begin.  Here  is 
where  we  can  save  $1,350,000  to  begin 
with. 

These  plans  are  merely  the  beginning. 
First,  provision  is  made  for  planning; 
then  come  authorizations ;  and  then 
come  appropriations.  So  we  are  starting 
upstream  on  a  series  of  gigantic  projects 
to  help  the  engineers  and  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  spend  not  merely  millions 
of  dollars,  but  literally  billions  of  dollars, 
on  the  projects  they  already  have  on  the 
drawing  boards.  And  they  want  to  get 
the  drawing  boards  ready  for  still  fur¬ 
ther  projects. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  very  much  that 
the  Senate  will  reconsider  its  action, 
which  was  taken  m  great  haste,  and  that 
it  rfi!  sustain  the  House  figure  of 
$5,150,000. 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  take 
it  from  what  the  Senator  has  just  said 
that  he  believes  that  in  the  past  we  have 
made  a  great  mistake  by  developing  rec¬ 
lamation  and  hydroelectric  projects.  The 
Senator  may  remember  that  it  was  the 
Reclamation  Service  that  built  the  Grand 
Coulee  Dam.  If  we  had  not  had  the  plans 
for  it  it  could  not  have  been  built.  The 
Senator  knows  that  most  of  the  money, 
when  actually  expended,  goes  into  hydro¬ 
electric  projects. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  will  further 
remember  that  in  the  days  of  the  depres¬ 
sion  we  did  not  have  any  such  plans, 
and  because  of  the  lack  of  plans  there 
arose  the  necessity  for  WPA.  So  we 
spent  more  money  on  inconsequential 
projects,  and  added  nothing  much  to  the 
life  of  the  Nation,  simply  because  of  the 
lack  of  information.  The  Budget  Bu¬ 
reau’s  estimate,  recommended  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  is  $7,- 
800,000.  The  committee  has  not  allowed 
that  much,  but  has  cut  it  more  than  $1,- 
000,000.  We  always  have  difficulty  with 
these  appropriations  because  of  misun¬ 
derstandings  respecting  them. 

First,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator 
to  know  that  $500,000  of  this  money  is 
not  taxpayers’  money  at  all.  It  comes 
from  the  money  collected  from  the  Boul¬ 
der  Canyon  project  and  is  expendable  in 
that  Colorado  River  area.  The  remain¬ 
der  of  the  money,  all  except  some  $200,- 
000,  is  reimbursable.  That  is,  it  is  not 
going  to  be  an  ultimate  loss  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

I  cannot  understand  how  at  any  stage 
of  the  proceedings  any  person  can  deter¬ 
mine  that  we  should  not  have  plans  so 
that  we  may  know  what  we  are  doing. 
Without  plans  we  will  simply  be  working 
in  the  dark,  and  all  of  a  sudden,  when 
the  demand  comes,  we  will  have  to  take 
quick  action,  and,  as  a  result,  make  many 
mistakes.  My  judgment  is  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  is  a  sound  one  and  in  a  proper 
amount,  and  that  the  Senate  should  al¬ 
low  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  point 
out  that  the  budget  estimates  were  pre¬ 
pared  in  December  1949,  and  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress  on  the  3d  of 
January  1950.  They  are,  therefore,  at 
least  7  months  behind  time,  and  in  the 
past  7  months  many  things  have  hap¬ 
pened,  particularly  in  the  3J/2  weeks  since 
the  North  Koreans  went  south  of  the 
thirty-eighth  parallel.  What  we  are  hav¬ 
ing  now  is  widespread  police  action  in 
South  Korea,  and  the  President  has  just 
asked  for  $10,000,000,000. 

I  say  to  my  colleagues  that  if  we  have 
to  appropriate  $10,000,000,000  to  drive 
the  North  Koreans  back  and  to  prepare 
our  defenses  for  other  points — and  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  do  it,  and  the  country 
is  ready  to  do  it — it  is  time  that  we 
trimmed  ordinary  civilian  expenditures, 
and  I  submit  that  here  is  a  very  good 
place  to  trim. 

We  are  already  appropriating  large 
sums  for  planning.  Last  year  we  appro¬ 
priated,  as  I  remember,  $100,000,000  for 
plans  to  be  drawn  in  the  event  a  depres¬ 
sion  should  occur.  We  have  made  large 
authorizations  in  various  parts  of  the 


budget  for  planning.  According  to  a 
chart  in  the  hearings,  we  already  have 
nearly  $1,000,000  carried  over  from  last 
year.  Then  there  are  the  Missouri  Basin 
planning  appropriations  of  three  and 
one-half  million  dollars.  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  that  planning  be  cut  out  entirely. 

I  think  we  ought  to  reduce  it  to  a  mini¬ 
mum  in  view  of  the  national  emergency. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  should  be'  consistent.  He  should 
move  to  cut  the  amount  much  below 
what  the  House  allowed  in  this  case. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  perfectly  will¬ 
ing  to  make  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  should  be  consistent;  he  should  do 
that  all  the  way  through  the  bill.  I  may 
remind  him  that  at  the  beginning  of  the 
last  war  when  I  had  charge  of  the 
Interior  Department  appropriation  bill, 
it  looked  like  we  were  going  to  get  into 
war.  I  said  I  wanted  the  Senate  to  un¬ 
derstand  and  the  country  to  understand 
that  the  appropriations  in  that  bill  were 
all  subject  to  review  in  case  the  money 
was  needed  elsewhere.  The  President 
did  impound  the  money,  and,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  the  President  will  do  the  same 
thing  again. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Why  should  we  de¬ 
pend  on  Executive  action?  Why  do  we 
not  have  power  of  independent  judgment 
in  this  matter? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Because  we  are  acting 
today.  The  President  can  act  tomor¬ 
row  and  the  next  day  as  the  occasion 
requires. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  We  know  that  there 
is  a  full-scale  war  in  South  Korea.  We 
know  that  we  are  going  to  spend  $10,000,- 
000,000  at  a  minimum.  We  know,  in 
view  of  that  situation,  that  we  should 
curtail  on  civilian  expenditures.  Here  is 
an  item  for  future  planning  for  public 
works  which  in  all  probability  will  not 
be  carried  out  for  years,  if  at  all. 

Why  is  not  this  a  chance  to  show  the 
country  that  we  want  to  make  some  sav¬ 
ings?  Why  should  we  always  make  ap¬ 
propriations  and  then  depend  on  the 
President  to  take  the  rap  in  making  the 
cut? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  it  is  a  question  of 
making  a  showing,  that  is  one  thing.  If 
it  is  a  question  of  doing  a  sane  piece  of 
business,  to  undertake  proper  planning, 
that  is  another  thing.  I  insist  that  the 
appropriation  should  not  be  reduced. 

Mr.  MAGNUSCN.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  only  in  the  hope  that  I  can  clear  up 
for  the  Record  a  false  impression  which 
may  have  been  created  by  the  colloquy 
relating  to  planning  developments,  par¬ 
ticularly  for  power.  When  anyone  sug¬ 
gests  that  in  any  all-out  war  effort  power 
is  not  just  as  important  as  a  tank,  a 
gun,  or  an  airplane,  he  is  under  a  mis¬ 
apprehension.  The  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona,  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
pointed  out  that  had  it  not  been  for 
the  great  power  dams  on  the  Columbia 
River  and  in  the  Tennessee  Valley, 
World  War  II  probably  would  have  last¬ 
ed  many,  many  months  longer  than  it 
did.  Had  it  not  been  for  the  hydroelec¬ 
tric  power  projects  which  were  begun 
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back  in  the  1930’s,  over  the  opposition  of 
man}'  Members  of  Congress,  who  said  we 
should  not  plan  these  things — but,  nev¬ 
ertheless,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  and  the 
administration  went  ahead  with  the 
work  and  started  the  construction — had 
it  not  been  for  the  power  resulting  from 
that  construction  we  would  be  10  years 
behind  in  atomic  development. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  when  we  in 
Congress  in  the  future  or  during  the 
present  emergency  discuss  the  question 
of  whether  we  shall  limit,  as  we  should, 
expenditures  for  nonessential  purposes, 
that  is  production  for  purely  domestic 
needs  as  compared  with  military  needs, 
we  will,  in  the  light  of  experience,  place 
the  development  of  hydroelectric  power 
in  the  category  of  a  purely  military  item. 

The  President  even  today  in  his  mes¬ 
sage,  when  he  pointed  out  what  we  must 
spend  for  this  war,  and  for  what  may 
happen,  makes  the  situation  clear.  I 
quote  from  his  message  : 

Nevertheless,  the  increased  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Defense,  plus  the 
defense-related  appropriations  which  I  have 
recently  submitted  for  power  development 
and  atomic  energy,  and  others  which  will 
be  necessary  for  such  purposes  as  stock¬ 
piling — 

And  so  on,  and  so  forth.  In  other 
words,  he  urges  that  the  amount  of 
money  we  have  to  spend  in  this  emer¬ 
gency  should  not  affect  in  any  way  our 
planning  for  power,  reclamation,  and  the 
internal  development  of  our  country. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  at  the  present  moment  there  is  a 
shortage  of  hydroelectric  power  in  vari¬ 
ous  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  if 
that  shortage  continues  during  the  effort 
to  rearm  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  carry 
on  the  program? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  points  out  in  his  message  of  today 
that  it  is  not  only  the  Korean  matter 
that  should  be  considered,  but  that  it 
looks  like  a  long-time  operation  in  order 
to  stamp  out  the  ideologies  of  commu¬ 
nism  in  the  world.  That  may  last  for  a 
long  time.  During  that  time  we  must 
keep  our  armament  up  to  the  point  where 
it  is  sufficient  to  do  the  job  for  ourselves 
and  the  United  Nations.  Part  of  what 
is  necessary  to  do  the  job  is  power.  For 
instance,  one-half  of  all  our  aluminum, 
which  is  most  vital  in  any  modern  war¬ 
fare,  in  the  building  of  airplanes,  and  for 
other  purposes,  must  be  developed  by 
power.  Without  Grand  Coulee  it  would 
be  impossible  to  have  the  atomic  energy 
plant  at  Hanford.  Without  Grand 
Coulee  we  could  not  produce  one-fifth 
of  the  aluminum  we  are  now  producing; 
and  without  Bonneville,  we  could  not 
produce  the  power  which  is  needed  there. 
Two  more  pot  lines  are  being  installed  at 
the  aluminum  plant,  Mr,  President. 

So  if  we  begin  to  reduce  expenditures, 
I  hope  we  do  not  cut  out  the  real  heart 
of  our  production,  which  is  cheap  hydro¬ 
electric  power. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  dislike  very  much  to  enter  this 
discussion,  but  I  cannot  remain  silent 
under  the  circumstances.  I  wish  to  re¬ 


late  a  little  of  American  history  with 
which  all  Members  of  the  Senate  are 
familiar. 

During  the  debate  on  the  strategic 
materials  bill,  a  bill  introduced  in  Con¬ 
gress  many  years  ago,  a  great  Senator, 
who  became  a  vital  leader  in  the  war 
effort,  made  a  strong  plea  for  economy. 
He  was  opposed  to  entering  upon  a  great 
program  of  stockpiling,  and  he  asked  the 
Senate  not  to  do  the  things  which  I  had 
said  would  be  essential  if  we  got  into 
war.  I  had  stated  that  America  was  in 
a  perilous  condition.  The  Senator  who 
opposed  me  prevailed,  however,  with  the 
result  that  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a 
bill  providing  for  a  125,000,0(30  expendi¬ 
ture  for  the  beginning  of  our  stockpil¬ 
ing  program  was  reduced  to  $25,000,000 
That  step  was  taken  by  the  Senate  be¬ 
cause  Senators  were  economy-minded. 

However,  when  the  bill  went  to  con¬ 
ference,  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
House  were  adamant;  and  the  final  re¬ 
sult  was  that  the  full  amount  was  pro¬ 
vided.  That  bill  was  enacted  and  went 
on  the  statute  books  in  time  of  peace. 

It  was  most  important  to  have  that 
bill  enacted  into  law  and  to  have  that 
program  available,  for  the  minute  Hitler 
moved  into  Poland — and  this  is  history 
which  has  not  been  related  very  often — ■ 
the  Russian  organizations  in  the  United 
States  started  to  purchase  our  rubber. 
Rubber  jumped  300  percent  in  price  in 
one  day,  and  it  looked  as  if  all  the  avail¬ 
able  rubber  on  our  market  would  become 
controlled  by  a  foreign  government. 

At  that  time  there  was  in  operation  in 
the  world  a  consortium  for  the  control 
of  rubber.  It  had  a  representative  in 
New  York,  representing  the  governments 
of  Great  Britain,  Holland,  and  France. 
That  representative  came  to  Washington 
and  told  me  what  was  happening.  There 
was  nothing  which  could  be  done  under 
the  law  to  meet  the  necessities  of  that 
situation;  but  immediately  following  a 
call  to  the  White  House,  we  promised 
that  in  the  first  military  bill  which  came 
before  the  Senate  there  would  be  includ¬ 
ed  an  embargo  on  the  exportation  of 
rubber.  The  result  was  that  the  price 
of  rubber  was  brought  down.  However, 
what  we  were  most  concerned  with  was 
to  have  available  an  adequate  supply  of 
rubber.  Therefore,  before  the  embargo 
was  imposed,  I  secured  a  promise  that 
the  rubber  quota  for  the  United  States 
would  be  doubled  for  that  year  and  would 
be  tripled  for  the  next  year,  and  that 
all  the  rubber  then  at  our  disposal  would 
be  shipped  at  once  to  the  United  States. 
Mr.  President,  this  is  the  part  of  the 
story  which  I  wish  to  emphasize  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Senate  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States:  If  on  December  7, 
1941,  the  Japanese  had  been  able  to  cap¬ 
ture  that  rubber  when  it  was  on  the  high 
seas,  in  shipment  to  the  United  States, 
they  would  have  crippled  the  United 
States  Government  far  more  than  they 
were  able  to  do  by  the  destruction  of 
most  of  our  fleet  at  Pearl  Harbor. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  strength  of  our  country,  we  must  not 
rely  solely  on  the  military  or  on  our  man¬ 
ufacturers.  Of  course,  agriculture,  rec¬ 
lamation,  and  power,  are  most  impor¬ 
tant;  but  we  cannot  have  adequate 


strength  unless  we  maintain  sufficient 
long-range  programs.  All  the  people  of 
the  United  States  benefit,  either  direct¬ 
ly  or  indirectly,  from  such  programs.  If 
those  programs  are  curtailed,  our  econ¬ 
omy  suffers;  attacks  on  such  programs 
are  attacks  at  the  very  heart  and  soul 
of  the  economy  of  the  United  States. 
Curtailments  in  such  programs  reduce 
the  strength  of  our  soldiers  in  the  field. 

Only  yesterday  the  comment  was  made 
that  the  war  now  going  on  in  Korea  is 
the  silliest  war  ever  waged,  because  our 
men  armed  with  rifles  are  being  sent 
to  repel  heavy  tanks.  Of  course,  such 
a  situation  seems  preposterous.  It 
comes  about  because  of  a  lack  of  plan¬ 
ning  and  a  lack  of  understanding. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  criticizing 
anyone  in  this  connection,  but  in  con¬ 
sidering  what  action  the  Congress  should 
take,  at  least  let  us  realize  that  if  we 
attempt  to  save  a  dollar  or  two  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  long-range  programs, 
we  are  likely  at  the  same  time  to  de¬ 
stroy  our  strength  which  has  been  built 
up  as  a  result  of  the  expenditure  of 
millions  and  millions  of  dollars.  If  that 
happens  our  whole  defense  effort  and 
all  that  we  are  trying  to  do  in  the  world 
will  fail,  and  at  the  same  time  the  Amer¬ 
ican  economy  will  collapse.  After  all, 
what  more  does  any  enemy  of  the  United 
States  want  than  to  have  our  economy 
collapse? 

Mr.  President,  upon  what  does  the 
strength  of  the  West  depend  except  on 
its  ordinary  economy,  which  has  been 
developed  as  a  result  of  reclamation  and 
the  electric  energy  produced  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith.  From  those  develop¬ 
ments  we  obtain  food,  power,  water,  all 
the  resources  of  the  entire  west.  The 
only  strategic  steel  plant  ever  built  in 
the  history  of  the  Nation  is  directly  de¬ 
pendent  upon  water  and  water  power 
developed  at  one  of  the  reclamation 
projects,  a  project  built  long  before  the 
war. 

Mr.  President,  these  things  are  se¬ 
rious.  We  must  be  sure  that  the  all- 
around  strength  of  the  United  States  is 
maintained,  or  else  the  United  States 
will  never  succeed. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from  Wy¬ 
oming  is  recognized. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY. '  Mr.  President,  if 
it  were  not  for  the  aspect  of  public  power 
which  is  involved  in  this  committee 
amendment,  I  should  be  very  much  im¬ 
pressed  by  what  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Douglas!  has  said.  But  we 
cannot  afford  to  think  of  business  as 
usual  or  Government  as  usual  in  the  face 
of  the  present  crisis.  The  fact  remains 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  public  power 
in  the  Northwest,  in  the  Tennessee  Val¬ 
ley,  and  wherever  else  the  funds  of  the 
United  States  have  been  invested  in  the 
construction  of  power  plants,  it  would 
have  been  utterly  impossible  for  this 
country  to  have  produced  the  munitions 
of  war  which  were  so  necessary  during 
the  conflict  in  which  the  shooting  ended 
in  1945 — a  conflict  which,  however,  has 
not  yet  terminated. 

It  is  utterly  futile  to  think  that  pri¬ 
vate  capital  will  go  into  the  building  of 
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hydroelectric  power  plants  at  this  time. 
The  facts  before  the  committee  are 
clear:  There  is  a  far  greater  demand 
now  for  hydroelectric  power  than  can 
be  served  by  both  private  power  plants 
and  public  power  plants.  The  President 
advised  us  today  that  he  will  ask  in¬ 
creased  funds  for  military  preparedness. 
If  we  are  to  expend  those  funds  for  that 
purpose  we  shall  require  a  great  deal 
more  electric  power  energy  than  we  now 
have. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  in  the  areas 
for  which  these  plans  are  devised  there 
are  great  natural  resources,  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  which  is  absolutely  essential. 
Let  me  speak  of  one — and  I  should  like 
to  have  the  attention  of  my  friend  from 
Illinois  to  this  matter.  Alumina,  the 
material  from  which  aluminum  ic  made, 
is  presently  being  manufactured  chiefly 
from  bauxite  which  is  imported  into  the 
United  States.  There  are  all  over  the 
West,  alumina  clays  from  which  alumina 
can  be  made,  and  as  the  result  of  the 
development  of  which  the  United  States 
will  be  independent  of  foreign  sources 
of  supply  of  bauxite.  These  alumina 
clays  cannot  be  developed  in  the  West 
without  additional  electric  power.  We 
had  an  example  during  World  War  II  of 
how  these  developments  could  be  brought 
about.  As  a  result  of  the  Grand  Coulee 
project,  as  has  been  indicated  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  it  was  pos¬ 
sible  to  establish  in  the  Northwest  the 
manufacture  of  aluminum,  which  would 
have  been  utterly  impossible  without 
that  public  power. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  President,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  if  it  were  not 
for  this  matter  of  public  power,  I  should 
be  very  much  inclined  to  go  along  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  We  must  have 
economy.  We  must  not  follow  business 
as  usual.  We  must  concentrate  upon 
building  up  our  economy.  It  cannot  be 


denied  that  public  power  is  one  of  the 
essential  ingredients  of  the  sort  of  mili¬ 
tary  preparedness  which  we  are  now 
about  to  engage  upon  in  a  more  intensi¬ 
fied  degree  than  heretofore. 

I  have  advised  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  that  it  is  my  purpose  later  in  the 
consideration  of  this  measure  to  offer  an 
amendment  similar  to  that  which  I  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  time  the  flood-control  bill 
was  under  consideration,  so  that,  follow¬ 
ing  the  recommendation  of  the  Hoover 
Commission,  there  may  be  set  up  in  the 
executive  office  a  board  of  engineers 
whose  duty  it  will  be  to  examine  every 
one  of  the  projects  contained  in  this  bill, 
so  far  as  reclamation  is  concerned,  and 
every  project  which  is  contained  under 
the  civil  functions  chapter  of  the  bill, 
so  that  no  new  project  may  be  initiated 
unless  a  certification  is  received  from  the 
engineers  that  the  initiation  of  the 
project  would  help  the  national  defense. 
In  other  words,  instead  of  saying  we 
shall  not  investigate,  let  us  go  along  with 
investigations,  so  that  we  may  know 
where  public  power  projects  can  be  de¬ 
veloped,  or  even  reclamation,  if  neces¬ 
sary;  but  let  us  be  certain  that  in  this 
emergency  the  funds  shall  not  be  ex¬ 
pended  to  initiate  projects  which  would 
be  open  to  the  criticism  that  they  consti¬ 
tuted  only  business  as  usual. 

In  those  circumstances,  Mr.  President, 
and  in  the  light  of  the  suggestion  which 
I  make  with  respect  to  such  an  over-all 
amendment  to  curtail  expenditures 
which  cannot  be  geared  into  the  nation¬ 
al  defense,  I  hope  that  this  committee 
amendment  may  be  accepted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  by  the 
comments  of  various  Senators,  one 
would  have  thought  that  my  proposal 
to  diminish  the  appropriation  for  plan¬ 
ning  further  projects  in  the  field  of  rec¬ 
lamation  was  of  direct  aid  to  the  soldiers 
of  North  Korea,  and  as  though  the  fate 
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of  the  American  troops  in  South  Korea 
depended  upon  lavish  planning  of  pub¬ 
lic  works  in  the  West.  I  think  up  reflec¬ 
tion  Senators  will  conclude  that  this  is 
a  very  grievous  overstatement  of  the 
situation. 

I  think  I  have  been  known  as  quite 
sympathetic  to  public-power  projects.  I 
favor  public-power  projects  on  rivers 
and  in  river  basins  where  there  is  a 
sharp  fall  of  rain,  where  the  rivers  have 
rather  precipitous  fall  and,  therefore, 
have  rather  great  potentialities  of  power 
development,  and  where  the  surround¬ 
ing  hills  are  of  such  height  that  it  is 
possible  to  get  depth  in  the  reservoirs 
without  flooding  much  adjacent  mead- 
owland.  I  have  always  been  a  supporter 
of  the  TVA,  and  I  am  a  supporter  of 
public-power  projects  in  the  Columbia 
Valley.  I  hope  we  develop  more  projects 
in  the  Snake  River,  and  so  forth.  But 
there  is  a  time  and  a  place  for  everything. 

At  present  we  are  in  a  virtual  war. 
We  also  need  to  remember  that  we  have 
a  very  large  backlog  of  existing  projects 
for  which  the  plans  have  virtually  been 
drawn.  I  hold  in  my  hand  part  4  of  the 
hearings  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  for  the  Interior,  of  our 
sister  branch,  the  House.  On  page  662 
there  is  a  list  of  the  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  in  this  bill  which  have  already  been 
authorized  and  approved.  Incidental¬ 
ly,  the  initial  cost  of  those  projects  was 
estimated  at  $1,682,000,000— no  small 
figure.  But  their  present  estimated  cost 
is  $5,252,000,000.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  there  be  inserted  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks  the  full 
table  showing  these  figures  in  columns 
(2)  and  (3),  the  foregoing  totals  of 
which  I  have  myself  supplied. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Statement  of  estimated  project  costs,  construction  period,  and  power-development  data 


Project  and  State 


(1) 


Gila,  Ariz . . . . . 

All-American  Canal,  Ariz.-Calif - - 

Colorado  River  front  work  and  levee  system,  Arizona- 
California.2 

Boulder  Canyon,  Ariz.-Nev.2 _ _ _ 

Davis  Dam,  Ariz.-Nev.2 . . . - _ _ 

Central  Valley,  Calif . . . . . . 

Santa  Barbara,  Calif - - - ; - ... 

Colorado-Big  Thompson,  Colo-. - - - - 

Paonia,  Colo _ _ - . - . — 

San  Luis  Valley,  Colo - — 

Boise,  Idaho,  Payette  division _ _ _ 

Lewiston  Orchards,  Idaho _ _ ... 

Buffalo  Rapids,  Mont.,  first  division... . 

Port  Peck,  Mont.2 _ _ , _ 1 _ 

Hungry  Horse,  Mont.2, . . . 

Milk  River,  Mont.,  Fresno  Dam. . . . 

Sun  River,  Mont.,  Greenfields  division . . . 

Fort  Sumner,  N.  Mex _ 

Tucumcari,  N.  Mex . . . . . 

Rio  Grande,  N.  Mex.-Tex _ .... 

W.  C.  Austin _ _ _ _ 

Deschutes,  Oreg._ . . . . . 

Klamath,  Oreg.-Calif _ _ _ _ _ 

Provo  River,  tJtah . . . . . 

Columbia  Basin,  Wash - - .' - — 

Yakima,  Wash.,  Roza  division _ ..... - - — 

Eden,  Wyo._ . . . . 1 . . 

Kendrick,  Wyo . . . . . . 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Original  esti¬ 
mated  cost 


(2) 


$32,  491, 500 
38,  500,  000 
16,  295, 000 

126,  500, 000 
41, 200, 000 
170, 000, 000 
32, 210, 000 
44, 000, 000 

1, 071, 260 

17, 365, 000 
6,  678, 300 
997, 000 
1,935,000 
5, 732, 554 
38, 648, 000 
2, 000, 000 
7, 372, 400 
2, 464, 000 
8, 155, 000 
21, 150, 000 
5, 600, 000 
8, 400, 000 
4,400,000 
15, 774, 000 
393, 000, 000 
15, 000, 000 
2, 045, 000 
20, 000,000 


Present  esti¬ 
mated  cost 1 


(3) 


$53, 560,  235 
76,  993,  213 
16,  295, 000 


173, 900, 
114, 438, 
581, 886, 
34, 189, 
150,  503, 
4,  747, 

45. 146, 
(*  4,  200, 

17,173, 
2, 500, 
2,  735, 
16, 250, 
108, 800, 
2, 000, 
9, 700, 
2, 464, 
16,  730, 
« 14, 178, 
13, 206, 
12, 850, 

18. 146, 
28,050, 

773, 339, 
22, 868, 
4, 828, 
25, 000, 


000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000) 

000 

000 

000 

000- 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

601 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 


Date  first 
construe- 

Total  power 
capacity 
(kilowatts) 

Date  power  available 

tion  appro¬ 
priation 

First 

Final 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

1936 

1934 

1926 

1930 

1, 332,  300 
225, 000 

October  1936.  _ 

May  1954_  . . 

1942 

November  1950 . 

April  1951  . . 

1936 

815, 000 

June  1944 . . . 

After  1956 _ 

1949 

1935 

177, 400 

May  1943. . 

April  1943 _ 

)  1940 

J 

1935 

1905 

1948 

1935 

1943 

1946 

285, 000 

October  1952 _ 

October  1953 _ 

1904 

1928 

1948 

1937 

1905 

1937 

24,300 

November  1940. . 

November  1940  ... 

1922 

1,500 

April  1946. . 

April  1946  . 

1905 

1934 

1934 

1, 974, 666 
10, 000 

April  1942 . . 

October  1951.. _ 

1905 

June  1953 . 

June  1953 _ 

1941 

1934 

32, 400 

August  1939 . 

August  1939 . 

Project  completion 
date 


(8) 


After  1956. 
October  1951. 
June  1954. 

June  1955. 

Juno  1954. 

After  1956. 

May  1954. 

June  1953.8 

June  1953. 

September  1951. 
June  1951. 
December  1950. 
June  1954. 

After  1956. 

June  1954. 
October  1950. 
June  1951. 

June  1952. 
December  1952. 
June  1952. 

June  1955. 

June  1953. 

June  1955. 

June  1953. 

After  1956. 

June  1953. 

June  1954. 

June  1955. 
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July  19 


Original  esti¬ 
mated  cost 

Present  esti¬ 
mated  cost 1 

Date  first 
construe- 

Total  power 
capacity 
(kilowatts) 

Date  power  available 

Project  completion 

Project  and  State 

tion  appro¬ 
priation 

First 

Final 

date 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

$9,  500, 000 
8, 851,360 
»  56,000,000 

529, 152, 800 

$21, 813,  403 
16,  851, 705 
32, 636, 100 

2, 834,  427, 848 

1921 

1904 

1949 

1,600 
10, 600 

June  1925 _ 

November  1925 . 

June  1954. 

June  1956. 

Various  1950  and 

Shoshone,  W yo— - - ,--- - 

Apill  X\}£i£i _ ....... _ 

1946 

1, 130, 200 

May  1950 . 

After  1956 _ 

after. 

After  1956. 

i  Differences  between  original  and  present  estimated  costs  are  due  to  the  approved  changes  in  project  programs  and  changes  in  price  levels. 
i  Projects  for  which  irrigation  is  not  directly  involved.  . 

s  Project  to  be  complete  except  for  additional  transmission  facilities  at  present  in  a  deferred  status. 

<  Conejos  division  only— now  under  construction. 

i  Estimated  cost  embraces  cost  of  power  division  only.  .  .  . .  ,.  _ 

6  Estimate  was  prepared  for  a  greater  number  of  projects  than  is  currently  under  consideration. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  $5,- 
250,000,000  worth  of  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  have  already  been  authorized,  and 
the  general  plans  for  them  are  virtually 
drawn. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  of  the  $6,500,000 
in  this  item  of  the  bill,  only  a  little  more 
than  $1,000,000  is  for  advance  planning 
upon  these  authorized  projects.  Some¬ 
thing  like  $5,048,000  goes  under  the  gen¬ 
eral  term  “engineering  and  economic  in¬ 
vestigations.”  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
total  of  $6,500,000  is  so  essential  to  the 
war  effort,  so  necessary  to  developing 
public  power  projects  and  getting  alum¬ 
inum,  that  we  must  approve  it  to  the  last 
jot  and  tittle.  There  probably  are  cer¬ 
tain  projects  in  the  West  which  should 
be  carried  through.  They  are  in  general 
quite  well  under  way  now,  and  all  that 
is  needed  is  further  work  upon  them. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  the 
advantage  of  appropriating  the  full 
$5,000,000  more  so  that  we  can  develop 
an  additional  set  of  plans,  over  and  above 
the  $5,250,000,000  worth  of  projects  that 
we  have  authorized. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  moves  by 
stages.  Planning  is  the  first  stage,  then 
authorization,  and  then  appropriation. 
It  has  $5,250,000,000  worth  of  work  in 
projects  we  have  authorized,  and  it  is 
coming  before  the  Congress  and  asking 
to  have  appropriated  $300,000,000  of  it. 
It  now  wants  to  capture  further  territory 
with  $5,000,000  of  planning  and  investi¬ 
gation  funds  so  it  can  increase  its  back¬ 
log  of  authorized  projects  to  possibly 
$6,000,000,000  or  $7,000,000,000.  We  have 
enough  fat  of  potential  public  works  to 
live  upon  for  a  time,  and  we  can  cut 
down  economic  investigations  and  the 
development  of  new  projects  and  carry 
on  the  projects  we  already  have  under 
way. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  figure  “$6,500,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  its  stead  “$3,000,000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 


The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion,”  on  page  247,  line  2,  after  the  word 
“facilities”,  to  insert  “and  emergency  re¬ 
construction  of  the  La  Prele  unit, 
Wyoming.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  which  probably  should  have 
been  submitted  before  action  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  is  now  pending. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  My  amendment  is 
at  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  247,  line 
3,  after  the  word  “Wyoming”,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  the  following :  “and  initi¬ 
ation  of  construction  on  the  Kennewick 
Division  of  the  Yakima  project,  Wash¬ 
ington.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  want  to  burden  the  Senate,  and 
I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
insert  in  the  Record  a  explanation  which 
I  have  prepared. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  explana¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Compelling  Reasons  for  Providing  Funds 

To  Initiate  Construction  on  Kennewick 

Division,  Yakima  Project — Statement  ey 

Senator  Magnuson 

I  have  at  the  desk  an  amendment  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  to  initiate  construction  in  fiscal 
1951  on  the  Kennewick  division  of  the 
so-called  Yakima  project.  This  is  a  mul¬ 
tiple-purpose  project  in  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington. 

The  Kennewick  division  is  located  directly 
above  the  junction  of  the  Yakima  and  the 
Columbia  Rivers.  It  will  service  approxi¬ 
mately  21,000  acres  of  land.  It  includes  a 
power  plant  of  12,000  kilowatts.  Hydro¬ 
electric  power  from  this  plant  will  go  into 
the  Northwest  power  pool. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  recommended 
$175,000  for  continuation  of  plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  on  the  project.  No  construction 
funds  were  authorized  by  the  Bureau  on 
the  mistaken  theory  that  the  Kennewick 
division  constitutes  a  so-called  new  start. 

I  appeared  before  both  House  and  Senate 
Appropriations  Committees  to  take  issue 
with  the  Budget  Bureau’s  contention  that 
the  Kennewick  is  a  “new  start.” 

After  weighing  the  facts,  both  committees 
concluded  that  this  is  merely  a  division  of 
the  Yakima  project — a  project,  parts  of 
which  have  been  in  operation  over  40  years. 
I  will  not  repeat  my  arguments  here.  I  do 


wish,  however,  to  quote  the  conclusion 
reached  by  the  two  committees. 

On  page  172  of  its  report,  the  House  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  makes  the  following 
statement : 

"The  President’s  budget  message  on  page 
M-65  contains  the  following  statement: 

“  ‘The  activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  and  the  flood-control  program  of  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  involving  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  dams,  power  facilities,  canals,  chan¬ 
nels,  and  levees  will  be  limited  in  1951  to 
continuation  of  work  on  projects  started  in 
prior  years.’ 

“The  committee  does  not  agree  with  the 
determination  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
in  rejecting  appropriations  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Kennewick  division,  Yakima  proj¬ 
ect,  Washington,  under  this  expression  of 
policy.  The  committee  has  considered  this 
division  and  has  determined  that  it  is  not  a 
new  project  but  is  part  of  the  Yakima  project 
under  such  policy.” 

On  page  146  of.  the  Senate  committee’s 
report  there  appears  the  following: 

“YAKIMA  PROJECT,  KENNEWICK  DIVISION, 
WASHINGTON 

“The  committee  concurs  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  House  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  on  page  172  of  its  report  No.  1797 
to  the  effect  that  the  Kennewick  division  of 
the  Yakima  project  ‘is  not  a  new  project  but 
is  a  part  of  the  Yakima  project.’  ” 

It  is  unmistakably  clear  from  the  language 
I  have  just  quoted  that  both  committees  of 
Congress  agree  that  the  Kennewick  division 
is  not  a  new  start,  and  there  is  strong  im¬ 
plication  in  both  statements  that  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  was  in  error  in  denying 
construction  funds  on  that  basis. 

Early  completion  of  this  project  is  of  vital 
Importance  to  what  is  called  the  tricity 
area  of  eastern  Washington.  The  tricity 
area  includes  the  great  atomic  energy  plant 
at  Hanford. 

Prior  to  the  location  of  the  Hanford  plant 
in  this  section  of  eastern  Washington,  the 
economy  was  geared  to  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion — packing  and  processing  of  farm  prod¬ 
uce. 

In  acquiring  land  for  Hanford  activities, 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  took  by  con¬ 
demnation  over  7,000  acres  of  rich,  irrigated 
land.  In  addition,  about  150,000  acres  of 
the  most  desirable  land  in  the  entire  Co¬ 
lumbia  basin  project  have  been  placed  in  a 
safety  zone. 

Development  of  the  atomic  energy  plant 
has  brought  with  it  a  vast  increase  in  pop¬ 
ulation.  To  sustain  this  population  more 
jobs,  more  produce,  more  of  everything  is  re¬ 
quired. 

An  area  geared  to  agricultural  production 
of  necessity  incurs  heavy  investments  in 
packing  sheds,  processing  plants,  coal  stor¬ 
age  facilities,  etc.  Heavy  withdrawal  of  land 
which  formerly  grew  the  products  to  sustain 
these  investments  has  a  depressing  effect 
upon  their  value  and  in  the  long  run  would 
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demand  drastic  readjustments.  Early  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  Kennewick  division — bringing 
into  production  21,000  acres  of  land — will  go 
far  toward  minimizing  the  effect  of  the  re¬ 
adjustment. 

I  repeat,  both  committees  of  Congress  have 
considered  carefully  our  contention  that  the 
Kennewick  is  not  a  new  project,  but  one 
of  the  five  divisions  of  the  Yakima  project — 
a  division  planned  almost  40  years  ago. 

They  specifically  state  in  their  reports  that 
this  is  not  a  new  start.  My  amendment  does 
not  increase  the  over-all  appropriation  al¬ 
lotted  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  con¬ 
struction  and  rehabilitation.  It  simply 
makes  it  clear  beyond  any  possible  misunder¬ 
standing  that  if  the  Bureau  can  find  the 
funds  within  its  over-all  appropriation  it  is 
free  to  initiate  construction  on  the  Kenne¬ 
wick  division  of  the  Yakima  project. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Kennewick  project,  in  the  State  of 
Washington,  lies  on  the  slope  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  River  across  the  river  from  the 
atomic-energy  plant  at  Hanford.  When 
the  Yakima  project  was  planned — again 
getting  back  to  planning — sufficient 
acreage  was  included  to  take  care  of 
what  would  be  the  normal  population 
increase.  But  along  came  the  atomic- 
energy  plant,  which  took  some  21,000 
acres  of  tillable  land  in  that  area.  The 
people  there  feel  that  the  Yakima  proj¬ 
ect,  which  is  included  in  what  we  call  a 
section  of  it,  the  Kennewick  project, 
could  be  developed  on  the  other  side  of 
the  river  in  lieu  of  the  21,000  acres  taken 
by  the  atomic-energy  plant. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Kennewick  proj¬ 
ect  was  not  considered  to  be  a  new  proj¬ 
ect.  We  wanted  to  make  certain  in  the 
text  of  the  bill  that  it  was  a  part  of  the 
Yakima  project. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  taking  the  amendment  to  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arizona. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  as 
amended. 

The  committee  amendment  as 
amended  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following 
enrolled  bills,  and  they  were  signed  by 
the  Vice  President: 

S.  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wong  Suey 
Wing; 

S.  841.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Michele 
Bartolomeo  Marchisio; 


S.  976.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vartan 
Chamsarian; 

S.  1262.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Juliana 
Mendiola  Alastra; 

S.  1779.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Phil 
Meyers,  also  known  as  Gil  Meyers; 

S.  2077.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francisco 
Gonzalez  Perez; 

S.  2277.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  A. 
Voregarethsos  (George  Spiro  Chatmos) ; 

S.  2296.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Cicerelli;  and 

S.  2676.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kimie 
Yamada  Ina  and  her  daughter,  Ritsuko  Ina. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER. ,  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
247,  in  line  4,  after  the  word  “expended”, 
to  strike  out  “$297,467,000”  and  insert 
“$294,713,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  we 
now  come  to  the  heart  of  the  coconut. 
This  is  a  general  appropriation  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $295,000,000  to  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  for  construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation. 

I  believe  the  appropriation  bill  intro¬ 
duces  an  innovation  at  this  time  in  that 
it  does  not  list  the  projects  upon  which 
the  money  is  to  be  expended,  but  they 
are  given  in  the  committee  report  on 
pages  142  and  143,  and  I  would  suggest 
that  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are 
interested  in  the  question  consult  the 
report  at  that  point. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  appropriation  is 
agreed  to  we  shall  be  appropriating  vir¬ 
tually  $295,000,000  for  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  in  the  West. 

NEW,  OR  SUBSTANTIALLY  NEW,  STARTS 

We  have  gone  to  some  trouble  to  find 
out  with  reference  to  those  projects 
which  ones  constitute  new  starts,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  figures  which  we  can  get, 
and  the  projects  which  are  virtually  new 
starts,  namely,  where  only  a  small  frac¬ 
tion  of  the  total  appropriation  has  al¬ 
ready  been  expended.  It  may  be  as¬ 
sumed  in  such  cases  that  only  planning 
money  has  been  spent  thus  far.  I  should 
like  to  give  that  list,  if  I  may. 

For  instance,  in  the  Central  Valley, 
in  the  case  of  the  Sly  Park  Dam,  as  to 
which  there  is  a  total  estimated  cost  of 
$6,220,000,  we  find  that  no  money  has 
been  expended  to  date,  so  that  any  ap¬ 
propriation  would,  in  effect,  constitute  a 
fresh  start. 

In  the  case  of  the  Folsom  power  fa¬ 
cility,  the  total  estimated  cost  is  $47,800,- 
000,  and  no  money  has  been  expended 
to  date. 

In  the  case  of  the  Fort  Peck  project, 
Glendive-Williston  transmission  line, 
the  total  estimated  cost  is  $2,000,000,  and 
nothing  has  been  spent  to  date  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  hearings. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  thus  appropri¬ 
ating  for  projects  which  have  not  been 
started  at  all,  and  we  are  also  appro¬ 
priating  large  sums  of  money  for  proj¬ 
ects  upon  which  only  small  amounts 
have  been  expended. 
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Let  us  consider  parts  of  the  so-called 
Gila  project,  for  the  Wellton  Canal,  the 
total  estimated  cost  is  $1,570,000.  It  was 
estimated  by  the  Bureau  that  there 
would  be  expended  through  the  fiscal 
year  1950,  $15,291,  or  only  1  percent  of 
the  total. 

On  the  Wellton  lateral  unit,  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  which  is  $2,358,000, 
only  $25,537  or  a  little  over  1  percent  was 
estimated  to  be  expended  by  June  30 
1950. 

On  the  Dome  lateral  unit  the  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  is  $1,919,000,  and  the  amount 
spent  to  June  30,  1950  was  estimated  as 
$7,516,  or  one-third  of  1  percent.  This 
can  be  checked  in  the  House  hearings. 

Similarly,  on  the  Colorado  River  front 
project,  the  total  estimated  cost  of  the 
levee  system  is  $16,295,000,  and  the  esti¬ 
mated  amount  spent  is  $414,428.  The 
Bureau’s  justification  stated  that  a  pre¬ 
liminary  report  on  levee  plans  had  to  be 
completed  before  construction  could  be 
initiated — House  hearings,  page  681. 

On  the  Colorado-Big  Thompson  proj¬ 
ect,  for  the  Brush  substation,  the  total 
estimated  cost  is  $2,513,500,  of  which 
$431,795  has  been  spent. 

On  the  Flatiron,  Fort  Collins,  Creely 
tap  line,  the  total  estimated  cost  of 
which  is  $799,100,  $28,758  has  been 
spent.  The  Bureau’s  justification  states 
that  with  these  requested  1951  appropri¬ 
ations  construction  on  these  items  will 
be  started. 

On  the  Spring  Creek  Dam  in  the 
Paonia  project,  the  total  estimated  cost 
of  which  is  $3,300,500,  the  sum  of  $272,- 
200  has  been  spent.  Again  the  justifica¬ 
tion  reveals  that  this  appropriation  will 
start  the  construction. 

In  the  case  of  the  Big  Sandy  Dam  and 
Reservoir  in  the  Eden  project,  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  is  $2,000,000,  and  the  amount 
estimated  to  be  spent  by  June  30,  1950, 
is  $42,025.  This  project  was  stopped  by 
order  of  the  War  Production  Board  in 
1942.  This  bill  will  let  the  construction 
go  ahead. 

On  the  Kendrick  project,  Seminol- 
Baroil  line,  the  estimated  cost  of  which 
is  $242,000,  the  sum  of  $25,000  has  been 
spent.  This  bill  will  let  construction  be 
initiated. 

In  the  Missouri  River  Basin,  the 
Jamestown  unit,  the  estimated  cost  of 
which  is  $10,749,000,  the  estimated 
amount  spent  by  the  end  of  fiscal  1950 
is  $214,573.  Our  own  Senate  committee 
report,  page  150,  states  that  this  appro¬ 
priation  will  allow  construction  to  start. 

On  the  Missouri-Souris  project  and  I 
shall  have  more  to  say  about  that  proj¬ 
ect,  because  it  will  probably  be  said  that 
it  is  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  the 
war  in  Korea,  judging  by  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  today — only  $1,218,000  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  have  been  spent,  although  the 
ultimate  cost  will  be  $68,855,000. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  projects  here 
totaling  appropriations  of  $6,593,000.  If 
they  are  new  or  substantially  new  starts, 
according  to  my  figures,  it  is  also  inter¬ 
esting  to  note  that  the  total  estimated 
cost  of  the  foregoing  projects  for  which 
we  shall  be  asked  to  make  increased  ap¬ 
propriations  in  the  next  few  years,  is 
$166,404,100. 
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If  we  make  the  starts  this  year  and 
carry  on  this  year,  it  will  be  said,  “Well, 
we  have  gone  so  far.  We  must  continue.” 
Then  we  shall  be  involved  in  a  further 
appropriation  of  approximately  $160,- 
000,000.  I  think  this  is  a  very  crucial 
time  for  us  to  stop,  look,  and  listen  on 
this  kind  of  appropriation. 

MISSOURI-SOURIS  PROJECT 

I  want  to  say  a  further  word,  if  I  may, 
about  the  last  project  I  mentioned,  the 
Missouri-Souris  division.  According  to 
the  testimony  before  the  House,  as  I  read 
it,  no  final  decision  has  been  made  on  the 
location  of  the  canal  and  lead-off  from 
the  diversion  dam  to  the  related  work 
in  the  so-called  phase  B,  namely,  units 
being  prepared  for  construction.  I  ask 
Senators  to  refer  to  the  House  hearings 
at  page  911.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
frankly  stated: 

There  Is  a  great  deal  of  work  that  needs 
to  be  done  before  the  ultimate  feasibility  of 
the  irrigation  plans  can  be  worked  out  for 
the  Crosby-Mohall  unit  or  the  Jamestown 
unit,  or  any  of  these  distant  units. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  phase  A  as¬ 
pects  of  Missouri-Souris,  Missouri  diver¬ 
sion  unit — phase  A  signifying  units  se¬ 
lected  for  construction — is  $68,855,000, 
and  the  Crosby-Mohall  and  Devils  Lake 
units  in  phase  B  will  cost  $269,000,000  and 
$21,000,000,  respectively.  In  addition, 
the  Jamestown  unit  of  Missouri-Souris, 
which  the  committee  action  has  moved 
from  phase  B  to  phase  A,  is  estimated 
to  cost  $10,749,000. 

By  taking  the  first  big  steps  on  these 
projects  of  Missouri-Souris,  we  would  be 
getting  involved  in  costs  which  would 
run  close  to  $370,000,000.  It  seems  wiser 
therefore  to  halt  this  construction  now, 
since  only  $1,432,000  has  been  spent  on 
phase  A,  until  all  doubts  have  been  re¬ 
moved  concerning  the  economic  feasibil¬ 
ity  of  the  project.  How  can  we  justify 
starting  out  on  a  road  which  leads  to 
enormous  expenditures  when  so  many 
questions  are  still  unanswered,  and 
when  the  President  of  the  United  States 
is  asking  for  a  $10,000,000,000  appropria¬ 
tion  to  conduct  a  war.  I  suspect,  al¬ 
though  the  record  is  not  clear,  that  the 
provisions  for  the  repayment  of  the  ir¬ 
rigation  costs  of  this  project  are  likewise 
most  incomplete. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  conclusion  I  draw 
from  the  Senator’s  remarks  is  that  we 
made  a  mistake  in  the  past  in  adopting 
a  reclamation  policy,  and  that  we  should 
not  attempt  to  institute  any  new  proj¬ 
ects,  either  now  or  in  the  future,  because 
they  would  cost  money.  I  believe  the 
Senator  overlooks  the  fact  that  these 
projects  create  wealth.  They  create 
much  more  wealth  than  they  cost. 
Their  construction  adds  to  the  wealth 
of  the  Nation,  and  that  fact  can  be 
proved  with  respect  to  all  reclamation 
projects.  The  taxes  paid  into  the 
United  States  Treasury,  following  the 
creation  of  this  new  wealth,  have  more 
than,  repaid  the  cost  of  new  projects, 
and  will  continue  to  do  so.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  looks  at  it  in  terms  of  dollars  and 
cents,  and  does  not  take  into  considera¬ 


tion  the  homes  which  have  been  pro¬ 
vided  for  people  and  the  wealth  which 
has  been  added  to  the  Nation,  I  would 
agree  with  him.  If  the  Senator  takes 
the  broader  view,  and  considers  the 
wealth  which  has  been  created  and  the 
taxes  which  have  been  paid  into  the 
Treasury,  I  think  he  is  utterly  mistaken. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  is  the  ultimate 
premise,  which  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Arizona  defends,  that  these  proj¬ 
ects  pay  for  themselves.  In  that  con¬ 
nection  I  may  say  it  has  been  found  that 
most  irrigation  projects  must  seize  power 
revenues  in  order  to  pay  for  themselves. 
We  found  that  to  be  true  with  respect 
to  many  irrigation  projects. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  mis¬ 
taken.  He  is  correct  if  he  looks  merely 
at  the  amount  of  money  which  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  has  paid  out  and  the 
amount  of  money  which  has  been  paid 
back.  If  we  look  at  the  wealth  that  has 
been  created  by  a  project,  he  is  not  cor¬ 
rect.  Let  us  take,  for  example,  the  Salt 
River  project  in  my  State.  On  that 
project  the  Government  spent  $20,000,- 
000.  It  created  wealth  on  the  basis  of 
which  $66,000,000  in  income  taxes  were 
paid  into  the  Federal  Treasury  last  year. 
That  amount  of  money  would  not  have 
been  paid  into  the  Treasury  if  the  proj¬ 
ect  had  not  been  constructed,  because  the 
land  would  have  remained  a  desert. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  analyzed  some 
of  the  irrigation  projects  which  have 
been  proposed  during  this  session.  I 
find  the  cost  per  acre  of  land  to  be  $600, 
$700,  and,  in  some  cases,  as  high  as 
$1,100.  I  see  before  me  the  very  able 
and  beloved  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken],  Land  in  Vermont  is  supposed 
to  be  the  least  fertile  of  any  land  in  the 
United  States.  I  know  he  denies  it,  but 
it  has  been  alleged  to  be  true. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  At  least  the  hillsides 
of  Vermont  are  not  particularly  fertile. 
If  we  were  to  spend  $700  or  $1,000  an  acre 
on  the  hillsides  of  Vermont  we  could  lit¬ 
erally  make  them  bloom  like  a  rose,  and 
we  would  have  abundant  crops.  I  should 
like  to  know  why  we  should  spend  $700, 
$800,  or  $1,000  an  acre  on  semiarid  land 
and  not  upon  the  stony  hillsides  of  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  correct 
the  Senator’s  estimate.  I  think  he  said 
the  cost  per  acre  was  $700  or  $800.  I 
think  he  should  have  said  $1,700. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  my  nature  to  be 
conservative.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  say  the  cost  has  been  $1,700 
an  acre? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  cost  is  estimated  to 
be  $1,700  an  acre  on  some  projects.  If 
that  amount  of  money  were  spent  the 
yield  per  acre  would  not  be  any  greater 
than  if  $100  an  acre  were  spent  on  that 
land  in  Vermont. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  I  may  say  that  I  have 
been  going  over  figures  showing  the  price 
at  which  land  sells  north  of  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Ill.  The  Bloomington  area  pro¬ 
duced  not  only  the  very  able  majority 


leader  of  the  Senate,  but  also  the  junior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt], 
whom  we  claim  as  a  native  son  of  Illi¬ 
nois.  That  land  is  supposed  to  be  the 
richest  land  in  the  Nation.  Its  selling 
price  does  not  much  exceed  $400  an 
acre.  Here  we  learn  that  for  some  proj¬ 
ects  we  are  asked  to  pay  $1,700  an  acre 
for  desert  land. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Perhaps  there  is  no  proj¬ 
ect  proposed  in  this  bill  in  which  an 
investment  would  begin  to  yield  the  re¬ 
turns  which  would  come  from  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway. 
That  is  a  project  which  would  be  en¬ 
tirely  self-supporting,,  self-sustaining, 
and  self-liquidating.  It  has  been  amaz¬ 
ing  to  me  that  so  many  Senators  who 
encourage  this  type  of  construction, 
which  at  best  is  of  doubtful  economic 
value,  insist  on  objecting  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  greatest  of  all  natural  re¬ 
sources  in  North  America  as  to  which 
there  is  no  question  of  economic  feas¬ 
ibility.  It  is  a  project  which  must  be 
developed  in  the  interest  of  the  security 
of  the  Nation. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  development 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  should  come 
far  ahead  of  these  proposed  projects  for 
which  we  are  asked  to  appropriate  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  and  per¬ 
haps  eventually  billions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  is  entirely  correct,  as  he 
generally  is,  that  from  the  ultimate 
standpoint  the  St.  Lawrence  project  is 
probably  one  of  the  best  projects  before 
us,  and  that  in  terms  of  emergency  it  is 
very  much  more  important  than  the  ir¬ 
rigation  projects  in  the  Southwest. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  If  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  will  permit  me  to  says  so,  I  should 
like  to  add  that  it  is  entirely  possible  that 
if  the  United  States  should  become  en¬ 
gaged  in  an  all-out  war,  as  seems  likely, 
the  outcome  of  that  war  would  depend 
on  whether  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway 
were  developed,  and  whether  the  great 
steel  industry  of  America  could  be  main¬ 
tained  in  the  Central  States  without  the 
development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  sea¬ 
way.  I  seems  to  me  unthinkable,  in  view 
of  the  position  in  which  the  United 
States  finds  itself,  that  there  should  be 
any  opposition  in  Congress  or  out  of 
Congress  to  the  development  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  seaway,  because  it  is  so  vital 
to  the  national  economy  and  security. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  appreciate  the 
speech  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
who  has  been  the  most  persistent  and 
certainly  one  of  the  most  intelligent  ad¬ 
vocates  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway.  At 
the  moment  what  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to 
save  money  in  these  appropriations  for 
power  and  reclamation  projects  in  the 
West.  I  am  a  friend  of  the  West ;  but  we 
have  already  provided  large  appropria¬ 
tions  for  this  area.  We  have  committed 
ourselves  to  projects  which  are  extreme¬ 
ly  costly.  Please  let  us  not  start  new 
projects,  and  let  us  also  slow  down,  in 
view  of  the  war  emergency,  the  rate  at 
which  we  build  the  projects  which  are 
already  under  way. 

REDUCTIONS  IN  RATE  OF  CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  cutting 
out  these  new  starts  and  substantially 
new  starts,  I  believe  we  should  slow  down 
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existing  projects  in  general,  and  reduce 
appropriations  by  25  percent  for  projects 
already  substantially  under  way,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project.  This  may  make  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  wince,  but  in 
that  case  I  think  we  should  slow  down 
by  40  percent.  And  I  can  defend  those 
suggestions. 

If  I  may  make  a  reference  to  the  Col¬ 
orado-Big  Thompson  project,  the  origi¬ 
nal  estimate  of  cost  was  $44,000,000.  At 
that  time  it  was  provided  that  the  water 
users  should  repay  half  the  cost,  but 
not  to  exceed  $25,000,000.  That  seemed 
perfectly  fair  at  the  time.  If  I  am  in¬ 
correct,  will  Senators  check  me  up  by 
reference  to  the  House  hearings,  page 
733?  Now  we  find  that  the  estimated 
cost  is  $150,503,000,  but  the  water  users 
cannot  be  charged  more  than  $25,000,- 
OCO,  so  that  $125,000,000  is  to  be  loaded 
upon  the  general  taxpayer,  or  upon  the 
power  users,  one  or  the  other. 

I  believe  it  would  help  if  we  slowed 
down  the  rate  of  construction.  It  might 
even  help  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in 
carrying  on  negotiations  with  the  water 
users,  so  that  they  would  assume  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  cost  that  at  present. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Chapman  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  recall  that  the  same  argument  for 
slowing  down  he  now  is  making  was  made 
against  the  Grand  Coulee  project  in  1940 
and  1941,  but  by  the  time  we  were  a  little 
way  along  with  the  war  emergency,  we 
were  very  glad  we  did  not  slow  down  the 
Grand  Coulee  project? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  amendment 
which  I  shall  shortly  submit,  to  cut 
$90,000,000  from  this  appropriation,  will 
not  call  for  any  specific  cut  on  any  given 
project.'  It  is  merely  a  reduction  in  the 
total  amount,  and  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  will  then  have  the  power  and 
authority  to  pick  out  the  $204,000,000, 
let  us  say,  of  projects  which  it  regards 
as  most  essential  for  the  war  effort  and 
the  national  interest,  and  derate  its 
energies  to  them.  But  it  will  not  have 
the  power  to  use  the  full  $294,000,000,  as 
would  be  provided  in  the  pending  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  Every  time  a  Senator  pro¬ 
poses  a  reduction,  other  Senators  rise 
and  act  as  though  he  was  intending  to 
cut  the  heart  out  of  the  West.  We  are 
not  trying  to  do  that.  We  love  the  west¬ 
erners,  but  we  do  not  believe  they  should 
walk  off  with  the  National  Treasury. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  if  I  do  not  lose 
my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  the  very 
skilled  economist  from  my  native  State 
is  exceptionally  clever  in  presenting  his 
arguments  for  reductions  in  appropria¬ 
tions  for  reclamation  projects  purely 
from  the  standpoint  of  reading  the  nu¬ 


merals  in  the  book.  I  should  like  to  say 
to  the  very  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  had  he  lived  on  and 
immediately  adjacent  to  a  reclamation 
project,  as  I  have,  for  the  past  30  years, 
he  would  not  today  be  making  the  argu¬ 
ment  he  is  making,  for  the  reasons  which 
I  shall  state. 

In  my  own  county  there  is  a  small 
reclamation  project  known  as  the 
Riverton  project,  upon  which  there 
has  been  expended  some  $13,000,000,  to 
bring  land  under  water.  The  crops  al¬ 
ready  produced  on  that  project  total  in 
excess  of  $17,000,000. 

Aside  from  that,  the  small  town,  which 
is  the  center  of  this  reclamation  project, 
Riverton,  Wyo.,  only  a  few  years  ago 
had  a  population  of  perhaps  1,000.  The 
census  just  completed  shows  this  town 
now  has  a  population  in  excess  of  4,500. 
The  property  in  that  area  in  the  last  sev¬ 
eral  years,  perhaps  the  past  5  years, 
shows  appreciation  in  value  from 
$12,000,000  to  $41,000,000. 

I  should  say  to  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  that  carloads  of  fur¬ 
niture,  carloads  of  automobiles,  carloads 
of  many  things  manufactured  in  the 
east,  come  to  that  section,  and  payment 
for  those  various  commodities  comes 
from  the  pockets  of  the  people  living  on 
the  reclamation  project  there.  So  the 
end  result  of  reclamation  is  pumping 
prosperity  into  the  home  State  of  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  President,  some  years  ago  a  com¬ 
mittee  from  the  Congress  was  investi¬ 
gating  reclamation  projects  on  the 
ground.  It  so  happened  that  a  distin¬ 
guished  Representative  from  Michigan 
was  a  member  of  the  committee.  He  did 
not  favor  reclamation.  When  the  com¬ 
mittee  detrained  and  were  going  up  the 
street,  one  member  of  the  committee 
called  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
Representative  from  Michigan  to  the 
line  of  automobiles  on  either  side  of  the 
street.  He  said  to  him,  “Where  do  you 
think  those  automobiles  come  from?’’ 
Of  course  the  distinguished  Representa¬ 
tive  said,  “Michigan.”  “Where  do  you 
think  the  money  came  from  to  pay  for 
them?  It  was  from  the  reclamation 
project.” 

Mr.  President,  I  could  go  on  endlessly 
reciting  the  tremendous  increase  in  value 
of  land,  valuation  of  property,  and  in¬ 
crease  in  business,  around  that  reclama¬ 
tion  project,  due  solely  and  only  to  that 
project,  which  today  has  a  tremendous 
impact  on  our  total  economy,  with  which 
the  distinguished  professor  from  the 
University  of  Chicago  is  so  familiar. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  congratulate  my  good  friend  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wyoming  for  this 
eulogy  of  the  advantages  of  water.  Let 
me  say,  to  allay  his  fears  about  his  par¬ 
ticular  project  at  Riverton,  on  which  so 
much  seems  to  depend,  including  the 
future  of  the  automobile  industry,  that 
instead  of  the  $3,200,000  contemplated 
in  the  Senate  committee  report,  cut¬ 
backs  which  I  have  suggested  would 
bring  the  appropriation  for  Riverton  to 
about  $2,250,000.  Riverton  would  not 
be  denied  the  opportunity  of  getting 
water,  but  there  would  be  merely  a 
slowing  down  in  the  rate  at  which  the 


water  would  be  brought  to  Riverton  and 
adjacent  communities. 

Mi-.  President,  many  of  the  irrigation 
projects  have  been  very  fine,  but  we  are 
beginning  to  wake  up  to  the  fact  that 
with  present  construction  costs,  the 
costs  per  acre  in  many  cases  are  ap¬ 
parently  in  excess  of  the  benefits  con¬ 
ferred.  If  the  value  conferred  were  only 
equal  to  the  costs,  we  could  recover  by 
means  of  special  assessments  upon  the 
water  users ;  but  in  virtually  every  irriga¬ 
tion  project  that  is  proposed,  the  water 
users  ask  to  be  exempted  from  par¬ 
ticipating  in  all  of  the  costs.  They  will 
take  only  a  portion  of  the  costs  and 
shoulder  the  rest  of  the  cost  onto  the 
power  users,  or  upon  the  Federal 
Treasury. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  remind  my  good 
friend  of  what  he  perhaps  is  fully  aware 
of,  while  on  the  power  projects  interest 
is  included,  in  the  irrigation  projects  in¬ 
terest  is  not  included  as  a  cost,  though 
I  think  it  properly  should  be. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from 
Wyoming  has  said  to  me,  sotto  voce,  that 
he  would  like  to  ask  me  a  question,  and  I 
now  yield  to  him  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  a  very  brief  observation,  and  then 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  a  ques¬ 
tion.  For  a  great  many  years  it  has  been 
very  evident  that  businesses  in  the  area 
of  a  reclamation  project  profit  to  an 
equal  extent,  or  perhaps  to  a  greater  ex¬ 
tent,  than  do  the  settlers  on  the  project. 
Yet,  with  the  exception  of  the  income 
from  power,  the  settler  himself  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  pay  the  total  cost  of  the  project. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Without  interest, 
however. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  now  want  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  a 
question.  It  is  not  a  leading  question, 
and  I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  it  is 
a  question  asked  in  perfect  good  faith. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
economist — and  I  say  that  because  the 
answer  to  the  question  bears  on  econ¬ 
omy — does  he  not  think  that  those  who 
profit  so  greatly  from  a  reclamation  pro j  - 
ect,  other  than  the  settler,  should, 
through  some  method  of  taxation,  help 
to  pay  for  the  project?  I  mean  the  lum¬ 
berman,  the  banker,  the  garageman,  in¬ 
deed,  everyone  who  moves  into  the  com¬ 
munity  and  becomes  a  successful  busi¬ 
nessman.  Should  they  not  help  to  pay 
through  taxes  some  part  of  the  cost  of 
that  reclamation  project? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Wyoming  that  the  idea  of 
secondary  benefits  and  tertiary  benefits 
is  a  very  delusive  one.  The  same  argu¬ 
ment  could  be  advanced  if  we  want  to 
develop  the  banana  industry  in  Illinois 
or  in  Vermont.  We  could  build  hot¬ 
houses  for  the  purpose  and  grow  ba¬ 
nanas,  and  as  a  result  of  growing  ba¬ 
nanas  in  either  Illinois  or  Vermont  there 
would  be  increased  employment  in  the 
surrounding  towns,  which  would  boom, 
and  there  would  be  a  demand  for  glass, 
there  would  be  a  demand  for  power,  so 
that  other  industries  would  benefit,  and 
therefore  they  should  contribute  to  the 
cost  of  the  project. 
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The  question  comes  down  to  total  cost 
as  compared  to  the  total  benefit.  When 
irrigation  costs  rise  to  $600  and  $700  or 
$1,000  an  acre — and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  assured  us  that  he  knows 
of  some  projects  where  the  cost  is  $1,700 
an  acre — whereas  the  most  fertile  land 
in  America,  north  of  Bloomington,  the 
land  which  gave  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wyoming  to  the  world,  sells  for  only 
$425  an  acre,  I  submit  that,  in  the  words 
of  Benjamin  Franklin,  we  are  “paying 
too  much  for  our  whistle.” 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  stated  that  the  land  above 
Bloomington,  which  certainly  is  as  fine 
land  as  there  is  in  any  farming  area,  is 
selling  for  $400  an  acre. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Perhaps  $425. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  wish  to  suggest 
to  the  Senator  that  citrus  groves  in 
California  sell  for  $3,000  or  $4,000  an 
acre.  I  see  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Holland]  on  the  floor.  He  may 
say  that  similar  land  will  probably  sell 
for  more  than  that  in  his  State.  Does 
not  the  Senator  from  Illinois  believe 
that  the  going  price  for  this  land  is 
some  indication  of  its  value;  that  if  it 
sells  for  $3,000  an  acre,  with  water  on 
it,  or  if  it  sells  for  $4,000  an  acre,  the  man 
who  farms  it  knows  what  he  is  doing. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then  let  the  water 
users  pay  the  cost  to  the  Government, 
plus  interest. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  there  was  a  time  in  this 
country  when  it  was  regarded  as  eco¬ 
nomically  not  feasible  to  have  an  irri¬ 
gation  project  where  the  cost  per  acre 
exceeded  $45.  It  took  us  many  years 
before  we  reached  the  point  where  we 
would  say  that  the  cost  should  exceed 
$90.  When  I  received  an  assessment 
against  my  own  lands  of  $90  an  acre  I 
thought  it  was  outrageous,  because  other 
lands  similarly  situated  had  been  as¬ 
sessed  at  $45  an  acre.  Now  an  assess¬ 
ment  of  $150,  $200,  or  $250  an  acre  is 
not  regarded  as  excessive.  Does  not  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  believe  that  the 
change  in  the  value  of  the  dollar  has 
something  to  do  with  the  extra  costs? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes;  certainly.  I 
would  not  object  to  $150  or  $200  or  pos¬ 
sibly  $250  an  acre  in  areas  where  the 
figures  show  it  can  pay  out,  but  when 
we  get  up  to  $600  or  $700  or  $1,000,  it  is 
pretty  high.  While  I  hold  no  brief  for 
the  State  of  California,  and  have  only 
been  a  tourist  there  occasionally — and 
we  cannot  expect  that  every  State  will 
be  like  California — I  do  not  believe  that 
with  all  the  native  pride  which  the 
people  of  the  Southwest  have  they  would 
claim  that  the  fertility  of  New  Mexico  is 
the  same  as  the  fertility  of  California. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  would  not,  of 
course,  try  to  compare  anything  in  my 
State  with  the  excellence  of  California. 
But  I  do  wish  to  suggest  that  an  acre  of 
land  in  California  or  in  the  reaches  along 
the  Rio  Grande  south  of  El  Paso  that 
produces  two  and  a  half  bales  of  cotton 
to  the  acre,  is  more  valuable  than  an 
acre  of  land  that  produces  one-half  bale 
to  the  acre,  and  that  farming  costs,  being 


what  they  are,  the  land  producing  more 
is  worth  very  much  more  to  the  farmer 
than  land  producing  less.  The  Senator 
should  bear  in  mind  that  this  process  of 
irrigation  has  been  going  on  for  a  long 
time.  The  first  project  took  the  best 
locations. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  finest  dam 
sites  were  picked  out.  The  valleys  that 
were  most  easily  irrigable  were  chosen. 
And  now  we  are  getting  a  little  bit  to¬ 
ward  the  end  of  the  stack,  and  the  proj¬ 
ects  are  more  costly.  But  I  believe  the 
Senator  should  have  a  yardstick  by  which 
to  measure  accurately.  It  is  not  just  a 
question  of  how  many  dollars,  but  it  is  a 
question:  Is  the  project  economically 
worth  while  to  the  country  itself?  The 
point  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  made,  and 
which  the  junior  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  McFarland]  has  made  many  times 
is,  that  in  the  Central  Valley  is  a  project 
which  cost  $20,000,000  but  which  each 
year  returns  back  into  the  Treasury 
$60,000,000  in  income  taxes.  That  is 
true  with  respect  to  every  irrigation 
project,  not  perhaps  to  the  same  degree. 
The  collateral  benefits  to  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  I  think  need  to  be 
borne  in  mind. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  on  many 
of  the  early  irrigation  projects  the  costs 
were  more  reasonable,  but  with  his  char¬ 
acteristic  frankness  the  Senator  now 
states  that  we  are  now  scraping  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  barrel,  and  we  are  undertak¬ 
ing  new  projects  on  which  the  unit  costs 
are  extremely  high.  I  think  we  have 
probably  reached  the  point  where  we 
should  not  go  much  further,  particularly 
in  the  present  national  emergency. 

I  am  glad  to  see  my  good  friend,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  on  the  floor,  because  in  his  absence 
I  was  compelled  to  say  something  about 
the  Colorado-Big  Thompson  project,  the 
cost  of  which  originally  was  estimated 
to  be  about  $44,000,000,  half  to  be  repaid 
from  water;  but  the  present  cost  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $150,000,000,  and  now  only 
one-sixth  of  the  cost  of  the  Colorado- 
Big  Thompson  is  to  be  paid  by  the  water 
users  and  five-sixths  will  have  to  be  paid 
either  by  the  power  users  or  by  the  tax¬ 
payers. 

The  other  day  I  jumped  into  a  hornets’ 
nest  in  dealing  with  an  attempt  to  cut 
the  appropriations  for  roads.  I  have 
discovered  now  that  the  hornets  which 
grow  in  the  Southwest,  while  a  very  lov¬ 
able  type  of  hornets,  are  nevertheless  ex¬ 
tremely  powerful  and  potent,  and  I  feel 
that  the  hornets’  nest  of  the  other  day  is 
as  nothing  as  compared  to  the  hornets’ 
nest  of  today.  I  see  that  a  number  of 
my  good  friends  from  the  Southwest  are 
on  their  feet  seeking  to  obtain  the  floor, 
and  I  think  I  will  have  to  take  them  in 
turn.  I  yield  first  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  McFarland]. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  say  to  my  good  friend 
from  Illinois  that  I  am  afraid  he  is  a 
hornet,  because  he  goes  around  trying 
to  sting  everyone  else  except  the  people 
of  his  own  State.  I  should  like  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  now,  I  hope  to  his  satisfac¬ 


tion.  Let  us  consider  flood  control  proj¬ 
ects  in  Illinois.  By  keeping  the  water  of 
the  rivers  in  their  channels  the  land  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  rivers  is  made  very  val¬ 
uable.  The  main  difference  between  irri¬ 
gation  and  flood  control  is  that  in  irri¬ 
gation  water  is  taken  out  of  the  channel 
and  put  on  the  land,  whereas  in  the  case 
of  flood  control  water  is  kept  in  the 
channel,  thereby  making  the  adjacent 
land  very  valuable. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  is  advocating  that  the  farmers  pay 
interest  on  irrigation  developments. 
The  people  whose  land  adjoins  the  rivers 
which  are  controlled  by  flood-control 
projects  have  land  which  is  made  more 
valuable  by  expenditure  of  money  for 
flood  control.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  feel  that  the  people  of  his  State 
who  have  benefited  very  much  by  flood 
control  should  be  made  to  pay  principal 
and  interest  on  such  flood-control  proj¬ 
ects?  If  he  does,  I  hope  the  next  time 
there  comes  before  the  Senate  a  flood- 
control  bill  which  deals  with  the  State  of 
Illinois  he  will  ask  that  on  that  par¬ 
ticular  project  the  people  who  are  bene¬ 
fited  be  made  to  reimburse  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  cost,  and  pay  interest  on 
the  project.  Otherwise,  I  do  not  want  to 
hear  the  Senator  talk  about  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  such  action  to  be  taken  in  con¬ 
nection  with  irrigation. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  question  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  has  asked  is  a 
very  pertinent  one.  It  is  very  true  that 
in  connection  with  many  flood-control 
projects  adjacent  land  which  is  bene¬ 
fited  and  largely  redeemed  from  being 
alluvial  swamp  land  and  made  into  good 
farm  land,  is  improved  very  greatly  by 
such  flood  control.  But  I  am  afraid  my 
good  friend  from  Arizona  was  not  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  rivers  and  harbors  bill  was 
considered,  because  I  submitted  an 
amendment  to  it  which  provided  that 
half  the  cost  of  the  construction  of 
levees  be  assessed  against  the  land  di¬ 
rectly  benefited.  I  did  not  secure  many 
votes  for  that  amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAnd.  Was  that  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  Illinois  project? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  in  favor  of  such 
assessment  with  respect  to  all  flood-con¬ 
trol  projects,  including  those  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  may  say  I  did 
not  hear  the  Senator  from  Illinois  make 
any  such  proposal  with  respect  to  an 
Illinois  project. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
in  favor  of  such  a  proposal  applying  to 
all  projects — including  those  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  so  forth. 

However,  I  think  only  about  six  Sena¬ 
tors  voted  with  me  on  my  amendment. 
I  do  not  remember  that  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  voted  with  me,  but  he  may  not 
have  been  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
when  that  vote  was  taken. 

However,  I  am  delighted  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  as  a  convert;  and 
the  next  time  such  matters  come  before 
the  Senate  I  hope  he  will  be  on  my  side. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
the  Senator  has  not  converted  me.  I 
believe  that  flood  control  is  worth  all 
the  money  it  costs,  and  even  more. 
Likewise,  I  also  believed  that  irrigation 
and  reclamation  are  most  important  to 
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the  economy  of  the  United  States.  They 
constitute  the  only  remaining  frontier 
of  our  country. 

I  regret  very  much  that  our  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  a  man  who  has  been  so  foresighted 
in  so  many  respects  and  has  believed  in 
progress  and  has  believed  in  affording  an 
opportunity  for  the  youth  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  people  generally  who  wish  to 
make  homes  for  themselves,  cannot  be 
sufficiently  foresighted  to  realize  the 
benefits  of  irrigation  and  reclamation. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  it  so 
happens,  of  course,  that  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  has  no  projects  in  Illinois, 
and  therefore  the  proposals  for  econ¬ 
omy  which  I  am  making  now  are  pro¬ 
posals  which,  if  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
will  result  in  the  making  of  reductions 
at  the  expense  of  other  States.  How¬ 
ever,  Illinois’  turn  will  come  when  the 
civil-functions  bill — the  so-called  Army 
engineers’  bill — comes  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate;  and  I  shall  not  spare  Illinois  when 
that  time  comes. 

I  shall  not  launch  upon  any  lengthy 
process  of  self-justification,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent;  but  I  think  I  can  say  that  in  Illi¬ 
nois  I  have  opposed  proceeding  with  two 
big  river  and  harbor  projects.  There 
is  one  project — not  yet  authorized,  but 
proposed — calling  for  an  expenditure  in 
excess  of  $100,000,000,  to  widen  and 
deepen  the  canal  between  Moline,  on 
the  Mississippi  River,  and  Hennepin,  on 
the  Illinois  River.  I  have  gone  to  Moline 
and  to  Rock  Island,  and  I  have  opposed 
that  project;  and  I  have  gone  up  and 
down  the  canal  and  have  said  that  I  do 
not  think  it  is  needed  any  more  than  a 
Hottentot  needs  a  white  tie  and  tails. 

Furthermore,  there  is  in  South  Chi¬ 
cago  another  project,  in  regard  to  which 
I  had  a  little  exchange  at  arms  with  the 
esteemed  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellar]  last  year — the  so-called 
Cal-Sag  project,  calling  for  an  ultimate 
appropriation  of  approximately  $78,000,- 
000.  It  is  a  worthy  project  in  general, 
but  I  have  declined  to  sponsor  that  pro¬ 
ject  this  year.  I  went  to  South  Chicago, 
and  there  I  helped  to  pay  the  cost  of 
renting  a  hall  for  a  meeting  at  which  I 
explained  that  because  of  the  need  for 
economy,  I  was  opposed  to  the  project 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  have  men¬ 
tioned  these  matters,  had  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  said  that  I  was  in  favor  of  economy 
at  the  expense  of  someone  else.  I  fully 
understand  that  if  we  take  the  pathway 
of  economy,  we  must  be  willing  to  apply 
it  to  ourselves  and  to  our  own  States.  I 
understand  that,  and  Lam  willing  to  do 
so.  However,  I  ask  that  all  of  us  apply 
the  same  standard  to  ourselves. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  made  some  reference  to  the 
Big  Thompson  project,  in  Colorado. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  wish  to 
say  that,  generally  speaking,  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  his  efforts 


along  the  line  of  economy.  I  think  it  is 
splendid  that  a  fight  is  being  made  for 
economy  and  for  a  reduction  in  spend¬ 
ing.  I  believe  that  is  one  of  the  very 
great  needs  of  our  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  commend  the 
Senator — and  I  hope  he  will  listen  to 
what  I  am  saying  now. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  certainly  will  listen 
to  .the  Senator.  I  turned  aside  for  a 
moment  to  obtain  some  figures  bearing 
on  a  question  which  I  believe  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  ask  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  as  I  was  saying,  I  am  trying 
to  pay  a  compliment  to  the  Senator — a 
rather  tortured  compliment,  perhaps. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
most  grateful  for  any  compliment  which 
is  paid  me  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado,  even  if  it  is  tortured.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  for  his  efforts  to  obtain 
economy. 

Of  course,  there  are  two  kinds  of 
spending  in  the  United  States.  One  is 
spending  which  will  result  in  an  invest¬ 
ment,  the  other  is  spending  from  which 
no  return  is  obtained. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  a  wisecrack  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado ;  but 
I  would  say  that  an  investment  is  gen¬ 
erally  considered  a  spending  of  money  in 
one’s  own  State,  whereas  an  expenditure 
is  a  spending  of  money  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  do  not  make  any  such  dis¬ 
tinction  as  that.  I  think  there  is  a  very 
logical  difference  between  an  expendi¬ 
ture  which  brings  no  return  and  an  ex¬ 
penditure  for  a  project  which  not  only 
will  continue  to  serve  the  Nation,  but 
will  result  in  having  returned  to  the 
Federal  Treasux-y  all  the  money  it  spent 
on  the  project. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then,  is  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  in  favor  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  project,  for  which  not  only  the 
principal,  but  the  interest  would  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  Federal  Treasury? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  In  the 
Senate  I  have  opposed  the  St.  Lawrence 
project  for  a  long  time,  but  for  entii'ely 
different  reasons.  I  do  not  think  that 
project  can  be  compai’ed  with  the  recla¬ 
mation  projects. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  St.  Lawrence 
project  is  located  in  the  northeastern 
section  of  the  United  States;  and  that 
project,  when  constructed,  will  return  to 
the  Treasury  not  only  the  principal  but 
the  interest. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  do  not  care  to  get  into  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  St.  Lawrence  project,  be¬ 
cause  it  involves  a  question  different 
from  the  one  with  which  we  are  dealing 
now. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  talk  about  the 
Big  Thompson  project.  As  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  said,  the  over-all  cost 
of  the  Big  Thompson  project  has  l-isen, 
until  finally  it  is  nearly  three  times  what 
it  was  originally  estimated  to  be.  That 
increase  has  been  caused  by  several  fac¬ 
tors.  One  is  the  increase  in  the  cost  of 
construction. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  not  the  increase 
also  due  to  a  change  to  more  elaborate 
plans? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  was 
about  to  mention  that  factor,  also.  The 
changes  which  have  been  made  in  the 
plans  for  that  project  are  similar  to  the 
changes  which  often  are  made  in  the 
plans  for  building  a  house.  After  the 
plans  for  a  house  have  been  drawn  up 
sometimes  it  is  decided  to  add  a  bay 
window  or  to  make  other  changes,  and 
of  course  such  changes  result  in  increas¬ 
ing  the  cost.  A  similar  experience  has 
been  had  in  respect  to  the  Big  Thomp¬ 
son  project.  However,  all  the  changes 
proposed  for  that  project  will  serve  well 
the  people  of  that  area. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  spoke  of  $25,- 
000,000  to  be  repaid  by  the  locality.  That 
is  true.  The  people  of  the  locality  to  be 
served  by  the  Big  Thompson  project 
have  placed  a  tax  levy  upon  all  their 
holdings  in  the  towns  and  cities,  and 
they  have  agreed  to  pay  $25,000,000  to 
the  Federal  Government  to  take  care  of 
some  of  the  cost  of  building  the  Big 
Thompson  project.  At  that  time  it  was 
believed  that  the  Big  Thompson  project 
would  cost  approximately  $50,000,000. 
However,  now  we  know  that  it  will  cost 
approximately  $150,000,000.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  that  project  has  been  begun. 

Let  me  say  that  recently  I  read  in  the 
press  a  very  wise  statement  which  was 
attributed  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
namely,  that  once  a  man  puts  his  hand 
to  the  plow,  he  must  go  on  through  to 
the  end  of  the  furrow.  I  thought  that 
was  a  very  wise  statement,  and  it  applies 
especially  to  the  Big  Thompson  project, 
for  in  that  case  we  have  put  our  hand 
to  the  plow;  the  Federal  Government  has 
undertaken  a  great  irrigation  project 
and  a  great  power  project.  We  have  be¬ 
gun  it.  Every  time  we  hold  back  or  re¬ 
strict  or  delay  the  appropriations  for 
that  project  in  the  annual  appropriation 
bills,  the  more  damage  we  do,  not  only  to 
that  locality,  but  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  itself.  Someday  that  pi’oject  will 
be  finished,  and  when  it  is  finished  it 
will  begin  to  pay  back.  The  more  we 
delay  the  construction  of  the  project,  the 
longer  it  will  take  to  get  our  money  back. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  woi’d  further, 
after  which  I  shall  not  delay  the  Senator, 
because  I  note  that  other  Senators  de¬ 
sire  to  interupt  him.  The  Big  Thomp¬ 
son  will  pay  ’back  every  cent.  The  use 
of  the  water  will  pay  a  part  of  it.  The 
sale  of  electricity  will  l’epresent  the  bal¬ 
ance.  Our  friends  in  Wyoming  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  as  well  as  sections  of  Coloi’ado 
who  will  get  none  of  the  water  are  send¬ 
ing  in  applications  for  the  electi'icity  to 
be  generated  there.  There  is  already  a 
greater  demand  for  all  the  electricity  to 
be  generated  by  the  Big  Thompson  proj¬ 
ect  than  it  will  be  able  to  produce.  So 
it  is  a  good  project.  It  is  providing  sup- 
plementai-y  water  to  one  of  the  finest 
and  best  agricultural  regions  in  all  the 
country.  It  does  not  need  my  defense. 
The  Senator  should  come  to  Colorado, 
and  go  over  the  Big  Thompson  project. 
He  ought  to  inspect  the  project,  and  see 
the  tunnel  through  the  Rocky  Mountains 
which  is  13  miles  in  length  and,  as  I 
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understand,  the  longest  tunnel  in  the 
United  States.  He  should  see  the  water 
being  brought  through  that  tunnel,  the 
country  which  is  to  be  irrigated,  the  fine 
little  towns  and  cities  which  are  to  be 
supplied  with  electricity,  and  which 
pledged  their  credit  to  the  payment  of 
this  project.  Then  I  think  the  Senator 
would  be  very  reluctant  to  propose  de¬ 
lays  to  the  progress  and  completion  of 
the  Big  Thompson  project. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  there 
seems  to  be  a  process  of  antiphonal 
singing  here,  a  verse  by  some  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  which  calls  for  a  reply. 

I  am  not  proposing  that  the  work  on 
the  Big  Thompson  should  be  stopped. 
I  am  merely  proposing  that  we  shall  pro¬ 
ceed  at  a  somewhat  slower  rate  than  is 
projected. 

The  present  appropriations  call  for 
about  $21,000,000  worth  of  work  to  be 
done  in  the  current  year.  I  think  that 
could  be  cut  back.  In  general,  I  am 
suggesting  that  there  should  be  a  cut¬ 
back  of  25  percent,  but  I  think  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Big  Thompson,  where  the 
water-payment  situation  is  so  uncertain 
and  inadequate,  the  cut  could  be  still 
more. 

LARGE  FEDERAL  DEFICIT  FEEDS  INFLATION 

There  is  another  consideration  which 
should  be  borne  in  mind.  We  already 
have  a  Government  deficit  of  $3, 000, 000,- 
000  for  the  past  year,  and  unless  we  cut 
the  appropriation  bill  for  the  year 
1950-51,  we  shall  have  a  deficit  of,  say, 
$4,000,000,000.  On  top  of  that,  we  are 
going  to  have  the  war  expenditures. 
The  President  has  asked  for  $10,000,000,- 
000,  and  we  are  going  to  give  it  to  him, 
but  we  all  know  that  probably  beyond 
that  requested  appropriation  of  $10,000,- 
000,000  will  be  requests  for  further  sums 
of  money. 

The  prospects  are  that  unless  we  put 
into  effect  a  most  rigorous  tax-increase 
bill,  the  deficit  for  the  year  1950-51  will 
be  very  great.  How  does  the  Govern¬ 
ment  get  the  money  for  that  deficit?  It 
borrows  from  the  banks,  primarily.  And 
what  do  the  banks  do?  They  create 
credit  upon  which  the  Government 
draws,  and  in  effect  we  write  up  the 
credit  and  bank  deposits  of  the  country 
and  increase  the  number  of  money  coun¬ 
ters  which  may  be  offered  for  goods,  with 
the  result  that  the  prices  are  bid  up  and 
inflation  results.  The  larger  the  deficit, 
the  more  the  borrowing,  the  greater  the 
rise  in  prices.  The  smaller  the  deficit, 
the  smaller  the  rise  in  prices,  and  the 
less  inflation. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  we  have 
to  make  our  decisions  not  merely  in  gen¬ 
eral  terms,  but  as  specific  items  come 
up,  and  we  should  decrease  the  deficit  so 
that  there  will  not  be  this  great  compe¬ 
tition  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  those  bidding  for  scarce  materials 
and  scarce  labor.  Every  million  dollars 
we  put  into  Big  Thompson  and  into  other 
projects,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
bids  labor  and  materials  away  from  the 
war  effort. 

We  must  ask  ourselves,  Are  dollars 
worth  more  on  the  Big  Thompson  than 
m  producing  munitions  or  artillery  ,or 
tanks,  or  equipping  troops?  We  must 
ask  ourselves  that  question.  If  we  ask 


ourselves  that  question,  I  think  it  is 
pretty  clear  that  it  would  be  better  in 
the  national  interest  to  slow  down  the 
rate  of  construction  of  these  projects  so 
as  to  release  purchasing  power,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  men  for  the  more  direct  war 
effort,  and  then,  when  the  war  is  over, 
as  we  hope  it  will  be  soon,  these  projects 
can  be  picked  up  again. 

Mr.  AIKEN  and  Mr.  YOUNG  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield,  and  if  so  to 
whom? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  promised  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  referred 
a  while  ago  to  the  Missouri-Souris  proj¬ 
ect  as  a  very  colossal  affair. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct.  I 
cited  that  particular  case. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  It  would  cost  approxi¬ 
mately  $270,000,000,  but  it  is  a  project 
which  is  spread  over  three  States — Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 
I  do  not  know  any  project  which  would 
lend  more  stability  to  the  economy  of 
these  States  than  that  project.  It  would 
provide  forage  and  feed  in  the  dry  years, 
and,  as  the  Senator  knows,  we  have  some 
dry  years  there,  and  we  have  some  very 
good  ones.  It  is  a  very  good  trade  terri¬ 
tory  for  the  city  of  Chicago,  and  I  hope 
the  Senator  will  come  out  to  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  view  our  problems  at  first  hand. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  could  be  noth¬ 
ing  better  than  for  the  Senator  to  spend 
some  time  in  North  Dakota  with  the  able 
junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  larger  part  of  this 
irrigation  project  would  be  in  North  Da¬ 
kota.  The  acreage  would  not  be  so  great 
in  comparison  to  total  acreage  of  the 
States,  but  it  would  provide  the  feed 
necessary  for  carrying  us  over  the  dry 
years  and  many  more  profitable  cash 
crops.  It  would  make  for  us  a  more  pros¬ 
perous  State  and  would  help  to  maintain 
the  national  economy.  The  State  of 
North  Dakota  passed  what  is  known  as 
a  conservancy  district  act  last  year,  guar¬ 
anteeing  to  levy  on  all  of  the  affected 
property  its  share  of  the  cost  of  this  dam. 
It  would  take  a  good  many  years  to  com¬ 
plete  the  project.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  also  that  it  is  in  various  units.  The 
one  on  which  it  is  proposed  to  start  con¬ 
struction  now  is  in  Montana,  in  the 
northeastern  area,  probably  the  driest 
part  of  that  State,  where  perhaps  more 
than  any  other  place  in  the  United  States 
a  water  project  is  needed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  North  Dakota  that,  as  he 
says,  the  ultimate  cost  of  these  projects 
is  very  great.  The  ultimate  cost  of  phase 
A  of  the  Missouri-Souris  project  is  ap¬ 
proximately  $79,000,000,  since  the  Senate 
committee  has  transferred  the  James¬ 
town  unit  to  phase  A,  and  the  Crosby- 
Mohall  and  Devils  Lake  units  in  phase 
B  will  cost  approximately  $270,000,000 
and  $21,077,000,  respectively,  or  a  total  of 
$369,000,000.  But  there  has  been  ex¬ 
pended  upon  these  projects,  as  my  figures 
indicated,  about  $1,432,000,  to  date.  As 
to  the  ultimate  need  of  these  projects, 
there  is  question  by  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation,  itself,  because,  as  I  quoted  Mr. 


Warne’s  testimony,  he  frankly  ad¬ 
mitted — and  I  quote  again: 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  work  that  needs 
to  be  done  before  ultimate  feasibility  of  the 
irrigation  plans  can  be  worked  out  for  the 
Crosby-Mohall  unit  or  the  Jamestown  unit 
or  any  of  the  distant  units. 

And,  in  the  case  of  the  Missouri  diver¬ 
sion  unit,  the  location  of  the  planned 
canal  is  not  yet  determined. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  a  moment.  In 
lieu  of  the  doubts  about  the  ultimate 
feasibility,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
amounts  spent  to  date  have  been  very 
slight,  and  therefore  we  would  not  lose 
so  much  if  we  halted  the  work,  and  in 
view  of  the  national  situation,  it  would 
seem  to  me  unwise  to  plunge  in  with 
substantial  additional  appropriations 
now,  which  then  would  commit  us  to  pro¬ 
ceed  more  rapidly  with  this  tremendous 
program,  which  will  ultimately  cost  at 
least  $370,000,000.  And  we  can  be  fairly 
certain  that  before  the  Bureau  gets 
through,  the  cost  would  be  $500,000,000, 
because  the  Bureau,  like  the  Army  engi¬ 
neers,  can  always  be  trusted  to  have  its 
projects  cost  infinitely  more  than  they 
first  estimated  the  cost  to  be. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  So  far  as  the  project  in 
North  Dakota  is  concerned,  of  course, 
there  is  no  money  being  spent  for  con¬ 
struction  there  now.  It  is  all  being 
spent  for  investigation  to  prove  its  feasi¬ 
bility.  There  have  not  been  large  sums 
of  money  spent.  In  fact,  if  we  proceed 
at  the  rate  we  are  proceeding  now,  it 
would  probably  take  a  thousand  years  to 
complete  the  project,  which,  under  nor¬ 
mal  circumstances,  probably  could  be 
completed  within  10  to  20  years.  I  may  * 
point  out  to  the  Senator  that  no  con¬ 
struction  is  going  on  within  the  borders 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  if  this  bill  goes 
through,  will  not  the  construction  of 
some  of  the  dams  actually  start? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  No.  Regarding  the 
Missouri-Souris  project,  that  is  on  the 
Montana  side,  and  it  is  a  unit  by  itself. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  the  construction 
of  dams  will  start. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  There  has  been  an  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  Missouri-Souris  di¬ 
version  dam  in  Montana,  but  no  definite 
date  has  been  set  for  letting  a  construc¬ 
tion  contract. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  I  mean  that  if  a 
start  is  made  on  it,  as  the  construction 
schedule  of  the  Bureau  indicated,  it  will 
be  on  page  906  of  the  House  hearings, 
then  we  are  committed  to  the  project! 
And  while  this  Montana  unit  costs 
$69,000,000,  the  related  units  cost  an  ad¬ 
ditional  $300,000,000,  and  we  shall  be 
told  we  are  committed  to  it  all 

Mr.  YOUNG.  No,  no. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  my  point. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  No;  the  Senator  is  in 
error  about  that.  We  are  not  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  entire  project — just  the 
Montana  unit,'  which  is  a  small  part  of 
that  total  project. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder 
if  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  noticed 
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in  the  message  of  the  President  this 
morning  that  the  President  reminded 
Senators  of  the  fact  that  we  cannot  use 
the  same  men  and  materials  in  construc¬ 
tion  work  that  we  have  to  have  in  fight¬ 
ing  the  war.  I  should  like  to  quote  from 
the  message: 

I  am  directing  all  executive  agencies  to 
conduct  a  detailed  review  of  Government 
programs,  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  them 
wherever  practicable  to  lessen  the  demand 
upon  services,  commodities,  raw  materials, 
manpower,  and  facilities  which  are  in  com¬ 
petition  with  those  needed  for  national  de¬ 
fense. 

In  other  words, -the  President  recog¬ 
nizes  that  we  shall  have  to  cut  out  some 
of  these  projects  while  we  are  engaged 
in  war.  It  is  not  only  a  question  of 
money;  it  is  a  question  of  men  and  ma¬ 
terials  which  will  be  required.  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  the  best  judgment  sim¬ 
ply  to  complete  the  projects  which  are 
nearly  completed  and  which  can  be  com¬ 
pleted  in  time  to  be  of  some  value  in  the 
war  effort,  and  not  to  start  a  myriad  of 
new  projects  at  this  time.  We  should 
wait  until  we  see  whether  we  win  the 
war.  I  assume  we  shall  win  it,  but  let 
us  be  sure  we  shall  win  it.  If  we  begin 
turning  down  absolutely  essential  proj¬ 
ects,  such  as  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway,  on 
which  the  great  steel  industries  will  soon 
be  dependent,  there  is  a  possibility  that 
we  may  not  win  the  war.  So  let  us  not 
take  any  chances.  Let  us  pay  heed  to 
the  message  of  the  President  in  which 
he  plainly  indicates  that  the  starting  of 
new  projects  will  have  to  be  discontinued 
for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for 
the  reinforcing  testimony  he  has  given. 
I  tried  to  point  out,  in  more  imperfect 
fashion,  that  if  we  were  trying  to  divert 
men  and  materials  from  less  necessary 
civilian  projects  to  war  projects,  there  is 
a  reciprocal  obligation  upon  us  to  divert 
men  and  materials  from  less  necessary 
governmental  projects  to  war  projects. 
I  am  surprised  that  the  seeds  which  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois  have  been  trying 
to  sow  in  the  Senate  seems  to  have  fallen 
on  such  infertile  soil. 

I  now  yield  to  my  beloved  friend,  the 
senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  who, 
by  the  way,  is  one  of  my  very  best  friends 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator, 
indeed.  I  should  like  to  ask  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  if  he  has  ever  been  in 
Montana  or  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  the  northern  part 
of  Montana? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  spent  a  summer  in 
Montana. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Where? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  Glacier  Park. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  does  not  surprise 
me. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  I  went  through 
a  great  deal  of  North  Dakota  and  Mon¬ 
tana  in  the  struggle  to  get  there.  I  en¬ 
joyed  both  States  very  much.  They  pro¬ 
duce  fine  people  and  splendid  Senators. 

Mr.  LANGER.  May  I  ask  what  year 
it  was  when  the  Senator  visited  Mon¬ 
tana? 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  was  a  great  many 
years  ago. 

Mr.  LANGER.  More  than  20  years 
ago? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  was  probably  20 
years  ago. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  was  when  the 
Senator  was  a  very  young  man. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No.  I  am  rather  ad¬ 
vanced  in  years,  now,  so  I  was  a  middle- 
aged  man  at  that  time. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  know 
that  during  a  drought,  in  a  distance  of 
500  miles  from  North  Dakota  all  the  way 
to  Havre,  Mont.,  on  the  Great  Northern 
Railroad,  only  one  carload  of  wheat  was 
shipped  from  those  millions  of  acres? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  know  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  was  then  the  Governor  of  his  State, 
and  I  am  sure  he  knows  everything  that 
happens  in  North  Dakota,  and  particu¬ 
larly  what  happened  during  that  period. 
I  would  never  question  any  fact  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
reports. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator 
know  that  conditions  were  so  bad  that 
we  had  to  ship  out  all  our  cattle  except 
a  foundation  herd? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  say  “Yes”  to  any¬ 
thing  the  Senator  says  is  a  statement  of 
fact. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator 
know,  for  example,  that  a  man  named 
Charles  Whitman,  who  put  in  his  life 
establishing  a  fine  herd  of  white-faced 
cattle,  had  only  seven  head  left  under 
the  program  of  Mr.  Wallace?  Does  the 
Senator  know  that? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  know  that, 
but  I  am  sure  the  Senator  would  not  tell 
an  untruth,  so  I  make  my  standardized 
reply,  that  I  accept  his  statement. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  honorable 
Senator  know  that  up  to  5  years  ago 
Montana  had  1,712,205  acres  of  irrigated 
land  and  North  Dakota  had  only  17,409 
acres? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  know  that. 
I  think  if  the  Senator  will  examine  the 
Montana  figures,  it  will  be  found  that 
the  amount  was  1,712,205  V2  acres. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  want  to  be  accurate. 
Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  we  in 
North  Dakota  are  entitled  to  have  irri¬ 
gation,  the  same  as  any  other  States? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  North  Dakota  that  I 
wish  his  State  well.  If  there  are  irriga¬ 
tion  projects,  the  cost  of  which  is  not 
excessively  high,  I  should  be  delighted 
to  vote  for  them,  but  where  the  irriga¬ 
tion  costs  are  in  excess  of  the  value  of 
the  land  irrigated,  I  think  it  is  pretty 
clear  that  the  project  should  not  be 
carried  out. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Wait  a  minute. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  has  been 
asking  me  questions,  and  I  want  to  ask 
him  a  question. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  desire  to  comment  on 
what  the  Senator  has  said.  The  Senator 
mentioned  the  cost  of  irrigation.  The 
Senator  knows  that  the  cost  is  all  paid 
back  by  the  farmers  who  do  the  irri¬ 
gating. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say,  in  the  first 
place,  the  interest  is  not  paid  back,  and, 
in  the  second  place,  we  increasingly  find 
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that  a  large  portion  of  the  capital  costs 
are  being  unloaded  on  power,  and  I  think 
it  may  be  very  questionable  in  some 
cases  whether  even  under  those  condi¬ 
tions  the  capital  cost  can  be  repaid  from 
power  revenue. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator 
know - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  answer  the 
Senator’s  question  before  he  asks  an¬ 
other  one? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  know 
of  a  single  irrigation  project  the  cost  of 
which  has  not  been  paid  back? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  would  say  that  time 
has  a  great  many  more  years  in  which 
to  unfold. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  agree  with  that  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  to  the  cost  per  acre, 
when  the  cost  is  $700  an  acre  or  beyond 
that  amount,  we  are  reaching  a  point 
where  the  costs  will  not  be  repaid  by  the 
owners  of  land  or  the  users  of  water,  ex¬ 
cept  a  small  percentage  of  cases. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Can  the  distinguished 
Senator  name  one  single  project  in  North 
Dakota  or  in  Montana  where  the  cost 
ever  went  up  as  high  as  he  has  indicated? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  been  going 
over  some  of  the  costs  in  Idaho  and  Ne¬ 
vada,  and  they  are  almost  astronomical. 
Will  the  distinguished  Senator  please 
tell  me  what  the  cost  per  acre  of  irri¬ 
gated  land  in  the  Missouri-Souris  project 
will  be? 

Mr.  LANGER.  At  the  present  time  it 
is  problematical,  but  whatever  it  is  it 
will  be  paid  back. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Instead  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  hiding  behind  the  word  “problemati¬ 
cal,”  since  he  is  so  accurate  in  giving 
the  acres  of  irrigated  land  down  to  the 
last  digit,  will  he  tell  me  within  $100 
what  the  average  cost  will  be  in  North 
Dakota? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Let  me  tell  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  that  he  knows  it  is 
impossible  to  answer  that  question,  for 
this  reason - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Take  the  estimated 
capital  cost  and  divide  by  the  number  of 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  to  be  irri¬ 
gated.  We  are  doing  a  little  bit  of  arith¬ 
metic  in  the  corner  here,  and  we  shall 
have  the  figures  for  the  Record  in  a 
moment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  There  are  approxima¬ 
tely  half  a  million  acres  which  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  stated  may 
not  be  capable  of  being  irrigated.  If  we 
get  the  water  up  10  feet  and  find  the 
land  cannot  be  irrigated,  the  cost  of  the 
project  is  great.  But  does  the  Senator 
know  of  a  single  project  where  the 
money  has  not  been  paid  back? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  is  a  day  of 
reckoning  coming,  may  I  say  to  my  good 
friend. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  had  intended  to 
speak  for  only  a  few  minutes,  but  the 
questions  asked  have  kept  me  on  my  feet 
for  an  hour  and  a  half.  I  now  yield  to 
my  beloved  friend  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  will  be  unable  to  find  any 
case  in  the  State  of  Montana  or  the 
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State  of  North  Dakota  where  the  value 
of  the  improvements  has  been  more  than 
the  value  of  the  land. 

The  Senator  would  not  want  to  see 
those  sections  of  the  United  States  com¬ 
pletely  destroyed  as  a  result  of  failure 
of  the  reclamation  programs.  Popula¬ 
tions  are  being  lost  in  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Montana  as  a  result 
of  drought  conditions.  Without  these 
projects  which  we  propose  to  construct 
these  States  would  be  economically  de¬ 
stroyed,  because  the  soil  is  rapidly  being 
blown  away  as  a  result  of  dry  years. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from 
Montana  three  questions  without  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  yield  in  a  min¬ 
ute.  For  the  sake  of  enlightenment  I 
should  like  to  put  some  figures  in  the 
Record.  The  total  cost  of  the  projects 
would  amount,  under  the  present  figures, 
to  $369,000,000.  The  maximum  number 
of  acres  which  could  be  irrigated,  accord- 
ing  to  the  figures  of  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation,  would  be  roughly  1,250,000 
acres. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator’s  figures 
are  wrong. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  understand  that  of 
that  total  a  little  more  than  500,000  acres 
probably  would  not  be  irrigated,  or  at 
least  there  is  some  doubt  about  it. 
Therefore  we  have  a  unit  cost  of  $290 
and  possibly  up  to  $490  an  acre  if  we 
allocated  the  entire  cost  to  irrigation. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  figures  are  en¬ 
tirely  wrong. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  they  are  wrong  we 
shall  correct  them.  Since  we  do  not 
have  information  as  to  cost  allocations 
between  irrigation,  power,  flood  control 
and  navigation,  it  is  difficult  to  make 
estimates  now.  And  that  is  my  point. 
The  feasibility  of  the  project  needs  fuller 
analysis  before  we  appropriate  more 
money  for  it. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  have  no  other  com¬ 
ment  to  make  except  to  say  that  the 
Senator’s  position  in  reference  to  these 
reclamation  projects  is  wrong.  It  does 
not  seem  to  me  that  we  can  afford  to 
deny  these  appropriations,  because  they 
are  necessary  to  carry  out  reclamation 
projects  in  the  Northwestern  States.  If 
we  wish  to  keep  the  Northwestern  States 
a  great  productive  area,  and  as  a  sup¬ 
plier  of  food  and  material  for  our  econ¬ 
omy,  we  must  carry  out  these  programs. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  At  the  very  time  that 
we  are  withdrawing  some  land  from  cul¬ 
tivation  under  the  acreage  restriction 
program  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  we  are  throwing  additional  land 
into  cultivation  by  means  of  irrigation. 
It  is  a  contradictory  policy,  but  I  shall 
not  press  it  further  at  this  time.  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia, 
whom  I  observe  on  his  feet. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  we  have 
just  witnessed  the  unusual  spectacle  on 
this  floor  of  the  scholarly  Senator  and 
beloved  statesman  from  Illinois,  with 
whom  we  do  not  always  agree,  shaking 
hands  with  his  opponent  in  debate,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 


kota  tMr.  Langer].  Let  me  admonish 
my  friend  from  North  Dakota  to  remem¬ 
ber  the  following  from  the  Holy  Bible: 

And  Joab  said  to  Amasa,  “Art  thou  in 
health,  my  brother?”  And  Joab  took  Amasa 
by  the  beard  with  the  right  hand  to  kiss 
him. 

But  Amasa  took  no  heed  to  the  sword  that 
was  in  Joab’s  hand;  so  he  smote  him  there¬ 
with  in  the  fifth  rib  and  shed  out  his  bowels 
to  the  ground. 

In  my  opinion,  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  will,  with  his  long, 
sharp,  logical  sword,  soon  follow  Joab’s 
example.  Therefore,  for  once,  it  is  my 
hope  that  the  Senator,  while  he  still  has 
his  bowels  and  brain,  will  promptly  beat 
an  orderly  retreat  to  the  other  side  of 

+  }-» p  niqlp 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  shall  do  so. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  no  such  in¬ 
tention  as  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  fears.  The  only  possible  thing  I 
could  have  to  thrust  at  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  would  be  a  bouquet  of 
roses. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  observation  proves  that  he  is  a 
worthy  successor  of  the  renowned  Sen¬ 
ator  “Ham”  Lewis.  On  a  certain  occa¬ 
sion,  as  my  good  friend,  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar], 
will  recall,  Senator  Lewis  made  a  wither¬ 
ing  remark  to  a  Senator  from  Indiana 
who  had  interrupted  him.  The  rebuked 
Senator  complained  of  the  severity  of 
Senator  Lewis’  retort.  Thereupon,  in  his 
inimitable  Chesterfieldian  way,  Senator 
Lewis  said,  “I  assure  my  friend  from  In¬ 
diana  that  although  I  always  wear  my 
intellectual  rapier  loose  in  its  scabbard, 
I  shall  never  again  thrust  it  at  him,  with¬ 
out  first  pointing  it  with  a  rose.”  Con¬ 
gratulations  to  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Douglas]  for  his  compas¬ 
sion  and  felicitations  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langer]  for  the 
safety  which  his  opponent  has  just  as¬ 
sured  him. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  comment  with  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS'.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry  I  had  to  leave  the  Chamber  for  a 
moment  and  missed  the  fine  colloquy 
between  the  Senator  from  the  West  and 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois. 
I  am  wondering  if,  in  making  his  cal¬ 
culations  of  the  cost  of  land  per  acre 
for  irrigation  purposes  in  the  West  and 
of  the  cost  of  these  reclamation  projects, 
the  Senator  has  taken  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  of  the  total  sum  of  money 
appropriated  in  this  bill  a  large  amount 
is  provided  for  items  other  than  reclama¬ 
tion  and  irrigation. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh  yes;  power  and 
flood  control  and  navigation. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Has  the  Senator  cal¬ 
culated  the  exact  cost  of  the  part  allo¬ 
cated  to  irrigation  to  determine  what  the 
cost  per  acre  would  be? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  that  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  itself  has  not  fig¬ 
ured  the  proper  allocation  between  power 
and  irrigation.  In  view  of  that  fact,  how 
can  the  Senator  from  Illinois  do  some¬ 


thing  which  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
itself  confesses  it  is  unable  to  do? 

Mr-  WATKINS.  Is  the  Senator  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  contracts  which  are 
made  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  and  water  users,  in  which  that  dis¬ 
tinction  and  the  allocations  are  made. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  acquainted  with 
some  contracts.  I  know  that  generally 
the  effort  is  made  to  load  the  major  part 
of  the  cost  of  construction  upon  the 
power  users,  and  to  free  the  water  users. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
also  understand  that  in  the  West  the 
first  priority  on  the  streams  of  the  West 
is  for  consumptive  uses,  not  only  for  ir¬ 
rigation  but  for  domestic  use  by  human 
beings  and  by  industry  in  a  consumptive 
way?  For  example,  a  steel  plant  must 
have  a  certain  amount  of  water  to  use  in 
the  making  of  steel.  When  all  that  is 
taken  into  consideratioh,  does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  realize  that  the  actual  cost  of  the 
water  is  not  the  important  consideration, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  the  water 
itself  in  a  consumptive  way  must  be  put 
to  beneficial  use;  otherwise  the  power 
will  be  valueless.  In  other  words,  it 
would  not  make  any  difference  how  many 
power  projects  we  had  in  the  West;  if 
we  did  not  have  water  for  people  and 
for  industry  to  use  in  a  consumptive  way, 
the  power  would  be  absolutely  valueless. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  stream  develop¬ 
ment  which  the  Senator  has  been  talking 
about  must  be  considered  on  a  basin¬ 
wide  basis.  If  the  income  from  the  en¬ 
tire  project — power,  industry,  and  the 
consumptive  use  of  water — makes  the 
entire  program  self  liquidating,  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  justified. 

I  think  the  Senator  should  also  bear 
in  mind  that  the  resources  and  the  pos¬ 
sible  development  of  the  streams  on  an 
over-all  basin-wide  basis  must  be  taken 
into  consideration  to  determine  whether 
a  project  is  feasible.  It  is  distinctly  un¬ 
fair  to  pick  out  the  irrigation  end  and 
say  it  is  being  subsidized  at  the  expense 
of  the  other  features.  There  would  not 
be  any  power  development  unless  people 
are  brought  onto  the  land.  People 
must  have  homes,  farms,  and  industries. 

I  may  also  point  out  to  the  Senator 
that  in  view  of  the  present  situation  in 
the  world — and  I  am  going  to  bring  in 
the  argument  as  to  the  war,  because  I 
think  it  is  certainly  material  at  this 
point — if  people  are  going  to  move  from 
the  cities  they  must  have  a  place  to  which 
to  go,  and  there  is  no  better  place  for 
safety  than  in  the  mountainous  and  the 
arid  sections  of  the  West.  They  must 
have  homes,  and  water  must  be  available 
for  irrigation  and  for  domestic  uses  and 
other  uses.  In  that  way  we  make  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  security.  Therefore  the 
projects  which  are  under  way  should  not 
be  delayed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Utah  suggest  doubling  the  appro¬ 
priation  in  order  to  add  to  security 
against  atomic  attack? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  that  it  would 
be  one  of  the  best  investments  this 
country  could  possibly  make. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Utah  suggest  tripling  the  appropri¬ 
ation? 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  We  would  have  to 
keep  within  our  possibilities;  but  I  would 
reduce  the  long-range  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  and  power  projects  we  are  build¬ 
ing  for  Europe  at  the  present  time,  and 
put  the  money  in  our  projects  at  home. 
Certainly  that  would  strengthen  us  more 
than  putting  the  money  in  Europe  would 
benefit  us.  At  least  we  know  it  would 
be  for  our  use,  and  it  would  not  be  put  in 
the  hands  of  a  possible  enemy  by  virtue 
of  the  desertion  of  a  third  or  fourth  of 
the  population  who  are  Communists  at 
heart. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Has  the  Senator  con¬ 
cluded? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Senator  had  taken  all  these 
things  into  consideration  in  making  his 
estimate  of  the  value  of  irrigation  in  the 
West  under  the  present  program. 

I  should  like  also  to  call  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  attention  the  fact  that  in  World 
War  II  many  reclamation  projects  were 
under  way.  There  was  one  in  Utah.  It 
had  not  been  quite  finished,  but  along 
came  a  program  for  building  a  steel  plant 
in  Utah.  One  was  desired  there  for 
making  steel  plates  for  the  Navy.  It 
was  found  the  plant  could  not  be  operated 
without  water,  and  it  was  fortunate  we 
had  a  project  halfway  finished.  Moun¬ 
tain  water  was  necessary  in  making  the 
steel.  Other  water  would  not  do,  be¬ 
cause  it  would  leave  defects  in  the  steel. 
The  Government  went  ahead  and  fin¬ 
ished  the  project  so  that  the  steel  plant 
could  be  completed.  Then  they  brought 
in  thousands  of  people,  and  they  found 
there  was  a  shortage  of  water  in  the 
cities  and  towns.  If  there  had  been  a 
drought  many  of  the  installations,  the 
Army  stores,  the  Navy  camps,  and  the 
like,  in  that  State,  would  have  had  to 
move  out.  It  was  fortunate  we  had  a 
reclamation  project  under  way  which 
could  be  finished  to  such  a  degree  that 
they  could  get  water.  So  that  the  over¬ 
all  picture  is  favorable  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  reclamation  projects. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Utah  will  forgive  me  if  I  say  that 
his  argument  reminds  me  of  a  passage 
in  Benjamin  Franklin’s  autobiography, 
in  which  he  said  that — 

So  excellent  a  thing  it  is  to  be  a  reason¬ 
able  creature  because  one  can  then  find  a 
reason  for  what  one  wants  to  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to 
take  up  as  much  time  as  I  have  taken.  I 
think  the  Record  will  show  that  a  vast 
portion  of  the  time  has  been  consumed 
in  cross-examination. 

I  now  move  that  the  figure  “$294,713,- 
000”  in  line  5,  on  page  247,  be  stricken 
out  and  the  figure  “$204,000,000”  be 
substituted  in  its  stead. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there 
may  be  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  brief  justification  and  summary 
which  I  have  prepared  for  this  reduc¬ 
tion,  and  which  I  have  tried  to  state 
orally  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  tell 
me  who  prepared  the  justification? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  McCulloch,  my 
assistant,  and  I.  The  two  of  us  prepared 
it. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  justifi¬ 
cation  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  op  Senator  Paul  H.  Douglas  in 
Support  op  Substitute  Amendment  To  Re¬ 
duce  Construction  and  Rehabilitation 
Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Bureau  op  Reclamation,  to 
$204,000,000 

Page  247,  lines  4  and  5:  House  bill,  $297,- 
467,000;  Senate  bill,  $294,713,000;  budget  es¬ 
timate,  $325,966,500. 

Tbe  Bureau  of  Reclamation  projects  for 
wbicb  construction  and  rehabilitation  ap¬ 
propriations  are  included  in  tbe  present  bill, 
include  a  number  of  new  starts  and  items  on 
which  so  little  will  apparently  be  completed 
by  the  end  of  fiscal  1950  that  they  may  be 
considered  essentially  new  starts.  In  line 
with  tbe  general  policy  against  appropria¬ 
tions  for  such  new  construction  starts  this 
year,  these  should  be  omitted. 

In  view  of  tbe  President’s  message  today, 
the  general  need  for  reduction  in  Federal 
expenditures  and  the  higher  priority  which 
other  items  in  this  omnibus  bill  should  be 
accorded,  the  rate  of  expenditure  for  projects 
now  under  construction  should  be  substan¬ 
tially  reduced  for  1951.  I  am  suggesting  in 
general  that  this  reduction  be  in  the  amount 
of  25  percent  of  the  proposed  expenditure  in 
the  Senate  committee  bill. 

Not  only  the  general  budget  situation  of 
the  Federal  Government,  but  also  the  certain 
expansion  in  the  demand  for  funds  and  ma¬ 
terials  for  other  more  essential  Government 
work  and  for  the  crucial  defense  work  which 
the  President  has  outlined  in  the  months 
ahead  should  persuade  us  to  make  reductions 
at  least  to  the  extent  I  have  suggested. 

With  certain  other  decreases,  which  I  shall 
note  below,  the  suggested  reduction  in  this 
appropriation  is  $90,713,000,  and  the  new  fig¬ 
ure  which  I  propose  that  the  Senate  adopt  by 
way  of  a  substitute  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  (of  $294,713,000)  in  line 
5  on  page  247  is  $204,000,000. 

While  I  have  itemized  these  new  starts, 
weak  projects  and  percentage  reductions,  it  is 
not  the  intention  of  this  amendment  to  bind 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to  these  particu¬ 
lar  amounts.  I  recognize  that  it  is  preferable 
to  leave  discretion  in  this  matter  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau,  so  that  it  may  cut  back  more  sharply 
those  projects  that  may  best  be  deferred  and 
accelerate  those  projects  which  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  are  most  essential. 

a.  new,  or  substantially  new,  starts 
The  new  starts  which  my  amendment  pro¬ 
poses  should  be  dropped  from  the  bill  are 
the  following; 

Senate 

appropriations 


Gila  project: 

Wellton  canal _  $30,  000 

Wellton  lateral  unit _  70,  000 

Dome  lateral  unit _  10,  000 


110,  COO 

Colorado  River  front  work  and 
levee  system _  950,  000 


Central  Valley: 

Sly  Park  Dam _  250,  000 

Folsom  power  facilities _  750,  000 


1,  000,  000 


Colorado-Big  Thompson: 

Brush  substation _  1,  000,  000 

Flatiron,  Fort  Collins,  Gree¬ 
ley  tap  line _  377,  000 


1,  377,  000 


Senate 

appropriations 

Paonia  project :  Spring  Creek  Dam.  $800  000 
Fort  Peck:  Glendive  Willlston 

transmission  line _  250  000 

Eden  project:  Big  Sandy  Dam  and 

Reservoir -  206,000 

Kendrick  project:  Seminol-Baroil 
line - -  150i  000 


Missouri  Basin: 

Jamestown  unit _  750  000 

Missouri  Souris _ i,  000’,  000 


1,  750,  COO 


T°tal. . . .  6,  593,  000 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  the  total 
estimated  costs  of  the  foregoing  projects,  for 
which  we  shall  be  asked  to  make  increasing 
appropriations  in  the  next  few  years  if  these 
starts  are  permitted  now,  is  $166,404,000. 

A  table  showing  the  total  estimated  costs 
of  these  projects,  the  amount  estimated  to 
be  spent  on  them  to  June  30,  1950,  and  the 
pages  of  the  House  hearings  where  these 
figures  and  construction  facts  are  given,  fol¬ 
lows: 


Project  name 

Total  esti¬ 
mated 
costs 

To  be 
spent 
through 
fiscal 
1950 

House 
hear¬ 
ings 
refer¬ 
ence 
(pt.  4) 
page  — 

Oila: 

Wellton  Cana! . 

$1,  570,  000 

$15, 291 

| 

Wellton  lateral  unit.. 

2,  358,  000 

25, 537 

>  657 

Dome  lateral  unit  __ 

1,  919,  000 

7,516 

1 

Colorado  River  front  and 

levee  system . . 

16,  295,  000 

414, 428 

681 

Central  Valley: 

Sly  Park  Dam _ 

6,  220,  000 

0 

1 

Folsom  power  facility 

47,  800,  000 

0 

|  698 

Colorado-Big  Thompson: 

Brush  substation _ 

2, 513, 500 

431,  795 

Flatiron,  Fort  Collins, 

733- 

Greeley  tap  line _ 

799, 100 

28, 758 

735 

Paonia:  Spring  Creek 

Dam _ 

3,  300, 500 

272,  200 

743-744 

Fork  Peck:  Glendivc- 

Williston  transmission 

line _ 

1, 783, 000 

0 

759-760 

Eden:  Big  Sandy  Dam 

and  Reservoir—  _ 

2,  000,  000 

42.025 

817-S18 

Kendrick:  Seminol-Baroil 

line . . 

242,  000 

25,000 

821-S22 

Missouri  Basin: 

Missouri-Souris, 

Jamestown  unit,. 

10, 749, 000 

214, 573 

■  150 

Missouri-Souris- 

Missouri  diversion 

unit... . . 

68, 855, 000 

1,  218, 174 

905-900 

Total.. . 

166, 404,100 

1  Senate  report. 


In  the  case  of  the  last  project,  the  Mis- 
souri-Souris  Division,  Missouri  Diversion 
Unit,  according  to  the  testimony,  there  has 
been  no  final  decision  on  the  location  of  the 
canal  to  lead  off  from  the  diversion  dam. 
(House  hearings,  pp.  907,  910.)  And  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  related  work  of  this  division 
now  in  phase  B,  Mr.  Warne,  of  the  Bureau, 
frankly  stated  (House  hearings,  p.  911) : 

“There  is  a  great  deal  of  work  that  needs 
to  be  done  before  ultimate  feasibility  of  the 
irrigation  plans  can  be  worked  out  for  the 
Crosby-Mohall  unit  or  the  Jamestown  unit 
or  any  of  the  distant  units.” 

Since  the  estimated  cost  of  phase  A  aspects 
of  Missduri-Souris  is  $68,855,000,  and  the 
Crosby-Mohall  and  Devils  Lake  units  in 
phase  B  will  cost  $268,953,000  and  $21,077,000, 
respectively,  in  addition  to  $10,749,000  for 
the  Jamestown  unit,  it  sems  wiser  to  halt 
this  construction  now  (with  only  $1,432,747 
spent  on  this  phase  A  section  through  fiscal 
1950),  until  all  doubts  have  been  removed 
concerning  the  economic  feasibility  of  the 
project.  How  can  we  justify  starting  out  on 
a  road  that  leads  to  such  enormous  expendi¬ 
tures  with  so  many  significant  questions  un¬ 
answered?  I  suspect,  although  the  record 
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is  not  clear  at  this  point,  that  provisions  for 
repayment  of  the  irrigation  costs  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  are  likewise  most  incomplete. 

B.  ELIMINATE  CERTAIN  SENATE  INCREASES 

In  addition,  I  am  suggesting  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Senate  increases  over  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  figures  ought  to  be  dropped.  No  ade¬ 
quate  reason  is  given  in  the  report  for  these 
increases : 

Provo  River  project - $2,  245,  000 

Riverton  project -  200,  000 

Missouri  Basin  project -  3,  000,  000 

C.  FORTY -PERCENT  REDUCTION  IN  COLORADO-BIG 
THOMPSON 

My  amendment  also  assumes  a  40-percent, 
instead  of  a  25-percent,  cut-back  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  Colorado-Big  Thompson 
project. 

In  justification  for  this  higher  cut-back, 

I  note  that  the  original  estimate  of  the  cost 
of  this  project  was  $44,000,000.  The  present 
estimated  cost  is  $150,503,000  (House  hear¬ 
ings,  p.  662).  A  repayment  contract,  how¬ 
ever,  was  made  which  provided  that  the  water 
users  should  repay  one-half  of  the  cost  of 
the  project,  but  not  to  exceed  $25,000,000 
(House  hearings,  pp.  733;  738-741). 

In  other  words  on  the  basis  of  present  fig- 
ures  the  Government  will  be  repaid  for  only 
about  one-sixth  of  the  cost  of  the  project 
and  the  balance  must  be  repaid,  if  at  all,  by 
electric-power  revenues.  While  the  Bureau’s 
justification  states  that  negotiations  are  un¬ 
derway  for  an  amendatory  or  supplemental 
repayment  contract,  I  believe  it  might  help 
to  persuade  the  water  users  that  this  is 
desirable  if  the  rate  of  construction  were 
sharply  cut  back. 

This  seems  to  be  another  example  of  a 
case  where  rising  costs  and  project  changes 
result  in  enormous  increases  in  total  costs, 
far  beyond  the  estimates  made  at  the  time 
of  the  original  authorization  by  Congress. 

D.  OTHER  MISSOURI  BASIN  DEDUCTIONS 

In  connection  with  the  Missouri  Basin 
project,  I  would  also  urge  elimination  of  fur¬ 
ther  appropriations  for  the  following  projects 
for  the  reasons  stated  below: 

(a)  Cheyenne  division — Key  Hole 

unit  _ _  $3,  179,  000 

The  Senate  committee  report  (p.  152) 

states : 

“The  1951  estimate  for  this  project  appears 
under  phase  A  in  the  amount  of  $3,179,000, 
which  has  been  allowed  by  the  committee. 
However,  representations  have  been  made  to 
the  committee  that  the  water  supply  on  the 
Belle  Fourche  River  is  such  that  under  the 
Wyoming-South  Dakota  compact  of  February 
18,  1943,  it  may  be  difficult  to  fill  this  pro¬ 
posed  reservoir.  Under  the  terms  of  the  com¬ 
pact  between  the  two  States,  there  is  no  limi¬ 
tation  upon  the  number  of  small  reservoirs 
which  may  be  built  in  Wyoming.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  that  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  study  of  the  future  water  supply  should 
be  made  before  construction  is  undertaken.” 

The  best  way  to  guarantee  that  there  will 
be  no  wasteful  new  construction  until  the 
availability  of  water  is  assured  is  to  omit  fur¬ 
ther  appropriations. 

(b)  Phase  B  items _ $5, 154,  000 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  Missouri 
Basin  items  listed  in  “Phase  A”  (“Units  se¬ 
lected  for  construction”)  is  $769,157,884. 
Starts  have  been  made  on  all  elements  of  this 
phase  A.  Although  the  total  amount  of  ap¬ 
propriations  authorized  by  law  for  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Basin  program  of  the  Bureau  is  only 
$350,000,000,  the  Government  would  appear 
to  be  effectively  committed  by  the  starts  that 
have  been  made  to  the  total  of  expenditures 
of  $769,000,000. 

Until  phase  A  is  more  fully  authorized  and 
completed,  it  would  appear  to  me  unwise  by 
this  appropriation  bill  to  permit  expenditures 
on  phase  B  (“Units  being  prepared  for  con¬ 


struction”)  which  involves  projects,  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  which  is  an  added  $944,933,- 
000. 

In  view  of  the  serious  questions  as  to  the 
adequacy  of  water  supply  for  the  whole  basin 
project  and  in  view  of  the  relatively  small 
part  of  the  total  irrigation  costs  which  it  is 
estimated  that  water  users  will  be  able  to 
repay,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  not  only 
eliminate  all  items  in  phase  B  but  possibly 
make  even  more  drastic  reductions  in  phase 
A. 

I  believe  the  Senate  should  also  take  note 
of  the  extent  to  which  project  costs  in  gen¬ 
eral  far  out  run  original  cost  estimates,  as  I 
pointed  out  above  in  connection  with  the 
Colorado-Big  Thompson  project.  As  listed 
by  the  Bureau  the  original  estimated  cost  of 
the  projects  included  in  the  current  bill  was 
$1,682,487,174.  The  present  estimated  cost  is 
$5,252,404,105.  (House  hearings,  p.  662.) 

E.  SUMMARY 

A  complete  tabulation  of  the  project  re¬ 
ductions  which  I  am  suggesting  in  this  sub¬ 
stitute  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Summary  of  proposed  reductions  ( with  dis-_ 
cretion  left  to  Bureau  for  item  revisions) , 
Bureau  of  Reclamation — construction  and 
rehabilitation 


Project  name 

25  per¬ 
cent 

New 

starts, 

etc. 

Total  re¬ 
duction 
from 
Senate 
commit¬ 
tee  figure 

Gila . . 

$1,  552,  000 
412,  000 

$110, 000 

$1, 662, 000 
412,000 
950, 000 
1,  525,  000 
3,  405, 000 
11,  515,  000 
1, 454,  000 

9,  226, 000 
850,  000 
459,  000 
51,000 
40,  000 
250,  000 
7, 375,  000 
170,  000 
43,000 
260,  000 
65,  000 
125,000 
222,  000 

}2, 782, 000 

12, 375, 000 
56, 000 
206, 000 
350,  000 

All-American  Canal _ 

Columbia  River  front-- 

950, 000 

Boulder  Canyon. . 

1,525,000 
3,  405,  000 
10,  515,  000 

1 1, 454,  000 

>  7,  849.  000 
50,  000 
459,  000 
61,000 
40,  000 

Davis  Dam . . 

Central  Valley . 

1,000,000 

Santa  Barbara _ 

Colorado-Big  Thomp¬ 
son _  _ 

1, 377, 000 
800, 000 

Paonia  _ _ 

San  Luis  Valley . . 

Boise-Payette.. . . 

Buffalo  Rapids. . . 

Fort  Peek  *  . . 

250, 000 

Hungry  Horse _ 

7,  375,  000 
170,  000 

Fort  Sumner . 

Tucumcari _ _ 

43,  000 
260,  000 
65,  000 
125,000 
222,  000 

2,  245,  000 
537,  000 
12, 375,  000 
56, 000 

Rio  Grande _ _ 

W.  C.  Austin _ _ 

Deschutes _ 

Klamath . . 

Provo  River: 

Senate  increase . 

25  percent  of  balance. 
Columbia  Basin _ 

Yakima _ _ 

Eden . . 

206, 000 
150, 000 

Kendrick _ 

200,  000 

200,  000 
750,  000 
29, 000 

3, 000, 000 
20, 086, 000 

Riverton: 

Senate  increase _ 

25  percent  of  balance. 
Shoshone . 

950, 000 
29, 000 

Missouri  Basin: 

Senate  increase.  ... 

25  percent  of  balance. 

Total . . . 

23, 086, 000 

■Tamestnwn  TTnit 

750, 000 
3, 179, 000 

Keyhole  unit . 

Missouri-Souris . 

1, 000, 000 
5, 154, 000 

Phase  B . . . 

Total  ..... 

10, 083, 000 

33, 169, 000 

750, 000 

Rehabilitation  and  bet¬ 
terment . . 

750, 000 

Total . 

90, 726, 000 

1  40  percent. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names : 


Aiken  Bridge*  Chavez 

Anderson  Butler  Connally 

Benton  Byrd  Cordon 

Brewster  Capehart  Darby 

Bricker  Chapman  Donnell 


Douglas 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Neely 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Conor 

Eastland 

Kem 

O’Mahoney 

Ecton 

Kerr 

Pepper 

Ellender 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Ferguson 

Langer 

Russell 

Flanders 

Leahy 

Saltonstall 

Frear 

Lehman 

Schoeppel 

Fulbright 

Lodge 

Smith,  Main* 

George 

Lucas 

Smith,  N_.  J. 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Graham 

McCarthy 

Stennis 

Green 

McClellan 

Taft 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hendrickson 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Hickenlooper 

Malone 

Tobey 

Hill 

Martin 

Tydings 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Watkins 

Holland 

Millikin 

Wherry 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Wiley 

Hunt 

Mundt 

Williams 

Ives 

Murray 

Young 

Jenner 

Myers 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  the  committee  amendment  on  page 
247,  in  line  4. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  brief  statement 
about  the  amendment,  and  then  I  shall 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  amendment  I  have  submitted  to 
the  committee  amendment  proposes  that 
the  appropriation  for  construction  proj¬ 
ects  in  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  be  re¬ 
duced  from  approximately  $295,000,000 
to  approximately  $204,000,000,  thus  ef¬ 
fecting  a  saving  of  approximately  $91,- 
000,000.  In  the  discussion  which  has 
occurred,  I  have  indicated  that  that  re¬ 
duction  would  be  made,  for  example,  by 
stopping  all  new  construction  starts  and 
all  essentially  new  starts,  and  by  slow¬ 
ing  up  to  the  extent  of  25  percent  on 
projects  already  under  way,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  Big  Thompson-Colorado 
project,  as  to  which  I  suggest  a  slowing- 
up  rate  of  40  percent.  In  the  statement 
I  have  inserted,  I  have  suggested  several 
other  possible  reductions.  However,  the 
apportionment  of  the  reduction  to  be 
made  under  my  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  would  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  as 
is  the  case  at  the  present  time;  and  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  could  apportion 
the  reduction  to  the  extent  of  $91,000,- 
000  in  the  same  way  the  Bureau  would 
apportion  the  proposed  appropriation  of 
$295,000,000 — in  other  words,  among  the 
various  projects;  and  the  Bureau  could 
do  so  in  a  way  which  would  benefit  those 
which  are  needed  in  the  war  effort. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  the  adoption  of 
my  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  would  result  in  a  reduction 
in  the  consumption  of  materials,  and  to 
that  extent  my  amendment  would  aid 
the  war  effort. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  to  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  247,  in  line  4. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  be  heard  on  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment. 
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The  committee  amendment  calls  for 
an  appropriation  which  is  $2,754,000  less 
than  the  amount  voted  by  the  House, 
$31,253,500  less  than  the  estimates,  and 
$39,248,633  less  than  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  for  1950. 

In  my  judgment,  the  proposal  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  mean 
that  after  the  committee  has  cut  this 
appropriation  to  the  bone,  to  a  point 
where  just  enough  money  is  carried  in 
the  bill  in  order  properly  to  carry  on  the 
work  which  now  is  going  on,  the  con¬ 
struction  projects  now  under  way,  now 
in  process  of  construction,  would  have  to 
be  shut  down. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  on  this  point, 
Mr.  President,  because  I  am  sure  he  does 
not  realize  the  situation.  If  his  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment  pre¬ 
vails,  inasmuch  as  the  bill  as  reported 
by  the  committee  will  provide  only  suffi¬ 
cient  funds  to  pay  the  contractors  under 
existing  contracts  for  the  work  on  which 
they  now  are  employed,  then,  when  the 
contracts  are  stopped — as  they  will  have 
to  be  stopped  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  the  committee 
amendment  is  adopted — we  shall  have 
to  pay  the  contractors  the  damages  which 
result  from  such  stoppage.  We  had  an 
illustration  of  that  situation  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  last  year,  when  such  a  stoppage  cost 
the  Government  $700,000. 

The  effect  of  the  Senator’s  proposal,  if 
it  is  adopted  by  the  Senate,  simply  will 
be  that  work  now  underway,  which 
should  be  completed  because  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  war  effort — for  instance, 
the  work  involved  in  finishing  hydroelec¬ 
tric  projects,  and  similar  work  which  is 
going  on — will  be  delayed.  Then,  if  the 
inflation  which  the  Senator  fears  occurs, 
when  we  return  to  that  work,  it  will  take 
more  dollars  to  finish  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  would  be  perfectly 
willing  to  cut  back  on  the  appropriations 
for  reclamation  projects,  even  though, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  I  have  voted,  both 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  in  com¬ 
mittee,  for  every  reclamation  project, 
because  I  believe  in  them. 

At  this  particular  time  I  think  it  would 
be  perfectly  legitimate  to  delay  some  of 
the  reclamation  projects,  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  have  any  delay  occur  in  the  case 
of  the  power  projects,  because  I  believe 
they  have  a  direct  bearing  on  the  war 
effort  we  have  to  make.  In  my  opinion 
we  should  increase  the  production  of 
power  in  every  possible  way,  rather  than 
restrict  it. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  to  what  extent 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  would,  if  adopted,  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  development  of  power 
facilities. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  First  of  all,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  in  the  case  of  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project,  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  referred,  let  me  say  that 
project  can  be  finished,  if  there  is  any 
sort  of  a  short  war  at  all,  in  time  to  have 
the  power  from  that  project  available  for 


use  during  the  war.  However,  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  the  committee  amendment  is  adopted, 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  obtain  the  power 
from  that  project  during  the  war. 

The  same  is  true  of  the  power  features 
of  the  Central  Valley  project.  Practi¬ 
cally  all  these  projects  are  multiple-pur¬ 
pose  projects,  and  their  power  features 
are  being  pushed  ahead  of  almost  any 
other  features. 

However,  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the 
irrigation  features  of  the  projects  are 
concerned,  let  me  say  that  all  of  us  realize 
that  we  may  need  additional  irrigation 
facilities  in  order  to  be  able  to  irrigate 
more  land,  so  that  it  can  be  cultivated  for 
the  production  of  crops  which  will  be 
badly  needed  if  we  get  into  a  war,  at 
which  time  there  would  be  difficulty  in 
regard  to  importations. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  we  already 
are  under  contract  to  make  payments  for 
further  construction  on  projects  already 
under  way,  it  is  perfectly  foolish  to  make 
appropriation  cuts  of  the  kind  which 
would  be  required  by  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  apply  to  hydroelectric  lines 
which  would  supply  power  the  funds 
which  otherwise  would  be  used  for  the 
construction  of  dams  which  would  take 
years  to  complete? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  This  amendment  does 
not  relate  to  new  dams  which  will  take 
years  to  construct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  How  long  will  it 
take  to  construct  them? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  will  vary;  but 
all  the  ones  to  which  this  item  relates 
are  under  construction,  and  have  been 
under  construction  for  years. 

All  these  projects  were  authorized  be¬ 
fore  the  war  began.  Construction  on  all 
of  them  was  stopped  during  the  war. 
Since  the  war,  we  have  resumed  con¬ 
struction  on  them,  and  construction  has 
been  continuing  since  that  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  appreciate  that 
they  are  authorized  years  in  advance. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  I  mean  that  the 
money  for  their  construction  was  car¬ 
ried  in  the  appropriation  bills  in  the 
1940’s.  During  the  war  period,  con¬ 
struction  on  all  of  them  was  shut  down 
for  four  or  five  years.  Following  the 
war  construction  work  on  them  was  re¬ 
sumed.  We  have  been  continuing  with 
their  construction  since  then;  and  they 
are  reaching  completion. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  are  not  we 
now  in  the  same  position  we  were  in 
when  construction  on  them  was  shut 
down.  In  other  words,  we  are  in  a  war. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  we  made  a  mis¬ 
take  during  the  war,  in  my  judgment, 
when  we  stopped  the  construction  work. 
I  know  that  is  true  in  the  case  of  the 
Davis  Dam.  We  stopped  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  that  dam  during  the  war,  but 
there  has  been  a  crying  need  for  power. 
It  would  have  beeri  the  wisest  thing  to 
continue  with  the  construction  of  that 
project  and  to  have  had  the  power  from 
it  available  during  the  war.  It  was  a 
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of  that  project  during  the  war. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  247  in 
line  4. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Again,  Mr.  President 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  to  the  committee  amendment  on 
page  247,  in  line  4. 

The  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona,  who  is  in  charge  of  this  portion 
of  the  bill.  I  wish  to  inquire  in  regard 
to  the  action  of  the  committee  in  pro¬ 
posing  a  reduction  from  $297,467  000  to 
$294,713,000. 

I  understand  that  the  effect  of  such  a 
reduction  will  be  to  deny  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $1,400,000  for  continuation  of  the 
work  on  the  Havre-Shelby  line  or  proj¬ 
ect,  which  now  is  nearing  completion, 
and  also  to  eliminate  the  appropriation 
of  $365,000  which  is  necessary  to  con¬ 
struct  the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls 
transmission  line,  which  connects  with 
the  Canyon  Ferry  project. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct;  it  will 
make  a  reduction  of  $1,400,000  in  the 
amount  of  money  available  for  the 
Havre-Shelby  line,  and  will  also  result  in 
the  other  reduction  which  has  been  men¬ 
tioned. 


Let  me  explain  to  the  Senator  that,  as 
he  will  remember,  last  year  the  Con¬ 
gress,  in  pursuit  of  a  policy  of  arming  the 
Reclamation  Service  with  funds  where¬ 
by  it  could  negotiate  on  a  basis  of  equal¬ 
ity  with  the  private  power  companies, 
provided  funds  for  the  construction  of 
the  Havre-Shelby  line.  I  shall  discuss  it 
first. 


At  the  time  when  that  appropriation 
was  made,  it  was  understood  that  if  the 
Montana  Power  &  Light  Co.  would  bring 
about  a  suitable  wheeling  contract  to 
carry  the  power,  the  line  would  not  nec¬ 
essarily  be  built. 

It  so  happens  that  the  situation  which 
has  developed  in  Montana  is  that  in 
December  the  Reclamation  Service  made 
a  contract  for  the  construction  of  this 
line,  but  gave  no  go-ahead  order  to  the 
contractor.  The  notice  to  proceed  was 
issued  on  March  21,  1950.  On  April  12, 
the  Montana  Power  &  Light  Co.  obtained 
from  the  Montana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  an  order  permitting  it  to  reduce 
its  rates  to  rural  electric  cooperatives  to 
exactly  the  Government  rate  of  5V2 
mills..  If  that  action  had  been  taken 
prior  to  the  time  when  the  contract  was 
awarded  or  prior  to  the  time  when  the 
contractor  was  notified  to  proceed  with 
the  work  under  the  contract,  there 
would  really  have  been  no  excuse  for 
building  the  line,  because  the  primary 
purpose  of  the  line  is  to  get  power  to 
the  REA  cooperatives  at  the  Govern¬ 
ment  rate;  and  if  power  could  be  ob- 
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tained  from  the  private  power  company 
at  the  same  rate,  construction  of  the  line 
■would  not  be  justified.  However,  the 
Montana  Power  &  Light  Co.  was  about 
3  weeks  late  in  obtaining  the  order  per¬ 
mitting  it  to  reduce  the  rate  in  the  way 
I  have  stated.  So  the  contract  was  let. 

We  are  faced  with  that  situation;  and 
under  the  circumstances  the  committee 
felt  that  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  was 
in  a  little  too  much  of  a  hurry  to  let  the 
contract.  For  that  reason,  the  com¬ 
mittee  voted  to  disallow  the  funds  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  will  recall  that  an  effort  has 
been  under  way  for  many  years  to 
construct  this  project,  so  that  low-cost 
Fort  Peck  power  will  be  available  to  the 
farmers  in  that  area,  who  have  been 
denied  this  power  during  all  this  period 
of  time.  In  1947  the  Senate  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  for  the  construction  of  this 
line  in  1948.  At  that  time  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  did  not  hurry  to  let  the 
contract — thinking  that  there  might  be 
a  possibility  of  entering  into  a  contract 
with  the  private  power  company.  How¬ 
ever,  nothing  happened.  The  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  continued  to  hold  up  the 
contract,  and  did  so  until  very  late  in  the 
year.  Then,  just  before  work  was  begun 
under  the  contract,  Congress  eliminated 
that  appropriation. 

Then  the  fanners  in  that  area  be¬ 
came  despondent  about  the  possibility 
of  getting  the  project  constructed.  How¬ 
ever,  they  continued  to  make  efforts  to 
obtain  it.  They  had  spent  a  great  deal 
of  money  for  that  purpose,  but  they  could 
not  get  any  contract  for  service.  They 
had  to  build  a  line  at  their  own  expense. 
That  line  connected  with  the  Montana 
power  system.  Also  it  was  necessary  to 
purchase  a  steam  plant  there,  to  firm  up 
the  power.  All  that  was  necessary  in 
•order  to  make  it  possible  to  provide 
power  to  those  who  live  in  that  area. 

So,  during  all  these  years  they  have 
been  struggling  to  get  this  project,  and 
now,  last  year,  after  a  very  elaborate  de¬ 
bate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  getting  an  appropriation  with 
which  to  start  the  project.  The  project 
was  not  started,  however,  and  contracts 
were  not  let  for  it  until  December  of  last 
year,  waiting  again  to  see  whether  any¬ 
thing  could  be  accomplished  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  making  an  agreement  with  the 
power  company.  The  power  company 
did  not  offer  them  any  contract,  did  not 
offer  them  any  wheeling  agreement,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  finally  had  to 
start  construction  on  the  project. 

The  project  has  now  been  carried  on  to 
almost  full  completion.  I  have  before 
me  a  statement  from  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  which 
he  shows  the  status  of  construction  at 
this  time.  It  shows  that  the  Government 
has  already  expended  $892,136  and  has 
obligations  on  the  project  amounting  to 
$535,231.  So  the  project  cannot  be 
stopped  at  this  point  when  it  is  almost 
finished. 

Besides,  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  this  project.  We  cannot  tear 
down  the  lines  now  and  end  the  project 
at  this  point,  because  even  if  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  could  furnish  power  to 


the  rural  electric  cooperatives  there  at 
the  present  time,  the  time  is  going  to 
come  when  they  will  need  more  power, 
and  will  need  stronger,  heavier  lines  to 
carry  that  power.  Besides  there  is  a 
pumping  project  involved  in  the  area 
which  will  require  considerable  power. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  the  representa¬ 
tions  made  to  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  were  that  if  this  appropriation 
were  denied,  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
would  then  pay  the  Government  for  all 
materials  and  the  lines,  as  I  understood, 
and  take  them  over.  That  is  not  clear 
in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No,  and  it  is  not  clear 
anywhere. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  With  whom  are  they 
going  to  contract?  They  have  not  of¬ 
fered  an  agreement  to  the  farmers  or  to 
the  Government. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  the  point  to 
which  I  am  coming.  This  money  has 
been  allowed  by  the  House,  but  has  not 
been  allowed  by  the  Senate.  If  that 
point  cannot  be  cleared  up,  it  seems  to 
me  quite  evident  that  the  House  is  going 
to  insist  upon  the  appropriation.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  it  can  be  shown  that 
the  Government  will  come  out  whole 
without  loss  in  this  matter,  and  that  in 
the  meantime  the  REA  cooperatives  are 
receiving  the  benefit  of  this  very  low 
rate  on  the  power  of  5.5  mills,  then 
we  might  be  justified  in  taking  it  up.  I 
think  the  best  way  to  handle  the  mat¬ 
ter  is  to  take  it  to  conference  and  see 
what  the  Montana  Power  Co.  has  to 
say  about  it  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  he  does  not  think 
that  this  would  be  a  very  mistaken  ac¬ 
tion  in  view  of  the  emergency  which  is 
before  the  country  at  the  present  time; 
that  is,  to  destroy  this  line,  and  to  de¬ 
stroy  this  property?  It  is  almost  akin 
to  arson.  It  would  be  a  criminal  de¬ 
struction  of  property.  We  have  a  line 
already  completed,  and  the  Congress, 
because  of  some  language  picked  up 
from  the  street  or  in  the  lobbies  of  the 
Congress,  to  the  effect  that  the  power 
company  is  going  to  compensate  the 
Government  for  the  destruction  of  this 
line,  proposes  to  terminate  construction 
and  cancel  the  appropriation.  I  think 
it  is  the  most  unusual  legislative  action 
I  have  ever  heard  of. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  What  the  committee 
instructed  me,  as  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  was  to  inquire  first  of  the 
Reclamation  Service  as  to  the  progress 
on  the  work  at  that  time.  At  the  time 
we  acted  on  this  item  we  had  that  in¬ 
formation.  I  was  also  instructed  to  in¬ 
quire  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.  as  to 
what  its  attitude  would  be  about  taking 
the  property  off  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and,  while  there  is  no  firm 
commitment  at  the  moment - 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No. 

Mi-.  HAYDEN.  We  were  given  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  power  company  would 
do  that.  Before  this  question  is  ulti¬ 
mately  settled  in  conference,  that  will 
have  to  be  determined. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Senator  said  the 
power  company  would  do  that.  What  is 


the  agreement  it  proposes?'  What  does 
it  propose  to  do? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  To  take  over  all  the 
materials  and  to  take  over  the  line  so 
far  as  it  has  been  built,  as  I  under¬ 
stand. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  What  does  it  propose 
to  offer  to  the  rural  cooperatives  who 
are  involved? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  A  low  rate  for  power. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  A  low  rate  for  power? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  But  it  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  give  them  the  lines  which  would 
be  needed  in  order  to  enable  the  cooper¬ 
atives  to  secure  adequate  service. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  the  line  is  to  be 
built,  as  the  Senator  states,  of  course 
it  will  have  to  be  completed  either  by 
the  Government  or  by  the  private  power 
company. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  remember,  the 
evidence  shows  that  9  of  the  11  cooper¬ 
atives  are  now  being  furnished  with 
power  as  cheaply  as  they  could  obtain 
it  if  they  were  to  manufacture  it  them¬ 
selves.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  not  involved 
in  this  item. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  is  the  same  identi¬ 
cal  rate  as  that  at  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  offers  to  supply  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  But  it  is  all  involved 
in  the  question,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  is  not  involved  in 
this  item,  because  it  is  entirely  separate 
and  apart  from  the  contracts  they  may 
enter  into  with  the  power  company  in 
other  sections  of  the  State.  But  here  is 
a  situation  in  which  the  power  company 
has  failed  to  offer  a  contract  during  all 
these  years,  and  does  not  now  offer  a 
contract.  No  one  knows  what  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  give  to  the  rural  cooperatives 
in  the  way  of  adequate  service  and  fu¬ 
ture  low  rates. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Oh,  yes;  they  have 
the  rate  fixed  by  the  Montana  Power 
Commission.  If  any  REA  cooperative 
applies  to  them,  and  they  serve  it  with 
power,  it  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the 
rate  of  5.5  mills,  which  is  exactly  the 
same  as  the  Government  rate. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  was  my  un¬ 
derstanding. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Then  that  would 
mean  that  there  would  be  turned  over  to 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  a  complete 
monopoly  of  the  power  coming  from  the 
Fort  Peck  Dam.  At  the  present  time,  the 
Fort  Peck  Dam  is  carrying  that  power 
down  to  Great  Falls,  where  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  takes  it.  If  a  contract  of 
that  kind  is  given  to  the  Montana  Power 
Co.,  it  would  mean  that  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  will  lose  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  2.5  mills  for  power  and  5.5  mills, 
so  that  the  Government  will  be  losing  3 
mills  per  kilowatt  hour,  which  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  secured  as  a  result  of 
that  situation,  and  that  deprives  the 
project  of  the  opportunity  to  repay. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  matter  was  not 
presented  to  the  subcommittee,  but  it 
certainly  will  have  to  be  considered  when 
the  bill  goes  to  conference.  My  sugges¬ 
tion  is  that  this  matter  be  taken  to  con- 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1950 

ference,  and  that  those  who  are  inter¬ 
ested  otherwise  can  ask  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  to  come  forward  with  a  clean- 
cut  specific  proposition.  If  it  does  not 
have  one,  then  that  is  one  thing.  If  it  has 
a  proposition  that  will  save  the  Govern¬ 
ment  whole  and  free  of  cost,  then  I 
think  the  situation  would  be  different. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  says,  which 
would  hold  the  Government  free  of  any 
cost  whatever.  How  much  money  has 
the  Government  invested  in  this  project 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Government  has 
about  $800,000  in  it  now,  and  the  cost  will 
be  close  to,  but  under,  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  HILL.  But  there  has  already  been 
expended  on  this  project  about  $800,000 
of  the  Government’s  money;  is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  And,  in  addition  to 
that,  another  $400,000  to  $500,000  has 
been  obligated. 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  that  has  been  contracted  for? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  mean  contract  ob¬ 
ligations. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  let  me  finish  first? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  there  a  supplemental 
contract  obligation  of  $400,000  to  $500,- 
000,  in  addition? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes.  The  contractor 
has  agreed  to  build  the  entire  line,  and 
he  has  been  paid  for  his  work  as  it  has 
proceeded. 

Mr.  HILL.  Then  the  Government 
really  has  an  interest  in  the  matter  to 
the  extent  of  $1,200,000  or  $1,300,000, 
has  it  not? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arizona  have  any  infor¬ 
mation  in  v/riting  from  anyone  in  au¬ 
thority  connected  with  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  as  to  what  the  power  com¬ 
pany  will  do  in  this  matter? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  have  a  telegram 
from  them.  The  work  was  just  start¬ 
ing  on  the  line  when  we  had  our  hear¬ 
ings.  The  work  had  been  halted  by  the 
blizzard.  The  representation  made  at 
that  time  was  that  the  company  would 
take  off  the  hands  of  the  Government 
all  the  material  it  had.  The  missing 
part  of  the  understanding  is,  What  is  to 
be  done  to  compensate  the  contractor 
for  the  profits  he  otherwise  would  make? 
The  committee  said,  “If  we  can  save  a 
million  dollars,  let  us  save  it.” 

Mr.  HILL.  From  whom  is  that  rep¬ 
resentation  ? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  From  E.  J.  Corette, 
vice  president  of  the  Montana  Power 
Co. 

Mr.  HILL.  He  did  not  go  into  the 
Question  of  what  our  debt  may  be  to  the 
contractor,  did  he? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  but  he  did  agree 
to  take  off  our  hands  all  the  material 
on  the  ground  and  to  take  over  the  line. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement 
from  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation 
with  reference  to  the  status  of  the  line, 
and  also  an  extract  from  the  report  of 
the  chief  engineer  on  the  status  of  con¬ 
struction  and  material  contracts. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

July  14,  1950. 

Hon.  Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirwan:  In  order  that  you 
may  be  Informed  as  to  the  present  status 
of  construction  on  the  Havre-Shelby  line 
and  substations,  we  are  enclosing  a  state¬ 
ment  on  the  status  of  funds  and  construction 
progress  as  of  June  30,  1950,  and  estimated 
progress  as  of  July  31,  1950. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Michael  W.  Straus, 

Commissioner. 

Status  of  construction,  expenditures,  and 
obligations,  Havre-Shelby  transmission 
line  and  substations,  Fort  Peck  project, 
Montana — status  of  funds 


June  30,  1950 

July  31,  1950 

(actual) 

(estimated) 

Ac- 

Ac- 

crued 

Obliga- 

crued 

Obliga- 

expen- 

tions 

expen- 

tions 

ditures 

ditures 

Havre-Shelby  trans- 

mission  line,  Smith 
Construction  Co... 

$311,954 

$138, 046 

$398, 910 

$200,  523 

Havre  substation, 

Valley  Construc¬ 
tion  Co _ 

12, 024 

27, 976 

28,024 

59,  563 

Government-fur- 

nished  materials 
and  equipment _ 

17,281 

259, 978 

260, 000 

194, 145 

All  other  (R/W,  de¬ 
sign,  engineering, 
and  administra- 

184, 831 

8,199 

205,  202 

11,000 
23, 000 
47,000 

Rudyard  substation. 

Shelby  substation.... 

Total _ _ 

526, 090 

434, 199 

892, 136 

535, 231 

Progress 
of  June  30, 
1950 

Estimated 
progress  as 
of  July  31, 
1950 

TRANSMISSION  LINE 

Miles  of  poles  hauled  and  dis- 

tributed . . 

IS 

65 

Miles  of  structures  framed _ 

12 

58 

Miles  of  holes  dug.. . . 

10 

58 

Miles  of  structures  erected.... 

3 

55 

HAVRE  SUBSTATION 

Grading . . . . . 

(>) 

(0 

Structure  excavation . . 

(!) 

0) 

Backfill . 

0 

(!> 

Concrete  placement . 

(0 

(‘) 

Rudyard  and  Shelby  substa- 

tions . . . 

0 

p> 

1  Complete. 

2  90  percent  complete. 

3  50  percent  complete. 

4  30  percent  complete. 

8  60  percent  complete. 

8  Construction  contracts  awarded. 

If  construction  is  stopped  we  would  have 
an  uncompleted  facility  incapable  of  serving 
any  useful  function,  and  of  the  $1,427,367  ex¬ 
pended  or  obligated  as  of  July  31,  1950,  the 
Government  would  suffer  a  direct  loss  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $600,000,  since  the  $200,000  ex¬ 
pended  for  right-of-way,  design,  engineering, 
and  administration,  and  approximately  $400,- 
000,  consisting  of  contractors’  profits,  con¬ 
struction  costs,  termination  costs,  and  super¬ 
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vision  and  legal  expenditures  could  never  be 
recovered.  This  assumes  a  salvage  value  of 
approximately  $800,000  for  material  and 
equipment,  which  is  questionable,  since  some 
of  it  is  special  equipment  and  might  have 
only  a  nominal  salvage  value,  in  which  case 
the  direct  loss  to  the  Government  could  run 
as  high  as  a  million  dollars. 

In  addition,  if  the  Havre-Shelby  Line  is  not 
completed  and  placed  in  service  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  Fort  Peck  project  will  lose  a 
principal  outlet  for  firm  power.  This  may 
well  result  in  requiring  the  project  to  sell 
firm  power  which  has  a  value  of  5.5  mills  per 
kilowatt-hour  at  a  rate  for  dump  energy,  or 
2.5  mills,  a  loss  of  3  mills.  After  the  load  has 
been  built  up  over  a  period  of  10  years  it  will 
result  in  an  estimated  annual  loss  of  almost 
$250,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  a  telegram  sent  by  direction  of  the 
subcommittee  to  Mr.  J.  E.  Corette,  vice 
president  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  and 
his  reply  thereto. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele¬ 
grams  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

June  29,  1950. 

Mr.  J.  E.  Corette, 

Vice  President,  Montana  Power  Co., 

Butte,  Mont.: 

Members  of  Subcommittee  on  Interior  De¬ 
partment  Appropriations  have  asked  me  to 
submit  to  you  following  information  relative 
to  Havre-Shelby  line  obtained  from  Recla¬ 
mation  Bureau:  (1)  Due  to  favorable  bids 
under  estimate,  total  estimated  cost  has  been 
reduced  from  $2,860,000  to  $1,912,000;  (2) 
estimated  contract  expenditures  as  of  June 
30,  1950,  for  materials  are  $202,000  and  for 
progress  payments  on  23  supply  contracts 
and  2  construction  contracts  are  $295,000; 
(3)  in  addition  to  above  contract  expendi¬ 
tures  an  additional  amount  of  approximately 
$155,000  has  been  expended  for  engineering, 
right-of-way,  and  administration;  (4)  in  ad¬ 
dition  contractor  has  on  hand  approximately 
$115,000  of  supplies  for  which  certified  in¬ 
voices  have  not  as  yet  been  submitted  to 
Reclamation  Bureau;  (5)  therefore,  total 
actual  expenditures  and  contractors’  earn¬ 
ings  as  of  June  30,  1950,  plus  material  on 
hand  by  contractor  amount  to  $767,000;  (6) 
status  of  work  is  reported  as  follows:  4 
miles  of  poles  hauled  to  site;  1A  miles  of 
holes  dug;  2  miles  of  structures  framed,  and 
erection  was  started  on  June  26,  1950,  and 
on  Havre  substation  grading  is  completed; 
structure  excavation  is  75  percent  completed; 
and  concrete  work  is  13  percent  completed. 
Subcommittee  would  like  to  have  your  com¬ 
ments  on  above  factual  statement  and  what 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  would  be  willing  to 
do  under  present  circumstances.  Subcom¬ 
mittee  would  also  like  to  have  a  statement 
from  you  as  to  present  status  of  the  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  Interior  Department  for  a 
wheeling  contract  and  how  near  you  are  to 
an  agreement  on  same.  Please  wire  reply 
at  once  as  subcommittee  meets  again  tomor¬ 
row,  Friday. 

Carl  Hayden, 

Chairman,  Interior  Department  Ap- 
priations  Subcommittee. 

Great  Falls,  Mont.,  June  30,  1950. 
Senator  Carl  Hayden, 

Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Interior 
Department  Appropriations, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Have  no  source  of  information  to  check 
items  on  (1)  to  (5),  inclusive,  of  your  tele¬ 
gram. 

Item  (6)  appears  accurate  but  this  is  very 
little  work  toward  completion  of  100  miles 
of  lines;  in  addition,  excavation,  grading, 
and  foundations  are  only  a  small  part  of 
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the  cost  of  a  substation  and  this  work  has 
just  been  started. 

Important  facts  are  that  Bureau  let  all 
contract  for  Havre-Shelby  line  and  substa¬ 
tions  after  money  was  appropriated  by  Sen¬ 
ate  with  the  very  clear  understanding  and 
statement  that  no  money  should  be  spent 
if  arrangement  could  be  made  with  Montana 
Power  Co.  to  serve  REA’s  involved  at  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  rate. 

At  hearing  before  your  committee  on 
April  20,  Mr.  McPhail  was  told  by  you  per¬ 
sonally  and  by  other  committee  members 
that  money  was  appropriated  for  this  line 
with  such  understanding.  Our  information 
is  that  ‘‘go  ahead”  order  was  not  given  to 
contractor  on  Havre-Shelby  line  until  ap¬ 
proximately  April  22. 

In  addition,  on  April  12,  Montana  Public 
Service  Commission  approved  a  Montana 
Power  Co.  rate  for  power  company  rate  for 
power  to  Marias,  Hill,  and  all  other  REA^s 
on  our  system,  which  is  identical  to  Bureau  s 
rate,  thereby  eliminating  any  possibility  of 
any  saving  to  the  REA’s  or  anyone  else  by 
building  the  Havre-Shelby  line. 

The  facts  clearly  indicate  to  us  that  Bu¬ 
reau  has  not  acted  in  good  faith  with  you 
or  with  the  Senate  but  has  deliberately 
created  a  situation  to  make  it  difficult  for 
your  commitee  to  rescind  the  appropriation 
made  last  year  for  this  line. 

This  has  been  done  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  no  benefits  could  result  from  building 
of  this  line. 

Our  company  is  still  willing  to  purchase  at 
your  cost  all  materials  which  have  been 
acquired  for  this  line. 

As  to  the  Wheeling  contracts,  we  have  a 
contract  with  Bonneville  and  supply  all 
REA’s  in  far  western  Montana  under  it.  Bu¬ 
reau  refused  to  make  with  us  a  contract 
similar  to  the  Bonneville  contract  and  we 
could  not  agree  on  a  rate  to  be  paid  for 
Wheeling  because  Bureau  insisted  on  paying 
only  1  mill  per  kilowatt-hour  even  though 
Wheeling  distance  was  approximately  150 
miles  instead  of  50  miles  as  in  North  Da¬ 
kota  contracts  in  which  the  1-mill  rate  was 
established. 

In  view  of  this  deadlock  we  reduced  our 
rate  to  the  Bureau  rate,  thereby  accomplish¬ 
ing  every  benefit  that  could  result  from  a 
Wheeling  contract  plus  saving  the  Bureau  all 
expense  that  would  necessarily  result  from 
its  serving  these  customers.  We  understand 
from  discussion  last  week  between  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Phail  and  our  counsel,  Mr.  Glover,  that 
Bureau  agrees  that  Wheeling  agreement  to 
REA’s  is  now  unnecessary  as  they  already 
have  power  at  Bureau  rate. 

Only  negotiations  pending  with  the  Bureau 
regarding  Wheeling  are  from  Canyon  Perry 
to  Crow  Creek  irrigation  pumping  plant  and 
for  use  of  our  two  100,000-volt  lines  between 
Canyon  Perry  and  Great  Falls  to  interconnect 
Canyon  Ferry  plant  and  Bureau’s  Fort  Peck 
line.  We  believe  these  negotiations  will  re¬ 
sult  in  satisfactory  agreements  to  both 
parties. 

As  we  see  the  situation  every  additional 
dollar  spent  on  Havre-Shelby  line  will  be 
wasted  as  there  are  no  benefits  to  be  accom¬ 
plished,  and  sensible  thing  would  be  for 
Bureau  to  cancel  all  contracts  and  reduce 
expenses  to  a  minimum.  Undoubtedly  every 
contract  has  a  provision  that  it  is  subject 
to  appropriations  by  Congress. 

Am  sending  this  telegram  from  Great  Falls 
but  will  be  in  my  office  in  Butte  all  day 
Friday  and  would  be  pleased  to  answer  any 
further  inquiries. 

We  certainly  hope  that  you  will  rescind 
last  year’s  appropriation  for  Havre-Shelby 
line,  thereby  carrying  out  the  intention 
clearly  expressed  in  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord  last  fall  and  saving  as  much  money  as 
possible. 

Respectfully, 

The  Montana  Power  Co., 

J.  E.  Corette,  Jr.,  Vice  President. 


Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee.  I  should  like  to  ask  if 
it  is  not  correct  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  Havre-Shelby  line  was  approxi¬ 
mately  $2,000,000,  or  was  it  a  little  more 
than  that  amount? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  was  originally  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $2,880,000,  but  it  was  re¬ 
duced,  by  a  favorable  bid,  to  $1,912,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  was  very  close  to 

$2,000,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  information  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Bureau,  as  I  remember, 
was  to  the  effect  that  along  with  ma¬ 
terials  and  expected  profits  there  was 
an  obligation  of  approximately  $800,000. 
Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Materials  on  hand, 
which  the  Montana  Power  Co.  agreed  to 
buy  at  the  cost  to  the  Government,  would 
amount  to  approximately  $500,000. 
Therefore  there  is  a  possible  net  loss  to 
the  Government  of  between  $200,000  and 
$300,000.  That,  I  believe,  was  the  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  committee  on  which 
it  based  its  decision  not  to  build  the  line, 
inasmuch  as  there  would  be  no  lowered 
cost  to  the  cooperative  below  the  5Vz- 
mills  rate  at  which  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  agreed  to  furnish  current.  That  is 
the  same  rate,  of  course,  the  cooperative 
would  pay  if  it  received  the  Bureau 
power.  Therefore,  as  I  see  it  at  this 
time,  when  we  need  money  and  mate¬ 
rials,  we  can  save  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  and  save  the  use  of  the  materials, 
because  the  Montana  Power  Co.  is  al¬ 
ready  connected  with  the  Havre-Shelby 
cooperative,  as  I  understand.  We  have 
before  us  an  expense  of  $300,000  instead 
of  a  total  of  $1,900,000.  That  was  the 
background  for  the  subcommittee’s  mak¬ 
ing  the  recommendation  to  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  and  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  some  of 
the  farmers  in  the  western  section  of 
North  Dakota  are  very  much  interested 
because  they  are  expecting  to  get  power. 
But  a  letter  from  the  Commissioner  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  figures  quoted  a  moment 
ago  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney]  are  not 
accurate.  Here  is  what  is  going  to  hap¬ 
pen  in  case  construction  is  stopped,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Mr.  Straus: 

If  construction  is  stopped,  we  would  have 
an  uncompleted  facility  incapable  of  serving 
any  useful  function,  and  of  the  $1,427,367 
expended  or  obligated  as  of  July  31,  1950, 
the  Government  would  suffer  a  direct  loss 
of  approximately  $600,000,  since  the  $200,000 
expended  for  right-of-way,  design,  engineer¬ 
ing,  and  administration  and  approximately 
$400,000  consisting  of  contractors’  profits, 
construction  costs,  termination  costs,  and 
supervision  and  legal  expenditures  could 
never  be  recovered.  This  assumes  a  salvage 
value  of  approximately  $800,000  for  material 
and  equipment,  which  is  questionable  since 
some  of  it  is  special  equipment  and  might 
have  only  a  nominal  salvage  value,  in  which 
case  the  direct  loss  to  the  Government  could 
run  as  high  as  a  million  dollars. 

In  addition,  if  the  Havre-Shelby  line  is 
not  completed  and  placed  in  service  by  the 
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Government,  the  Fort  Peck  project  will  lose 
a  principal  outlet  for  firm  power.  This  may 
result  in  requiring  the  project  to  sell  firm 
power  which  has  a  value  of  5.5  mills  per 
kilowatt-hour  at  a  rate  for  dump  energy, 
or  2.5  mills,  a  loss  of  3  mills.  After  the  load 
has  been  built  up  over  a  period  of  10  years, 
it  will  result  in  an  estimated  annual  loss  of 
almost  $250,000. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  apparently  the 
whole  story.  So  it  is  much  more  serious 
than  we  have  been  led  to  assume.  I  am 
delighted  to  know  that  the  senior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray]  is  lead¬ 
ing  this  fight  because  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  farmers  are  interested  in  the 
question  of  whether  they  are  going  to  get 
cheap  power  or  whether  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  is  going  to  have  a  monopoly. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  stopping  of  this 
line  is  entirely  wrong. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  If  anyone  will  read  the 
telegram  which  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  sent  to  Mr. 
J.  E.  Corette,  vice  president  of  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.,  under  date  of  June  29, 
1950,  and  the  telegram  of  Mr.  Corette 
in  reply,  he  will  see  that  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  certainly  very  skillfully  evad¬ 
ed  any  direct  answer  to  the  chairman’s 
telegram,  and  did  not  at  any  place  in  the 
telegram  say  that  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  would  hold  the  Government  free  of 
all  costs  and  expenses  which  had  gone 
into  the  line.  If  the  power  company  is 
willing  to  do  anything,  it  has  certainly 
kept  it  a  deep,  dark  secret  up  to  this 
time. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  committee  acted 
on  the  information  available  to  it  at  the 
time.  I  am  quite  sure  that  when  the  bill 
goes  to  conference  we  shall  have  to  have 
more  information  from  both  the  Recla¬ 
mation  Service  and  the  Montana  Power 
Co.,  and  the  conferees  can  then  decide 
what  to  do  about  it.  For  that  reason  I 
should  prefer  that  the  bill  remain  as  it 
is  when  it  is  taken  to  conference. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  When  the  conference 
meets,  the  conferees  will  not  be  able  to 
hold  any  hearings  or  get  any  facts  de¬ 
veloped  with  reference  to  the  situation 
with  regard  to  the  expense  of  complet¬ 
ing  the  line.  They  will  not  be  able  to 
know  what  the  company  will  do. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  is  mis¬ 
taken.  The  custom  is  to  act  on  these 
matters  and  get  the  very  latest  avail¬ 
able  information.  I  can  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  we  shall  have  accurate  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  exactly  what  the  situation 
is  when  the  matter  is  taken  up  in  con¬ 
ference,  and  we  shall  also  have,  if  it  is 
possible  to  obtain  it,  definite  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  Montana  Power  Co.  as  to 
how  much  it  is  willing  to  pay. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Will  the  conferees 
have  information  from  the  farmers  in¬ 
terested  in  this  matter?  Will  they  know 
what  the  farmers’  position  is  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  ability  of  the'  Montana 
Power  Co.  to  furnish  them  with  adequate 
power? 

I  understand  they  claim  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  line  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.  is 
totally  insufficient  to  carry  the  load.  Be¬ 
sides,  there  is  a  pumping  project  in  that 
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district  which  will  require  great  quanti¬ 
ties  of  electric  power  because  it  involves 
a  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  As  I  understand,  the 
transmission  line  will  be  finished  within 
30  days.  The  poles  will  be  in  the  ground 
and  the  wire  will  be  on  the  poles. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  is  a  question  of 
whether  we  will  turn  it  over  to  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.,  and  give  them  a  mo¬ 
nopoly  cf  the  power. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand  that,  but 
we  have  appropriated  the  money  with 
the  understanding  that  if  they  would  re¬ 
duce  rates  and  render  the  service,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  build  the  line. 
The  money  would  not  have  been  ob¬ 
tained  on  any  other  basis.  That  is  how 
we  proceeded  in  the  case  of  the  South¬ 
west  Power  Administration.  We  took 
$6,000,000  out  of  the  bill.  We  made  the 
same  arrangement  elsewhere.  The  in¬ 
terval  between  the  time  when  the  con¬ 
tract  was  let  and  the  pGwer  company 
reduced  its  rate  complicates  this  case 
somewhat,  and  therefore  is  not  exactly 
like  the  other  cases.  Nevertheless,  the 
money  would  not  have  been  appropriated 
by  Congress  if  we  had  not  believed  the 
circumstances  to  be  as  stated;  and  so,  the 
committee  said,  “If  the  company  will  do 
it,  we  can  save  the  Government  some 
money.” 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  call 
the  Senator’s  attention  to  the  contention 
of  rural  electric  cooperatives  in  this 
field,  who  have  been  claiming  for  a  long 
time  that  because  they  could  not  get  ade¬ 
quate  service  over  the  company’s  line, 
they  were  compelled  to  build  a  line  them¬ 
selves  to  the  Montana  Power  Co.  line  in 
order  to  hook  onto  it.  In  addition  to 
that,  as  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  they 
had  to  buy  a  steam  plant,  because  avail¬ 
able  power  was  insufficient. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  Marias  Cooperative 
built  their  lines  several  years  ago,  and 
they  have  those  lines.  Is  that  not  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  They  have  built  their 
lines.  The  Marias  Cooperative  have 
their  own  system. 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  have  their  own 
system. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  They  had  it  origi¬ 
nally,  and  they  want  to  take  advantage 
of  their  right  to  have  access  to  Fort  Peck 
power.  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  it. 
They  are  preferred  customers  for  thaj; 
power,  and  they  ought  to  be  permitted  to 
use  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  subcommittee  was 
in  an  embarrassing  position.  One  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  was  urging  us  to  al¬ 
low  the  appropriation,  while  the  other 
Senator  was  suggesting  that  it  be  dis¬ 
allowed.  A  situation  like  that  is  always 
embarrassing.  I  have  in  my  hand  the 
latest  information  from  the  Commission¬ 
er  of  Reclamation  with  respect  to  the 
status  of  this  line,  and  I  should  like  to 
put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Montana  with  the  request  that  he 
send  it  to  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  and 
ask  them  to  come  back  with  a  very  defi¬ 
nite  offer  as  to  what  they  will  do  in  the 
light  of  the  representations  now  made  by 


the  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  We  acted 
on  information  which  was  a  month  or  6 
weeks  old.  If  we  could  know  definitely  in 
conference  what  the  power  company 
proposes  to  do,  and  could  see  how  much 
it  would  cost  the  United  States,  one  way 
or  another,  the  conferees  could  consider 
the  matter  with  some  degree  of  intelli¬ 
gence.  If  not,  I  do  not  see  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  can  do  anything  but  re¬ 
cede.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  can  come  in  with  a  clear- 
cut  proposition  to  show  that  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States  is  not  going  to 
lose  anything,  I  think  the  Senate  confer¬ 
ees  ought  to  stand  by  what  has  been 
done. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  think  the  proposal 
would  be  a  very  fine  solution  of  this 
problem.  Personally,  I  want  to  see  the 
cooperatives  get  adequate  power  at  the 
Government  rate  of  5 V2  mills.  I  do  not 
want  to  appropriate  any  Federal  money 
at  this  time,  especially  for  duplicating 
lines.  I  want  to  be  sure  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  interests  are  preserved.  If  we 
have  a  proposal  from  the  Bureau  setting 
forth  the  status  of  the  contract  at  this 
time,  and  the  Montana  Power  Co.  will 
agree  to  buy  the  material,  or  make  some 
other  agreement,  and  it  appears  to  the 
conferees  that  it  is  a  reasonable  solution 
of  this  problem,  I  think  that  is  the  best 
we  could  do.  The  matter  could  be  very 
well  handled  in  conference. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  that  is  the  best 
we  can  do.  Would  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Montana  be  willing  to  do 
that? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  did  not  hear  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  have  here  the  latest 
information  issued  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  dated  July  11  and  July  14, 
as  to  the  status  of  this  transmission  line, 
showing  how  far  it  has  gone,  what  it  has 
cost,  and  what  the  estimates  on  it  are. 
The  conferees  would  like  to  know  what 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  proposes  to  do 
at  this  time  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  information  I  have 
from  the  Montana  Power  Co.  officials, 
v/hich  I  think  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arizona  has,  is  that  the  company 
is  perfectly  willing  to  take  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  at  cost  all  the  material  which 
is  now  on  the  job,  so  the  Government 
will  not  lose  any  of  the  cost  in  that  re¬ 
spect.  What  the  liability  to  the  con¬ 
tractor  would  be  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  asking  if  I  give 
the  Senator  these  letters  will  he  transmit 
them  to  the  Montana  Power  Co.  with 
the  understanding  that  by  the  time  the 
bill  comes  to  conference  we  will  have  a 
statement  from  them? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  am  willing  to  cooper¬ 
ate.  However,  I  would  suggest,  since  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  has  been  handling 
the  matter,  that  he  do  it,  and  that  the 
information  be  sent  directly  to  him. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  shall  do  it  that  way. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  continue  with  this  discus¬ 
sion.  In  connection  with  the  point 
which  arises  with  reference  to  the  suffi¬ 
ciency  of  the  present  transmission  lines 
of  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  farmers 


in  this  ai'ea  expect  to  have  a  power 
failure  this  winter.  They  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  local  power  manager  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  at  Great  Falls,  asking 
for  the  right  to  lease  this  unfinished  fine 
so  that  they  may  be  able  to  get  more 
power  for  their  cooperatives,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  letter  inserted  in  the 
Record.  In  it  the  Marias  Cooperative, 
writing  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
manager  at  Great  Falls,  says; 

I  have  discussed  with  you  our  desire  to 
temporarily  lease  the  use  of  your  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line  on  the  section  from 
Chester  to  Shelby,  Mont.,  to  relieve  our  pow¬ 
er  shortage  for  this  coming  winter’s  load;  as 
It  is  my  understanding  that  when  the  con¬ 
tracts  were  let  on  the  Harvre-Shelby  trans¬ 
mission  line  that  the  construction  of  the 
line  would  be  completed  by  October  1,  of  this 
year.  We  have  made  extensive  inquiries  for 
the  rental  of  transformers  which  we  will 
transform  from  69,000  volts  to  either 
7200/12000/ 400Y  or  to  34,500,  which  we  pre¬ 
fer;  provided,  we  can  find  transformers  of 
capacity  sufficient  to  serve  our  additional 
power  requirements. 

The  letter  continues  to  show  the  in¬ 
sufficiency  of  the  present  transmission 
line.  The  Montana  Power  Co.  does  not 
offer  any  agreement  to  increase  those 
lines.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
construction  of  the  Havre-Sheiby  line  is 
absolutely  essential.  It  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  a  criminal  act  to  destroy  the 
line  after  it  has  been  practically  finished. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Marias  River  Electric  Cooperative, 

Shelby,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Mr.  Chester  Brazil, 

Power  Manager,  Reclamation  Bureau, 
Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Bear  Mr.  Brazil:  I  have  discussed  with 
you  our  desire  to  temporarily  lease  the  use 
of  your  Havre-Sheiby  transmission  line  on 
the  section  from  Chester  to  Shelby,  Mont., 
to  relieve  our  power  shortage  for  this  com¬ 
ing  winter’s  load;  as  it  is  my  understanding 
that  when  the  contracts  were  let  on  the 
Havre-Sheiby  transmission  line  that  the 
construction  of  the  line  would  be  completed 
by  October  1,  of  this  year.  We  have  made 
extensive  inquiries  for  the  rental  of  trans¬ 
formers  which  we  will  transform  from  69,000 
volts  to  either  7200/12000/400Y  or  to  34,500, 
which  we  prefer;  provided,  we  can  find  trans¬ 
formers  of  capacity  sufficient  to  serve  our 
additional  power  requirements. 

We  had  a  peak  load  of  approximately  4,200 
kilowatts  last  year;  and  even  with  our  plar£ 
generating  at  full  capacity,  we  were  unable 
to  hold  a  satisfactory  voltage  regulation  on 
this  peak  load;  and  therefore,  we  anticipate 
a  great  deal  more  trouble  this  coming  win¬ 
ter  than  we  had  the  last  winter. 

Please  bear  in  mind,  that  we  have  a  trans¬ 
mission  line  from  Conrad  to  Shelby  and  pur¬ 
chase  power  from  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
to  supplement  our  generating  capacity,  and 
operate  our  plant  in  parallel  with  the  power 
company’s  plants. 

We  anticipate  a  normal  peak  of  5,200  kilo¬ 
watts  this  December,  which  will  be  increased 
by  another  200  kilowatts;  provided  our  allo¬ 
cations  are  completed  to  serve  areas  that  we 
anticipate  construction  on  this  fall. 

We  will  be  urgently  in  need  of  power  for 
next  winter’s  use,  in  addition  to  what  we  can 
now  generate  and  expect  to  receive  from  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  over  the  present  trans¬ 
mission  line  hook-up;  and  I  would  appre¬ 
ciate  your  immediate  advice  as  to  what  we 
can  expect  relative  to  the  completion  of  the 
Havre-Sheiby  line  and  the  possibility  of 
leasing  it  temporarily  to  relieve  our  power 
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situation,  or  that  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  furnish  us  with  an  additional  2,000 
kilowatts  of  supplemental  power  delivered  to 
Shelby  over  that  portion  of  the  Havre-Shel- 
by  transmission  line  at  our  substation  which 
would  be  located  in  the  vicinity  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Bureau  substation. 

Your  immediate  advice  on  these  matters 
will  be  greatly  appreciated,  as  the  time  is 
drawing  near  when  action  will  be  necessary. 

Very  truly  yours, 

R.  O.  McPhillips, 

Manager. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
knows  that  the  Montana  Power  Co.  has 
offered  to  double  their  voltage  on  the 
line  so  that  everyone  will  be  able  to 
have  sufficient  power.  Is  the  Senator 
familiar  with  that? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  have  been  familiar 
with  the  proposals  which  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  has  been  making  over  the 
years.  For  the  last  5  or  6  years  we  have 
failed  to  get  any  satisfactory  agreement 
from  them  which  would  enable  the  co¬ 
operatives  to  get  the  power  which  they 
need. 

In  addition  to  that,  as  I  said  a  little 
while  ago,  we  will  need  this  transmission 
line  more  than  ever  as  a  result  of  the 
Marias  pumping  project,  which  under¬ 
takes  to  irrigate  100,000  acres  of  the 
valuable  land  in  that  area. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  most  unusual 
and  arbitrary  action  and  will,  if  ap¬ 
proved,  result  in  denying  the  farmers  of 
the  section  of  Montana  involved  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  efficient  program  of  rural  elec¬ 
trification  at  reasonable  cost.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  it  will  result  in  a  tremendous  loss 
to  the  Government  because  this  line  is 
already  nearing  completion  and  the 
funds  which  we  appropriated  last  year 
have  already  been  paid  out  or  almost 
completely  obligated  and  cannot  now  be 
recaptured. 

Furthermore,  the  meaning  and  net  ef¬ 
fect  of  this  procedure  will  be  to  turn  over 
to  the  Montana  Power  Co.  a  monopoly  of 
the  power  generated  at  the  Fort  Peck 
Government  Project  and  repudiate  the 
program  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in 
furnishing  power  to  REA’s  at  low  rates 
for  rural  electrification. 

There  are  three  cooperatives  involved 
in  that  program.  It  is  in  a  very  rich  ag¬ 
ricultural  section  of  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  and  the  successful  development  of 
this  area  is  entirely  dependent  upon  an 
adequate  supply  of  firm  power  at  a  rea¬ 
sonably  low  cost. 

There  is  also  in  this  area  as  I  have 
stated  a  potential  irrigation  pumping  de¬ 
velopment  on  the  Marias  project  that 
could  be  served  by  the  Havre-Shelby 
line.  This  development  of  over  100,000 
acres  of  good  irrigable  land  can  be  placed 
under  water  by  the  proper  location  of  ir¬ 
rigation  pumping  plants.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  annual  energy  required  for  such 
purpose  may  reach  a  total  of  over  4,- 
000,000  kilowatt-hours  annually.  With¬ 
out  the  Havre-Shelby  line  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Marias  pumping  proj¬ 
ect  to  secure  its  power  from  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  at  a  higher  rate  than 
this  power  could  be  obtained  from  the 
Fort  Peck  project. 


Of  course,  the  agreement  which  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  is  now  offering,  of 
5.5  mills  for  the  power  they  propose  to 
sell  to  cooperatives,  does  not  apply  to  the 
pumping  project.  That  would  have  to 
be  a  separate  contract,  and  the  farmers 
there  would  have  to  pay  an  excessive 
price  for  the  power,  which  would  prac¬ 
tically  render  the  project  unfeasible. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
some  other  background  history  of  this 
controversy.  This  struggle  on  the  part 
of  the  REA’s  in  Montana  to  secure  low- 
cost  power,  which  they  had  been  guar¬ 
anteed  by  Congress,  has  been  going  on 
for  many  years.  During  all  that  time  we 
have  made  efforts  to  make  agreements 
with  the  power  company,  but  they  have 
never  taken  any  interest  in  these  rural 
cooperatives  until  just  recently. 

At  the  outset  of  this  effort  of  the  farm¬ 
ers  to  get  power  on  their  farms,  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  displayed  no  interest 
whatsoever  in  serving  these  cooperatives 
or  in  providing  adequate  transmission 
facilities  for  such  purpose.  The  company 
simply  stood  by  with  their  control  of  the 
power  from  the  Fort  Peck  Government 
project  and  undertook  to  block  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  these  cooperatives.  It  was  not 
until  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  pro¬ 
posed  construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby 
line  that  the  company  suddenly  became 
interested.  That  was  back  in  1947.  I 
have  already  described  the  situation 
then.  The  Congress  appropriated  funds 
in  1947  to  build  this  line.  If  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  had  proceeded  expedi¬ 
tiously,  they  could  have  completed  the 
transmission  line  at  that  time.  I  re¬ 
member  some  of  the  farmers  who  came 
here  testifying  about  that — and  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  will  recall  it. 
They  said  some  of  the  officials  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  should  have  been 
shot  for  their  failure  to  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  the  line.  It  seems  that 
some  people  are  going  to  criticize  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  this  time  because 
they  have  proceeded.  At  any  rate,  the 
farmers  were  getting  no  power. 

The  Congress,  finally  taking  cogni¬ 
zance  of  all  these  factors,  back  in  1947 
appropriated  funds  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948  to  provide  for  initiating  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  line  and  substations.  A  large 
percentage  of  the  line  was  then  surveyed 
and  staked  out,  designs  and  specifica¬ 
tions  prepared,  and  invitations  for  bids 
published  during  the  fiscal  year  1948. 
During  all  this  time  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  offered  no  satisfactory  program  to 
serve  these  cooperatives,  but  continued 
to  oppose  the  program  in  every  way  pos¬ 
sible  and  maintained  a  powerful  lobby 
in  Washington  for  that  purpose. 

Just  prior  to  awarding  the  contract  for 
construction  the  Congress,  because  of 
this  pressure  of  the  power  interests,  re¬ 
scinded  its  1948  fiscal  year  appropriation. 
This  action  of  the  Congress  was  a  severe 
shock  to  the  REA’e.  It  left  the  people  of 
the  Havre-Shelby  area  totally  dependent 
upon  an  inadequate,  makeshift,  and  com¬ 
pletely  unsatisfactory  system  consisting 
of  low-voltage  transmission  lines  owned 
by  the  Montana  Power  Co.  and  supple¬ 
mented  by  a  line  belonging  to  the  REA’s 
and  a  steam- generating  plant  at  Shelby 
which  the  REA’s  were  compelled  to  pur¬ 


chase  in  order  to  provide  some  semblance 
of  service,  although  clearly  inadequate. 

After  the  action  of  Congress  rescind¬ 
ing  the  1948  appropriations  for  this  line 
the  REA  cooperatives  were  deeply  con¬ 
cerned  as  to  their  future  expansion  and 
development.  They  had  already  expend¬ 
ed  large  sums  of  money  and  were  de¬ 
spondent  over  the  future,  but  continued 
the  struggle.  It  was  clearly  shown  at 
the  hearings  before  the  committee  that 
the  REA  development  in  the  Havre- 
Shelby  area  depended  entirely  upon  the 
construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  line. 

On  the  basis  of  these  well-established 
facts,  developed  in  extensive  hearings, 
the  Congress  last  year,  after  a  very  elab¬ 
orate  debate,  appropriated  funds  for  the 
construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  line  for 
the  fiscal  year  1950.  At  no  time  during 
the  Senate  debate  last  year  on  the  appi'o- 
priations  for  the  fiscal  year  1950  did  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  offer  adequate  serv¬ 
ice  under  a  proper  agreement  for  these 
REA’s.  Never  a  thing ;  they  just  stood  by, 
hoping  they  could  beat  them.  They  were 
successful  before  the  committee  in 
knocking  out  all  the  appropriations  for 
transmission  lines  in  Montana,  but  when 
it  came  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  they 
were  defeated.  They  did  not  even  then 
try  to  enter  into  any  agreement  with  the 
rural  cooperatives  in  Montana. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  It  was  the  fine  and  able 
efforts  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  on  this  floor  that  got  the  money 
for  that  line,  of  course. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Assisted  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer], 
and  many  other  Senators,  who  recognize 
the  merits  of  the  program.  It  seemed 
utterly  ridiculous  that  the  Government 
should  build  the  Fort  Peck  Dam  and  have 
all  this  power  available  to  these  pre¬ 
ferred  customers,  and  then  that  they 
should  be  shut  out  of  the  power  by  the 
action  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  which 
undertakes  to  get  a  monopoly  of  the 
power  from  that  project.  I  think  it  is 
utterly  indefensible. 

During  all  the  months  intervening 
since  the  fiscal  year  1950  appropriations 
were  made,  there  was  no  effort  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  wheeling  agreement  or  adequate 
transmission  facilities  to  serve  this  area. 
The  Montana  Power  Co.  having  offered 
no  wheeling  agreement,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  in  good  faith  and  under  in¬ 
instructions  from  the  Congress  awarded 
a  contract  on  December  28, 1949,  for  ma¬ 
terials  and  construction  of  the  line. 

Mr.  EQTON.  Mr.  President,  will  my 
colleague  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Is  the  Senator  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
had  a  contract  signed  by  nine  REA  co¬ 
operatives  in  that  area  who  were  will¬ 
ing  to  take  the  company’s  power,  but 
the  REA  here  in  Washington  refused  to 
approve  it? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  does  not  relate 
to  this  section  of  the  State  of  Montana 
at  all;  that  is  an  entirely  different  sit¬ 
uation. 
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Mr.  ECTON.  I  should  be  pleased  if 
the  Senator  would  tell  me  to  what  sec¬ 
tion  of  Montana  he  refers. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  referring  to  the 
section  of  Montana  which  will  receive 
service  from  the  Havre-Shelby  line,  in 
the  northern  section  of  the  State,  where 
these  three  very  large  cooperatives  which 
have  spent  a  great  deal  of  money  trying 
to  get  power  during  the  past  6  of  7  years 
are  located.  I  am  referring  to  that  area, 
where  they  should  have  access  to  the 
power  from  Fort  Peck,  but  they  have 
been  denied  it  all  these  years  by  the 
maneuverings  of  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
and  their  failure  to  give  them  a  fair  and 
decent  contract. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Is  not  the  Senator  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  two  cooperatives  in¬ 
volved  have  been  offered  the  same  rate 
as  the  others,  namely,  5.5  mills,  the  same 
as  the  Government  rate? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  but  that  means 
that  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  will  have 
to  turn  over  to  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
a  monopoly  of  power  from  Fort  Peck, 
and  lose  3  mills  per  kilowatt  on  all 
the  power  hereafter  which  comes  from 
that  project,  which  will  amount,  as  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  showed  a 
little  while  ago,  to  a  quarter  of  a  million 
dollars  a  year. 

The  power  company  continued,  all 
during  the  winter  and  spring,  to  refuse 
to  enter  into  any  deal  with  these  co¬ 
operatives,  and  after  failing  to  block  the 
movement  in  the  House,  the  power  com¬ 
pany  officials  then  rushed  back  to  Mon¬ 
tana  and  went  before  the  State  rail¬ 
road  commission,  which  regulates  the 
rates  for  utilities. 

They  appeared  one  day  and  submitted 
these  revised  rates,  and  the  railroad 
commission  acted  on  it  the  very  same 
day,  and  put  the  rates  in  operation. 
This,  however,  did  not  occur  until  long 
after  the  contract  was  let  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Havre-Shelby  line  and  long 
after  it  was  in  course  of  construction. 
In  view  of  that  action  by  the  commission 
it  would  seem  to  me  that  later  on,  after 
a  few  years,  they  will  be  able  to  go  to 
the  Montana  Railroad  Commission  and 
get  the  commission  to  revise  the  rates, 
to  raise  the  rates  they  may  charge  the 
farmers.  That  is  something  which  can 
readily  be  expected,  because  they  natu¬ 
rally  have  power  and  influence  in  the 
State  with  reference  to  the  regulatory 
body,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  com¬ 
pany  will  receive  such  increase  if  it  asks 
for  it. 

I  believe  this  action  before  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Commission  is  significant  in  that 
there  is  a  possiblity  that  the  company, 
once  the  Government  is  deprived  of  the 
right  to  serve  these  REA’s,  may  make 
representations  at  a  later  time  to  the 
commission  that  its  rates  should  be 
raised.  It  seems  reasonable  to  assume 
that  it  might  be  successful  in  accomplish¬ 
ing  this  even  without  holding  public 
hearings.  That  is  very  significant  as  far 
as  the  REA  cooperatives  are  concerned 
since,  in  view  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  rate  reduction  was  handled,  there  is 
grave  doubt  as  to  the  future.  But,  Mr. 
President,  this  rate  reduction  was  not 
accompanied  by  any  agreement  to  pro¬ 


vide  transmission  facilities  to  carry  full 
service  to  the  area. 

Now  it  is  claimed  that  the  power  com¬ 
pany  will  compensate  the  Bureau  for  the 
losses  sustained  if  construction  on  this 
line  is  discontinued.  Who  is  going  to 
determine  this?  What  is  the  compensa¬ 
tion  going  to  be?  And  who  is  going  to 
reimburse  the  farmers  who  will  be  com¬ 
pelled  by  the  power  company’s  action  to 
spend  thousands  of  dollars  more  than 
would  be  necessary  if  the  Havre-Shelby 
line  were  completed?  It  seems  to  me  that 
is  something  which  has  not  been  properly 
adjusted  by  the  conference  committee. 
There  ought  to  be  some  way  of  weighing 
the  company’s  proposals  and  determining 
whether  they  are  sufficient  actually  to 
compensate  the  Government  for  the  total 
losses  it  will  suffer. 

If  the  company  hade  made  an  offer  of 
an  agreement  after  the  atcion  of  the 
Congress  last  year  and  could  offer  com¬ 
plete  service  to  the  REA’s,  it  would  have 
been  a  different  story.  But  they  waited 
until  the  last  minute,  when  the  line  is 
nearly  completed.  So  now  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stands  to  take  a  heavy  loss  if  the 
proposed  action  is  carried  into  effect. 
We  would  not  have  been  here  last  year 
fighting  for  this  appropriation  if  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  had  at  that  time 
offered  the  rate  which  they  are  now  pro¬ 
posing  to  offer.  It  seems  to  me  the  point 
I  make  to  the  effect  that  it  results  in 
giving  a  monopoly  to  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  is  something  which  should  be  taken 
into  consideraiton  by  the  conference 
committee.  I  think  that  the  power  com¬ 
pany,  by  its  neglect  and  delay  in  present¬ 
ing  any  proposal  until  after  the  line  had 
been  partly  constructed,  has  waived  any 
right  to  depend  on  any  so-called  under¬ 
standing,  and  the  committee  is  released 
from  obligation  under  the  alleged  under¬ 
standing  arrived  at  in  the  conference  last 
year. 

I  regret  exceedingly  to  see  this  struggle 
between  the  power  interests  of  my  State 
and  the  people  again  resurrected.  Last 
year  we  thought  that  the  fight  had  been 
finished  and  that  we  would  now  begin  to 
witness  a  long  period  of  progress  and 
cooperation  in  the  development  of  rural 
electrification  in  Montana.  I  think  the 
power  company  is  making  a  grave  mis¬ 
take  in  again  reopening  this  bitter  feud. 
There  is  not  enough  at  stake  to  justify 
the  power  company  in  seeking  to  deprive 
the  farmers  of  northern  Montana  of  the 
right  to  have  this  transmission  line  and 
have  access  to  a  full  supply  of  power 
from  the  Fort  Peck  project. 

The  power  company  knows  that  it  is 
not  adequately  equipped  through  its 
present  transmission  lines  to  furnish  the 
Havre-Shelby  area  with  sufficient  power 
to  fulfill  all  requirements.  The  power 
company  stands  to  profit  enormously  as 
a  result  of  its  control  of  the  public  power 
generated  at  Fort  Peck,  which  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  our  State  have  helped  to  bring 
into  existence.  The  power  company  has 
also  been  greatly  benefited  by  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  Hungry  Horse  power  proj¬ 
ect  in  Montana,  which  they  tried  to  ob¬ 
struct  for  years,  and  will  now  witness  a 
great  expansion  of  its  business. 
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The  company  is  expanding  its  busi¬ 
ness  tremendously  and  is  going  to  make 
huge  profits.  Already  its  stock  has 
jumped  on  the  stock  exchanges  because 
of  the  enormous  expansion  of  business 
which  will  result  to  the  company  because 
of  the  fight  we  made  in  Congress  for  the 
Hungry  Horse  Dam  and  the  other  de¬ 
velopments  in  our  State.  The  company 
fought  us  in  connection  with  the  trans¬ 
mission  line  from  Kerr  Dam  to  Ana¬ 
conda  claiming  that  it  was  not  necessary. 
They  fought  us  for  several  years  and 
tried  to  block  the  development  of  the 
Hungry  Horse  project.  Finally  Congress 
took  action  with  respect  to  the  project. 
After  that  the  company  came  here  last 
year  and  admitted  that  the  Kerr-Ana- 
conda  power  line  was  necessary.  The 
company  is  going  to  benefit  from  it  be¬ 
cause  it  carries  power  from  the  Hungry 
Horse  Dam  to  the  Montana  power  centers 
where  they  are  going  to  obtain  a  huge 
amount  of  that  power.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  power  company  should  be  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  tremendous  growth  and 
profits  it  stands  to  make  through  its 
expanding  operations  under  this  power 
development  program,  and  not  waste  its 
time  trying  to  crush  the  little  group  of 
farmers  who  seek  to  get  the  meager  bene¬ 
fits  of  low-cost  power  on  their  farms,  to 
which  they  are  entitled  under  the  na¬ 
tional  policy. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  will  remember  that 
at  the  very  time  the  Hungry  Horse  Dam 
project  came  before  us  for  considera¬ 
tion  for  the  first  time,  when  former  Sen- 
tor  Wheeler  and  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Montana  appeared 
and  asked  for  the  initial  appropriation 
of  a  million  or  a  million  and  a  half  dol¬ 
lars  to  make  a  study  of  the  project,  even 
then  the  power  companies  protested  and 
opposed  the  request. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  And  now  after  the 
project  has  been  completed  the  company 
takes  advantage  of  it. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  Undoubtedly  the 
Hungry  Horse  Dam  should  have  been 
constructed  long  before  it  was.  It  should 
have  been  constructed  before  the  last 
war.  By  reason  of  the  failure  to  con¬ 
struct  the  dam  big  floods  occurred  in  the 
Lower  Columbia.  The  dam  helps  to  hold 
back  those  waters,  and  contributes 
greatly  to  flood  control  in  the  Columbia 
Basin.  So  it  seems  the  Congress 
acted  unwisely  in  delaying  that  project, 
as  it  did  several  years  ago. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
construction  of  the  dam  changed  the  en¬ 
tire  situation  around  Kalispell,  Mont., 
did  it  not? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  It  has  changed 
the  entire  situation  in  the  whole  State 
of  Montana  as  well  as  in  the  Dakotas. 
In  that  section  of  the  country  we  were 
losing  population.  Just  before  the 
project  was  begun  we  had  fewer  people 
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in  Montana  than  there  were  in  Montana 
30  or  40  years  before. 

The  population  had  greatly  dwindled 
because  we  had  no  balanced  economy. 
All  we  had  was  an  agricultural  economy. 
After  the  young  people  had  gone  through 
school  and  graduated  from  college,  they 
were  obliged  to  leave  the  State  and  go  to 
other  sections.  As  a  result  of  this  de¬ 
velopment,  however,  people  are  coming 
into  Montana  seeking  to  obtain  the  power 
created  by  the  project,  to  use  it  for  in¬ 
dustrial  purposes. 

Yesterday  I  had  a  conversation  with  a 
man  who  represents  a  concern  which 
wants  to  construct  an  aluminum  pro¬ 
duction  plant  in  Montana.  Mr.  Raver,  of 
the  Bonneville  Power  Authority,  has  been 
negotiating  with  him.  That  is  one  il¬ 
lustration  of  what  is  occurring.  Hun¬ 
dreds  of  similar  illustrations  could  be 
given.  Such  construction  will  develop 
Montana’s  internal  economy.  Montana 
is  the  third  largest  State  in  size  in  the 
Union.  It  could  maintain  a  population 
of  many  hundreds  of  thousands  more 
than  it  has  now.  Instead  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  increasing  in  Montana,  it  has  been 
dwindling. 

Another  factor  that  I  believe  is  of 
major  importance  to  the  Senate  is  the 
possible  losses  that  will  be  incurred  by 
the  Government  as  a  result  of  failing  to 
appropriate  funds  to  complete  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line.  We  are  not  assured  that 
the  company  will  stand  all  the  costs  as 
a  resulting  of  stopping  construction,  al¬ 
though  company  officials  have  indicated 
their  willingness  to  reimburse  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  materials  involved.  Expend¬ 
itures  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
as  of  June  30,  1850,  are  $526,090.  Obli¬ 
gations,  as  of  July  1,  1950,  will  total 
$828,522.  The  estimated  expenditures 
by  July  31  will  be  $892,000  and  the  esti¬ 
mated  obligations,  $535,000.  As  of  July 
10,  10.5  miles  of  structures  have  been 
erected  and  17.5  miles  of  structures 
framed.  By  July  31  it  is  estimated  that 
55  miles,  or  over  one-half  of  the  struc¬ 
tures,  will  be  erected  and  58  miles  of 
structures  framed. 

Should  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
now  be  required  to  terminate  the  con¬ 
struction  contract  and  dispose  of  the 
material,  it  would  stand  to  lose  approxi¬ 
mately  $200,000  for  designs,  surveys,  en¬ 
gineering  and  administration,  and  right- 
of-way  acquisitions.  Termination  of  the 
contracts  would  probably  result  in  a 
loss  to  the  Government  of  from  $400,000 
to  $800,000  for  settling  the  claims  which, 
no  doubt,  the  contractors  for  materials 
and  construction  will  seek  for  such  ter¬ 
mination.  The  amount  of  the  loss  is  con¬ 
tingent  upon  final  determination  of  the 
disposal  or  use  of  materials  and  the  re¬ 
sulting  salvage  value.  The  direct  and 
immediate  loss  to  the  Government  would 
as  a  minimum  be  $600,000  and  may  reach 
as  much  as  a  million  dollars. 

What  will  be  the  status  of  the  struc¬ 
tures  already  in  place?  Salvage  would 
be  costly.  If  the  company  offers  to  take 
it  over,  it  will  be  an  admission  that  the 
line  is  required  in  spite  of  testimony  to 
the  contrary.  The  Congress  will  also 
have  to  decide  the  question  of  disposal. 
We  cannot  abandon  these  works  by 


merely  saying,  “Stop— no  more  work  is 
to  be  done.” 

Mi’.  President,  this  is  a  tragic  matter. 
I  am  confident  that  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  which  will  handle  this  bill  will  not 
be  jockeyed  into  this  muddle  of  confu¬ 
sion  which  was  concocted  by  some  smart 
lawyers  and  lobbyists.  No,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  this  so-called  offer  of  the  company 
to  assume  the  loss  caused  by  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  construction  of  this  line  is 
not  worth  a  penny.  Such  an  arrange¬ 
ment  would  be  contrary  to  public  policy. 
It  seems  to  me  that  some  sort  of  decep¬ 
tion  must  have  been  perpetrated  on  the 
committee  to  induce  it  to  peremptorily 
terminate  the  construction  of  this  vi¬ 
tally  necessary  line  which  will  not  cost 
the  Government  a  single  dollar. 

In  view  of  the  present  emergency  con¬ 
fronting  the  country,  Congress  must  act 
in  this  matter  with  caution.  We  can 
not  afford  to  see  this  property  and  the 
labor  which  has  been  expended  on  it 
recklessly  wasted.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  but  that  the  Havre-Shelby  line 
is  necessary  to  carry  the  load  required 
to  serve  that  area.  If  it  was  not  built  this 
year,  it  would  have  to  be  built  in  a  year 
or  two  by  the  Montana  Power  Co.  if  it 
should  undertake  to  fully  serve  the  area. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  President  today,  in  his  emergency 
message  to  the  Congress,  took  pains 
specifically  to  point  out  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  expenditures  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  power,  and  that  he  named  it 
as  such? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  correct.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  made  a  state¬ 
ment  for  the  Record  to  that  effect  this 
afternoon. 

Now  to  destroy  the  line  after  it  has 
been  almost  completed  would  be  a  piece 
of  vandalism  hard  to  understand.  It 
would  be  a  flagrant  and  criminal  de¬ 
struction  of  property  at  a  time  when  the 
country  is  facing  a  great  emergency. 

I  cannot  understand  why  anyone 
would  propose  completely  to  destroy  a 
line  which  has  been  constructed  and  will 
be  available  for  service  within  the  next 
month.  Certainly  that  is  not  the  proper 
thing  to  do. 

Furthermore,  this  action  forced  on  the 
farmers  of  Montana  will  be  the  begin¬ 
ning  in  our  State  of  a  perpetual  fued 
which  will  never  subside,  and  in  the 
long  run  it  will  be  a  very  costly  per¬ 
formance  on  the  part  of  the  power  com¬ 
pany  and  a  great  injury  to  the  citizens 
of  Montana. 

When  the  power  company  says  it  will 
compensate  the  Bureau  for  the  loss  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  destruction  of  the  line, 
what  does  it  mean?  It  means  that  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country  will  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  it— not  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  Any  funds  paid  out  by  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  to  compensate  for 
the  destruction  of  the  line,  if  the  courts 
would  permit  such  a  fraud  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  would  be  a  deductible  item  in 
the  company’s  income-tax  reports;  and, 
therefore,  the  taxpayers  of  the  country 
would  be  paying  for  the  loss  that  would 


be  sustained.  Also,  Mr.  President,  the 
consumers  will  suffer,  because,  of  course, 
higher  rates  will  be  charged. 

If  the  action  of  the  committee  is  re¬ 
versed,  the  farmers  of  Montana,  who 
will  be  the  purchasers  of  the  power  sup¬ 
plied,  will  pay  every  nickel  of  the  costs 
of  the  line,  and  the  Government  will 
not  lose  one  cent.  At  the  same  time, 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  will  not  lose 
anything,  either.  As  a  result  of  the 
great  power  development  in  Montana, 
it  stands  to  make  fabulous  profits.  This 
seems  evident  from  the  way  in  which 
the  price  of  its  stocks  and  securities  is 
jumping  up  in  Wall  Street,  as  I  men¬ 
tioned  a  few  minutes  ago. 

A  further  matter  to  consider  is  the 
fact  that  if  the  Havre-Shelby  line  were 
not  completed,  and  the  Government 
were  compelled  to  sell  all  its  Fort  Peck 
power  to  the  Montana  Power  Co.  at  the 
dump  rate  of  2.5  mills,  the  Government 
would  lose  annually  over  a  quarter  of  a 
million  dollars.  Without  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line,  it  would  be  deprived  of  a 
profit  of  3  mills  on  every  kilowatt  of 
power  it  would  be  able  to  sell  to  the 
REA’s  over  that  line,  all  of  which  would 
go  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  the  Fort  Peck 
Project  and  transmission  lines  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  other  reclamation  projects. 

Who  will  profit  by  such  arrangement? 
The  Montana  Power  Co.  will  get  the  diff¬ 
erential  between  the  dump  rate  and  the 
firm  rate  for  merely  providing  trans¬ 
mission  service  to  the  cooperatives’  load 
centers.  It  is  hard  to  believe  that  the 
Senate  would  ever  condone  such  a  stag¬ 
gering  loss  to  the  Federal  Treasury  in 
order  to  provide  a  profit  to  private 
interests. 

I  might  add  that,  should  the  company 
be  in  the  position  of  being  the  sole  source 
of  supply  to  the  cooperatives,  there 
would  be  no  assurance  that  the  company 
would  provide  capacity  in  its  facilities  to 
meet  the  load  requirements,  even  though 
it  has  recently  raised  the  voltage  of  cer¬ 
tain  sections  of  its  line.  I  make  this 
point  since  I  have  been  informed  that 
the  Hill  County  Cooperative  has  dis¬ 
cussed  with  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
the  possibility  of  temporarily  using  the 
Havre-Shelby  line  before  the  substations 
are  complete,  to  assist  in  meeting  its 
peak  loads  this  winter,  which  cannot  be 
provided  for  by  the  facilities  of  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Havre-Shelby  line  is  not  completed,  and 
if  the  Government  is  required  to  sell 
whatever  facilities  it  has  completed,  the 
private  power  company  will  have  a 
monopoly,  as  I  have  previously  stated  on 
several  occasions. 

In  addition,  if  the  private  power  com¬ 
pany  is  the  sole  source  of  supply  of  elec¬ 
tricity,  there  is  no  assurance  that  it  will 
not  raise  its  rates  at  a  later  period  of 
time. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  how  difficult 
it  is  to  thrash  this  matter  out  on  the 
floor  with  only  a  few  Senators  present. 
It  requires  the  most  careful  attention. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  matter  could  be 
handled  more  effectively  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee,  as  has  been  suggested 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ari- 
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zona,  who  is  handling  this  portion  of 
the  appropriations  bill.  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  to  have  this  matter  fully  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  conference  committee. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  my  desire ;  and 
I  am  quite  sure  that  when  we  reach  the 
conference  we  shall  have  definite  infor¬ 
mation  down  to  date  from  both  the 
Reclamation  Service  and  the  Montana 
Power  &  Light  Co.  in  regard  to  this 
situation. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  agrees 
with  me  about  this  matter.  This  is  a 
most  unusual  situation.  In  view  of  all 
that  the  able  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
said,  and  in  view  of  the  facts  developed 
in  the  Record  here  today,  this  matter 
should  be  given  the  most  thorough  and 
careful  consideration  by  the  conferees  on 
this  bill,  with  the  result  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  prevented  from  making  a 
serious  blunder,  costly  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  at  the  same  time  will  protect 
the  farmers  of  Montana  from  a  grave  in¬ 
justice  by  the  destruction  of  this  line 
after  it  has  been  almost  completed. 

Mr.  President,  the  other  item  which 
is  affected  by  this  matter  is  the  Canyon 
Ferry-Great  Falls  transmission  line. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  state  briefly 
what  the  committee  has  done  in  that 
regard : 

The  committee  concurs  with  the  House 
in  omitting  the  foregoing  transmission 
lines  and  substations  from  the  bill. 

In  addition,  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  that  $365,000  included  in  the  1951 
budget  estimate  and  allowed  by  the 
House  for  the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls 
115-kilovolt  transmission  line  and  sub¬ 
stations  be  deleted.  The  committee  ex¬ 
pects  the  Reclamation  Bureau  and  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  to  negotiate,  giving 
appropriate  weight  to  the  distances  in¬ 
volved,  a  wheeling  agreement  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  Canyon  Ferry  power.  If  the 
facts  show  next  year  that  the  company 
has  not  acted  in  good  faith,  the  commit¬ 
tee  will  be  willing  to  recommend  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  construction  of  these 
facilities.  The  Montana  Power  Co.  has 
given  assurances  that  it  will  build  the 
Canyon  Ferry-East  Helena  section  of  the 
Canyon  Ferry- Great  Falls  line  and  will 
include  the  right  to  use  this  line  in  the 
agreement  being  negotiated  with  the 
Reclamation  Bureau  for  the  use  of  the 
company’s  two  existing  100,000-volt  lines 
between  Great  Falls  and  East  Helena. 

Again  that  is  a  matter  which  we  shall 
take  to  conference.  It  is  involved  in  the 
total  amount  to  which  this  item  relates. 

I  can  assure  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  that  if  a  proper  wheeling  agree¬ 
ment  of  that  kind  is  not  made,  he  will 
not  have  to  make  any  argument  with  me. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  one  is  made,  and 
if  it  is  made  in  a  manner  which  is  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation — 
and  from  what  I  could  learn  from  the 
Chief  Engineer  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  the  negotiations  are  now  in 
progress,  and  those  in  the  Bureau  be¬ 
lieve  they  will  be  fully  satisfied  with  the 
agreement — then  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Montana  himself  will  be 
satisfied 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  If  the  trans¬ 
mission  line  is  not  carried  through  as 


proposed  in  connection  with  the  appro¬ 
priations,  there  should  be  a  wheeling 
agreement  which  will  prevent  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  from  having  a  monopoly 
of  the  power  from  the  Canyon  Ferry 
project. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  distinctly  un¬ 
derstood  by  everyone,  and  we  shall  do 
our  best  to  find  out  about  it. 

I  hope  that  at  the  time  when  we  take 
up  this  item  in  the  conference,  we  can 
dispose  of  both  of  these  matters  in  that 
way.  If  it  can  be  handled  in  the  way 
it  was  handled  in  the  case  of  the  South¬ 
western  Power  Administration  and  be¬ 
tween  the  Montana  Power  Co.  and  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  in 
reference  to  power  from  Hungry  Horse 
Dam,  and  it  can  be  handled  in  a  way 
that  is  fair  to  both  the  company  and  the 
Government,  I  hope  that  will  be  done. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  action  of  the  Senate 
committee  in  eliminating,  funds  for 
initiating  construction  of  the  Canyon 
Ferry-Great  Falls  transmission  line  and 
substations  will  have  a  serious  effect  on 
the  Canyon  Ferry  unit  of  the  Missouri 
Basin  project.  This  unit  includes  the 
Canyon  Ferry  Dam  and  power  plant  of 
50,000  milowatts  capacity,  capable  of 
producing  over  one-quarter  billion  kilo¬ 
watt-hours  of  salable  energy  annually. 

Senators  no  doubt  will  recall  the  ac¬ 
tion  taken  by  the  Congress  several  years 
ago  when  a  restrictive  provision  barring 
the  installation  of  generating  facilities 
at  Canyon  Ferry  power  plant  was  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Appropriation  Act.  It 
was  pointed  out  last  year  that  this  would 
have  a  serious  effect  on  the  repayment 
ability  of  this  unit,  which  should  be  a 
heavy  contributor  toward  the  repayment 
of  the  Missouri  River  Basin  development. 
The  Congress  removed  this  restriction 
last  year  after  it  realized  the  serious  im¬ 
plications  involved  in  eliminating  the 
power-generating  facilities. 

The  elimination  of  the  Canyon  Ferry- 
Great  Falls  transmission  line  is  of 
equally  serious  import.  This  line  is  the 
outlet  for  power  to  be  produced  at  Can¬ 
yon  Ferry  power  plant  and  will  inter¬ 
connect  with  the  Fort  Peck  project  sys¬ 
tem  at  Great  Falls,  Mont.  Should  the 
committee’s  action  be  sustained,  and  the 
Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls  line  be  elimi¬ 
nated  from  the  program  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
then  will  be  placed  in  the  position  of  be¬ 
ing  the  only  customer  or  outlet  for  power 
to  be  produced  at  the  Canyon  Ferry 
power  plant— unless,  as  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  has  pointed  out,  a  satis¬ 
factory  wheeling  agreement  is  reached. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  thoroughly 
understood  by  all  concerned,  I  assure 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  with 
the  understanding  that  this  entire  mat¬ 
ter  is  going  to  be  considered  by  the  con¬ 
ferees,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  go  much  further  into  this 
question. 

If  the  company  is  not  willing  to  lease 
a  portion  of  its  facilities  to  permit  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  to  utilize  these 
facilities  to  integrate  its  operations  with 
the  Fort  Peck  system  and  thus  provide 
an  outlet  for  the  power  there  produced, 
it  is  obvious  that  the  Government  will 
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realize  a  serious  loss  in  revenue.  Under 
the  proposal  of  the  committee,  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  will  construct  a  seg¬ 
ment  of  line  from  its  East  Helena  sub¬ 
station  to  the  Canyon  Ferry  bus  bar 
This  will  place  the  company  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  monopolize  the  entire  output 
of  the  project.  Should  the  company 
l  efuse  to  lease  its  facilities  at  a  reason¬ 
able  cost,  the  only  alternative  would  be 
to  sell  the  entire  output  to  the  co^nany 
or  deliver  power  over  its  system  under 
a  wheeling  agreement.  The  wheeling 
agreement  would  be  entirely  unsatisfac¬ 
tory,  since  it  would  not  permit  the  free 
integration  of  energy  with  the  Fort  Peck 
project  system,  and  the  annual  cost  of 
wheeling  one-quarter  of  a  billion  kilo¬ 
watt-hours  would  be  prohibitive  unless 
such  costs  were  merely  nominal  or  were 
equivalent  to  a  license  for  the  full  use  of 
its  line  capacity. 

The  other  alternative  is  even  more  se¬ 
rious.  As  stated  previously,  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  has  with  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administration  a  firm  power  con¬ 
tract  whereby  the  company  will  receive 
50,000  kilowatts,  delivered  at  Anaconda, 
at  an  average  rate  of  approximately  2.5 
mills.  The  rate  for  firm  power  from 
the  Missouri  Basin  project  is  5.5  mills 
per  kilowatt-hour,  or  a  differential  of  3 
mills  per  kilowatt-hour  between  the 
Bonneville  rate  and  the  Missouri  Basin 
rate.  The  company,  being  in  a  position 
to  monopolize  the  output,  would  be  in  a 
good  position  to  demand  an  equivalent 
rate  for  Canyon  Ferry  power.  If  the 
company  should  take  such  a  position — 
and  it  appears  quite  certain  that  it 
will — the  total  anticipated  revenue  from 
the  Canyon  Ferry  project  would  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $600,000  annually.  The  op¬ 
erating  costs  and  provision  for  replace¬ 
ment  would  require  approximately  $190,- 
C00  annually,  leaving  a  net  of  $410,000 
annually  available  for  interest  and 
amortization. 

Let  us  analyze  the  situation  further. 
The  tentative  allocation  of  cost  to  be 
repaid  from  power  revenues  for  the  Can¬ 
yon  Ferry  unit  is  approximately  $18,- 
200,000.  The  interest  alone  for  1  year 
on  this  amount  at  3  percent  would  be 
$546,000,  leaving  a  net  loss  of  $136,000 
annually  to  the  project,  without  con¬ 
sidering  repayment  of  the  original  in¬ 
vestment.  By  not  approving  funds  for 
the  construction  of  the  necessary  trans¬ 
mission  facilities  to  provide  an  outlet 
for  power,  the  Congress  manifestly 
places  the  Government  in  such  a  posi¬ 
tion  that  it  cannot  seek  the  best  ar¬ 
rangement  for  disposing  of  Canyon 
Ferry  power  at  the  established  Missouri 
Basin  rate. 

If  such  action  is  sustained  by  the  Con¬ 
gress,  it  will  in  effect,  be  placing  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  such  a  posi¬ 
tion  that  it  cannot  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  reclamation  law  requiring  repay¬ 
ment  under  stipulated  conditions.  Here, 
again,  Congress,  by  refusing  to  appro¬ 
priate  a  relatively  small  amount  of 
money  to  provide  these  necessary  facili¬ 
ties,  will  be  placing  the  Government  in 
a  position  to  continually  lose,  year  after 
year,  part  of  the  interest  on  its  original 
investment,  and  also  will  deny  it  any 
means  of  returning  the  investment  itself. 

I  think  it  would  be  proper  to  characterize 
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this  as  a  fraud  on  the  United  States 
Government.  It  is  certainly  contrary  to 
the  national  policy  and  the  intent  of 
Congress  that  the  expenditure  of  public 
funds  should  be  made  for  the  sole  and 
exclusive  profit  of  an  individual  corpo¬ 
ration.  This  is  especially  true  when  the 
returns  from  such  investments  as  recla¬ 
mation  projects  are  for  the  development 
of  the  West.  The  most  widespread  ben¬ 
efit  and  use  of  the  projects’  products, 
both  irrigation  and  power,  are  a  part  of 
that  national  policy. 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  this 
matter,  the  conclusion  is  inevitable  that 
the  funds  should  be  restored  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  necessary  facilities  to 
provide  an  outlet  for  Canyon  Ferry 
power  in  order  to  place  the  Bureau  in 
the  best  position  to  bargain  with  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  for  the  most  satis¬ 
factory  arrangements  to  dispose  of  Can¬ 
yon  Ferry  power  in  keeping  with  recla¬ 
mation  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  matter 
cannot  be  fully  and  effectively  handled 
on  the  floor  with  only  a  few  Senators 
here.  This,  again,  is  a  matter  which 
requires  careful  study  by  the  conference 
committee  when  the  measure  goes  to 
conference.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  able 
Senator  in  charge  of  the  measure  if  he 
does  not  agree  with  me  in  these  obser¬ 
vations. 

This  is  a  matter  which  has  very  serious 
implications,  and  I  am  sure  that  no  one 
would  want  to  see  the  Government  de¬ 
frauded  or  imposed  upon  as  a  result  of 
any  oversight  or  neglect  or  failure  to  give 
the  questions  involved  the  fullest  consid¬ 
eration. 

Again  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  if  it  is  his  intention  to  have 
these  matters— both  the  Havre-Shelley 
problem  and  the  other  problem — worked 
out  with  proper  agreements  which  will 
not  give  the  Montana  Power  Co.  the 
entire  advantage  and  will  not  destroy 
the  efforts  of  the  farmers  to  obtain  low- 
cost  power  on  their  farms  in  Montana? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  will  be  our  effort, 
I  am  sure. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  this  point,  to  permit  me 
to  insert  in  the  Record  some  matters  in 
connection  with  this  item? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pep¬ 
per  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
promised  to  yield  for  a  moment  to  the 
Senator’s  colleague,  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Yotjng],  to  per¬ 
mit  him  to  discuss  a  matter  relating  to 
this  portion  of  the  bill. 

Therefore,  I  now  yield  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  on  the  general  appropriation  bill, 
1S51,  the  following  appears  on  page  150: 

JAMESTOWN  UNIT,  MISSOURI- SOURIS  DIVISION, 
MONTANA-SOUTH  DAKOTA 

The  1951  budget  estimate  for  this  project 
under  phase  B  (planning)  is  $105,000.  In 
view  of  the  recent  devastating  floods  in  this 
area,  the  committee  recommends  that  con¬ 
struction  work  on  the  Jamestown  project  be 
started  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  The 
committee,  therefore,  has  approved  the 


transfer  of  this  project  from  phase  B  to 
phase  A  (construction)  and  recommends 
that  the  appropriation  be  increased  from 
the  House  allowance  of  $105,000  to  a  total 
of  $750,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  dealing  with  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  appropriations  and  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  he  agrees  with  it: 

In  order  that  the  record  may  be  clear 
as  to  the  intent  of  the  Senate,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  is  to  proceed  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  to  construct  the  James¬ 
town  Dam  for  flood  protection  and,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  urgency  of  providing  this 
protection  for  life  and  property  in  the 
city  of  Jamestown,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  should  make  appropriate  allo¬ 
cations  of  the  costs  to  flood  control  and 
other  nonreimbursable  purposes.  The 
costs  of  space  in  the  reservoir  are  to  be 
allocated  to  irrigation  and  municipal 
water  supply,  to  be  reimbursable  under 
contracts  to  be  negotiated;  but  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  flood-control  features  shall 
not  await  the  completion  of  these  con¬ 
tracts. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  my  an¬ 
swer  to  the  question  is  yes,  because  the 
committee  held  very  careful  and  exten¬ 
sive  hearings  on  this  question.  The  situ¬ 
ation  is  desperate,  and  requires  prompt 
action;  and  the  only  manner  in  which  it 
can  be  properly  handled  is  by  means  of 
the  action  proposed  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  at  this  time? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Let  me  say  that  I  join 
my  colleague  in  regard  to  the  Jamestown 
Dam. 

In  addition,  I  have  received  telegrams 
and  letters  relative  to  the  Havre-Shelby 
line.  I  should  like  to  read  those  com¬ 
munications  into  the  Record,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  will  permit  me  to  do  so 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  following  tele¬ 
gram  has  come  to  me  from  Medicine 
Lake,  Mont.,  under  date  of  July  7; 

Medicine  Lake,  Mont.,  July  7,  1950. 
William  Langes, 

North  Dakota  United  States  Senator: 

At  special  meeting  July  6,  1950,  board  of 
trustees  passed  resolution  to  the  effect  that 
funds  be  allowed  for  completion  of  Havre- 
Shelby  Bureau  of  Reclamation  transmission 
line.  Board  definitely  against  Montana  Power 
Co.  buying  Bureau  line.  Transmission  lines 
are  vital  link  in  serving  REA  Co-ops.  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  always  been  hostile.  Urge  your 
support  of  funds  to  complete  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line.  Urge  Montana  Power  Co. 
be  stopped  from  buying  Havre-Shelby  line 
and  retarding  progress  of  REA  Co-ops.  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  would  like  to  control  power 
source  and  in  position  to  dictate  to  REA 
Co-ops. 

Sheridan  County  Electric  Co-op,  Inc. 

I  have  also  received  the  following  let¬ 
ter: 

Huntley,  Mont.,  July  5,  1950. 
Hon.  William  Langer, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Bear  Senator  Langer:  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Appropriations  Committee  approves  suffi¬ 
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cient  funds  for  the  completion  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  (Mont.)  transmission  line.  This, 
and  other  like  projects,  must  remain  in 
public  ownership  if  our  REA  cooperatives 
are  to  get  power  at  lowest  possible  cost. 
Very  respectfully, 

Plato  Pickens. 

In  addition,  I  have  received  the  fol¬ 
lowing  telegram: 

Inverness,  Mont.,  July  3,  1950. 
Senator  William  Langer: 

Government  control  and  ownership  of  the 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  line  is  necessary 
for  the  existence  of  our  electric  co-op.  We 
ask  your  support  to  obtain  additional  funds 
to  complete  the  line. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Emil  Strovik. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bernard  Strovik. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Howard  Hall. 

I  also  have  a  letter  from  Pendroy, 
Mont.,  dated  July  7,  which  reads  as 
follows: 

Pendroy,  Mont.,  July  7,  1950. 

Dear  Senator  Langer:  I  am  insisting  that 
sufficient  funds  be  appropriated  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  Havre-Shelby  project  of  the 
REA. 

I  think  everything  should  be  done  to  keep 
REA  throughout  the  Nation  every  home  in 
the  United  States  of  America  should  have 
the  benefit  of  electricity  and  how  else  will 
they  get  it,  unless  there  is  a  REA.  The  big 
companies  never  worried  about  farm  homes 
until  REA  came  along. 

I  want  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  that 
is  true.  At  the  time  I  was  governor  of 
my  own  State  I  could  not  even  get  a  little 
line  built  to  the  farm  home  in  which 
my  sister  lived.  It  took  7  years  to  get 
it,  and  the  price  was  the  great  sum  of 
$1,300,  merely  for  putting  in  five  posts 
and  the  wire.  If  a  sister  of  the  governor 
of  the  State  could  not  get  electrical  serv¬ 
ice,  Senators  can  imagine  what  chance 
the  average  farmer  has  of  getting  it. 
The  situation  there  is  disgraceful.  The 
letter  continues: 

They  never  put  electricity  in  the  farm 
homes  that  their  lines  passed  by.  So  see 
that  the  REA  has  sufficient  funds  to  continue 
their  good  work. 

That  is  in  connection  with  the  Havre- 
Shelby  project. 

I  have  a  telegram  from  Havre,  Mont., 
reading  as  follows: 

Senator  William  Langer, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  sufficient  appropriations  to  complete 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  lines. 

Cottonwood  Farmers  Union, 

Local  145, 

H.  J.  Hansen,  Legislative  Chairman. 

I  have  another  letter,  from  Circle, 
Mont.,  dated  July  5,  1950,  reading  as 
follows : 

Dear  Senator  Langer:  I  am  sending  you  my 
protest  against  the  Montana  Power  Co.  own¬ 
ing  our  electrical  transmission  lines.  I  fully 
endorse  and  ask  our  representatives  to  help 
forward  the  Havre-Shelby  and  public  trans¬ 
mission  lines. 

My  neighbors  and  fellow  citizens  of  this 
part  of  the  State  are  of  the  same  opinion. 

Trusting  you  will  give  your  fullest  coop¬ 
eration  in  this  project,  I  am 
Yours  respectfully, 

William  Gass. 

I  have  another  letter,  Mr.  President, 
also  from  Montana,  from  the  Park 
County  Trades  and  Labor  Council.  Liv- 
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ingston,  Mont.,  under  date  of  July  3, 
1950.  It  reads: 

Dear  Senator:  The  action  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  in  failing  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  for  completion  of  Havre-Shelby, 
Mont.,  transmission  lines  project;  and  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  offering  to  buy  up  the 
Government’s  obligations  was  a  terrific  shock 
to  all  members  of  our  council. 

Every  one  of  you  Senators  remember  how 
the  private  power  companies  insisted  upon 
the  Government  allowing  them  to  build  dams, 
handle  the  transmission  lines;  and  that  they 
would  provide  the  power  necessary,  for  op¬ 
eration  of  all  plants  in  the  United  States. 

You  well  remember,  that  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  heeded  their  requests  we  would 
have  lost  the  last  war,  as  there  was  and  still 
is  a  shortage  of  cheap  power;  not  alone  in 
the  Western  States;  but  in  the  Middle  West 
and  New  England  States. 

Instead  of  curtailing  Government  dams 
and  power  transmission  lines,  our  council 
feel  that  we  may  be  on  the  verge  of  World 
War  III  and  the  Government  should  imme¬ 
diately  hasten  the  construction  of  more 
power  dams  and  transmission  lines;  so  that. 
If  war  does  come,  we  will  not  be  unprepared. 

Therefore  the  council  in  regular  meeting 
July  3,  instructed  me  to  request  your  assist¬ 
ance  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  see  that 
ample  funds  are  provided  for  completion  of 
the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  lines;  but 
that  you  do  everything  within  your  power 
to  speed  up  the  construction  of  all  construc¬ 
tion  work  on  all  dams  and  transmission  lines. 

Sincerely  yours, 

W.  J.  Priest, 

Secretary,  Park  County  Trades  and 
Labor  Council. 

This  trades  and  labor  council  is  made 
up  of  the  affiliated  unions  of  bakers,  bar¬ 
bers,  bartenders,  boilermakers,  carpen¬ 
ters,  clerks,  retail  culinary  workers,  elec¬ 
tricians,  firefighters,  firemen  and  oilers, 
hodcarriers,  building  and  general  labor¬ 
ers,  lathers,  laundry  workers,  machinists, 
musicians,  painters,  operative  engineers, 
plasterers  and  cement  finishers,  plumb¬ 
ers,  sheet  metal  workers.  State,  county 
and  municipal  employees,  and  teamsters. 
Cooperating,  not  affiliated:  Blacksmiths, 
carmen,  clerks,  railway  conductors,  rail¬ 
way  engineers,  locomotive  firemen  and 
enginemen,  letter  carriers,  trainmen, 
railway,  and  typographical. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  another  telegram 
which  is  from  the  Mayor  of  the  city  of 
Havre,  Mont.,  dated  July  5,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

Havre,  Mont.,  July  5,  1950. 
Senator  William  Langer, 

Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Request  you  establish  funds  for  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  to  complete  and  operate 
the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  lines.  This 
line  necessary  to  progress  of  north  central 
Montana  and  bureau  operation  necessary  in 
order  to  insure  low  rate  of  rural  electric  co¬ 
operative  and  other  public  bodies  who  need 
low  cost  power.  Please  keep  faith  with  the 
people  of  Montana  who  need  low-cost  power 
for  development  of  this  area. 

Harry  Soderberg, 

Mayor,  City  of  Havre,  Mont. 

Mr.  President,  I  took  up  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  through  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  every  one  of 
these  communications.  I  have  here  a 
letter  dated  July  13,  1950,  which  I  desire 
to  read  into  the  Record.  It  is  signed  by 
the  Acting  Commissioner,  and  reads  as 
follows: 

My  Dear  Senator  Langer:  Reference  is 
made  to  your  letter  of  July  10,  advising  that 


the  board  of  trustees,  Sheridan  County  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Medicine  Lake,  Mont., 
has  passed  a  resolution  urging  that  funds  be 
allowed  for  completion  of  the  Havre-Shelby 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  transmission  line. 

I  call  this  particularly  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  members  of  this  committee: 

As  of  July  10, 1950,  10  y2  miles  of  this  trans¬ 
mission  line  had  been  completed  and  prac¬ 
tically  all  material  required  for  its  construc¬ 
tion  has  been  delivered  on  the  site.  The 
contractor’s  schedule  calls  for  completion 
on  September  6,  1950. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  matter  of  but 
6  weeks  from  now.  In  6  weeks  it  is 
going  to  be  done,  if  it  is  not  stopped 
by  the  Congress.  The  letter  continues: 

However,  it  is  with  deep  regret  that  I 
inform  you  that  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  has  not  only  failed  to  provide 
funds  for  fiscal  year  1951  for  the  completion 
of  this  line  but  also  has  stipulated  that  any 
money  not  obligated  out  of  1950  appropria¬ 
tion  be  returned  to  the  Treasury. 

This  action  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee,  if  sustained  by  the  Congress, 
would  prohibit  the  completion  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  Transmission  Line  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  and  would  be  a  very  serious  blow 
to  the  cooperatives  who  are  relying  on  the 
completion  of  this  line  to  meet  their  power 
requirements. 

He  says,  Mr.  President,  that  it  would 
be  a  very  serious  blow.  Then  he  goes 
on  to  say: 

Furthermore,  if  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  cannot  complete  these  facilities  it  will 
result  in  a  direct  loss  to  the  Government 
of  from  $600,000  to  $1,000,000  as  a  result 
of  having  to  terminate  construction  and 
material  contracts  already  in  force.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  if  the  Havre-Shelby  line  is  not  con¬ 
structed  by  the  Government  the  Fort  Peck 
project  will  lose  a  principal  outlet  for  firm 
power.  This  may  well  result  in  requiring  the 
project  to  sell  firm  power  which  has  a  value 
of  5.5  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  at  a  rate  for 
dump  energy,  or  2.5  mills,  a  loss  or  3  mills. 
After  the  load  has  been  built  up  over  a 
period  of  10  years,  it  will  result  in  an  esti¬ 
mated  annual  loss  of  almost  $250,000. 

If  construction  is  permitted  to  proceed — • 

For  which  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Montana  has  so  eloquently  argued — 

If  construction  is  permitted  to  proceed 
repayment  of  the  costs  of  these  facilities  are 
assured. 

I  say  to  my  friend  from  Montana,  how 
are  we  saving  one  single  penny?  It  is 
said  that  we  are  saving  a  million  dollars 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  says: 

If  construction  is  permitted  to  proceed 
repayment  of  the  costs  of  these  facilities  are 
assured.  The  original  repayment  studies 
indicated  pay-out  with  an  investment  of 
$2,800,000,  which  has  now  been  reduced  to 
$1,995,000,  as  a  result  of  very  favorable  bids. 
The  Government’s  investment  will  be  amply 
protected  under  these  circumstances. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Kenneth  Markwell, 

Acting  Commissioner. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  here  is  a 
project  which  will  be  completed  by  Sep¬ 
tember  6,  approximately  6  weeks.  Cer¬ 
tainly  Congress  ought  to,  be  jealous  of 
the  fact  that  by  previous  action  it  has 
authorized  its  construction.  It  has  led 
thousands  of  farmers  to  believe  that 
REA  would  control  the  transmission  line. 
We  have  spent  millions  of  dollars  to  build 
the  Fort  Peck  project,  and  certainly 


10757 

every  taxpayer  in  the  country,  whether 
he  lives  in  Montana  or  in  some  other 
State,  ought  to  be  anxious  to  see  to  it 
that  no  single  outfit,  such  as  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  or  any  other,  should 
have  a  monopoly  on  that  power.  Cer¬ 
tainly  after  the  Government  has  spent 
all  this  money  to  build  the  dam,  we 
should  spend  more  money  to  build  a 
transmission  line  to  get  the  power  to 
the  farmers,  because  that,  in  essence, 
is  the  entire  REA  program. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  a  group  of  telegrams  which 
I  have  received  from  persons  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  first  telegram  is  from  the 
Governor  of  Montana,  which  reads  as 
follows: 

Helena,  Mont.,  July  14,  1950. 
Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

I  sincerely  hope  you  are  successful  in  your 
fight  for  the  restoration  of  the  Shelby-Havre 
transmission  line  before  the  United  States 
Senate.  I  was  keenly  disappointed  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  eliminated  this 
line  because  it  is  of  vital  necessity  to  the 
people  of  this  State.  We  need  this  line  if 
Montana  is  to  prosper  and  I  feel  so  deeply 
about  it  that  I  made  a  State  radio  address 
the  day  before  yesterday  urging  the  people 
to  wire  you  urging  that  the  Senate  restore 
the  appropriations  for  the  line.  The  re¬ 
sponse  which  I  have  received  because  of  the 
radio  address  has  been  most  gratifying  and 
I  assume  that  you  have  received  many  tele¬ 
grams  of  the  same  nature.  Best  wishes  for 
your  success  in  this  most  worthy  endeavor. 

Regards. 

John  W.  Bonner, 
Governor  of  Montana. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  other 
telegrams  which  I  hand  to  the  official 
reporter  may  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the.  tele¬ 
grams  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Great  Falls,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  you  to  use  all  your  influence  to  secure 
funds  for  completion  of  Havre-Shelby  and 
Canyon  Ferry  transmission  lines.  This  plea 
comes  from  more  than  300  farm  families  and 
REA  patrons  meeting  in  Great  Falls  tonight 
whose  welfare  is  at  stake.  We  demand  an 
end  to  the  exorbitant  power  rates  now  levied 
by  a  private  power  company  that  takes  Gov¬ 
ernment  power  from  Fort  Peck  at  a  low  rate 
and  sells  to  our  rural  electric  cooperatives. 
Give  us  a  chance  to  live  decently  with  low- 
cost  power  and  lights  on  our  farms. 

Cascade  County  Farmers  Union, 
Fred  Nicholson,  Jr.,  Secretary. 

Great  Falls,  Mont.,  July  15,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Saving  the  Havre-Shelby  and  Canyon  Ferry 
Government  power  transmission  lines  is 
vitally  important  to  thousands  of  farm  fami¬ 
lies  in  northern  and  central  Montana  who  are 
dependent  on  rural  electric  cooperatives  for 
their  power  and  lights.  These  Montana  peo¬ 
ple  need  low-cost  power  to  enable  them  to 
stay  on  their  farms  and  live  decently.  They 
also  need  low-cost  power  to  make  their  coop¬ 
eratives  pay  out.  As  taxpayers  they  are  en¬ 
titled  to  access  to  Government  energy  avail¬ 
able  at  Fort  Peck  and  Canyon  Ferry  on  an 
equal  basis  with  other  power  users,  and  that 
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means  freedom  from  exorbitant  middleman 
charges  by  private  power  companies.  The 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  line  is  a  self- 
liquidating  project  designed  to  bring  cheap 
Fort  Peck  power  to  the  people  in  northern 
Montana.  Destroying  that  Government  pow¬ 
er  line  will  put  the  people  in  the  area  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.  in  the  years 
ahead.  The  announced  reduction  in  rates 
by  the  company  carries  retarding  conditions 
that  more  than  offset  the  announced  im¬ 
provement  in  costs  and  forecloses  on  further 
advantages  for  the  people  now  demonstrated 
by  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration  and 
TVA.  The  Canyon  Ferry  line  will  firm  up 
farm  power  in  central  Montana  and  bring  the 
same  benefits  for  patrons  of  rural  electric 
co-ops  as  the  Havre-Shelby  line.  Further¬ 
more,  land  improvement  through  irrigation 
will  be  considerably  increased  through  more 
low-cost  power. 

Irrigation  planned  in  the  Helena  Valley, 
Crow  Creek,  and  Chestnut  Valley  will  be 
well-nigh  eliminated  if  Government  sale  and 
distribution  of  power  from  Canyon  Ferry  is 
stopped.  Irrigation  phases  of  the  project  are 
feasible  only  through  the  revenue  possible 
from  sale  of  Government  power  and  a  sched¬ 
ule  of  low  power  rates  for  pumping  water: 
The  one  to  make  the  whole  project  pay  out 
and  the  other  to  make  it  possible  for  farmers 
to  operate  irrigation  pumping  stations  with¬ 
out  going  bankrupt.  Congress  contemplates 
no  additional  appropriation  for  irrigation, 
we  are  told,  and  there  is  little  hope  for  such 
action  in  the  foreseeable  future.  The  charge 
that  more  Government  power  lines  means 
duplication  of  lines  is  not  a  fair  nor  accurate 
argument  because  present  distribution  fa¬ 
cilities  are  not  able  to  deliver  firm  power  to 
all  customers,  and  the  power  demands  in 
Montana  are  increasing  every  year.  There  is 
need  for  much  more  Government  generation 
and  distribution  of  hydroelectric  energy  in 
the  State,  and  even  a  considerable  increase 
in  Government  power  facilities  would  still 
leave  ample  opportunity  for  existing  private 
power  companies. 

Besides  blocking  the  low-cost  power  pro¬ 
gram  in  Montana,  the  efforts  of  the  Montana 
Power  Co.  against  the  Government  transmis¬ 
sion  lines,  if  successful,  will  seriously  impede 
further  irrigation  developments. 

Great  numbers  of  Montana  farm  people  are 
depending  on  your  able  leadership  and  the 
efforts  of  your  coworkers  to  restore  the  funds 
for  the  Havre-Shelby  and  Canyon  Ferry  lines. 

Leonard  Kenfield, 

Editor,  Montana  Farmers  Union  News. 

Helena,  Mont.,  July  7,  1950. 
Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  that  nothing  be  put  in  the  way 
of  construction  and  completion  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line  because  it  is  of 
vital  importance  to  the  people  of  this  State. 
Its  abandonment  would  be  a  serious  blow 
to  the  prosperity  of  Montana  and  the  future 
growth  of  Montana. 

John  W.  Bonner,  .Governor. 

Butte,  Mont.,  July  13,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Rocky  Mountain  Sportsmen’s  Association, 
being  fully  cognizant  of  what  completion 
and  operation  of  Havre-Shelby  lines  as  a 
public-power  project  means  in  ensuring  a 
large  and  stable  supply  of  inexpensive  power 
for  Montana  industry  and  consumers  alike, 
urges  that  necessary  appropriations  for  this 
project  be  restored  by  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate.  Havre-Shelby,  Canyon  Ferry,  Hungry 
Horse,  and  other  public-power  projects, 
when  completed  and  in  operation,  will  prove 
Montana’s  greatest  attraction  to  out-of- 
State  industries.  In  providing  low-cost 
power  for  their  operations.  This  in  turn 


means  thousands  of  new  jobs  for  Montana 
workers,  a  greatly  expanded  market  for  the 
products  of  Montana  farmers,  and  little- 
business  men,  and  likewise  a  greatly  broad¬ 
ened  tax  base  so  vitally  needed  for  success¬ 
ful  operation  of  Montana  schools,  city, 
county,  and  State'  governments. 

Rocky  mountain  Sportsmen’s 
Association, 

John  Stanton,  President. 

Corvallis,  Mont.,  July  13,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  no  eliminating  of  funds  appropriated 
for  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line.  This 
line  necessary  to  serve  electric  energy  in  the 
State  of  Montana  for  developments. 

Paul  Brissonneaud. 


Chinook,  Mont.,  July  13,  1950. 
Senator  James  Murray, 

Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Request  that  you  use  all  possible  means  to 
keep  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line 
from  falling  into  the  hands  of  private  utility 
interests.  Be  sure  that  funds  to  complete  this 
line  are  added  to  the  budget.  Do  not  let 
these  utilities  take  this  line  as  it  will  mean 
a  tremendous  loss  to  the  taxpayers  whose 
money  is  invested  in  the  Fort  Peck  Dam  and 
who  stand  to  gain  by  the  sale  of  Fort  Peck 
power  at  5.5  mills  to  REA  instead  of  2.5  mills 
to  the  Montana  Power  Co.  We  ranchers  and 
farmers  served  by  REA  lines  realize  that 
without  public  power  we  would  never  have 
the  advantage  of  electricity  we  now  have. 
Do  not  let  private  interests  rob  those  of  us 
who  do  not  yet  hfive  electric  service.  We 
know  this  is  a  difficult  battle  but  you  have 
our  endless  support. 

Tom  Ness,  D.  L.  Murphy,  John  Scott, 
Harold  A.  Haive,  Author  Dahl,  Edward 
Dahl,  R.  D.  Doughton,  Rudolph  Block, 
Arthur  W.  Campbell,  A.  E.  Cole,  Thos. 
Staff,  Ole  Eklong,  Jas.  Spencer,  H.  A. 
Marsh,  Leo  Gist,  Geo.  Vandeven,  Ar¬ 
thur  C.  Jacobsen,  Jess  Conrad,  Charles 
Pancretz,  John  Redekap,  Chas.  Green- 
burg. 

Helena,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Hon.  James1  E.  Murray, 

United  States  Senate: 

We,  the  undersigned,  respectfully  request 
that  sufficient  appropriations  be  made  to 
complete  the  Havre-Shelby  power-transmis¬ 
sion  line,  and  that  the  Federal  Government 
operate  this  power  line  permanently  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  Montana. 

Marian  Covington,  Gussie  Chapman, 
John  E.  Sasek,  Harry  Norton,  Francis 
Small,  Elizabeth  Hawks,  Ruby  Lee, 
Joseph  Casey,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  E.  W.  Prut- 
tis,  Lucy  T.  McLemore,  C.  C.  Coving¬ 
ton,  Caroline  Christian. 


Helena,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building: 

Appropriation  for  Havre-Shelby  transmis¬ 
sion  line  as  a  public  project  last  year  gave 
new  hope  to  REA  cooperatives  and  farmers 
of  Montana.  It  must  not  be  allowed  to  be 
abandoned  as  it  approaches  completion.  Do 
everything  possible  to  have  the  appropriation 
for  construction  of  this  vital  project  re¬ 
stored. 

Lee  Metcalif. 


Shelby,  Mont.,  June  30,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Murray:  This  cooperative 
has  been  advised  that  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  is  offering  to  buy  and  is  trying  to  secure 
control  of  the  Havre-Shelby  115-kilovolt 
transmission  line  and  facilities  now  under 
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construction  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
The  contractor  expects  to  have  this  line  com¬ 
pleted  by  October  1  of  this  year.  The  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  cooperative  are  strongly  opposed 
to  any  action  that  would  take  control  of  this 
line  from  the  Reclamation  Bureau  and  place 
it  in  the  control  of  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
or  any  private  utility.  According  to  sworn 
testimony  of  Montana  Power  Co.  officials  in 
previous  hearings  before  your  committee,  the 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  line  is  entirely 
unfeasible  and  is  an  indefensible  waste  to 
taxpayers  money.  Now  we  are  informed  the 
same  Montana  Power  Co.  offers  to  buy  out  the 
contractor,  the  Reclamation  Bureau  and  the 
United  States  Government  itself  insofar  as 
the  aforesaid  line  is  concerned.  The  com¬ 
plete  reversal  of  power  company  statements 
and  action  at  this  time  amounts  to  an  ad¬ 
mission  that  it  was  wrong  in  its  previous 
testimony,  and  establishes  beyond  question 
that  the  Havre-Shelby  line  will,  upon  con¬ 
struction,  become  a  very  valuable  asset  and 
a  key  to  open  up  the  resources  of  the  area 
in  eastern  Montana,  and  will  be  the  means 
of  giving  the  people  of  this  area  a  plentiful 
supply  of  low-cost  electric  energy.  In  view 
of  the  value  and  importance  of  this  trans¬ 
mission  line  and  its  facilities,  it  becomes 
apparent  that  it  would  be  an  indefensible 
act  to  turn  it  over  to  any  private  utility.  In 
an  address  given  by  Regional  Director  Vernon 
last  fall  in  Havre,  the  statement  was  made 
that  this  line  will  pay  for  itself  and  return 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States  a  surplus 
of  many  millions  of  dollars.  This  plain  fact 
explains  the  desire  of  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  to  secure  control  of  the  line.  The  mem¬ 
bership  of  this  cooperative  strongly  urges 
the  Congress  to  continue  in  force  appropria¬ 
tions  already  made  for  this  line  as  it  is 
critically  neded  in  this  area. 

Respectfully  yours, 

E.  J.  Byrne, 

Vice  President,  Marias  River  Electric 
Cooperative. 


Shelby,  Mont.,  June  30,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

This  cooperative  has  been  advised  that  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  is  offering  to  buy  and  is 
trying  to  secure  control  of  the  Havre-Shelby 
115-kilovolt  transmission  line  and  facilities 
now  under  construction  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  The  contractor  expects  to 
have  this  line  completed  by  October  1  of 
this  year.  The  members  of  this  cooperative 
are  strongly  opposed  to  any  action  that 
would  take  control  of  this  line  from  the 
Reclamation  Bureau  and  place  it  in  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.  or  any  private 
utility.  According  to  sworn  testimony  of 
Montana  Power  Co.  officials  in  previous  hear¬ 
ings  before  your  committee,  the  Havre-Shel¬ 
by  transmission  line  is  entirely  unfeasible 
and  is  an  indefensible  waste  of  taxpayers’ 
money.  Now  we  are  informed  the  same  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  offers  to  buy  out  the  con¬ 
tractor,  the  Reclamation  Bureau,  and  the 
United  States  Government  itself  insofar  as 
the  aforesaid  line  is  concerned.  The  com¬ 
plete  reversal  of  power  company’s  state¬ 
ments  and  action  at  this  time  amounts  to 
an  admission  that  it  was  wrong  in  its  pre¬ 
vious  testimony,  and  establishes  beyond 
question  that  the  Havre-Shelby  line  will, 
upon  construction,  become  a  very  valuable 
asset  and  a  key  to  open  up  the  resources  of 
the  area  in  eastern  Montana,  and  will  be  the 
means  of  giving  the  people  of  this  area  a 
plentiful  supply  of  low-cost  electric  energy. 
In  view  of  the  value  and  importance  of  this 
transmission  line  and  its  facilities,  it  be¬ 
comes  apparent  that  it  would  be  an  unde- 
fensible  act  to  turn  it  over  to  any  private 
utility.  In  an  address'given  by  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  Vernon  last  fall  in  Havre,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  made  that  this  line  will  pay  for 
itself  and  return  to  the  people  of  the  United 
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States  a  surplus  of  many  millions  of  dollars. 
This  plain  fact  explains  the  desire  of  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  to  secure  control  of  the 
line.  The  membership  of  this  cooperative 
strongly  urges  the  Congress  to  continue  in 
force  appropriations  already  made  for  this 
line  as  it  is  critically  needed  in  this  area. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Don  Hellinger, 
President,  Marias  River 
Electric  Cooperative, 

Havre,  Mont.,  July  11,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Bureau  of  Reclamation  contractor  on 
Havre-Shelby  line  personally  informed  me 
today  that  construction  is  proceeding  and  by 
end  of  July  53  miles  of  poles  will  be  erected, 
58  miles  of  poles  framed,  63  miles  of  poles 
hauled.  Also  wire  stringing  will  start  soon, 
not  later  than  August  1.  All  material  on  the 
Job  for  this  99-mile  line.  Line  will  be  com¬ 
plete  about  September  15,  1950.  All  persons 
contacted  on  our  REA  project  by  letter. 
Everyone  urges  that  this  line  be  completed, 
owned,  and  operated  by  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  not  Montana  Power.  Labor  unions, 
farmers’  unions,  REA  cooperatives,  and  other 
persons  Interested  in  this  line  urgently  re¬ 
quest  that  the  appropriations  requested  by 
the  Bureau  for  completion  of  this  line  be 
granted.  Request  you  carry  the  fight  as  far 
as  necessary.  The  people  of  Montana  want 
this  line  to  remain  as  the  key  to  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  Montana’s  resources  and  for 
military  defense  if  the  need  be. 

Harold  C.  Ebaugh, 
Manager,  Hill  County 
Electric  Co-op,  Inc. 

Kalispell,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Senator  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  board  of  trustees  of  the  Flathead 
Electric  Cooperative  Inc.  urge  appropriation 
of  necessary  additional  funds  for  completion 
of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line.  We 
respectfully  call  your  attention  to  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  this  line.  Even  Montana  Power  Co. 
now  admits  this  when  they  believe  trans¬ 
mission  line  within  their  control.  This  evi¬ 
dence  alone  is  enough  to  condemn  these 
people  and  their  plans  to  own  or  control  this 
and  other  transmission  lines  in  the  State  of 
Montana  that  are  needed  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  Montana  through  abundant  low- 
cost  power.  We  ask  construction  of  this 
line  in  order  that  wholesale  power  may  be 
made  equally  available  to  the  cooperatives 
as  it  is  to  the  Montana  Power  Co. 

Let  this  point  be  definite  and  clear  once 
and  for  all.  The  cooperatives  unlike  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  do  not  want  monopoly  of 
power.  They  only  demand  an  equal  right 
to  the  power  resources  of  the  Nation  which 
in  this  case  is  only  possible  through  the 
construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmis¬ 
sion  line.  This  is  not  a  gift  if  Montana 
Power  can  pay  out  here  cooperatives  will 
do  equally  well. 

Our  people,  as  citizens  of  Montana  and 
the  United  States  have  this  right  of  develop¬ 
ment  and  use  through  the  facilities  of  our 
Government  when  necessary.  Will  you  grant 
them  this  right? 

Respectfully, 

Chas.  A.  Green, 

President,  Flathead  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc. 

Helena,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Hon.  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Offiice  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Western  Montana  council  for  CVA  vigor¬ 
ously  opposes  abandonment  of  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line.  The  line  is  a  vital  link  in 
providing  service  for  northern  Montana 


ranches  and  towns  and  tends  to  prevent 
complete  monopoly  control  of  power  re¬ 
sources  of  the  State.  Sincerely  hope  con¬ 
gressional  action  will  not  stop  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  line  which  is  already  under 
construction. 

Leif  Erickson. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
another  large  batch  of  telegrams  which 
I  shall  not  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the 
names  of  the  senders  of  the  telegrams 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  names  of 
the  senders  of  the  telegrams  were  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Hazel  D.  Pilgeram,  secretary  and  treasur¬ 
er,  Armington  Farmers  Union,  Beli,  Mont. 

A.  L.  Nicholls,  Ulm,  Mont. 

Robert  E.  Brown,  Butte,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ralph  E.  Salisbury,  Flowerre, 
Mont. 

Ralph  E.  Clark,  Shaw,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  B.  F.  Cooper,  Simms,  Mont. 

Missoula  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Mont. 

Representative  Walter  Laas,  Chester,  Mont. 

Liberty  County  Times,  Chester,  Mont. 

Mary  M.  Condon,  State  superintendent  of 
public  instruction,  Helena,  Mont. 

Darby  O’Brien,  Chester,  Mont. 

Charles  C.  Smith,  president,  Mussellshell 
County  Farmers  Union,  Roundup,  Mont. 

J.  M.  Glass,  chairman  of  Farmers  Union 
Local,  Lewistown,  Mont. 

Don  W.  Chapman,  Montana  Farmers  Union, 
Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Claude  M.  Johnson,  Stevensville,  Mont. 

Joe  Hackett,  Stevensville,  Mont. 

Sheridan  County  Farmers  Union,  Irvin  V. 
Peterson,  Plentywood,  Mont. 

R.  J.  Lewis,  county  chairman,  Fergus 
County  Farmers  Union,  Lewistown,  Mont. 

Representative  Robert  S.  Cotton,  Glasgow, 
Mont. 

Richard  Shipman,  president,  Montana 
MVA  Association,  Lewistown,  Mont. 

Cecil  O.  Burdick,  Brady,  Mont.,  chairman, 
Pondera  Legislative  Committee  Farmers 
Union. 

Pat  C.  Sullivan,  secretary,  Plumbers  State 
Association,  Butte,  Mont. 

Eddie  J.  Williams,  secretary;  Aaron  R. 
Shull,  assistant  secretary,  Montana  Trans¬ 
mission  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Lewis¬ 
town,  Mont. 

Ted  Skornogoski,  legislative  chairman, 
Daniels  County  Farmers  Union,  Scobey, 
Mont. 

Charles  A.  Banderob,  legislative  chairman, 
Huntley  Project  Local,  Huntley,  Mont. 

Fred  C.  Kuehne,  Big  Fork,  Mont. 

Mrs.  Andrew  Dahl,  public  relations  direc¬ 
tor,  Sheridan  County  Co-op.,  Inc.,  Plenty- 
wood,  Mont. 

J.  Harry  Wilson,  Stanford,  Mont. 

William  H.  Sennett,  manager.  Park  Elec¬ 
tric  Co-op,  Livingston,  Mont. 

Andrew  Dahl,  State  senator,  Sheridan 
County,  Plentywood,  Mont. 

Claude  Hookham,  president  of  Emigrant 
Farmers  Union,  Livingston,  Mont. 

Henry  Marken,  chairman,  Swan  River  Farm 
Union,  Bigfork,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Charles  Mills,  Inverness, 
Mont. 

Bruce  L.  Packer,  Inverness,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Edgar  Lincoln,  Rudyard, 
Mont. 

Martha  Packer,  Havre,  Mont. 

Berger  Johnson,  Joplin,  Mont. 

Kenneth  Bangs,  Inverness,  Mont. 

Ben  Shand,  Cartersville  Local  Farmers 
Union,  Cartersville,  Mont. 

F.  J.  Brietbach,  legislative  chairman,  Mc¬ 
Cone  County  Farmers  Union,  Circle,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Emil  Storvik,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Bernhard  Strovick,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Howard 
Hall,  Inverness,  Mont. 


Harry  Soderberg,  mayor,  city  of  Havre 
Mont.,  Havre,  Mont.  ’ 

Ole  Wee  Larslan,  North  Valley  Countv 
Glasgow,  Mont. 

State  Senator  David  F.  James,  Joplin. 
Mont. 

Devon  Farmers  Union,  Devon,  Mont. 

John  Evanko,  junior  secretary.  Cascade 
County  Trades  and  Labor  Assembly,  Great 
Falls,  Mont. 


F.  L.  Schnebly,  president,  Harold  Thielman, 
secretary.  Farmers  Union,  Local  No.  I8l| 
Chester,  Mont. 

Ralph  F.  Cook,  Belt,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ronald  Haltz,  Floweree,  Mont. 

Bertha  P.  Maki,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Lee  Roy  Smith,  Mrs.  Audrey  Smith.  Harold 
Hardinger,  Hazel  G.  Hardinger,  Belt,  Mont. 

Harvey  Talvi,  secretary-treasurer.  Willow 
Belt  Farmers  Union,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Leland  S.  Davis,  Vaughn,  Mont. 

Harvey  Talvvi,  Belt,  Mont. 

John  Geikkila,  Belt,  Mont. 

E.  W.  Chapman,  president,  Montana  Farm¬ 
ers  Union,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

W.  H.  Oldenberg,  manager,  Lincoln  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative,  Eureka,  Mont. 

Ed  Cozad,  secretary-treasurer,  Missoula 
County  Central  Trades  &  Labor  Council,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  F.  B.  Potts,  Missoula,  Mont. 

Mineral  County  Democratic  Club,  Superior, 
Mont. 

Edwin  Buck,  Sr.,  Corvallis,  Mont. 

E.  K.  Babcock,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Lester  Rutledge,  Sandy,  Mont. 

Harmon  E.  Dickey,  chairman,  Buffalo 
Rapids  Local  Farmers’  Union,  Glendiv,  Mont. 

Anton  B.  Smale,  chairman,  Legislative 
Committee,  Local  No.  72,  East  Helena,  Mont. 

Robert  C.  Weller,  secretary,  Montana  Dis¬ 
trict  Council,  Lumber  and  Sawmill  Workers’ 
Union,  Kalispell,  Mont. 

Arnold  H.  Olson,  attorney  general,  Helena, 
Mont. 

Ernest  Salvas,  president,  Deer  Lodge  Min¬ 
ers  Union,  Local  No.  834,  IUMM&SW,  Butte, 
Mont. 

Hugh  Adair,  Helena,  Mont. 

John  W.  Swackhamer,  Missoula,  Mont. 

Leo  C.  Graybill,  speaker,  Truman  G.  Brad¬ 
ford,  mayor.  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Resner  Blikken,  president,  Montana  State 
Rural  Electric  Co-op  Association,  Opheim, 
Mont. 

Wesley  W.  Wertz,  chairman.  Democratic 
County  Committee,  Helena,  Mont. 

A.  S.  Lattin,  secretary.  Local  No.  39,  Fair- 
field,  Mont. 

Northern  Electric  Co-op,  Inc. 

William  Mason,  executive  board  member. 
District,  No.  1,  International  Union  of  Mine, 
Mill  and  Smelter  Workers,  Butte,  Mont. 

Shelby  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Fred  Pfann- 
emith. 

Miles  Romney,  Glen  Varner,  Curtis  C.  Cook, 
Gilbert  Jellinek,  Hamilton,  Mont. 

Grant  Flange,  Galata,  Mont. 

Union  Elevator  Co.,  Galata,  Mont. 

Peder  Underdal,  Galata,  Mont. 

Oli  C.  Brevik,  Devon,  Mont. 

E.  L.  Nordberg,  Whitehall,  Mont. 

Charles  M.  Curfman,  Devon,  Mont. 

Henry  Halverson,  Devon,  Mont. 

Louis  Kanning,  Devon,  Mont. 

Peder  Tuvdet,  Devon,  Mont. 

Ote  Simmerstad,  Devon,  Mont. 


Raymond  Zelenka,  Devon,  Mont. 

Fred  Finger,  Devon,  Mont. 

A.  L.  Arsen,  Devon,  Mont. 

Darwin  Snuffer,  Devon,  Mont. 

John  Englund,  Devon,  Mont. 

J.  M.  Larsen,  Devon,  Mont. 

Nils  I.  Fredrickson,  Devon,  Mont. 

Elmer  C.  Chilbers,  Devon,  Mont. 

Quinten  Larsen,  Devon,  Mont. 

Bradford  Skinner,  Devon,  Mont. 

Clara  G.  Prestbye,  secretary,  Kalispell 
Farmers’  Union,  Local  No.  153,  Kalispell, 
Mont. 

Edward  Fenske,  Whitefish,  Mont, 
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Florence  Slethaug,  legislative  chairman, 
Swan  River  Farmers’  Union  Local,  Creston, 
Mont. 

J.  H.  White,  Devon,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Melvin  Adamson,  Devon, 
Mont. 

Mrs.  Garden  Twedt,  secretary,  Black  Cou¬ 
lee  Farmers’  Union,  Rudyard,  Mont. 

Emmers  Berg,  Berg  Motors,  Chester,  Mont. 
Hanson  Electric,  Cliff  Hanson,  Chester, 
Mont. 

William  Rambo,  Hingham,  Mont. 

Erland  L.  Olson,  Alberton,  Mont. 

Frank  J.  Lochdutton,  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

N.  J.  Dougherty,  secretary-treasurer,  Mon¬ 
tana  Farmers’  Union,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak. 

Vigilante  Electric  Cooperatives,  Dillon, 
Mont. 

Riley  W.  Childress,  Galata,  Mont. 

Flora  E.  Wright,  Silver  Star,  Mont. 

Ole  Sanvik,  Kalispell,  Mont. 

L.  J.  Schaefer,  Chester,  Mont. 

John  Swank,  Chester,  Mont. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Elmer  Sathre,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Guy  Nelson,  Havre,  Mont. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
we  have  all  received  hundreds  of  tele¬ 
grams  with  reference  to  this  item  in  the 
bill.  I  wonder  if  the  able  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer]  and  my  col¬ 
league  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray] 
would  like  to  hear  a  telegram  which  I 
received  from  Livingston,  Mont.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  mentioned 
a  long  list  of  persons  and  read  a  very 
long  telegram.  I  also  have  a  telegram 
from  Livingston,  Mont,  which  I  think 
will  explain  why  so  many  telegrams  were 
sent  with  reference  to  this  particular 
line.  The  telegram  is  dated  July  12, 
1950,  and  reads  as  follows: 

Livingston,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Hon.  Zales  N.  Ecton, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Impelled  by  MV  A  and  western  council  of 
CVA  broadcasts  am  wiring  you  urging  that 
you  continue  to  back  action  of  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  and  the  standing  taken  by 
the  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers  as  well  as  CIO  in  cutting  appropria¬ 
tions  for  Havre-Shelby  line  and  Canyon 
Ferry-Great  Falls  line,  which  would  only  be 
duplicating  existing  lines  at  expense  of  tax¬ 
payers  and  throwing  Government  into  com¬ 
petition  with  free  enterprise.  Labor  eagerly 
watching  this  in  Montana. 

Wilbur  M.  Raney, 
Business  Manager, 
Local  Union  No.  341,  1BEW. 

Mr.  President,  that  explains  why  there 
has  been  an  avalanche  of  telegrams  sent 
here  to  Senators  representing  other 
States,  with  reference  to  this  line. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  MALONE.  For  a  statement. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  make  a 
statement  without  losing  my  right  to  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  may-  prceeecu 
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TMPmTAwee  or  B.Bt»n,qAMigftTioM  » 

WINNING  THE  WAR 

Mr.  /lALONE.  Mr.  President,  we  are 
comantted  to  the  Korean  war,  and  we 
sha^n  all  make  any  sacrifice  to  win  that 
w p:.  That  does  not,  however,  take  one 
5ta  from  the  stigma  of  the  stupidity  on 


Lie  part  of  our  officials  who  made  it 
necessary  for  us  to  get  into  this  predica¬ 
ment. 

The  President  has  asked  for  $10,- 
100,000,000  as  a  starter.  We  will  ask  the 
taxpayers  for  that  amount,  but  no  one  is 
iaive  enough  to  believe  it  is  the  final 
lost.  We  still  have  no  definite  foreign 
rolicy.  We  will,  I  hope,  scrutinize  very 
carefully  any  blanket  authority  since  he 
has  shown  little  judgment  in  past  per¬ 
formances  in  such  matters. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
•Nevada  in  an  address  delivered  on  this 
.floor  on  March  4-5,  1948,  said: 

Peace  and  Safety  of  the  United  States 

1.  The  peace  and  safety  of  this  Nation  is 
(seriously  threatened,  through  the  complete 
’absence  of  a  definite  foreign  policy,  telling 
our  own  people  and  the  nations  of  the  world 
what  we  consider  will  threaten  our  ultimate 
■peace  and  safety,  and  the  complete  absence 
;of  a  military  organization  spearheaded  by  an 
(air  corps  to  enforce  our  pronouncement. 

2.  The  basic  subject  of  foreign  policy  has 
■never  been  discussed  with  the  American 
people,  through  two  world  wars,  and  now 
The  Marshall  plan  is  in  the  same  category. 
Ifhe  basic  subject  at  issue  (as  it  was  ir 
1823  when  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  protect  South  America  and  ,/he 
Western  Hemisphere  from  encroachment 
from  the  European  empire-minded  nations) 
is  what’tueas — and  naming  the  nations  in  the 
Europeah'jmd  Middle  East  countries,  includ¬ 
ing  Asia  aJkj  the  South  Seas — is  it  necessary 
for  us  to  culcently  protect  for  grar  own  ulti¬ 
mate  safety?  NUntil  this  decision  is  made  no 
plan  to  make  inflective  caiybe  intelligently 
discussed. 

I  challenge  the  State  Department  to  name 
the  nations  of  then  jaaember  countries  of 
the  United  Nations  Organization,  whose  in¬ 
tegrity  we  must  ciyrte^ly  protect  for  our 
own  ultimate  safety,  to^ell  the  world  and 
the  American  people  the  TSuth,  so  that  any 
empire-minded  Jiations  maV be  apprised  of 
our  intentions/and  thus  avoid  what  could 
well  develop  4nto  a  third  devastating  world 
war,  and  than  our  own  people  mayterepare  for 
(their  own/ defense,  through  rebuilding  our 
military/organization  spearheaded  Mv  an  air 
corps  tjfat  could  keep  any  other  nationS^n  the 
ground  in  the  event  of  war. 

HUNGRY  PEOPLE - COMMUNISM - REHABIL 

I  /  TION  OF  INDUSTRY 

3.  It  is  impossible  to  consider  the  feeding' 
of  hungry  people— the  stopping  of  commu- 
jnism — and  the  rehabilitation  of  industry  as 
Tone  subject.  We  only  confuse  ourselves. 

As  a  result  we  mix  our  emotions  with  the 
(facts  and  become  unwilling  victims  of  the 
(greatest  propaganda  machine  ever  estab¬ 
lished  in  Washington;  let  us  take  them  one 
;at  a  time; 

(a)  Feeding  emergency  hungry  people  of 
(Europe  or  of  any  other  area  is  a  matter  of 
charity  and  must  be  so  considered  apart  from 
other  considerations.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  has  appropriated  nearly  $1,500,- 
■000,000  during  the  last  12  months  for  that 
purpose  alone,  and  has  appropriated  $24,000,- 
000,000  and  handed  it  to  the  nations  of  the 
..world  without  hope  of  repayment  since  the 
close  of  World  War  II  in  1945. 

The  December  1946  appropriation  of  $597,- 
.000,000  is  expected  to  last  into  March  of 
’this  year;  and  the  Congress  is  ready  to  con- 
.  sider  further  reasonable  gifts  for  food,  until 
®urope  completes  its  third  crop,  to  the  extent 


that  our  own  resources  will  withstand  the 
Impact  without  further  inflation. 

(b)  Stopping  communism  through  pro¬ 
tecting  the  integrity  of  the  nations  of  the 
world  that  we  decide,  after  full  discussioh 
and  study,  we  must  currently  protect  for  our 
own  ultimate  safety,  is  a  matter  of  our  own 


integrity  and  frankness  with  our  own  citi-^ 
zens — and  with  the  nations  of  the  world. 

If  we  should  decide,  after  full  conside 
tion  of  our  experience  through  two^  World 
wars — and  our  improved  methods  of  ' 
and  offense — that  a  threat  to  the  integrity  of 
any  member  nation  of  the  Uniter  Nations 
Organization,  by  any  other  nation  would 
constitute  a  threat  to  our  ultiqmte  safety — 
then  President  Monroe’s  exacjf  words  could 
be  utilized  in  announcing  an  extension  of 
the  established  Monroe  Doafrine,  leaving  out 
any  reference  to  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
and  say,  in  effect,  to  the  world  and  to  the 
American  people  that: 

‘We  owe  it  thereto^  to  candor,  and  to  the 
amicable  relations  existing  between  the 
United  States  antff  those  powers,  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their 
part  to  extend  /heir  system,  as  dangerous  to 
our  peace  amf  safety.” 

We  shoul/t  then  build  at  once  a  military 
force,  spearheaded  by  an  Air  Corps  that 
would  bear  silent  evidence  to  all  concerned 
that  we  were  ready  and  able  to  enforce  the 
extended  doctrine,  just  as  we  have  enforced 
the/original  Monroe  Doctrine  covering  the 
Western  Hemisphere  for  more  than  125  years, 
and  which  kept  us  out  of  a  major  war  for 
/more  than  75  years. 

The  Congressional  Air  Policy  Board  has 
recommended  a  long-range  military  plane 
purchase  program,  which  would  provide  a 
35,000-plane  striking  force  costing  $16,800,- 
000,000  over  a  5-year  program.  The  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Air  Policy  Board’s  recent  report  closely 
parallels  this  document. 

The  Armed  Services  Committees  of  Con¬ 
gress  should  immediately  check  these  reports 
and  if  found  correct  recommend  their  adop¬ 
tion  and  the  appropriation  of  the  necessary 
funds  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
for  the  entire  5-year  program. 

Congress  could  apply  the  Marshall  plan 
4-year  funds  of  $17,000,000,000  to  the  $16,- 
800,000,000  5-year  plane  purchase  program 
and  have  approximately  enough  left  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  necessary  European  nations’  feed¬ 
ing  program  until  they  raise  a  third  crop 
and  to  furnish  the  necessary  funds  to  the 
RFC  or  the  World  Bank  for  the  rehabilita¬ 
tion  of  the  European  nations’  industry  un¬ 
der  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
rules,  as  applied  to  American  citizens. 

(c)  The  rehabilitation  of  the  industries  of 
the  16  Marshall  plan  European  countries, 
entirely  separate  from  feeding  hungry  people, 
can  then  be  accomplished  as  a  purely  busi¬ 
ness  transaction  in  the  same  manner  as  such 
industrial  plants  were  financed  in  this 
country  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
ration  during  depression  and  World  War 
Ifwears. 

easonable  amount  of  money,  say  $1,- 
000,680,000,  could  be  appropriated  and  made 
available  to  the  RFC  or  to  the  World  Bank 
for  that',  specific  purpose,  simply  providing 
that  the  tiFC  rules  and  regulations  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  anVforeign-business  loans. 

Their  rulesSprovide  for  an  investigation  of 
the  feasibility  hf  such  an  industry  by  an  ex¬ 
perienced  investigator  in  the  respective  field, 
with  an  estimate  ftf  cost,  together  with  a  list 
of  the  needed  machinery  and  supplies.  They 
further  provide  for  EUlien  or  mortgage  to  be 
taken  on  such  equipment — the  stock  or 
shares  of  the  existing  ^organization  to  be 
hypothecated  as  additional  security  for  such 
loan,  and  then  the  signaturd^jf  the  applicant 
is  required. 

It  will  prove  a  pleasant  surprise  to  both  the 
Congress  and  to  the  State  Department  the 
relatively  small  amount  of  fundSs.that  the 
European  nations  will  require  for  industrial 
plant  refinancing,  if  such  loans  mustebe  se¬ 
cured  on  a  business  basis. 

4.  The  entire  thesis  and  point  of  my  a? 
ment  is  that  the  feeding  of  hungry  peopV 
whether  located  in  this  or  any  other  nation- 
the  international  policy  of  protecting  the 
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qthy  Thompson,  which  appeared  in  the 
Evening  Star  on  July  17.  It  says  in 
part: 

President  Truman  has  decisively  commit¬ 
ted  himself  and  ourselves  to  something  un¬ 
decisive.'’  We  are  not,  he  says,  at  war.  But 
Americans  ..in  Korea  may  reasonably  wish 
to  know  when  shooting  is  not  shooting,  and 
when  war  is  not  war. 

And  perhaps  the  President,  whose  inter¬ 
national  acrobatics  are  astounding,  may  be 
able  to  tell  us  thev  objective  of  this  shooting 
that  is  not  war. 

The  aim,  we  are  told,  is  to  deter  aggres¬ 
sors  and  reestablish  the  status  quo.  Since 
United  Nations  exhortation  has  failed  to 
deter,  we  are  now  out  to  destroy — just  what 
ultimate  forces  is  not  clear.5--. 

Yet  we  are  committed  in  principle  to  the 
unification  of  Korea.  Our  object  is  merely 
to  prove  (by  force  of  arms)  that' unification 
may  not  be  accomplished  by  force, of  arms. 

I  submit  that  the  nightmare  world  in 
which  we  live  is  the  direct  result  ofXfight- 
ing  a  world  war  for  no  comprehensible  ob¬ 
jective.  Some  of  these  leaders  today  Ue 
the  same  persons  who  got  us  into  this  me’s 
and  who  now  ask  us  to  trust  them  not  td 
get  us  into  another. 

By  another  of  his  remarkable  somersaults, 
the  President  has  reversed  his  recent  opin¬ 
ion  and  decided  to  defend  Formosa.  But 
he  has  forbidden  the  Chinese  Nationalists 
in  Formosa  to  continue  fighting  Chinese 
Communists  on  the  mainland.  Thus  com¬ 
munism  in  Korea  is  apparently  sinful,  but 
communism  in  China  is  legitimate. 

As  a  direct  result,  according  to  what  I 
have  just  read  into  the  Record,  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  order  stopping  the  nationalist 
government  from  attacking  shipping  on 
the  Communist  China  coast  has  cleared 
the  way  for  England’s  shipping  to  con¬ 
tinue  carrying  war  supplies  into  the 
Communist  China  area,  which  are  im¬ 
mediately  available  to  North  Korea  to  be 
used  against  American  troops. 

I  quote  again  from  the  column  of  Miss 
Thompson  : 

It  would  really  be  a  brilliant  Russian  move 
to  order  the  North  Korean  armies  to  return 
to  the  thirty-eighth  parallel  in  exchange  for 
moving  Red  China  into  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil — relinquishing  the  invasion  of  South 
Korea  for  another  invasion  of  New  York. 

STRATEGY  OF  RUSSIANS - ADMIT  COMMUNIST 

CHINA  TO  UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  President,  that  is  exactly  what  tt 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  thinks  tjfcfey 
are  doing.  In  other  words,  the  note  to 
Mr.  Nehru,  of  India,  simply  say/  that 
before  they  would  discuss  enclingdhe  war 
in  Korea,  we  must  admit-  Communist 
China  to  the  United  Nations 

We  have  in  a  grandiose- manner  re¬ 
fused  to  do  that,  which  Iifhink  is  highly 
proper,  but  at  the  same-time  and  out  of 
the  same  mouth  comes  the  statement 


from  the  Secretary 
not  oppose  the  Ct 


State  that  we  will 
imunists  becoming 


members  of  the  ytiited  Nations  and  dis¬ 
placing  Nationalist  China. 

That  opens. the  way  for  us  to  recognize 
Communist  £hina,  by  the  same  excuse, 
through  the  back  door,  a  little  later. 

ACHESON  pbMMITTED  US  TO  RECOGNIZE  RED  CHINA 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  repeat  what  I 
said  an  the  Senate  floor  in  September  of 
lasi/year,  1949,  when  England,  Canada, 
apd  the  United  States  were  meeting  here 
their  great  conference.  The  confer¬ 


ence  to  divert  public  attention  from  the 
most  important  debate  in  a  century — 
extending  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act.  It  is  my  humble  opinion  that  at 
that  moment  we  agreed  to  recognize 
Communist  China  and  follow  England 
and  India  into  that  recognition. 

Mr.  President,  the  State  Department 
has  not  given  up  this  idea  of  recognizing 
Communist  China.  It  simply  does  not 
tell  the  American  people  the  truth.  It 
does  things  through  the  back  door  which 
it  does  not  openly  deny,  and  puts  out 
tons  of  propaganda  every  day,  camou¬ 
flaging  its  actions. 

'stupid  handling  of  events  leading  to  the 

KOREAN  MENACE 

Mr.  President,  the  stupid  handling  of 
the  Korean  situation,  culminating  in  the 
North  Korean  thrust,  is  but  another  in¬ 
stance  proving  the  unfitness  of  Mr.  Ache- 
son  for  his  high  position.  His  adminis¬ 
tration  has  been  wholly  unsatisfactory 
and  should  be  renovated  from  top  to  bot¬ 
tom. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Th 
Stator  from  Minnesota. 

ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  yieWfed 
a  whHe  ago  to  the  Senator  from  Nsvada 
[Mr.  Malone]  under  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  agreement  that  I  not  lose  pie  floor 
thereby. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  sa&to  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  that  he  wa,s  not  than  in  the  chair, 
and  did  not  know>f  tWarrangement. 

The  Chair  recogrHzq/the  Senator  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  -.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  situation? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ar¬ 
rangement  wp  that  the  Senator  from 
Montana  wo/ld  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  w/fiiout  losing  his  right  to  the 
floor. 

QUESTIONS  ON  THE  KOREAN  C! 

HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
wij/the  Senator  from  Montana  yield 
for  a  brief  statement  and  a  unani, 
lous-consent  request,  with  the  under 
standing  that  the  Senator  will  not  lose 
the  floor? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield  with  that  under¬ 
standing,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yields  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
without  losing  the  floor. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President5* 
confronted  as  we  are  with  a  war  crisis 
in  the  Far  East  and  perhaps  disaster 
elsewhere  in  the  world,  as  emphasized 
by  the  President’s  message  of  today,  it 
is  incumbent  upon  all  of  us  to  do  a  little 
soul-searching  to  ascertain  the  truth  in 
respect  to  both  the  causes  and  effects  of 
our  dilemma. 

I  hold  before  me  a  brief  article  en¬ 
titled  “Korea”  in  which  eight  very  perti 
nent  questions  are  asked,  and  because  I 
think  it  would  serve  a  good  purpose  fori 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  to  read 
these  questions  and  endeavor  to  find  the 
answers,  I  ask,  unanimous  consent  that 
this  article  be  placed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  matter ' 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printecLih 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Korea  / 

Why  did  Intelligence  fail?  If  iVuid  not 
fail,  why  were  we  not  ready? 

Why  a  handful  of  untrained/youngsters 
on  the  front  line? 

Why  are  our  tanks  inferior  t«  the  Russian? 

Why  are  we  using  our  oyr-style  recoilless 
weapon  and  bazooka? 

Why  do  we  not  haveAi  good  supply  of 
heavy  artillery? 

Why  the  lack  of  afembat  planes  of  the 
right  type,  both  olcL-tmd  new  style? 

Why  are  we  without  unit  task  forces  of 
landing  craft  aiyf  surface  ships? 

Why  did  wp  not  have  a  completely 
equipped,  bahmced  fighting  force  in  Japan 
ready  for  instant  use? 

The  American  people  after  two  genera¬ 
tions  of  Jailure  can  no  langer  accept  mill- 
tary  ii^ompetence  in  the  field  of  prepara¬ 
tion  and  readiness.  The  disgrace  of  Korea 
following  the  submarine  disasters  and  fiascos 
ofythe  First  World  War,  the  submarines 
lin  in  the  Second  World  War,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Bataan,  Corregidor,  is  more  than  the 
'public  can  bear.  We  have  spent  untold  bil¬ 
lions  during  the  recent  war  and  since — far 
more  than  would  have  been  necessary  to 
have  had  a  relatively  small  number  of  highly 
trained  men  with  the  world’s  latest  and 
most  effective  weapons  ready  for  instant  use 
anywhere. 

These  questions  must  be  answered. 

Mr.  HENRICKSON.  I  thank  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Montana  for  his 
courtesy. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Snader,  its  assistant 
reading  clerk,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
the  bill  (S.  3809)  to  amend  the  Mutual 
Defense  Assistance  Act  of  1949. 

The  message  also  announce  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H. 
R.  7477)  providing  for  the  conveyance  to 
the  tyjm  of  Nahant,  Mass.,  of  the  Fort 

- 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
all  of  us  who  are  Members  of  the  Senate 
and  work  on  committees  usually  look 
over  very  carefully  the  reports  on  all  bills 
submitted  to  the  committees  from  the 
various  departments  of  the  Government. 

I  know  I  do,  and  I  know  the  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  committees  on  which  I  am  placed 
do  the  same.  We  hardly  ever  pass  a  bill 
In  the  Senate  without  having  received  a 
favorable  report  from  one  of  the  govern¬ 
mental  departments  concerned.  It 
seems  to  me  that  when  the  Congress 
passes  a  bill,  and  specific  instructions  re¬ 
specting  the  bill  appear  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  report  and  in  the  debates  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record,  the  department  con¬ 
cerned  should  read  the  report  of  the 
committees  and  the  debates  in  Congress 
before  it  proceeds  to  act. 
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I  wish  to  congratulate  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  for  mapping 
out  and  defining  a  power  policy  which 
seemed  to  be  fair  and  which  seemed  to 
be  workable  a  year  ago.  The  instruc¬ 
tions  in  the  report  and  as  they  appear 
in  the  Congressional  Record  were  ex¬ 
plicit  when  the  appropriation  measure 
was  passed  by.  Congress  a  year  ago. 

Had  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  looked 
over  the  report  and  read  the  colloquys 
which  took  place  between  Senators  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  before  they  let 
the  contract,  we  would  not  be  here  de¬ 
bating  this  question  this  afternoon. 
From  all  appearances  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  was  a  little  overanxious  to 
proceed,  enter  into  a  contract  and  get 
things  moving  irrespective  of  the  in¬ 
structions  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
report  and  in  the  Congressional  Record 
a  year  ago  which  were  set  aside. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  relate 
in  chronological  order  a  few  of  the  things 
that  happened  in  respect  to  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line.  Before  I  proceed  further 
let  me  say  that  if  I  thought  one  single 
farmer  in  Montana  would  be  deprived 
of  obtaining  electricity  on  his  farm  by 
virtue  of  discontinuing  this  line  at  this 
time,  I  certainly  would  vote  against  the 
committee’s  proposal.  But  I  am  thor¬ 
oughly  convinced  that  no  farmer  in  Mon¬ 
tana  is  going  to  be  deprived  of  electricity 
by  curtailing  this  line  at  this  time,  and 
that  the  farmers  are  going  to  receive 
electricity  just  as  cheaply,  whether  the 
line  is  built  or  whether  it  is  not.  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  prove  that  in  a  few  minutes. 

I  have  always  been  interested  in  REA. 
I  have  done  everything  I  could  to  assure 
the  farmers  of  the  Nation  that  they 
would  have  electricity  on  their  farms  as 
soon  as  it  was  possible  for  them  to  get 
it.  I  have  worked  diligently  during  the 
last  3  years  to  get  the  rates  lowered  to 
the  REA  co-ops  in  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana.  That  objective  has  now  been  at¬ 
tained.  I  certainly  would  not  want  to 
deprive  any  farm  or  any  farmer  from 
receiving  that  service  at  the  lowest  pos¬ 
sible  rate. 

It  will  be  recalled,  Mr.  President,  that 
on  May  26,  1948,  the  House  committee 
report  on  the  Interior  Department  bill 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949  disallowed  a  re¬ 
quest  for  the  $1,035,000  for  construction 
of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line 
and  substations,  and  further  rescinded 
a  carry-over  of  funds  of  $560,197  which 
had  been  appropriated  the  previous  year 
for  the  line.  Congress  in  passing  the 
Interior  Department’s  appropriation  bill 
sustained  that  position. 

Then  on  March  28,  1949,  the  House 
commitee  disallowed  $1,300,000  re¬ 
quested  for  initiating  construction  of 
the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line,  and 
initiating  construction  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  and  Rudyard  substations. 

On  July  13,  1949,  the  Senate  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  reported  the  Inte¬ 
rior  Department  appropriations  bill  for 
the  fiscal  year  1950,  and  in  that  bill  the 
$1,300,000  disallowed  by  the  House  was 
not  restored. 

We  must  remember,  Mr.  President, 
that  there  was  no  appropriation  by  the 
House  last  year  for  this  line.  When  it 
was  considered  by  the  Appropriations 


Committee  of  the  Senate  that  commit¬ 
tee  still  turned  it  down.  But  it  was  put 
in  the  bill  on  the  Senate  floor  a  year  ago, 
with  instructions  which  were  placed  in 
the  Record  by  the  distinguished  and  able 
Senator  from  Arizona  that  it  was  to  be 
used  as  a  bargaining  power  primarily 
between  the  Reclamation  -  Bureau  and 
the  power  companies  for  wheeling  agree¬ 
ments  to  get  service  to  REA’s  and  to  the 
farmers  at  the  lowest  possible  figure. 

After  the  House  refused  to  place  the 
item  in  the  bill  last  year,  after  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee  refused 
to  consider  it,  it  was  added  to  the  bill  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  agreed  to  it. 

On  August  25,  1949,  when  the  bill  was 
before  the  Senate  for  consideration,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  stated: 

I  suggest  to  them  that  the  Senate  disagree 
to  the  Senate  amendment  (regarding  the 
Anderson  Ranch  Dam — Mountain  Home 
transmission  line  in  Idaho ) ,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
will  do  as  we  have  instructed  it  to  do,  both 
with  respect  to  Southwestern  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  Montana  Power,  that  is, 
seek  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  Idaho 
Power  Co.  with  respect  to  the  transmission 
of  this  power. 

Mi'.  President,  what  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  intended  and  what  the  Senate 
voted  at  that  particular  time  is  as  plain 
as  the  nose  on  one’s  face. 

The  bill  was  passed  on  October  12, 1949, 
after  the  Senate  had  restored  funds  for 
the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  funds  would 
not  be  used  if  a  wheeling  contract  could 
be  arranged  for  transmission  of  power 
to  the  REA  cooperatives  in  that  area. 
This  question  is  important,  because  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  was  stated  here  in  the  Senate  this 
afternoon  that  the  power  company  did 
not  offer  to  make  wheeling  agreements. 
According  to  my  understanding,  however, 
on  October  13,  1949,  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  notified  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
that  the  company  was  willing  to  negotiate 
a  wheeling  agreement  to  serve  the  REA 
cooperatives  in  the  Havre-Shelby  area. 

On  November  1,  1949,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  announced  a  call  for  bids 
on  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line. 
Many  persons  in  that  area  did  not  even 
know  that  negotiations  were  going  on, 
until  they  saw  the  announcement  in  the 
newspaper. 

On  November  15,  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  announced  a  call  for  bids  on  sub¬ 
stations  at  Havre,  Shelby,  and  Rudyard. 

On  December  6,  1949,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  received  bids  on  the  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line. 

So,  Mr.  President,  W£  see  that  on  Au¬ 
gust  25  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]  made  his  statement,  and  on  Oc¬ 
tober  13  the  company  offered  to  negotiate 
for  wheeling  agreements,  and  on  Decem¬ 
ber  6  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  received 
bids  for  the  line. 

On  December  30,  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  approved  a  contract  for  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  line. 

On  February  20,  1950,  representatives 
of  the  Montana  Power  Co.  and  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  conferred  in 
Butte,  regarding  negotiations  for  a 


wheeling  agreement.  I  understand  that 
at  that  meeting  the  Havre-Shelby  line 
was  discussed. 

Sometime  in  March,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  received  bids  for  a  substa¬ 
tion  near  Havre. 

On  March  18, 1950,  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  executed  with  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  a  contract  under  which 
the  company  will  purchase  up  to  50,000 
kilowatts  cf  power  from  the  Hungry 
Horse  Dam,  and  under  which  the  com¬ 
pany  will  serve  REA  electric  coopera¬ 
tives  in  western  Montana  for  the  Bon¬ 
neville  Power  Administration. 

The  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
read  the  instructions  and  the  statement 
of  the  congressional  intent.  The  Bonne¬ 
ville  Power  Administration  was  not  in 
a  big  hurry  to  build  the  line  merely  be¬ 
cause  it  had  the  money  with  which  to 
build  it.  On  the  contrary,  the  Bonne¬ 
ville  Power  Administration  negotiated 
and  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the 
Montana  Power  Co.,  as  was  intended  by 
the  Senate  when  the  appropriation  bill 
containing  provision  for  these  lines  was 
passed. 

On  March  20,  1950,  representatives  of 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  and  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  held  a  meeting  at  Bill¬ 
ings,  Mont.,  regarding  negotiations  for 
a  wheeling  agreement.  That  was  on 
March  20,  after  bids  for  the  line  had  been 
received. 

On  March  22,  the  contractor  was  di¬ 
rected  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to 
proceed  with  construction  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line  as  soon  as  conditions  permit. 

It  was  plainly  evident  then  that  there 
would  be  no  possibility  of  entering  into 
a  wheeling  agreement.  Just  20  days 
elapsed — including  3  Sundays — between 
March  22  and  April  12,  when  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  adopted  a  new  rate  of 
schedule  for  service  to  REA  cooperatives 
in  Montana,  east  of  the  Continental 
Divide.  When  that  was  done,  it  became 
unnecessary  to  enter  with  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  into  a  wheeling  agreement 
to  give  the  service  at  the  lowest  possible 
rate  to  the  REA  cooperatives  and  to 
the  farmers  in  northern  Montana.  The 
schedule  reduced  the  average  rate  to 
SV2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour,  which  is 
identical  with  the  rate  of  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  for  Missouri  Basin  power. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  defending  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  A  company  which 
can  negotiate  a  satisfactory  agreement 
with  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  a  company  which  has  reduced 
its  rate  to  such  an  extent  that  it  is 
equal  to  the  Government  rate,  I  submit 
does  not  need  any  defense;  it  has  put 
up  its  own  defense. 

However,  perhaps  the  public  power 
trust  needs  a  little  condemnation  when 
a  private  company  which  pays  taxes, 
builds  its  own  lines,  and  gives  a  satisfac¬ 
torily  low  rate  to  its  customers. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  heard  talk 
about  monopoly  and  about  the  possibility 
that  the  company  will  have  a  monopoly 
of  power.  We  become  unduly  excited 
about  the  possibility  that  a  power  com¬ 
pany  will  obtain  a  monopoly.  In  my 
State,  for  instance,  we  have  a  public  ser¬ 
vice  comrqission,  composed  of  three 
members  who  are  elected  directly  by  the 
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people  of  the  State.  That  commission 
passes  on  the  public  utility  rates,  and 
sees  to  it  that  the  people  receive  a  just 
deal.  If  the  people  do  not  like  what  the 
commission  does,  all  the  people  have  to 
do  is  to  change  the  membership  of  the 
commission  at  the  next  election — as  is 
done  in  our  representative  government. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  able  Senator  from  Montana  yield 
for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Magnuson  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  sometimes 
true  that  the  so-called  public  utilities 
commissions  are  controlled  by  the  power 
companies  which  they  are  supposed  to 
regulate,  so  that  those  regulated  actually 
become  the  regulators? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Inasmuch  as  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  commission  are  elected,  I  do 
not  see  how  they  are  controlled  in  the 
way  the  Senator  has  suggested,  any  more 
than  any  other  elected  officials  are  con¬ 
trolled.  If  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
were  to  hold,  then  it  might  be  said  that 
the  Members  of  Congress  are  controlled 
because  they  are  elected  by  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  three  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  utilities  commission. 
They  are  elected  by  the  people.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  people  have  a  chance  to  catch 
up  with  them  at  some  time. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  > 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  For  what  length  of 
time  are  the  members  of  the  Montana 
Public  Utilities  Commission  elected? 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  are  elected  for  a 
term  of  6  years.  However,  they  alternate 
in  service;  every  2  years  the  term  of  one 
member  of  the  commission  expires,  and 
an  election  for  that  position  on  the  com¬ 
mission  must  be  held. 

Mr.  LANGER.  So  if  the  people  did  not 
like  what  one  of  the  commissioners  did, 
2  years  later  the  people  would  have  a 
chance  to  elect  someone  else;  and  at  the 
end  of  6  years  thereafter  the  people  would 
have  had  a  chance  to  elect  an  entirely 
new  commission.  So  it  would  be  8  years 
before  the  people  could  change  the  entire 
membership  of  the  commission,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  at  2-year  intervals  an 
election  is  held  to  fill  one  or  another 
of  the  positions  on  the  commission. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Of  course,  Mr.  President, 
if  the  members  of  the  commission  were 
appointed,  there  might  be  some  excuse  for 
a  charge  that  the  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  are  controlled  by  the  companies 
they  are  supposed  to  regulate.  However, 
when  the  people  elect  the  members  of 
the  commission  directly,  there  is  no  ex¬ 
cuse  for  such  a  charge. 

All  three  members  of  the  Montana 
Public  Utilities  Commission  are  Demo¬ 
crats,  and  I  do  not  think  anyone  con¬ 
trols  them. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  think 
they  should  be  condemned  ipso  facto  be¬ 
cause  they  are  Democrats? 

Mr.  ECTON.  No.  I  think  they  are 
good  Democrats. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  thank  the  Senator  from  Montana  for 


the  tribute  he  has  paid  to  the  Democratic 
Party  in  his  State. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  was  a  member  of  the  Mon¬ 
tana  legislature  for  many  years,  and  I 
always  got  along  very  well  with  the  up¬ 
right  and  honorable  Democrats. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
inquire  whether  they  were  formerly  Re¬ 
publicans,  and  later  became  Democrats. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Some  of  them  may  have 
flopped  over,  away  back  sometime.  I  do 
not  know,  and  I  cannot  vouch  for  that. 

So  on  April  12,  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  adopted  a  new  rate  schedule  for  the 
service  to  REA  co-ops  in  Montana, 
east  of  the  Continental  Divide.  As  I 
stated,  this  schedule  reduced  the  rate 
to  the  identical  rate  charged  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  the  Missouri 
Basin  power  accounts.  So  no  one  in  that 
vicinity  can  gain  anything  by  buying 
Government  power.  It  is  impossible  to 
get  it  any  cheaper  than  the  price  at 
which  it  can  be  bought  directly  from  the 
private  company.  I  admit  that  seme  of 
the  people  think  they  prefer  to  deal  with 
the  Government.  They  prefer  to  get 
their  electricity  from  the  Government 
line  rather  than  from  a  private  line. 
Such  an  attitude,  perhaps,  may  be  com¬ 
pared  to  that  of  an  individual  who 
wanted  to  go  to  San  Francisco,  but 
would  not  get  on  a  train  because  the 
Government  did  not  own  it.  There  would 
be  just  as  much  sense  in  that.  In  other 
words,  if  a  person  needs  something  and 
can  get  it  just  as  cheaply  from  a  private 
company,  why  demand  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  own  it  instead  of  someone  else? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Twice  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  has  stated  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  get  a  rate  of  5.5  mills. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  not 
know  that  in  the  Missouri  Basin  the 
Montana  and  the  Dakota  utility  com¬ 
panies  buy  all  the  power  they  furnish,  at 
that  rate,  but  that  at  the  place  where 
they  sell  electricity,  where  there  is  no 
REA  line,  they  get  2  for  1?  I  want  to 
ask  the  Senator  whether  that  is  not 
true  in  the  State  of  Montana,  the  same 
as  it  is  in  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  ECTON.  No,  not  under  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation,  not  in  the  Missouri 
Basin,  and  not  in  the  case  of  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  is  true  in  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Basin,  in  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  ECTON.  But  it  is  not  true  in 
Montana. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  the  Senator  certain 
of  that? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes.  I  have  the  con¬ 
tract  here,  if  the  Senator  would  be  in¬ 
terested  in  it.  The  Montana  Power  Co. 
takes  only  the  excess  electricity  from 
Fort  Peck,  which  the  Government  does 
not  use  to  supply  its  preferred  cus¬ 
tomers.  The  power  company  purchases 
it  at  a  certain  rate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  LANGER.  If  the  Montana  utili¬ 
ties  companies  get  their  power  from  Fort 
Peck,  they  have  to  get  it  over  a  line 
which  is  200  miles  long,  and  yet,  for 
every  single  kilowatt  hour  furnished 
them,  the  price  could  be  doubled  some¬ 
where  else,  could  it  not?  They  keep 
track  of  the  number  of  kilowatt-hours. 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  situation  in 
Montana  is  any  different  from  what  it 
is  in  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  might  give  the  Sena¬ 
tor  an  idea  of  what  the  Montana  con¬ 
tract  provided.  There  has  been  a  con¬ 
tract  since  July  1,  1943,  under  which 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  buys  from  the 
Fort  Peck  project  all  the  power  which 
is  available,  after  supplying  firm  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Fort  Peck  project,  and 
that  can  be  used  by  the  company  itself, 
or  by  any  other  companies  with  which 
it  is  interconnected. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  does  the  power 
company  pay  for  it? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  know  what  is 
paid  for  it,  but  that  makes  no  difference. 

Mr.  LANGER.  At  what  price  does  the 
power  company  sell  it? 

Mr.  ECTON.  In  the  last  5  years,  I 
may  say  to  the  Senator,  the  company 
has  paid  the  Government  $1,814,670  for 
this  power,  and  the  amount  of  the  pay¬ 
ments  has  risen  steadily  from  year  to 
year.  In  1945  the  Government  received 
$219,951;  in  1946,  $229,462;  in  1947,  $321,- 
283;  in  1948,  $472,254;  and  in  1949,  $571,- 
720.  So  the  Senator  will  see  that  in  a 
period  of  5  years  it  has  more  than 
doubled. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Of  course  that  was  due 
to  the  fact  that  REA  was  extended  in 
those  localities  and  used  more  power. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Let  me  say  that  the 
Senator  is  talking  about  a  Government 
power  line,  which  pays  no  taxes  to  the 
State,  county,  or  city  in  which  it  op¬ 
erates.  The  Montana  Power  Co.,  last 
year,  distributed  through  40  counties  of 
the  State  of  Montana  $2,044,087.89  in 
property  taxes.  That  was  a  part  of  the 
$6,140,823  which  was  its  total  tax  bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  does  not 
want  to  tell  the  Senate,  does  he,  that  the 
$2, 000, 000-plus  which  was  paid  in  taxes 
was  not  added  to  the  bill  of  the  con¬ 
sumers? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  when  it  is  known  that  the  State 
of  Montana  has  as  low  a  rate  as  any  of 
the  other  17  western  reclamation  States, 
I  do  not  think  we  need  worry  about  how 
much  the  companies  make. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  return  to  my  question 
whether  it  is  not  true  that,  in  some  other 
places  where  there  is  no  competition,  the 
private  companies  make  good  this  so- 
called  cheap  rate — and  it  is  a  cheap 
rate — by  charging  two  for  one? 

Mr.  ECTON.  In  the  suit  of  clothes 
which  the  Senator  is  wearing,  a  great 
many  taxes  are  tied  up.  Does  the  Senator 
advocate  that  the  Government  should 
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make  his  clothes,  so  that  he  would  not 
have  to  pay  taxes? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  proposition  is  the 
same. 

Mr.  LANGER.  There  is  no  analogy. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Oh,  yes,  there  is.  It  is 
the  same  thing.  The  private-business 
enterprise  pays  taxes.  When  the  Govern¬ 
ment  goes  into  business,  it  operates  tax- 
free.  My  point  is  that,  if  the  State  and 
counties  of  Montana  had  to  lose  $2,044,- 
087,  and  the  National  Government  had 
to  lose  the  difference  between  that  sum 
and  $6,140,000,  the  Senator’s  taxes  and 
mine  would  be  that  much  higher. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Government  has  built  the  dam  at  Fort 
Peck  at  its  own  expense? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes.  That  is  all  right; 

I  do  not  object. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Why  should  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  or  any  other  power  com¬ 
pany  buy  that  power,  getting  it  from  a 
dam  built  by  the  people,  and  sell  it  at 
a  profit  to  farmers  and  others  who  pay 
t&xes? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  sold  at  a  profit.  If  the  Government 
does  not  make  a  profit  at  5.5  mills,  I  do 
not  see  how  it  can  be  argued  that  the 
company  makes  a  profit. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator 
maintain  that,  if  the  Government  pays 
$100,000,000  to  build  a  dam,  it  would  not 
be  appropriate  for  the  Government  to 
spend  an  additional  $1,000,000  or  $2,- 
000,000  to  build  a  transmission  line  for 
the  purpose  of  delivering  the  power  to 
the  farmer  at  cost? 

Mr.  ECTON.  No,  the  Government  is 
getting  entirely  out  of  its  sphere  and  be¬ 
yond  its  prerogative.  I  believe  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  do  only  those  things 
which  individuals  or  private  companies 
are  not  able  to  do.  Let  the  Government 
build  the  dams,  and  then  let  private 
companies  distribute  the  power  and  give 
the  service,  and  pay  the  taxes.  We 
must  have  taxes  from  some  source. 

Mr.  LANGER.  If  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator,  he  believes  in  the  peo¬ 
ple  furnishing  the  money  to  create  the 
power,  but  when  it  comes  to  distributing 
the  power,  we  should  let  private  con¬ 
cerns  distribute  it  at  a  profit. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Why  not?  If  we  find 
they  are  making  too  much  money,  let  us 
tax  them  further.  If  we  do  not  get 
taxes  from  them,  where  are  we  to  get 
them?  A.re  we  merely  to  appropriate 
the  money?  Is  that  the  way  to  get 
them? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  submit  that  when 
the  Government  builds  a  dam  and  cre¬ 
ates  power  and  the  farmers  and  busi¬ 
nessmen  pay  the  entire  cost  of  the  proj¬ 
ect,  they  certainly  should  get  the  power 
distributed  to  them  at  cost. 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  are  getting  it  dis¬ 
tributed  to  them  at  cost.  It  costs  the 
Government  5  y2  mills  now,  and  the 
power  is  going  to  be  distributed  at  the 
rate  of  514  mills  by  a  private  company 
which  will  build  its  own  line.  Why  pay 
for  a  Government  line? 


Mr.  LANGER.  How  much  does  the 
Montana  Power  Co.  pay  the  Government 
to  get  the  power  at  Fort  Peck? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Since  it  is  not  firm 
power,  I  imagine  it  gets  the  power  for 
approximately  214  mills. 

Mr.  LANGER.  They  charge  the  farm¬ 
ers  twice  as  much  as  they  pay  for  it  at 
Port  Peck 

Mr.  ECTON.  No.  They  do  not  get 
firm  power;  they  get  surplus  power. 
They  get  the  extra  power  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  does  not  need  at  Fort  Peck. 

Ml-;  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Could  not  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  give  the  surplus  power  directly 
to  the  farmers  at  the  rate  of  2  14  mills 
per  kilowatt? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  know.  Maybe 
we  shall  reach  the  point  where  we  will 
give  it  to  them  for  nothing. 

I  shall  not  take  much  more  of  the 

time  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
amazing  to  someone  from  New  England 
to  hear  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota' 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  argu¬ 
ing  over  whether  5 14 -mill  power  is  too 
high.  If  they  lived  in  New  England  or 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  where  the 
minimum  price  is  at  least  twice  5  14  mills, 
they  might  better  realize  the  value  of 
competition  in  the  power  industry. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Whether  the  power 
comes  from  public  or  private  sources, 
both  Senators  are  very  fortunate  to  be 
even  able  to  talk  about  5 14 -mill  power. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  think  so,  too,  because 
I  know  many  people  have  to  pay  20 
cents  and  other  people  complain  about 
514  mills.  What  do  they  want?  Shall 
we  hand  it  to  them  on  a  silver  platter? 

On  April  20,  1950,  J.  E.  Corette,  Jr., 
testified  before  the  Senate  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Interior  Department  Appropria¬ 
tions,  explaining  the  5.5-mill  rate  avail¬ 
able  to  REA  cooperatives,  pointing  out 
that  capacity  has  been  doubled  on  com¬ 
pany  transmission  lines  serving  the  Hill 
County  REA  and  reiterating  the  com¬ 
pany  offer  to  double  capacity  to  the 
Marias  REA. 

This  should  eliminate  any  argument 
that  the  cooperatives  cannot  have  all 
the  electricity  they  want. 

Up  to  April  20,  the  same  date  on 
which  Mr.  Corette,  vice  president  of  the 
Montana  Power  Co.,  appeared  before 
the  committee,  I  understand  no  work 
had  been  done  on  the  Havre-Shelby  line, 
except  that  some  of  the  right-of-way 
had  been  purchased  and  some  ease¬ 
ments  had  been  filed. 

During  Mr.  Corette’s  testimony  before 
the  Senate  subcommittee  H.  F.  McPhail, 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  stated  the 
situation.  The  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden!  asked: 

What  is  the  status  of  that  line? 

Mr.  McPhail  replied: 

The  status  of  that  line  is  that  the  contract 
has  been  let.  The  contractor  has  been  ac- 
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cumulating  his  materials.  *  *  *  The  ac¬ 

tual  notice  to  proceed  was  not  given  until 
the  weather  conditions  had  approached  a 
condition  where  the  contractor  could  ac¬ 
tually  get  to  work  in  the  field. 

On  May  19,  1950,  Harold  E.  Aldrich, 
acting  manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  upper  Missouri  district,  an¬ 
nounced  that  the  Smith  Construction 
Co.  had  started  work  on  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line  in  April  and  that  it  expected 
to  complete  its  part  of  the  work  by 
September  6. 

Aldrich  said  contracts  for  substations 
at  Shelby  and  Rudyard  were  still  to  be 
awarded  and  that  bids  were  expected  in 
July. 

So,  Mr.  President,  every  effort  was 
made  to  shove  this  contract  along  and 
get  it  underway,  even  after  it  was  known 
that  the  rate  had  been  reduced  to  the 
Government  rate  and  there  was  a  possi¬ 
bility  of  serving  the  cooperatives  at  the 
lowest  possible  rate  the  Government 
could  offer.  The  Senate’s  policy  that  no 
money  should  be  spent  for  Federal 
transmission  lines  if  arrangements  could 
be  made  to  get  the  power  to  the  people 
was  reaffirmed  last  April  during  the 
hearings. 

On  April  20  Mr.  Corette,  vice  president 
of  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  stated: 

Money  was  appropriated  for  the  Havre- 
Shelby  line  last  year.  We  thought  it  was 
with  the  definite  understanding  in  light  of 
your  statement,  Senator  Hayden,  that  it 
would  not  be  spent  if  a  wheeling  agreement 
could  be  made  and  these  REA’s  could  be  sup¬ 
plied  at  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  rate. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hay¬ 
den]  replied: 

That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Corette  then  said: 

But  in  December  we  read  in  the  paper  that 
a  contract  had  been  let  for  the  transmission 
lines  and  we  now  read  that  a  contract  has 
been  let  for  some  of  the  substations. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  asked  Mr. 
McPhail,  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
this  question: 

What  is  the  necessity  for  the  Havre-Shelby 
line  under  these  circumstances? 

Mr.  McPhail  replied: 

Unquestionably,  the  necessity  would  be  re¬ 
duced  to  some  extent.  However,  I  don’t  know 
what  the  reaction  of  the  REA’s  that  are  di¬ 
rectly  affected  may  be.  We  have  heard  no 
word  from  them  since  this  rate  announce¬ 
ment.  So  I  have  not  had  any  idea  as  to  what 
the  local  reaction  might  be. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  from  the  Senate 
subcommittee  hearings,  part  I,  page  1416. 

Mr.  President,  I  again  submit  that  if 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  had  read  the 
report  and  what  took  place  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  as  recorded  in  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  all  this  confusion  might 
have  been  eliminated. 

Up  to  this  time  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  has  offered  to  take  all  the  materials 
which  have  been  placed  in  the  project  off 
the  hands  of  the  Government  at  cost,  so 
the  Government  will  not  lose  any  money. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  few  telegrams 
which  I  have  received  from  labor  unions. 
There  are  many  labor  unions  in  Montana 
which  have  been  much  concerned  over 
the  building  of  this  particular  line.  As 
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early  as  last  December  they  read  in  the 
newspapers  that  the  Bureau  was  contem¬ 
plating  letting  the  contract,  and  after 
the  contract  has  been  let  I  received  com¬ 
munications  from  labor  unions  in  Mon¬ 
tana  protesting  the  letting  of  the  con¬ 
tract  on  the  ground  that  it  was  unfair  to 
organized  labor  in  the  State. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
these  telegrams  in  the  Record.  They 
come  from  labor  unions  in  Montana.  I 
ask  that  they  be  inserted  in  the  Record 
at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  ECTON.  In  that  connection  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  policy 
as  set  forth  by  D.  W.  Tracy,  international 
president  of  the  International  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Electrical  Workers,  be  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  re- 

marks 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  2.) 

Mr.  ECTON.  Also,  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  there  be  printed  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  my  remarks  a  news  release  is¬ 
sued  by  the  International  Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers,  dated  May  25,  1950, 
in  substantiation  of  the  statement  made 
by  their  president,  Mr.  Tracy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  3.) 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona 
for  his  untiring  efforts  to  live  up  to  the 
policy  which  was  clearly  stated  last  year 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  believe  that 
the  recommendations  of  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  should  be  sustained. 

Exhibit  1 

Great  Palls,  July  12,  1950, 
Hon.  Z.  N.  Ecton, 

Washington,  D.C.: 

Local  122,  International  Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers,  vigorously  protest  the  re- 
allotment  of  any  funds  for  the  construction 
of  the  Havre-Shelby  power  line. 

R.  C.  Stanich, 

Secretary, 

Lewistown,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 
Senator  Zales  Ecton, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  feel  that  the  Havre-Shelby  area  is  now 
adequately  served  by  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
We  urge  you  to  oppose  restoration  of  funds 
for  construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  elec¬ 
tric  power  transmission  line.  Stand  behind 
Senate  appropriation  committee  decision. 
International  Brotherhood  op 
Electrical  Workers,  Local  No.  552, 

By  A.  D.  Edwards. 

Missoula,  Mont.,  July  12,  1950. 

Senator  Zales  Ecton, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  Montana  State  Council  of  Electrical 
Workers  composed  of  the  17  Montana  IBEW 
unions  have  instructed  this  office  to  vig¬ 
orously  protest  any  appropriation  of  funds 
for  the  construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line  under  the  present  cir¬ 
cumstances.  The  contract  has  been  let  to 
the  Smith  High-Line  Construction  Co.,  of 
Tennessee,  notoriously  unfair  to  organized  or 


unorganized  labor.  His  methods  of  opera¬ 
tion  are  to  the  utter  detriment  of  Montana 
labor;  that  this  contractor  has  no  Intention 
of  hiring  Montana  labor  is  shown  by  the 
thirty-odd  Negroes  imported  from  Tennessee 
th&t  are  at  present  at  the  site  of  the  job. 
This  has  forced  our  electricians  to  seek  em¬ 
ployment  outside  of  the  State  of  Montana  in 
Idaho  and  Washington  where  conditions  like 
those  in  Montana  are  not  tolerated.  We  are 
aware  of  the  Davis-Bacon  Act  but  due  to  the 
fact  that  classifications  are  not  included  in 
this  act  the  contractor  will  not  hire  our 
skilled  craftsmen. 

The  Montana  State  Council  of  Electrical 
Workers  has  no  desire  to  impede  progress 
but  if  Government  power  projects  are  to  be 
built  and  maintained  on  cheap  and  unfair 
labor  as  proposed  in  this  case  of  what  benefit 
is  this  to  the  workmen  of  Montana;  the  pres¬ 
ent  Montana  utilities  use  Montana  labor;  pay 
a  fair  living  wage,  and  sign  and  maintain  the 
provisions  of  work  to  the  mutual  benefit  of 
utilities  and  Montana  labor. 

If  you  are  friends  of  organized  labor  you 
will  do  all  in  your  power  to  prevent  this  ap¬ 
propriation  and  help  your  Montana  citizens 
maintain  their  standard  of  living. 

Montana  State  Council  of 
Electrical  Workers, 

George  W.  Scott, 

Secretary -Treasurer. 


Havre,  Mont.,  July  13,  1950. 
Hon.  Zales  N.  Ecton, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  don’t  need  duplication  of  power  lines. 
Public  power  advocates  are  throwing  away 
the  taxpayers’  money.  Support  the  Senate 
Appropriation  Committee’s  decision  to  refuse 
funds  for  the  Havre-Shelby  line. 

H.  Earl  Clack  Co., 

L.  B.  Wigmore,  Sales  Manager. 

Havre,  Mont.,  July  13,  1950. 
Hon.  Zales  N.  Ecton, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Please  use  your  influence  and  position  to 
see  that  funds  for  unneeded  transmission 
lines  such  as  the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls 
and  the  Havre-Shelby  line  be  denied. 

Runkel  Bros. 


Exhibit  2 

International  Brotherhood  of 

Electrical  Workers, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  March  27,  1950. 
Mr.  William  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator ,  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration,  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Wise:  I  am  hereby  entering  an 
urgent  protest  on  behalf  of  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL) 
against  the  latest  developments  in  the  anti¬ 
union  policy  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

The  International  Brotherhood  of  Electri¬ 
cal  Workers  (AFL)  which  represents  more 
than  75  percent  of  the  unionized  workers 
in  the  electric  light  and  power  industry,  both 
private  and  public,  has  been  shocked  and 
surprised  at  the  antilabor  actions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration.  These 
actions  are  all  the  more  grievous  because 
they  strike  at  organized  labor  which  partici¬ 
pated  in  the  effort  to  bring  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  into  existence. 
Labor  was  a  staunch  supporter  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  establish  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration  because  it  believed  that  the 
Administration  as  originally  set  up  would 
function  in  the  public  interest.  We  now 
find  that  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  taken  such  a  narrow  and  back¬ 
ward  view  of  its  responsibilities  and  duties 
that  it  is  bringing  serious  harm  to  the  im¬ 


portant  section  of  the  public  interest  reDre- 
sented  by  labor.  ‘ 

On  December  17,  1949,  an  international 
representative  of  the  International  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL)  wrote  the 
Montana  State  Water  Conservation  Board  a 
letter  setting  forth  the  facts  that  the  Inter¬ 
national  Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers 
(AFL)  had  entered  into  bona  fide  collective 
bargaining  ^  agreements  with  seven  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  cooperatives 
in  Montana  and  such  agreements  included  a 
clause  guaranteeing  that  work  let  by  con¬ 
tract  would  be  performed  under  Interna¬ 
tional  Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers 
(AFL)  union  conditions.  The  international 
representative  of  the  International  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL)  suggested 
to  the  Montana  State  Water  Conservation 
Board  that  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  pre¬ 
venting  confusion  if  the  proper  authorities 
would  notify  contractors  that  the  coopera¬ 
tives  are  under  union  agreement  when  the 
invitation  to  bid  is  sent  out.  This  letter  was 
forwarded  by  the  State  water  conservation 
board  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration  in  Washington  for  comment.  On 
March  6,  1950,  you,  as  Acting  Administrator 
of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
replied  to  the  State  Water  Conservation 
Board  of  Montana  and  forwarded  a  copy  of 
your  letter  to  me  in  my  capacity  of  inter¬ 
national  president  of  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL). 

Your  letter  pays  lip  service  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  policy  of  good  labor  relations  and 
concedes  the  legality  of  the  union  clause  in 
REA  cooperatives  bargaining  agreements. 
You  then  go  on  to  throw  the  entire  weight 
of  the  administrative  discretion  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  against  the 
actual  operation  of  the  union  clause.  You 
say: 


“While,  as  I  stated,  it  is  satisfactory  to  the 
REA  for  its  borrowers  to  include  any  legal 
provision  in  the  construction  contract  relat¬ 
ing  to  labor  problems,  it  should  be  pointed 
out  that  any  provision  in  a  contract  which 
has  the  effect  of  preventing  free  competitive 
bidding  may  well  result  in  a  cost  of  construc¬ 
tion  to  the  borrower  which  will  make  it  im¬ 
possible  for  us  to  approve  the  award  of  the 
bid,  due  to  the  effect  of  high  cost  upon  the 
feasibility  of  our  loan.  We,  of  course,  have 
to  scrutinize  all  awards  most  carefully  to 
make  certain  that  the  cost  of  construction 
will  not  be  so  excessive  as  to  endanger  the 
repayment  of  a  loan.  This  is  especially  true 
in  areas  in  which  the  Montana  borrowers 
operate,  where  the  consumer  density  is  low, 
and  all  possible  savings  have  to  be  effected 
in  order  to  make  the  project  feasible  from 
a  financial  standpoint.  It  should  be  pointed 
out  that  we  cannot  approve  awards  of  a 
bid  in  the  event  that  the  number  of  bidders 
is  so  low  as  to  not  constitute  true  competi¬ 
tive  bidding.  The  possibility  of  this  danger 
always  exists  whenever  any  kind  of  Restric¬ 
tive  provisions  are  inserted  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  contract.” 

The  REA  policy,  as  stated  in  your  letter,  is 
in  complete  contradiction  of  the  policy  of 
promoting  and  advancing  labor  standards 
through  union  agreements.  Your  empha¬ 
sis  on  the  matter  of  “high  cost”  as  a  reason 
for  opposing  labor  standards  established  by 
union  agreements  and  in  favoring  lower 
wages  paid  by  nonunion  contractors,  is  a 
throw-back  to  the  days  of  the  “sweat  shop” 
employer  who  justified  his  position  on  the 
ground  that  he  sold  his  products  to  the 
consumer  at  a  cost  lower  than  the  cost  of 
legitimate  union  employers.  The  REA  is 
not  advancing  sound  public  policy  when  it 
seeks  to  develop  a  financial  record  for  itself 
at  the  expense  of  the  men  and  women  whose 
work  is  essential  to  the  bringing  of  electricity 
to  the  farms. 

I  am  in  complete  accord  with  all  efforts 
to  secure  a  sound  and  economic  expenditure 
of  Government  funds  which  are  drawn  from 
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the  taxes  paid  by  all  parts  of  the  population. 
Including  labor.  I  would  respectifully  recom¬ 
ment,  however,  that  the  REA  would  do  better, 
If  it  were  to  begin  to  apply  itself  to  the  task 
of  increasing  efficiency  in  the  management 
of  cooperatives  and  reducing  its  own  high 
administrative  expenses  rather  than  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  present  policy  of  destroying  union 
conditions  of  labor.  In  this  connection,  I 
have  noted  with  interest  the  report  of  the 
House  Commitee  on  Appropriations  in  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  appropriation  bill  for  the 
several  branches  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951.  (81st  Cong. 

2nd  Sess.  Report  No.  17973,  p.  140).  The 
Committee  approved  a  total  of  $8,150,000  for 
the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  during  1951. 
No  criticism  was  offered  in  the  report  with 
respect  to  wages  paid  to  the  working  men 
and  women  who  perform  useful  services  for 
the  cooperatives  and  their  members.  The 
committee,  however,  did  criticize  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  and  its  officers 
for  exorbitant  fee  paid  for  engineering  and 
legal  work.  The  committee  stated  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  (House 
Appropriations  Committee),  [fees  paid  for 
engineering  and  legal  work  in  connection 
with  the  larger  loans  are  too  high].  It  is  be¬ 
lieved  that  such  fees  should  not  be  estab¬ 
lished  strictly  on  a  percentage  basis  but 
maximum  limits  should  be  fixed  which 
would  in  the  cases  pointed  out  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  [reduce  the  fees  paid  substantially. 
These  costs  are  passed  on  to  the  consumer.]” 
(Matter  in  brackets  supplied.)  (A  reference 
is  made  on  p.  1036  of  the  Hearings  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  an 
appendix  including  information  requested 
on  the  above  subject  by  the  committee.  The 
note  in  the  hearings  states  that  the  appen¬ 
dix  may  be  found  at  the  end  of  the  hearings 
but  it  appears  that  the  appendix  is  not 
available.) 

It  is  apparently  a  fact  that  the  concern 
voiced  in  your  letter  on  the  effect  of  union 
conditions  on  costs  has  not  registered  it¬ 
self  with  equal  force  in  keeping  down  the 
excessive  fees  for  engineering  and  legal  work, 
which  have  been  criticized  by  the  congres¬ 
sional  Committee. 

Insofar  as  you  statement  on  “free  competi¬ 
tive  bidding”  is  concerned,  I  wish  to  point 
out  there  is  no  Federal  statutory  requirement 
for  such  bidding  on  the  part  of  such  coop¬ 
eratives  since  the  cooperatives  are  not 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government.  The 
cooperatives  have  the  legal  power  to  enter 
into  the  agreements  which  they  have  made 
for  union  conditions  on  contract  work  and  I 
believe  they  should  be  applauded  and  not 
dicouraged  from  entering  into  such  agree¬ 
ments  by  a  Government  which  is  committed 
to  a  policy  of  collective  bargaining. 

Your  letter  is  written  in  banking  terms. 
The  Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
however,  is  not  a  banking  program.  If  it 
were,  there  would  be  no  need  for  Federal 
action  in  this  field.  Private  money  could 
be  secured  for  development  of  the  coopera¬ 
tives.  The  specially  favorable  terms  of  in¬ 
terest  and  amortization  provided  in  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  Act  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Congress  because  it  is 
deemed  wise  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
public  interest  to  give  assistance  to  the 
worthy  cause  of  bringing  electricity  to  the 
farms.  It  ill  behooves  the  Government  offi¬ 
cers 'engaged  in  the  administration  of  this 
public  policy  program  to  close  their  eyes  to 
this  fact  and  refuse  to  give  consideration  to 
the  needs  of  labor  for  proper  labor  stand¬ 
ards.  Your  letter  is  a  far  cry  from  the  policy 
of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
as  stated  in  its  memorandum  of  understand¬ 
ing  with  the  International  Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers  (AFL)  entered  into  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1941,  which  provides  that  “The  REA 
agrees  to  promulgate  a  list  of  labor  stand¬ 


ards  embodying  the  spirit  and  letter  of  this 
general  policy  [and  assumes  the  obligation 
of  winning  REA  cooperatives  to  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  these  labor  standards].” 

I  have  commented  fully  on  the  status  of 
this  understanding  and  the  failure  of  the 
Government  to  implement  its  general  state¬ 
ment  of  policy  in  a  letter  of  February  2, 
1950  to  a  State  fact  finding  board  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  copy  of  which  was  transmitted  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration.  Today  we  find  the  REA,  in 
the  case  of  the  Montana  coperatives,  not 
only  refusing  to  assume  its  obligation  of 
winning  REA  cooperatives  to  the  acceptance 
of  labor  standards  but,  on  the  contrary,  do¬ 
ing  its  utmost  within  the  limits  of  its  power 
to  win  such  cooperatives  away  from  those 
labor  standards  which  the  REA  cooperatives 
themselves  are  willing  to  adopt  pursuant 
to  collective  bargaining  agreements  with  the 
International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers  (AFL) . 

The  time  has  come,  to  look  through  slogans 
and  fine  words  to  the  actual  facts.  The 
union  clause  which  is  the  subject  of  your 
letter  of  March  6,  1959,  is  not  unusual.  It 
is  not  a  special  favor  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL)  is 
seeking  to  secure  from  the  REA  coopera¬ 
tives — it  is  a  standard  clause  in  our  agree¬ 
ments  with  private  companies  in  the  elec¬ 
tric  light  and  power  industry. 

We  do  not  run  into  the  complicated  con¬ 
siderations  set  forth  in  your  letter  in  secur¬ 
ing  such  clauses  in  our  agreement  with  pri¬ 
vate  companies  nor  in  securing  the  good 
faith  application  of  the  clause.  Labor  is 
getting  a  fair  deal  from  these  private  com¬ 
panies  but  we  cannot  secure  equal  treatment 
from  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion.  This  is  an  alarming  fact  which  must 
become  known  to  organized  labor  and  all 
others  concerned  with  the  problem. 

.  The  International  Brotherhood  of  Elec¬ 
trical  Workers  (AFL)  has  patiently  tried  to 
secure  relief  from  the  antilabor  policies  of 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  by 
conferences  and  communications.  I  have 
become  convinced  that  the  condition  cannot 
be  corrected  through  such  means.  I  am, 
therefore,  releasing  this  letter  for  public  in¬ 
formation  so  that  all  fair-minded  people 
may  judge  for  themselves  whether  the  labor 
policies  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration  are  in  the  public  interest. 

Sincerely, 

D.  W.  Tracy, 
International  President. 

Exhibit  3 

The  Senator  Reports,  by  Senator  Arthur 
V.  Watkins 

(Radio  broadcast  over  Utah  stations, 
July  17) 

Announcer.  This  is  your  Washington  re¬ 
porter  bringing  you  The  Senator  Reports,  a 
program  featuring  Senator  Arthur  V.  Wat¬ 
kins.  These  programs  are  transcribed  in 
Washington  and  are  brought  to  you  as  a 
public  service  by  this  radio  station.  And 
now,  Senator  Watkins. 

Senator  Watkins.  Hello  everybody. 

I  want  to  make  a  further  report  on  the 
Korean  crisis  and  my  connection  with  the 
events  that  transpired.  I  think  the  people 
of  Utah  are  entitled  to  know  the  truth  about 
my  actions  in  this  very  important  matter,  and 
particularly  since  the  press  has  presented 
what  I  consider  a  very  unfair  and  garbled  ac¬ 
count  of  what  happened  in  the  Senate  the 
day  the  President  announced  that  he  had  or¬ 
dered  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  to  support 
South  Koreans.  I  shall  also  make  some  ad¬ 
ditional  comments  on  the  situation  as  of  the 
time  this  transcription  was  made. 

I  have  with  me  today  my  executive  secre¬ 
tary,  Mr.  James  McKinney.  He  will  aid 
in  presenting  this  program. 


Imagine  yoursglf  seated  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  on  June  27.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  has  barely  begun  its  session.  Senator 
Lucas,  Democrat,  of  Illinois,  the  majority 
leader,  has  just  been  read  the  historic  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  President.  The  news  of 
the  President’s  action  had  just  been  made 
public  outside  of  the  Senate,  and  the  news 
hadn’t  yet  reached  us.  Mr.  Lucas  was  pre¬ 
senting  it. 

From  here  on,  Mr.  McKinney  and  I  will  re¬ 
enact  a  part  of  what  took  place  between  me 
and  Senator  Lucas  as  recorded  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  of  June  27.  Mr.  McKinney 
will  impersonate  Mr.  Lucas.  Previously  I 
had  asked  a  number  of  questions  for  infor¬ 
mation  and  then  came  the  following  collo¬ 
quy: 

“Senator  Watkins.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

“Senator  Lucas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

“Senator  Watkins.  Mr.  President,  I  came 
Into  the  Chamber  late.  Was  the  document 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  a 
message  to  the  Congress? 

“Senator  Lucas.  No,  it  is  a  statement  by 
the  President  that  was  given  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  this  morning,  and  also  to  the  press  of 
the  country.  No  doubt  every  newspaper  in 
the  United  States  has  it  on  the  front  pages 
now.  The  commentators  have  it.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  statement  was  not  passed 
around.  I  brought  one  copy  from  the  White 
House.  Perhaps  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if  I  had  brought  a  number  so  that 
every  Senator  could  have  had  a  copy  of  it  on 
his  desk. 

“Senator  Watkins.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
further  so  I  may  make  an  observation? 

“Senator  Lucas.  Certainly. 

"Senator  Watkins.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
asked  a  number  of  questions  with  respect  to 
this  matter,  and  particularly  with  reference 
to  the  power  of  the  President  to  order  our  Air 
Force  and  cur  sea  force  to  back  up  the  south¬ 
ern  Koreans  against  the  northern  Koreans. 
In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  has  said  that  that  power  is 
pursuant  to  the  power  granted  to  the  United 
Nations  to  require  a  defense  of  nations  which 
are  subject  to  aggression,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  action  taken  is  a  step  which  in  effect 
is  war. 

‘  Senator  Lucas.  Just  a  moment. 

“Senator  Watkins.  Will  the  Senator  per¬ 
mit  me  to  finish? 

“Senator  Lucas.  Yes. 

“Senator  Watkins.  It  is  in  effect  war  or 
a  step  leading  to  war.  It  may  be  that  that 
is  the  very  thing  we  ought  to  do.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  have  been  taken  into  the 
confidence  of  the  President  and  the  De¬ 
fense  Deparment  of  the  Government,  so  I 
do  not  know  the  facts.  But  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  should  have  been  called  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  entire  Congress.  The  Con¬ 
gress  is  now  in  session,  ’and  unless  there  is 
power  in  the  United  Nations  to  order  our 
forces  into  an  action  of  this  kind  which  may 
result  in  a  major  world  clash,  then  I  think 
we  should  have  been  informed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  direct  by  a.  message  to  the  Congress. 
As  I  recall,  we  were  told  time  and  again  when 
we  were  considering  the  Atlantic  Pact  that 
nothing  would  take  us  into  war  under  that 
pact  without  the  action  by  the  Congress 
The  President  could  not  do  it. 

Senator  Lucas.  Let  me  say - 

“Senator  Watkins.  Just  a  moment,  please. 
Now,  according  to  the  action  taken,  by  the 
mere  order  and  the  request  of  the  United 
Nations,  our  troops  can  be  sent  into  a  fighting 
war  without  the  Congress  saying  “Yes”  or 
"No”.  That  is  the  observation  I  wished  to 
make. 

“Senator  Lucas.  In  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  I  should  like  to  read  from  the 
statement  by  the  President  again : 

“  ‘The  Security  Council  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  called  upon  the  invading  troops  to 
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cease  hostilities  and  to  withdraw  to  the 
thirty-eighth  parallel.’ 

“The  Senator  from  Utah  will  not  deny  that 
they  had  the  right  to  do  that  under  the 
United  Nations  treaty? 

“Senator  Watkins.  I  think  that  is  true. 

“Senator  Lucas.  I  continue  to  read: 

"  ‘This  they  have  not  done,  but  on  the 
contrary  have  pressed  the  attack.  The  Se¬ 
curity  Council  called  upon  all  members  of 
the  United  Nations  to  render  every  assistance 
to  the  United  Nations  in  the  execution  of  this 
resolution.’ 

“After  we  have  become  a  member  of  the 
United  Nations  in  good  faith  and  the  United 
Nations  Security  Council  by  a  unanimous 
vote  made  that  sort  of  a  request,  what  would 
the  Senator  from  Utah  do  if  he  were  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States? 

“Senator  Watkins.  I  would  have  sent  a 
message  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
setting  forth  the  facts  and  asking  for  the 
authority  to  go  ahead  and  do  whatever  was 
necessary  to  protect  the  situation.” 

From  that  colloquy  has  gone  out  press  re¬ 
ports  that  I  was  highly  critical  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  program  to  aid  the  Koreans. 

Well,  you  have  heard  the  exact  words 
which  were  used.  X  find  no  criticism  either 
direct  or  implied  of  the  general  proposition 
of  aiding  the  Koreans.  What  I  said  had  to 
do  with  the  way  that  help  was  brought  into 
being  and  it  could  not  be  considered  in  any 
way  a  full  expression  of  my  views. 

May  I  say  I  have  a  firm  conviction  in  the 
wisdom  of  the  constitutional  provision  that 
only  Congress  can  declare  war  and  send  our 
Armed  Forces  into  battle. 

Remember,  this  was  all  done  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment — nothing  was  prearranged — 
at  least  on  my  part. 

I  have  made  no  recent  public  statement 
on  the  Korean  situation  except  the  one  above 
referred  to  and  the  one  I  made  in  last  week's 
radio  report  to  Utah. 

But  I  am  on  record  on  several  occasions 
on  the  subject  of  help  for  Korea  and  on 
what  should  be  done  to  contain  and  stop 
Communist  Russia. 

To  get  to  that  record,  let’s  return  to  scenes 
In  the  United  States  Senate:  The  first  time 
April  22,  1947 — the  occasion,  the  debate  on 
the  first  Greek-Turkey  loan,  otherwise 
known  as  the  Truman  Doctrine,  a  measure 
which  I  supported. 

As  a  freshman  Senator,  I  was  making  my 
maiden  speech  in  the  Senate. 

Here  are  some  quotes. 

“Mr.  President,  in  my  campaign  last  year 
for  election  as  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Utah,  I  pledged  my  full  support  of  the  United 
Nations  to  give  it  every  opportunity  to  suc¬ 
ceed  in  its  purposes.  This  I  should  like  to 
do  now.  I  favor  the  resolution  introduced 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia,  Mr. 
Byrd,  and  his  accompanying  speech  in  which 
he  proposed  in  substance  that  this  entire 
matter  be  referred  to  the  United  Nations, 
that  the  United  States  and  Russia  lay  all  of 
the  facts  before  that  body;  that  we  have  a 
showdown  between  Russia  and  the  democ¬ 
racies;  that  in  the  event  Russia  will  not  agree 
to  a  policy  which  will  prevent  war,  we  oust 
her  from  the  United  Nations.” 

Later  in  the  same  speech  delivered  more 
than  3  years  ago  in  April,  1947,  I  said: 

“Mr.  President,  I  am  voting  for  this  bill 
with  the  belief  and  the  hope  that  this  is 
only  the  first  step;  that  we  shall  now  come 
back  to  the  first  principles  as  set  forth  in 
the  Atlantic  Charter  not  only  in  Greece  and 
Turkey  but  in  China;  that  we  will  reverse 
the  action  we  took  in  that  nation  recently 
when  we  decided  not  to  take  sides  as  be¬ 
tween  the  Nationalists  and  the  Communists, 
but  decided  to  get  out;  that  we  will  redeem 
our  promise  made  to  the  Koreans  that  they 
shall  have  their  independence  *  *  * 


that  we  lay  all  the  facts  on  the  table  before 
the  United  Nations.” 

When  I  made  that  statement  in  1947  the 
nationalists  were  still  in  full  control  of 
China,  but  were  waging  a  bitter  war  against 
the  Communists. 

Military  experts  have  said  that  a  vigorous 
support  of  Nationalist  China  by  us  at  that 
stage  could  have  saved  China.  I  demand 
that  we  help  her. 

South  Korea  was  threatened,  although  not 
in  immediate  danger.  I  urged  that  we  pro¬ 
tect  her  independence.  I  did  that  because 
of  our  commitments  at  Cairo  even  though 
I  thought  we  were  unwise  to  make  that  com¬ 
mitment  because  of  the  heavy  burden  we 
were  assuming. 

Again  I  quote  from  the  1947  speech: 

“By  taking  this  stand,  Mr.  President,  I 
sincerely  believe  we  can  stop  the  present 
ideological  war  and  prevent  a  shooting  war 
of  world  war  III.  Halfway  measures,  in  my 
opinion,  will  not  do.  We  must  go  the  full 
distance.  This  is  a  case  which  requires  the 
boldest  of  action.  By  any  other  methods  I 
believe  v.’e  court  disaster,  and  I  say  this  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  we  have  the  atom 
bomb. 

“Mr.  President,  unless  we  act  promptly 
and  resolutely  and  with  firmness  we  are  in 
grave  danger  of  losing  our  friends  among 
other  nations.  The  passage  of  this  bill 
(Greek-Turkey  loan)  will  be  but  the  first 
step.  From  here  on,  no  matter  what  the 
cost  in  money  may  be — and  I  believe  it  will 
be  less  if  we  act  firmly — we  must  proceed 
to  do  everything  in  our  power  to  win  the 
war  we  are  now  waging  to  bring  about  a 
just  and  lasting  peace.” 

I  claim  no  special  wisdom  in  what  I  said 
in  1947.  I  dislike  to  take  an  “I-told-you-so” 
speech  and  wouldn’t  do  so  now  had  not 
my  record  been  challenged. 

Have  events  justified  my  1947  demand  for 
the  boldest  of  action?  Have,  halfway  mea¬ 
sures  been  sufficient? 

Have  we  courted  disaster? 

The  muse  of  history  has  written  the  un¬ 
happy  and  tragic  record  since  that  time  of 
one  disaster  after  another. 

Following  the  Greek-Turkey  loan,  Russia’s 
answer  was  to  take  Hungary  and  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  behind  the  iron  curtain. 

As  a  counter-measure  we  were  forced  to 
adept  the  Marshall  Plan  which  when  its 
course  has  run  will  have  cost  the  United 
States  approximately  18  billions  of  dollars. 

Then  came  the  Berlin  blockade.  More 
hundreds  of  millions  were  spent,  and  Russia 
can  repeat  the  performance  any  time  she 
wishes. 

Then  China,  with  her  great  manpower,  was 
lost  to  the  free  nations  of  the  world. 

American  and  English  traitors  gave  Russia 
the  atom  bomb  secrets  and  now  that  nation 
holds  that  lethal  weapon  as  a  threat  to  the 
security  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 

One  disaster  after  another,  and  the  end  is 
not  yet. 

On  September  22,  1949,  I  repeated  in  the 
United  States  Senate  parts  of  my  speech  of 
1947  and  reaffirmed  my  stand. 

On  Sunday,  September  27,  1949,  a  few  days 
after  the  President’s  announcement  that 
Russia  had  the  atom  bomb,  I  made  a  radio 
speech  in  Washington  in  which  I  declared: 

“The  United  Nations  Assembly  is  now  in 
session;  our  opportunity  is  before  us  for  a 
show-down.  We  can  frankly  state  our  case, 
what  we  expect  and  what  we  are  willing  to 
do.  We  can  invite  Russia  to  tell  us  what  her 
needs  are,  what  she  wants,  and  what  she 
thinks  she  is  entitled  to,  and  then  as  a 
Christian  Nation,  and  with  the  help  of  other 
Christian  nations,  and  in  the  spirit  of  true 
Christianity,  we  should  be  able  to  help  her 
get  what  she  really  needs  and  what  she  is 
equitably  entitled  to.  There  is  a  chance  we 
may  succeed. 
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“And  as  a  consideration  we  can  insist  upon 
disarmament.  We  can  require  cooperation 
backed  with  guaranties.  If  Russia  and  her 
satellites  in  this  show-down  are  not  willing 
to  cooperate,  are  not  willing  to  agree  to  dis¬ 
armament,  then  we  can  deside  whether  to  go 
on  with  our  present  policy  or  to  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  strength  that  is  ours  before 
Russia  and  her  allies  can  reach  the  same 
stage  of  preparation.  Still  other  policies  may 
suggest  themselves.” 

That  speech  was  made  part  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  of  September  25,  1949. 

And  now  Korea!  It  should  be  clear  that 
it  is  no  longer  a  police  action,  but  a  full¬ 
blown  war  even  though  it  isn’t  global  at  the 
present  time.  It  is  the  duty  of  every  loyal 
American  to  back  to  the  limit  our  Armed 
Forces  who  are  fighting  and  dying  in  the 
hills  and  rice  paddies  of  Korea. 

How  we  got  into  the  war  is  important  for 
future  guidance,  but  it  is  not  as  important 
now  as  the  absolute  necessity  of  doing  every¬ 
thing  we  can  to  win  the  victory  in  our  pres¬ 
ent  fight.  In  the  end  we  shall  win;  we  can¬ 
not  afford  to  lose. 

In  Washington  and  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  today  there  is  deep  resentment  that  after 
Congress  appropriated  some  $60,000,000,000 
for  defense  purposes  since  1945,  there  is  a 
deplorable  lack  of  preparation.  It  makes  us 
wonder  if  we  shall  be  ready  for  world  war  III 
when  it  comes. 

There  are  many  who  are  now  questioning 
the  timing  of  our  fight  to  restore  the  inde¬ 
pendence  of  South  Korea. 

Many  feel  that  we  had  no  right  to  send  our 
GIs  into  battle,  as  one  soldier  described 
it,  “With  one  hand  tied  behind  his  back.” 
The  President’s  decision  to  send  our  troops 
into  Korea  when  they  weren’t  prepared  is 
causing  a  reappraisal  of  the  whole  situation. 

Military  authorities  here  say  it  will  take 
many  months  to  drive  the  Communists  out 
of  South  Korea.  They  say  there  are  many 
bad  days  ahead  for  us. 

Press  dispatches  quote  Senator  Lodge  of 
Massachusetts  as  demanding  an  investiga¬ 
tion  as  to  the  fitness  of  Secretary  of  Defense 
Johnson  to  hold  his  job. 

Washington  seems  to  be  in  the  dark  as  to 
future  policies. 

Official  Washington,  in  administration 
circles,  is  seething  with  recriminations  over 
the  Korea  debacle. 

Here  are  some  of  the  pointed  questions 
that  are  being  asked  in  Washington  with  in¬ 
creasing  emphasis : 

When  we  have  driven  the  Communists 
back  to  the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  then 
what?  Do  we  continue  to  occupy  South 
Korea?  Well,  will  we  dare  let  it  go? 

What  happens  if  and  when  Communist 
China  attacks  us? 

Will  we  pour  munitions  and  men  into 
China,  that  historic  sinkhole  of  lost  armies? 

What  will  we  do  in  other  countries  where 
Russia’s  satellites  become  aggressors  against 
the  smaller  nations?  Will  we  repeat  the 
Korean  policy  over  again? 

Should  we  now  call  for  a  show-down  with 
Russia? 

Next  week  I  hope  to  discuss  some  of  these 
questions  and  the  latest  war  developments. 
Until  then,  good-by. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
merely  to  say  that  I  am  wholly  familiar 
with  the  facts  developed  with  reference 
to  this  particular  matter,  and  I  join  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  in  urging 
the  Senate  to  approve  the  action  re¬ 
ported  by  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  247,  line  5. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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REDUCTION  IN  NONDEPENSE  SPENDING- 
STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  BYRD 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
dealing  with  reductions  in  nondefense 
spending. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Byrd’s 
statement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Harry  F.  Byrd 

I  will  support  the  President  in  all  necessary 
appropriations  for  the  military.  I  will  sup¬ 
port  reasonable  and  practical  measures  to 
control  inflation. 

I  am  very  much  disappointed  that  the 
newspapers  today  report  that  the  President 
has  requested  the  majority  leader,  Mr.  Lucas, 
to  oppose  reductions  in  nondefense  expendi¬ 
tures.  The  President  should  realize  that 
financial  preparedness  and  the  ability  to  pay 
are  the  source  of  all  preparedness.  With 
colossal  new  expenditures  facing  us,  we  can¬ 
not  preserve  our  solvency  unless  we  reduce 
in  every  possible  way  nondefense  spending. 

In  1948  we  expended  more  than  $6,000,000,- 
000  for  domestic-civilian  expenditures,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  military,  of  interest  on  the 
debt,  veterans’  expenses,  and  foreign  aid. 
The  President  now  recommends  about  $12,- 
000,000,000  for  domestic,  nondefense  spend¬ 
ing.  This  represents  an  increase  of  about  100 
percent  within  this  period. 

I  hope  the  President  will  reconsider  his 
decision  and  cooperate  with  the  Congress 
in  reducing  nondefense  spending. 

The  President  says  he  will  ask  for  $10,- 
000,000,000  of  additional  military  appropria¬ 
tions.  It  is  significant  that  he  used  the  term 
“appropriations”  instead  of  authorizations. 
This  means  he  expects  actually  to  spend 
$10,000,000,000  additional  in  this  fiscal  year. 
If  this  is  done  the  total  expenditures  will 
approximate  $52,000,000,000  and,  of  course, 
further  requests  may  be  made,  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  indicated. 

The  highest  estimate  of  income  under  the 
present  revenue  system,  and  allowing  for  in¬ 
creased  prosperity,  is  about  $40,000,000,000  for 
this  fiscal  year.  This  leaves  a  deficit  of 
$12,000,000,000  without  further  requests. 

If  we  continue  to  add  such  sums  to  a  pub¬ 
lic  debt  now  approaching  $260,000,000,000, 
it  will  not  be  long  until  we  go  over  the  preci¬ 
pice  of  financial  disaster. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  on 
July  17  considerable  discussion  took 
place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  between 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell] 
and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill]  pertaining  to  the  language  in  the 
committee  report  on  the  general  appro¬ 
priation  bill  with  reference  to  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration.  The  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  report  which  was  discussed 
is  as  follows: 

The  committee  believes  that  no  loan 
should  be  made  for  construction  of  such 
facilities  unless  in  areas  where  private  power 
companies  cannot  or  will  not  furnish  ade¬ 
quate  power  at  reasonable  rates  and  within 
a  reasonable  time. 

I  have  had  a  large  number  of  calls 
in  reference  to  this  particular  committee 
language.  Also  I  have  received  a  num¬ 
ber  of  telegrams  and  other  communica¬ 
tions  from  persons  in  the  farm  areas  in 
the  State  of  Minnesota  who  are  very 
much  concerned  over  the  application  of 


this  language  as  it  would  pertain  to  the 
rulings  and  decisions  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  REA.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  state  on  record  my  position  on 
this  issue,  and  also  wish  to  incorporate 
into  the  Record  some  of  the  telegrams 
and  messages  which  I  have  received  from 
persons  and  organizations  in  my  own 
State. 

The  public  law  pertaining  to  REA  has 
already  been  interpreted  by  precedent, 
tradition,  and  experience.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  language  of  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  report  should  in  any  way  be  con¬ 
trolling.  It  may  be  a  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  but  it  does  not  repre¬ 
sent,  at  least  up  to  this  date,  the  consid¬ 
ered  judgment  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  The  public  law  pertain¬ 
ing  to  REA  was  passed  by  the  Congress. 
It  had  been  considered  by  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  It  has 
been  debated  at  length  for  many  years. 
The  objectives  of  REA  legislation  gre 
clear  and  unmistakable.  Any  attempt 
in  any  way  to  thwart  the  efforts  of  the 
REA  cooperative  development  should  be 
strongly  resisted  and  protested.  I  urge 
the  conference  committee  on  this  bill  to 
make  it  unmistakably  clear  that  the 
Congress  has  no  desire  to  impair  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  REA  generation  or  trans¬ 
mission.  I  take  that  position  and  shall 
continue  to  maintain  it. 

Mr.  President,  for  example,  I  have  a 
telegram  from  the  president  of  the  Bor¬ 
der  Counties  Power  Corp.,  Warroad, 
Minn.  This  is  one  of  the  fine  coopera¬ 
tives  in  our  State.  To  quote  just  a  few 
passages  from  the  telegram,  I  should  like 
to  read  the  following: 

Language  in  Senate  report  on  general  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  for  1951  could  be  very  detri¬ 
mental  to  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  especially  to  generating  and  transmis¬ 
sion  cooperatives,  and  could  impose  restric¬ 
tions  on  authority  of  REA  Administrator 
which  would  be  damaging  to  entire  program. 

Toward  the  end  of  the  telegram  ap¬ 
pears  the  following: 

In  our  opinion  this  is  very  loose  language 
and  we  urge  that  you  work  against  this 
proposed  change. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  telegram 
be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  follows: 

Warroad,  Minn.,  July  14,  1950. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Language  in  Senate  report  on  general  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  for  1951  could  be  very  detri¬ 
mental  to  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  especially  to  generating  and  transmis¬ 
sion  cooperatives,  and  could  impose  restric¬ 
tions  on  authority  of  REA  Administrator 
which  would  be  damaging  to  entire  program. 
We  object  to  the  following  proposed  lan¬ 
guage.  “The  committee  believes  that  no  loan 
should  be  made  for  construction  of  such 
facilities  unless  in  areas  where  private  power 
companies  cannot  or  will  not  furnish  ade¬ 
quate  power  at  reasonable  rates  and  within 
a  reasonable  time.”  In  our  opinion  this  is 
very  loose  language  and  we  urge  that  you 
work  against  this  proposed  change. 

Norman  Clementson, 
President,  Border  Counties  Power 
Corp.,  Inc. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  have  a  telegram  from  Mr.  E.  L. 
Smith,  president,  and  A.  E.  Lee,  secre¬ 
tary,  Western  Minnesota  Power  Cooper¬ 
ative.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele¬ 
gram  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Benson,  Minn.,  July  16,  1950. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  seriously  object  to  portion  of  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  report  on  H.  R. 
7786,  whereby  they  recommend  restrictions 
of  REA  loans  for  construction  of  generation- 
transmission  facilities.  Can  see  no  justifi¬ 
cation  either  moral  or  economic  for  strength¬ 
ening  position  of  private  power  companies 
and  weakening  position  of  farmers  coopera¬ 
tive  in  power  supply  matter.  Please  do  every¬ 
thing  possible  to  exclude  any  language  from 
omnibus  appropriations  bill  that  will  re¬ 
strict  generation-transmission  loans  to  co¬ 
operative  or  weaken  Administration’s  au¬ 
thority  to  make  such  loans. 

E.  L.  Smith,  President, 

A.  E.  Lee,  Secretary, 

Western  Minnesota  Power  Cooperative. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  telegram  from  the  directors  of 
the  Carlton  County  Cooperative  Power 
Association,  signed  by  C.  W.  Maki,  sec¬ 
retary,  which  I  ask  to  have  incorporated 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Moose  Lake,  Minn.,  July  17,  1950. 
Senator  Humphrey, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  request  you  do  everything  within  your 
power  to  remove  restrictive  language  in  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  report  on  the  appropriations 
bill  for  1951  that  might  be  interpreted  to 
restrict  or  stop  granting  of  generation  or 
transmission  loans. 

C.  W.  Maki, 

Secretary,  Board  of  Directors,  Carl¬ 
ton  County  Co-op  Power  Associ¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  similar  message  from  the  Minne¬ 
sota  Valley  Cooperative  Light  and  Power 
Association,  of  Montevideo,  Minn.  I  ask 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele¬ 
gram  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Montevideo,  Minn.,  July  17,  1950. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 

Senate  Chambers,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

May  we  have  your  support  for  the  generat¬ 
ing  an  dtransmission  bill  giving  the  REA 
administrator  authority  to  make  such  loans. 
Minnesota  Valley  Cooperative  Light 
and  Power  Association. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  telegram  from  the  president  of 
the  Minnkota  Power  Cooperative,  from 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  which  I  ask  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele¬ 
gram  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  July  14,  1950. 
Senator  Humphrey, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Language  in  the  Senate  report  on  general 
appropriations  bill  for  1951  regarding  con- 
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iBtruction  of  REA  generating  facilities  should 
be  clarifies  so  as  not  to  hinder  program. 
Will  you  please  do  what  you  can  to  avoid 
the  Inclusion  of  any  unnecessary  provision 
which  might  hinder  or  hamstring  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

Victor  M.  Edman, 

President,  Minnkota  Power  Cooperative. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  telegram  from  Roy  E.  Wiseth, 
president  of  the  Minnesota  Farmers 
Union,  which  I  ask  to  have  incorporated 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re¬ 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Willmar,  Minn.,  July  3,  1950. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  must  have  public  transmission  lines  to 
safeguard  Government  Investments  In  REA 
cooperatives.  Urge  you  to  oppose  appropria¬ 
tion  cuts  for  transmission  lines. 

Roy  E.  Wiseth, 

President,  Minnesota  Farmers  Union. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Victor  Hanson, 
manager,  Agra  Lite  Cooperative,  Benson, 
Minn.  I  wish  to  read  two  paragraphs 
of  the  letter,  because  I  think  it  is  quite 
pertinent : 

l  From  sad  experience  we  know  what  the 
private  power  monopolists  mean  when  they 
talk  about  adequate  power  supplies  and 
reasonable  rates.  We  have  found  that  they 
actually  mean  inadequate  supplies  and  un¬ 
reasonable  rates. 

We  cannot  think  of  a  single  good  reason 
why  the  farmers  of  America,  through  their 
REA  cooperatives,  should  be  further  hamp¬ 
ered  by  legislation  in  their  long  battle  to 
obtain  electric  power  in  adequate  supply, 
and  at  cost  of  production.  They  have  de¬ 
veloped  their  own  loads,  and  have  every 
right  to  serve  those  loads  if  they  wish  to  do 
so.  To  deny  them  that  right,  by  whatever 
means  that  may  be  used,  would  be  rank  in¬ 
justice. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  letter  be 
incorporated  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Agra  Lite  Cooperative, 
Benson,  Minn.,  July  17,  1950. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Humphrey:  The  attempt  to 
restrict  use  of  REA  loan  funds  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  generation-transmission  facilities  as 
proposed  in  the  Senate  committee’s  report 
on  the  appropriations  bill  for  1951  is  of  vital 
concern  to  our  cooperative. 

From  sad  experience  we  know  what  the 
private  power  monopolists  mean  when  they 
talk  about  adequate  power  supplies  and 
reasonable  rates.  We  have  found  that  they 
actually  mean  inadequate  supplies  and  un¬ 
reasonable  rates. 

We  can  not  think  of  a  single  good  reason 
why  the  farmers  of  America,  through  their 
REA  cooperatives,  should  be  further  hamp¬ 
ered  by  legislation  in  their  long  battle  to 
obtain  electric  power  in  adequate  supply, 
and  at  cost  of  production.  They  have  de¬ 
veloped  their  own  loads,  and  have  every 
right  to  serve  those  loads  if  they  wish  to 
do  so.  To  deny  them  that  right,  by  what¬ 
ever  means  that  may  be  used,  would  be  rank 
injustice. 


Please  use  your  influence  and  vote  in  the 
Senate  to  defeat  the  present  attempt  to 
hamstring  the  REA  GT  program. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Victor  Hanson,  Manager. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  the  fact  that  a  recent  survey  of 
power  development  in  this  country  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  Federal  power  projects 
have  in  no  way  thwarted  or  injured  the 
development  of  private  power  facilities. 
In  fact,  the  tempo  at  present  is  one  of 
increase  in  private  power  facilities  as 
compared  to  public  power.  A  tremen¬ 
dous  investment  of  money  is  going  into 
this  field.  It  is  a  lucrative  investment. 
I  think  proper  tribute  should  be  paid  to 
the  private  companies  who  make  power 
available  at  proper  and  reasonable  rates. 
I  do  feel,  however,  that  the  facts  today 
set  aside  all  these  spurious  and  propa¬ 
ganda  charges  that  somehow  or  other  the 
activities  of  the  Federal  Government  are 
threatening  the  private  investment  field 
and  private  activity  within  the  field  of 
generation  of  electric  power  and  its 
transmission. 

The  facts  are  crystal  clear  that  nothing 
like  that  has  happened.  In  fact,  private 
companies  are  expanding  their  kilowatt- 
hour  capacity  at  an  ever-increasing  rate. 
The  Government  is  engaged  in  power 
projects  in  areas  where  private  facilities 
are  not  available,  or  where  power  is  not 
adequately  available.  Finally,  no  matter 
how  much  power  we  develop  we  shall  al¬ 
ways  have  too  little.  Let  us  make  it 
quite  clear,  as  we  mobilize  the  Nation  for 
national  defense  that  this  is  no  time  to 
say  that  we  are  developing  too  much 
power  or  spending  too  much  in  public 
funds  for  it.  Recently,  I  heard  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  testify  before  the 
committee  headed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney].  He  said  that  in  1939  we 
had  a  40-percent  power  reserve.  In  1950 
we  have  a  15-percent  power  reserve.  We 
have  had  a  loss  of  power  reserve  of  25 
percent  in  a  period  of  a  little  more  than 
10  years,  and  at  a  time  when  we  are  look¬ 
ing  forward  to  a  great  national  defense 
program.  The  President’s  message  is  be¬ 
fore  us.  In  it  he  asks  for  increased  pro¬ 
duction  and  asks  our  country  to  turn  out 
unprecedented  quantities  of  materials  in 
order  to  maintain  our  domestic,  civilian, 
and  international  commitments. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks,  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Private  Utilities  Step  Out  Ahead,” 
printed  in  the  June  30,  1950,  issue  of 
United  States  News  and  World  Reports. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Private  Utilities  Step  Out  Ahead — Spending 
$3  for  Plant  to  Every  Public  Dollar 

Federal  power  projects,  growing  fast,  still 
lag  far  behind  private  producers.  Expansion 
programs  are  booming. 

Private  firms  are  outspending  Government 
3  to  1  in  the  race  to  keep  up  with  electric- 
power  demand.  They  still  furnish  most  of 
the  juice  for  industry. 

Final  decision  in  issue  of  private  versus 
public  power  is  not  in  sight.  But  private 
companies,  now,  are  holding  their  own. 
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Private  utilities,  once  the  scapegoats  of  the 
New  Deal,  are  in  the  midst  of  a  vast  program 
of  expansion.  Private  power,  as  a  result 
Is  at  least  holding  its  own  in  the  continuing 
struggle  with  public  power  for  a  market  that 
Is  expanding  by  leaps  and  bounds. 

The  flow  of  money  from  Federal,  State,  and 
local  governments  into  power  development 
and  distribution  is  breaking  all  records.  Yet 
the  flow  of  private  capital  into  the  power 
industry  is  running  far  ahead  of  investment 
of  Government  capital.  The  ratio  is  about 
3  to  1,  with  $3  of  private  capital  going 
into  modernization  and  expansion  for  each 
Government  dollar. 

A  demand  that  appears  insatiable  lies 
back^of  the  booming  expansion  of  power  re¬ 
sources.  That  demand,  on  basis  of  conclu¬ 
sions  reached  both  by  private  utility  man¬ 
agers  and  by  Government  planners,  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  double  electric-power  requirements 
during  the  10  years  ahead.  In  the  contest 
to  gain  and  hold  this  market,  the  private 
utilities  are  maintaining  their  position  rela¬ 
tive  to  governments,  after  losing — rela¬ 
tively — during  the  1930’s. 

Expansion  records  show  what  is  hap¬ 
pening. 

In  generating  capacity,  privately  owned 
utility  companies  are  making  much  larger 
Increases  than  publicly  owned  systems.  The 
chart  on  page  37  tells  this  story.  Private 
utilities’  generating  capacity  in  1951  is  to 
reach  61,000,000  kilowatts,  on  basis  of  pres¬ 
ent  plans.  That  will  be  20,700,000  more  kilo¬ 
watts  than  these  companies  had  in  1945,  or 
a  50  percent  increase  in  capacity. 

Public  power  agencies,  in  contrast,  will  add 
only  5,200,000  kilowatts  of  new  capacity  by 
1951,  in  their  postwar  building  program.  This 
means  that  during  the  early  postwar  pe¬ 
riod,  at  least,  the  share  of  United  States 
electric  power  in  Government  hands  is  re¬ 
maining  the  same,  instead  of  increasing  as 
In  prior  years.  In  1920,  Government  systems 
controlled  5  percent  of  the  power  supply. 
By  1940,  they  had  14  percent.  By  1945,  their 
share  was  up  to  20  percent,  but  it  has  not 
Increased  since  then. 

Spending  totals,  for  new  plant  and  equip¬ 
ment,  also  point  up  the  trends  in  power  de¬ 
velopment.  Spending  figures  are  illustrated 
by  the  chart  on  this  page.  It  shows  private 
companies’  investment  of  about  $8,050,000,- 
000  in  new  generators,  transmission  lines, 
other  facilities  in  the  1945-50  period.  Fed¬ 
eral  expenditures  by  unofficial  estimate, 
amount  to  about  $1,597,000,000  in  this  same 
period.  Cities,  States,  other  power  units  in¬ 
vested  around  $1,500,000,000  during  these 
years. 

In  other  words,  electric-power  companies 
are  building  new  plants,  putting  up  lines 
about  three  times  as  fast  as  all  the  city,  State 
and  Federal  agencies  combined.  That  is  the 
national,  over-all  picture,  and  it  is  encourag¬ 
ing  to  advocates  of  private  power.  The  situ¬ 
ation  and  future  outlook  are  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  in  some  areas.  This  shows  up  from  a 
closer  look  at  power  programs  around  the 
country. 

Northern  United  States,  from  Illinois  to  the 
Atlantic,  is  the  scene  of  the  greatest  build¬ 
ing  activity  in  power.  Industrial  States  of 
this  region  are  demanding  and  getting  about 
$1,000,000,000  worth  of  new  facilities  a  year. 
Around  half  of  the  dollars  are  being  spent 
In  five  North  Central  States — Ohio,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Michigan  and  Wisconsin.  About  a 
third  of  the  money  goes  into  increased  power 
for  New  York,  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania: 
the  remainder  to  New  England  plants. 

Private  utility  companies  account  for 
nearly  all  the  expansion.  Federal  activity  is 
at  a  minimum  in  this  area. 

Major  work  centers  on  steam  plants,  using 
coal  and  oil  for  fuel.  These  modern  plants 
are  marvels  of  engineering.  They  are  chang¬ 
ing  old  ideas  about  practical  limits  on  size 
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of  steam  units.  Some  newer  ones  rival  the 
Immense  hydroelectric  projects  of  the  West. 

An  example  Is  the  new  plant  opened  at 
Sunbury,  Pa.,  by  the  Pennsylvania  Power  & 
Light  Co.  It  is  one  of  the  largest  coal-fired 
power  plants  In  the  world.  First  units  will 
have  250,000  kilowatts’  capacity  when  com¬ 
pleted.  The  plant  can  be  enlarged  later  to 
550,000  kilowatts,  half  the  total  for  Hoover 
Dam.  This  hints  at  the  scale  of  things  in 
the  power  industry  that  private  companies 
are  creating. 

The  South  also  Is  getting  enormous  new 
blocks  of  power  from  private-utility  build¬ 
ing  programs.  Outside  the  TVA  region,  pri¬ 
vate  companies  provide  virtually  all  the 
electric  energy.  They  are  spending  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $350,000,000  this  year  in 
the"  South  Atlantic  States,  along  the  coast 
from  Delaware  to  Florida,  and  in  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Tennessee.  One 
item  in  this  year’s  schedules:  Around  5,000 
miles  of  new  transmission  lines. 

Federal  activities  are  growing  in  this  re¬ 
gion,  however.  TVA  construction  expendi¬ 
tures  in  1950  are  at  a  record  level.  TVA 
gets  85  percent  of  its  power  from  hydro¬ 
electric  plants  now.  Two  additional  steam 
plants  are  under  way,  and,  by  1953,  around 
30  percent  of  TVA  power  will  be  supplied 
by  steam. 

A  new  Federal  agency,  the  Southeast  Power 
Administration,  is  setting  up  shop  in  the 
South,  also.  It  will  sell  the  power  generat¬ 
ed  at  Federal  dams  that  are  built  outside 
TVA’s  domain.  Now,  SEPA  has  only  two 
projects  going,  with  72,000  kilowatts  capac¬ 
ity.  Plans  are  under  way  for  other  projects 
that  will  bring  SEPA  capacity  to  3,000,000 
kilowatts.  Interior  Department  estimates 
that  SEPA  will  be  marketing  one-tenth  of 
all  the  power  produced  in  Southeastern 
United  States  within  a  few  years. 

West  of  the  Mississippi'  utility-company 
expansion  goes  forward  in  every  area  except 
Nebraska,  the  one  State  where  all  power  has, 
been  taken  over  by  public  agencies.  Pri¬ 
vate  investment  will  approach  $250,000,000 
this  year  In  six  North  Central  States — North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  and  Missouri.  Much  of  the  money  will 
go  for  additions  to  steam  power  plants. 

Farther  South,  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas,  utilities  are  spending 
about  the  same  amount,  building  4,500  miles 
of  transmission  lines  plus  substations  and 
power  generators.  Here  federally  financed 
co-ops  are  setting  up  very  extensive  net¬ 
works  of  transmission  lines  that  will  com¬ 
pete  with  private  companies. 

Far  western  utilities  carry  on  a  larger 
building  program  than  is  generally  realized. 
In  1950  they  are  spending  more  than  $300,- 
000,000  in  Washington,  Oregon  and  Califor¬ 
nia.  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  in  California, 
is  doing  more  construction  than  any  other 
utility  company  in  the  Nation.  It  has  spent 
more  than  half  a  billion  dollars,  provided 
850,000  kilowatts  of  capacity  since  1944.  In 
1950  and  1951,  this  one  company  will  spend 
another  $300,000,000  and  add  450,000  kilo¬ 
watts  to  the  West’s  power  supply. 

Washington  and  Oregon  utilities  are  ac¬ 
tive,  too,  though  most  of  the  power  there 
eventually  is  to  be  produced  in  Federal  proj¬ 
ects  on  the  Columbia  River. 

Power  supplies,  as  a  result  of  these  vast 
expansion  efforts,  improved  markedly  during 
1949.  The  Nation’s  reserve  margin — percent¬ 
age  of  power  available  above  peak  loads — 
moved  up  from  6.6  percent  at  the  end  of 
1948  to  14.2  percent  at  the  end  of  1949.  That 
is  considered  adequate,  except  in  isolated  re¬ 
gions  where  power  can’t  be  borrowed  quickly 
from  neighboring  sources  in  emergencies. 

Threat  of  power  shortages  in  most  parts 
of  the  country  is  removed,  in  consequence, 
for  the  first  time  in  many  years.  A  pro¬ 
longed  drought  can  cause  troubles  where 
water  power  is  the  main  source.  In  most 
places,  business  and  residential  customers 


need  not  fear  brownouts  or  other  restrictions 
this  year.  The  Pacific  Northwest  still  rations 
industries,  but  that  is  the  only  area  of 
shortage. 

Rises  in  demand  are  phenomenal.  Resi¬ 
dential  use  averaged  897  kilowatt  hours  in 
1939,  was  up  to  1,655  in  1949.  Industrial  load 
rose  22  percent  in  the  last  3  years;  farm  load, 
91  percent. 

There  isn’t  any  end  in  sight.  Just  a  few 
of  the  things  forcing  electricity’s  use  upward 
are  frozen-food  lockers,  clothes  dryers,  tele¬ 
vision  sets,  electric  bed  coverings,  air  condi¬ 
tioners,  air  cleaners,  automatic  soft-drink 
dispensers,  electric  stairways,  thousands  of 
new  power-driven  machine  tools,  and  electri¬ 
cal  implements  on  farms. 

Forecasts  agree  on  a  need  for  at  least 
120,000,000  kilowatts  capacity  by  1961.  This 
means  doubling  the  size  of  the  generating 
plant — building  60,000,000  kilowatts  of  new 
capacity — in  the  next  decade.  The  issue  is 
how  much  of  this  vast  new  industry  will  be 
built  and  controlled  by  private  companies, 
how  much  by  Government  groups.  The  pri¬ 
vate  uutilities  feel  they  have  made  some 
gains  on  their  competitors,  but  they  know 
the  struggle  for  leadership  is  only  starting. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  This  is  a  time 
when  we  ought  to  recognize  that  no  mat¬ 
ter  what  we  do,  it  will  not  be  enough, 
and  surely  Congress  should  not  be  guilty 
of  “too  little  and  too  late.”  So  I  surely 
support  the  program  for  the  project  de¬ 
veloped  along  the  lines  suggested. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  at  an  appropriate  time 
reconsider  the  action  by  which  it  ap¬ 
proved  committee  amendments  on  the 
following  pages  and  lines:  Page  188,  line 
6;  page  195,  line  1;  page  197,  line  14;  page 
208,  line  20;  page  212,  line  6;  page  223, 
line  17. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  moves  that  the 
Senate  reconsider  its  action  on  certain 
amendments  enumerated  by  him.  The 
motion  will  be  entered. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  247, 
in  line  5,  after  the  word  “which”,  to 
strike  out  “$22,897,700”  and  insert  “$25,- 
135,700”. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
247,  in  line  6,  after  the  word  "fund”,  to 
insert  “and  in  addition  thereto  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Reclamation  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  incur  obligations  and  enter 
into  contracts  for  additional  work,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  equipment  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  $3,000,000  for  power  trans¬ 
mission  lines  and  substations  in  the  fiscal 
year  1951;”. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  247, 
in  line  19,  after  the  word  “fund”,  to 
strike  out  the  colon  and  the  following 
proviso : 

Provided,  That  $1,000,000  of  the  funds 
provided  in  this  paragraph  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  transmission  lines  In  South  Dakota 
shall  be  available  only  for  connecting  the 
load  centers  of  Armour  with  Watertown  via 
Sioux  Falls,  and  of  Midland  with  Rapid  City, 
and  of  Winner  with  Randall  Dam. 

And  to  insert: 

Provided  further,  That  $3,000,000  of  the 
funds  provided  in  this  paragraph  plus  $3,- 
000,000  contract  authority  shall  be  available 
for  construction  of  transmission  lines  and 
substations  in  South  Dakota,  to  include  a 
transmission  loop  from  Fort  Randall  through 


the  load  centers  of  Armour,  Huron,  Aberdeen, 
Andover,  Watertown,  Brookings,  Sioux  Falls, 
and  Gavins  Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines 
from  Fort  Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid 
City  to  Midland. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  some 
Senators  wanted  to  speak  on  some  of 
these  amendments,  and  did  not  know 
that  we  were  to  continue  the  session.  If 
we  are  to  continue  longer,  I  shall  suggest; 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  ask  the  Senator  toj 
withhold  the  suggestion.  I  am  going  tc 
change  signals  in  the  middle  of  the 
stream 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  withhold  the  sug-j 

SSSttfiB  i— 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  move  that  the  Senat 
oceed  to  the  consideration  of  execi/l- 
ti\e  business. 

he  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

IECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFEP.RE 

Thfc  PRESIDING  OFFICER  [  (Mr. 
Magntkon  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senat®  a  message  from  the  President 
of  the  UJnited  States  withdrawing  the 
nomination  of  LuElla  M.  Thompson,  to 
be  postnraster  at  Darwin,  Cal jff.,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER?  Reports' 
of  committees  are  in  order.  Kf  there  be 
no  reports  the  clerk  will  ^proceed  to 
state  the  nt^ninations  on  thi  calendar. 


BOARD  OF 


SECTORS  OF 
?ORT  BAf 


IE  EXPORT- 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state^the  first  Aiomination. 

The  legislatire  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  Hawthorne  Ara|y  to  be  member 
of  the  Board  or.  Directors  of  the  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Ban*  of  Washington,  for  a 
term  of  5  years. 


The  PRESIDE 
question  is,  Will  tl 
consent  to  this  noi 
Mr.  MORSE, 
opening  of  my  re 


OFFICER.  The 
Senate  advise  and 
lination? 

President,  at  the 
fcks,  I  ask  consent 


that  the  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  of  the  Export\lmport  Bank  be 
considered  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  ThO  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  nominations  will  be’,  considered  en 
bloc. 

The  Exportf-  Import  Bank  nominations 
considered  eh  bloc  are  as  fallows:  Haw¬ 
thorne  Arey,  of  Nebraska  $  Herbert  E. 
Gaston,  of  New  York;  Clarence  E.  Gauss, 
of  Connecticut;  Lynn  U.  Statpbaugh,  of 
North  Dakota;  to  be  members  of  the 
Board  of/Directors  for  term  ^f  5  years 
expiringijune  30,  1955. 

Mr.  fyfDRSE.  Mr.  President,  ^  wish  to 
report  Ahat  this  afternoon  the  junior 
Senate^-  from  Oregon  met  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Currency ,'jjn  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  understanding  which 
was  A-eached  in  the  Senate  last  might, 
in  inspect  to  the  relationship  of  these 
nominations  to  certain  loaning  policies 
of /the  Export-Import  Bank  which  the 
'  1  ior  Senator  from  Oregon  wished  to 
scuss  with  the  committee. 

I  desire  to  say  that  the  junior  Senator 
irom  Oregon  received  from  the  memr 
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■ST.  Mr.  President,  my 

Senate  resolution. 
RESIDENT.  It  is  not  a 
and  the  Chair  cannot 
his  moment, 
concurrent  resolutions  ? 
'.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
ilution.  It  comes  under 
current  and  other  reso¬ 
lutions.  \ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  read  the  ^resolution. 

The  legislative  cle^k  read  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  Res.  312),  as  fallows: 

Resolved,  That  the  report'd  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  made  pursuant  to  Sen¬ 
ate  Resolution  231  (relating  tn  an  investiga¬ 
tion  of  disloyalty  among  employees  of  the 
Government)  be  recommitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  instructions:'  \ 

(1)  The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
shall  conduct  a  full  and  complete  investiga¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Senate  Resolution  231;  or  \ 

(2)  In  thve  event  said  committee  decides 
by  a  majority  vote  that  a  continuation  by 
said  committee  of  such  investigation  is  not 
in  the  public  interest,  the  committee  shall 
recommend  to  the  Senate  the  establishment 
of  a  trained  bipartisan  commission,  wholly 
independent  of  the  Executive,  to  conduct  a 
full,  complete,  and  relentless  search  into  the 
whole  subject  of  foreign  penetration  of  the 
Department  of  State  and  other  agencies'" T3F 
the  Government  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  said  Senate  Resolution  231. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia- 
.  mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  time  is  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  1  min¬ 
ute  of  2  o’clock. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  make 
a  point  of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  consideration  of  the  reso¬ 
lution? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  will  be  over  under  the  rule. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour . fit 
2  o’clock  having  arrived,  the  Chair  Jays 
before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  ^usi 
ness,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  b\fi  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriation/  for  the 
support  of  the  Government>«or  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  jH951,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

AMENDMENT  OF/ULE  XIX 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I/r.  President,  time 
ran  out  for  subrnming  resolutions.  I 
ask  unanimous  cansent  to  send  to  the 
desk  a  resolution  which  amends  rule 
XIX  of  the  Senate,  and  I  ask  for  its 
appropriate  Reference. 

The  VIC^TRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  tire  resolution  will  be  received, 
and  the/Chair  will  refer  it  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  bn  Rules  and  Administration. 

Th£  resolution  (S.  Res.  313)  submitted 
by jMr.  Wherry  was  referred  to  the 
imittee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
as  follows: 


Resolved,  That  rule  XIX  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate  (relating  to  debate)  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sections: 

*'7.  (a)  No  Senator  shall,  in  any  proceed¬ 
ings  conducted  by  any  committee  of  the 
Senate,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  directly-  ‘"•STK'IE  EHSF'AK'IMB' 
or  indirectly  by  any  form  of  words  impute 


to  another  Senator  or  to  other  Senators  any 
conduct  or  motive  unworthy  or  unbecoming 
a  Senator. 

“(b)  If  any  Senator  shall  transgress  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
in  any  committee  proceedings,  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  shall,  or  any  member  of 
the  committee  may,  call  him  to  order;  and 
when  a  Senator  shall  be  called  to  order  he 
shall  suspend  and  shall  not  proceed  without 
leave  of  the  committee,  which  if  granted 
shall  be  upon  motion  that  he  be  allowed  to 
proceed  in  order,  which  motion  shall  be 
determined  without  debate. 

“(c)  If  a  Senator  be  called  to  order  for 
words  spoken  in  committee  proceedings,  upon 
demand  of  the  Senator  or  of  any  member  of 
the  committee,  the  exceptionable  words  shall 
be  taken  down  in  writing  and  shall  be  read 
for  the  information  of  the  committee. 

“8.  It  shall  not  be  in  order  for  any  com- 
\mlttee  of  the  Senate  to  file  any  report , 
Whether  pertaining  to  a  bill,  joint  resolution," 
concurrent  resolution,  resolution,  or  other¬ 
wise,  which  contains,  directly  or  indirectly, 
any  language  which  imputes  to  any  Se/ator 
any  conduct  or  motive  unworthy  or/unbe- 
coming  a  Senator.’’  / 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

Thb  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  247, 
in  line  19,  after  the  word  “fund”,  to 
strike  out  the  colon  and  the  following 
proviso : 

Provided,  That  $1,000,000  of  the  funds  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  paragraph  for  the  construction 
of  transmission  lines  in  South  Dakota  shall 
be  available  only  for  connecting  the  load 
centers  of  Armour  with  Watertown  via  Sioux 
Falls,  and  of  Midland  with  Rapid  City,  and 
of  Winner  and  Randall  Dam. 

And  to.  insert: 

Provided  further,  That  $3,000,000  of  the 
funds  provided  in  this  paragraph  plus  $3,- 
000,000  contract  authority  shall  be  available 
for  construction  of  transmission  lines  and 
substations  in  South  Dakota,  to  include  a 
transmission  loop  from  Fort  Randall  through 
the  load  centers  of  Armour,  Huron,  Aberdeen, 
Andover,  Watertown,  Brookings,  Sioux  Falls, 
and  Gavins  Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines 
from  Fort  Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid 
City  to  Midland. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
248,  after  line  24,  to  insert: 

Such  amount  of  the  $1,300,000  appropriated 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act,  1950,  under  the  heading  “Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation”,  “General  fund,  contruction”, 
“Fort  Peck  project,  Montana”,  for  the  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line  and  substations  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  Secertary  of  the 
Interior  not  to  be  required  for  termination 
of  work  on  these  facilities  and  tiie  meeting 
of  obligations  heretofore  incurred  against 
said  appropriation  for  such  facilities  shall 
be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered 
into  the  Treasury. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  President,  may  we 
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The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “General  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  250,  line  5,  after  the 
word  “Reclamation”,  to  strike  out  “$7  - 
000,000”  and  insert  “$7,400,000.” 

-rvi-'BMFTOV'BETTTynri'y'  “ 

INVESTIGATION 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  wish  to  address  myself  briefly  to 
the  report  of  the  subcommitee  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  Be¬ 
cause  of  misunderstandings  with  regard 
to  this  whole  subject,  I  should  like  to 
make  a  statement  with  respect  to  my  un¬ 
derstanding  of  it.  On  Monday  last,  at 
about  the  hour  of  4  o’clock,  I  was  asked 
to  commenj/on  the  report  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  I  had  never  heard  of  it.  I 
immediately  communicated  with  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions,  I  was  told  that  they  did  not  know 
anything  about  it  either,  but  that  a  re¬ 
port  was  to  be  submitted,  probably  in  a 
day  or  two.  I  asked  that  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  I 
be  permitted  to  have  a  copy  of  the  re¬ 
port,  and  one  was  obtained  for  me.  I 
also  asked  that  copies  of  it  be  sent  to 
every  other  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

'Mr.  LODGE. 

'pave  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
will  be  in  order.  The  Chair  insists  that 
Senators  and  others  who  desire  to  con¬ 
verse  leave  the  Chamber.  Disorder  in 
;he  Senate  grows  more  and  more  notice¬ 
able  with  every  week  and  every  month. 
The  Chair  insists  on  order  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber.  The  rule  applies  also  to  the  occu¬ 
pants  of  the  galleries. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  made 
(the  request  so  that  when  we  came  to  con¬ 
sider  the  report  we  would  know  what  it 
'Was  all  about.  The  report  came  to  me  at 
(about  5  or  6  o’clock  that  evening.  I  had 
la  dinner  engagement  and  could  not  ex¬ 
amine  the  report  in  detail.  I  was  sum¬ 
moned  to  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  the  following  morn- 
jing  to  consider  the  report.  When  we  ar¬ 
rived  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
e  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ty- 
sl,  presented  a  report  of  what  he 
saiXwas  the  report  of  the  subcommittee 
of  tne  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
to  which  had  been  committed  the  in- 
|vestigatron  of  the  charges  of  disloyalty 
|in  the  Sime  Department.  Let  me  em- 
.  phasize  ths^  any  findings  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  were  to  be  reported  to  the 
| full  committeNfor  action  by  that  com- 
,  mittee.  It  was  ^br  ought  out  in  the  dis- 
.  cussion  that  tlu^eport  was  submitted 
;  by  the  three  majdidty  members  of  the 
i  subcommittee,  that  Tme  member  of  the 
L  subcommittee  did  not\ven  know  the  re¬ 
port  was  being  considered,  and  that  an¬ 
other  member  of  the  suotommittee  had 

I  been  asked  to  file  his  own\eport,  which 
he  did,  but  without  being  givep  access  to 
the  report  filed  by  the  majority  My  ex- 
.  perience  has  been  that  when  I  served  as 
a  member  of  a  sql4committee  ana\a  ma- 
f  jority  of  a  subcommittee  was  prepaid  to 
submit  a  report,  a  meeting  of  the  eitiire 
|  subcommittee  was  held,  in  which 
l  members  participated.  If  the  minoriC 


No.  143 - 3 


10852 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  20 


members  cannot  agree  with  the  draft 
report  of  the  majority  members  they  are 
givfcgi  the  privilege  of  filing  minority 
repoHs.  Apparently  in  this  case  the 
draft  ftf  the  majority  report  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  was  not  submitted  to  the 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee. 

Thereforkl  raise  the  question  whether 
it  was  officiary  a  report  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  becausH.no  meeting  was  held  for 
the  purpose  of  Approving  or  rejecting  it. 

It  was  submittecfSJpy  three  members  of 
the  subcommitteeXwithout  the  other 
members  of  the  subcommittee  partici¬ 
pating  in  its  preparation,  although  one 
member  of  the  subcommittee  had  filed  a 
report  of  his  own  without  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  having  participated  h*  tlie  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  pros  and  cons,  ^hich  took 
place  among  the  majority  members  of 
the  subcommittee.  The  report  \5ame  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  in 
that  form.. 

In  the  full  committee  the  action  flaat 
was  asked  to  be  taken  was  that  the  ri 
port  of  the  subcommittee  be  accepte 
that  it  be  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and 
that  the  subcommittee  be  discharged. 
Objection  was  made  to  dealing  with  the 
matter  in  that  way  because  the  point  was 
raised  that  there  were  different  ques¬ 
tions  involved  and  that  they  should  be 
voted  on  separately.  According  to  my 
recollection  the  language  of  one  motion 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  receive  the  report  of 
the  subcommittee,  and  that  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  be  discharged.  We  debated  that 
motion  briefly,  and  by  unanimous  vote 
the  report  was  received  and  the  sub¬ 
committee  was  discharged  with  the  dis¬ 
tinct  understanding  that  the  receiving 
of  the  report  of  the  subcommittee  sim¬ 
ply  meant  its  being  received  for  our  in¬ 
formation,  and  that  we  took  no  action 
one  way  or  another  with  respect  to  it. 

I  raised  the  point  that  I  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  to  read  the  report,  and 
therefore  I  could  not  pass  on  it  one  way 
or  another.  I  said  I  did  not  feel  we  were 
in  a  position  to  deal  with  it.  Other 
members  of  the  committee  said  that  they 
had  not  read  the  report.  Therefore  at/ 
no  time  was  this  report  submitted  td 
us  for  action.  As  I  have  said,  after  tne 
report  had  been  received  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  subcommittee  w^S'  dis¬ 
charged — and  we  had  all  voted*  for  it, 
because  we  thought  it  was  the  proper 
disposition  of  the  matter — it ywas  moved 
that  the  Committee  on  Fyteign  Rela¬ 
tions  transmit  to  the  S^fiate  through 
the  chairman,  or  someojife  designated  by 
him,  the  report  of  the  subcommittee 
without  comment  one  way  or  another. 

I  voted  for  that  with  the  distinct  under¬ 
standing  that  it  \yas  simply  carrying  out 
the  wishes  of  tjrie  subcommittee  chair¬ 
man  that  the  Shatter  be  transmitted  to 
the  Senate  as  a  subcommittee  report 
for  such  qge  as  the  Senate  might  see 
fit  to  make  of  it. 

I  distinctly  understood  that  it  was  not 
a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  doubt  that  anyone  except 
th/chairman  of  the  subcommittee  had 
read  the  report.  I  do  not  know  that 
anyone  else  ever  had  a  chance  to  read 


it.  There  was  no  discussion  of  its  merits. 
The  entire  discussion  was  on  procedure, 
and  on  the  procedural  question  it  was 
distinctly  understood  that  we  were 
merely  having  the  report  sent  to  the 
Senate  by  the  chairman  of  the  full  com¬ 
mittee,  or  someone  designated  by  him. 
He  very  properly  designated  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings]  who  had 
been  chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  I 
recollect  very  clearly  that  what  was  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Senate  was  the  sub¬ 
committee  report  without  comment.  I 
want  to  make  it  clear,  Mr.  President, 
that  it  was  to  be  the  subcommittee  re¬ 
port  without  comment,  because  there 
seems  to  be  some  misunderstanding  as 
to  what  the  committee  did.  Certainly 
I  would  not  have  voted  “yea”  on  that 
motion  if  in  doing  so  it  meant  that  the 
committee  war;  accepting  the  report  and 
sending  it  to  the  Senate  as  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
While  there  was  some  discussion  of 
whether  we  would  debate  the  merits  of 
the  report  and  approve  it  or  disapprove 
it  we  agreed  that  no  one  knew  enough 
.bout  it  to  discuss  the  merits.  Con/ 
ruently  no  vote  was  taken  to  approve 
or  disapprove  the  report. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  /Mr. 
TydinH^I  simply  stated  that  he  wanted 
to  submit  his  report,  to  have  iUreceived 
by  the  committee,  and  to  have  the  sub- 
committeeMischarged.  Aft^r  that  we 
coulc'  do  anything  we  wanj/d  to  do  with 
respect  to  it  A  following*  that  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee  made  the  mo¬ 
tion  that  the  report  Be  transmitted  to 
the  Senate  through\the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  but.Orily  as  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  report  without  coiApient.  It  is  clear 
in  my  mind  than  it  me’apt  we  were  not 
passing  on  it/but  simplj/sending  it  to 
the  Senate  ^Without  comment,  because 
we  had  all  agreed  that  we  did  not  have 
time  to  i/ad  it  or  pass  comment  on  it. 

I  want  to  make  my  position  clear,  be- 
cause/hose  are  the  facts  as  I  remember 
them.  If  any  other  member  of  the 
m^ttee  wishes  to  take  issue  with  me^he 
may  do  so,  but  I  thought  that  I  mirt 
/in ake  this  statement.  I  do  so  because 
was  perfectly  clear  that  no  position  was 
taken  one  way  or  the  other  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  We  were  simply  transmitting  to 
the  Senate  the  report  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  The  form  of  the  document  as 
submitted  is  the  report  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  pursuant  to  this  resolution  wrth 
a  deletion  of  some  language  that  re¬ 
flected  on  the  minority  members  of  the 
subcommittee. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  this  state¬ 
ment  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate.  I 
now  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER  obtained  the 
floor.  * 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  did 
the  Chair  recognize  me? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.,  The  Chair 
had  recognized  me,  I  believe. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  do  not  know;  I 
am  just  inquiring.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sparkman  in  the  chair).  The  Chair 
may  state  that  he  did  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming  that  he  would  recog¬ 


nize  him  for  the  purpose  of  attending 
to  a  matter  relating  to  the  Committee  on 
Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  filing  of  a  re¬ 
port,  or  something  of  the  kind,  by  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming.  I  merely  de¬ 
sire  to  make  the  situation  clear.  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  have  the  floor.  If  the  Senator 
wishes  to  have  me  yield  for  the  purpose 
of  permitting  him  to  put  something  in 
the  Record  from  the  committee,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  can  wait,  but  I 
thought  I  heard  the  Chair  recognize  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  and  I  was  about 
to  speak 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recogfiized  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 

•  but  stated  to  him  that  the  Chair  had 
previously  told  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  he  would  recognize  him.  The 
Chajr'  did  not  see  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  on  the  floor  at  the  time  the  Sen- 
>r  from  Iowa  rose. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
/.  shall  not  take  the  time  now. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not  want 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  to  think  I 
refused  to  yield  to  him.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  do  so  if  he  desires. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  desire  to  make 
some  comment  on  the  pending  business. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  shall  be  very 
brief,  because  my  time  is  limited  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  President,  writh  regard  to  the 
discussion  which  has  proceeded  about 
the  so-called  report  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  in  connection  with  Senate  Resolu¬ 
tion  231,  I  wish  to  make  a  few  observa¬ 
tions  at  this  time,  in  an  attempt  to  set 
the  Record  as  straight  as  I  know  how 
to  do  so,  and  as  straight  as  I  can,  ac¬ 
cording  to  my  recollection  of  the  facts. 

I  was  appointed  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  when  it  was  originally  cre¬ 
ated  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution 
231,  under  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  The  subcommittee  was  in 
existence  for  approximately  5  months, 
held  thirty-some  sessions,  called  only  35 
^witnesses  to  investigate  the  comprehen- 
field  of  loyalty  of  employees,  past 
present,  in  the  State  Department  of 
the'LJnited  States  Government. 

Wli^t  I  shall  have  to  say  about  this 
report ’In  some  detail  will  be  submitted 
to  the  Senate,  in  one  way  or  another,  in 
the  near  fhture,  but  so  far  as  the  history 
of  this  so-called  report  is  concerned,  I 
desire  to  make  a  matter  of  record  and 
to  recite  the  recent  history  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  which  nowtis  on  the  desk  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  alleged  to 
be  a  report  from  th\Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations. 

Mr.  President,  I  confer  it  not  to  be 
a  report  from  the  Commmee  on  Foreign 
Relations  for  several  reatons.  In  the 
first  place,  so  far  as  I  kkpw — and  I 
should  have  to  ask  the  Serfator  from 
Massachusetts  to  give  his  own  testimony 
on  this  point — there  never  was  &,meet- 
ing  of  the  subcommittee  in  connection 
with  this  matter  to  pass  on,  to  accept, 
or  to  refuse  to  accept,  this  document ; 
called  the  report  of  the  Committee 
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the  applications  of  the  States  of  Louisiana 
ari^l  Texas  for  rehearing  would  raise  such 
obstacles  to  operation  and  development  that 
the  United  States  would  probably  be  deprived 
of  oil  production  from  these  lands  at  a  time 
when  if'jvill  be  needed  In  the  national  in¬ 
terest.  AV  the  same  time,  both  the  States 
and  the  industry,  as  well  as  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  would  suffer. 

My  resolution  in  effect  makes  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  a  receiver  to  administer 
all  of  the  submerged  lands  except  those 
under  inland  navigable  waters.  He  will  be 
authorized  to  receivkall  rents  and  royalties 
under  existing  leases  land  to  deposit  these 
sums  in  a  special  fund  i\the  Treasury  pend¬ 
ing  final  solution  of  the  controversy  by  court 
action  and  congressional  legislation. 

The  resolution  does  not  sOiempt  to  settle 
any  controversial  issue  but  ifStfloes  give  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  authority  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  3  years  after  the  entry  ofV  decree  in 
the  Louisiana  and  Texas  cases,  to  grant  leases 
on  submerged  lands  of  the  Continental  Shelf 
which  are  not  covered  by  existingOstate 
leases. 

Failure  to  enact  interim  legislation\of 
some  kind  would  precipitate  very  serious  col 
fusion  at  a  time  when  the  country  can  ill 
afford  it. 

Section  1  of  the  bill  provides  that  any  lease 
of  submerged  lands  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  any  State  prior  to  December  21,  1948, 
and  which  is  in  force  and  effect  on  the  date 
of  the  resolution  may  continue  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
State  lease.  All  rents,  royalties,  and  other 
sums  payable  under  such  a  California  lease 
or  such  a  lease  issued  by  Louisiana  or  Texas, 
if  the  decree  sustains  the  position  of  the 
United  States,  are  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  pending  the  enactment  of 
legislation  by  Congress  providing  for  their 
disposition.  This  section  also  gives  the  Sec¬ 
retary  all  the  powers  of  supervision  and  con¬ 
trol  which  are  vested  in  the  State  under  the 
terms  of  such  leases. 

Section  2  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  cer¬ 
tify  that  the  United  States  does  not  claim 
any  proprietary  interest  in  lands  or  mineral 
deposits  in  lands  ‘beneath  navigible  inland 
waters  within  the  boundaries  of  any  State.’ 

Section  3  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  negotiate  an  agreement  with  any 
State  with  respect  to  the  operation  of  leases 
which  may  be  subject  to  a  controversy  as  to 
whether  they  cover  submerged  lands  of  the 
Continental  Shelf  or  submerged  lands  be¬ 
neath  navigable  inland  waters.  If  the  United 
States  is  engaged  in  any  litigation  involving 
such  lands,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
required  to  obtain  the  concurrence  of  the^ 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

Section  4  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  isgfce 
leases  at  competitive  bidding  but  on  a..--flat 
royalty  rate  of  12  y2  percent  for  5  years  ^tfid  as 
long  as  oil  and  gas  may  be  produced  on  sub¬ 
merged  lands  which  are  not  covered.by  State 
leases  within  the  provisions  of  sept  ion  1(a). 
Receipts  under  such  leases  are  also  to  be  de¬ 
posited  in  a  special  fund  pqhding  future 
legislation. 

Section  5  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  issue 
regulations  and  section  6  contains  the  neces¬ 
sary  definitions. 

I  am  distributing  copies  of  the  resolution 
to  all  persons  who  hflve  indicated  an  inter¬ 
est  in  the  matter  apQ  at  an  early  date  I  shall 
call  a  session  of  the  Committee  on  Interior 
and  Insular  A  flail's  at  which  the  problem  may 
be  discussed.  / 

THE  PRESIDENT'S  PROGRAM  FOR  MEET- 
IN6  THE  KOREAN  CRISIS 

Mr.  WES.  Mr.  President,  at  the  out¬ 
set  I  ifesire  it  understood  that  I  am  not 
speaking  on  the  question  which  has 
been  under  discussion  this  afternoon. 
I' intend  to  speak  on  it,  probably,  to¬ 
morrow. 


Mr.  President,  when  the  Russian 
equipped  and  trained  Communists  from 
North  Korea  made  their  open  attack  on 
the  Republic  of  Korea  on  Sunday,  June 
25,  they  opened  a  new  phase  in  world 
history.  We  had  known  that  Soviet 
communism  had  its  plans  for  world  con¬ 
quest.  But  we  had  hoped  that  it  would 
limit  itself  to  methods  short  of  open 
armed  aggression.  We  had  hoped  that 
it  would  respect  the  principle,  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  United  Nations  Charter, 
that  there  should  be  no  threat  or  use 
of  force  against  the  territorial  integ¬ 
rity  or  political  independence  of  any 
state.  The  unprovoked  attack  on  the 
new  Republic  of  Korea  shows  that  these 
*hopes  were  vain;  it  shows  that  the  free 
world  must  now  gird  itself  to  meet  the 
menace  of  armed  attack  at  any  time,  at 
any  place. 

The  present  struggle  is  not  just  a 
struggle  between  the  United  Nations  and 
the  Communist  forces  of  North  Korea. 
Neither  is  it  yet  a  struggle  between  two 
great  powers.  It  is  everlastingly  im¬ 
portant  to  keep  these  things  clearly  in 
find. 

Je  are  engaged  in  the  age-old  strug¬ 
gle  Vf  despotism  against  freedom.  This 
is  a  struggle  which  concerns  all  of  the 
free  wm-ld  and  calls  for  moral  and,  to 
the  exeunt  practicable,  economic  and 
military  support  from  all  who'  are  en¬ 
gaged  on  Njm  side  of  freedom.  The 
United  Nations  has  acted  promptly,  and 
decisively,  to  make  this  clear.  Fifty-two 
nations  have  concurred  .in  the  Security 
Council  finding  olaggrbssion  and  in  its 
appeal  to  bring  thaflag'gression  to  an  end. 

While  all  must  heftb  the  heaviest  bur¬ 
den  and  the  responsibility  of  leadership 
fall  upon  the  United  States,  not  because 
this  is  peculiarly  our  war/tout  because  we 
have  the  uni^fie  capacity  tchcontribute  to 
a  common  jdause.  We  ha vk  industrial 
productivity  roughly  five  timite  that  of 
the  Soviet  Union.  We  are  the’Wily  one 
of  the  jfee  nations  which  possesses  great 
industrial  power  and  which  also  iKfree 
from  grave  economic  dislocations  oiNihe 
SqCond  World  War. 

Long  before  the  attack  on  Korea,  manj 
fo f  us  have  felt  that  world  conditions' 
would  not  permit  indefinitely  a  situation 
where  Russia,  in  its  comparative  eco¬ 
nomic  poverty,  would  continue  to  manu¬ 
facture  planes  and  tanks  on  a  scale  which 
far  outstripped  that  of  the  free  world. 
The  unbalance  of  power,  created  by  this 
situation,  was  bound  to  tempt  despots  to 
action,  as  in  Korea. 

I  believe  that  the  administration  can 
be  fairly  criticized  for  not  having  re¬ 
sponded  more  quickly  to  these  obvious 
world  conditions  and  for  not  having  pro¬ 
vided  prevention  in  time. 

This,  however,  is  not  the  moment  for 
recrimination  and  for  placing  blame  for 
past  mistakes  and  present  perils. 

Yesterday,  in  his  message  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  in  his  radio  address  to  the 
American  people,  the  President  presented 
a  program  of  action  which,  in  its  broad 
outlines,  is  a  forceful  response  to  the 
challenge  of  Soviet  communism  and  to 
the  aggressive  war  now  being  conducted 
against  the  United  Nations  in  Korea.  It 
is  a  program  which  in  principle  justifies 
the  general  approval  of  the  American 
people.  It  points  the  way  by  which  we 


can  and  must  present  a  united  front  at 
home  to  those  who  have  already  struck 
at  indivisible  freedom  and  who  are  poigfed 
to  strike  again  and  again  unless  oup  ac¬ 
tion  gives  them  pause. 

In  many  respects  the  President’s  pro¬ 
gram  is  vague  and  needs  important  clar¬ 
ifications  before  legislative  Enactment. 
It  is  essential  to  our  economic  health 
that  the  additional  expenditures  pro¬ 
posed  should  not  precipitate  ruinous  in¬ 
flation  which  in  turn,  by  requiring  broad 
price  controls  and  rigid  rationing  would 
necessitate  expensive  and  throttling  bu¬ 
reaucratic  regimentation  of  our  whole 
economy.  With '  wisdom,  courage,  and 
efficiency  on  tire  part  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  these  additional  expenditures 
can  be  made  without  crippling  our 
economy. 

There  must  be  frugality  in  the  depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government  not  directly 
engaged  in  the  present  conflict.  Ex¬ 
penditures  for  our  nondefense  activities 
mtist  be  cut  to  the  bone.  At  the  same 
time  we  must  insist  on  prudent  spending 
by  the  armed  services,  which  in  the  past 
have  been  to  often  guilty  of  waste  and 
extravagance.  The  critical  need  for 
efficiency  in  every  part  of  our  Federal 
Government  is  greater  today  than  ever 
before. 

The  implementation  of  the  President’s 
program  will  be  thoroughly  discussed 
and  debated  later  when  concrete  legisla¬ 
tion  is  before  us  for  consideration.  At 
the  moment  we  can  rejoice  that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  has  awakened  at  last  to  the 
peril  which  has  long  stared  us  in  the 
face.  We  can  rejoice  that  the  adminis¬ 
tration  is  demanding  action  which  can 
provide  the  basis  for  national  unity. 
Such  unity  in  itself  can  be  a  moral  factor 
of  mighty  force  in  the  struggle  to  pre¬ 
serve  freedom  and  to  extinguish  the 
present  warfare  in  Korea  before  it 
spreads  into  the  awful  disaster  of  a 
third  world  war. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  EMPLOYEE  LOYALTY 

INVESTIGATION— PRINTING  OF  RE¬ 
PORT  NO.  2108 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  from 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion,  I  report  favorably,  without  amend¬ 
ment,  Senate  resolution  314  submitted 
pP^yiously  today  by  the  Senator  from 
Mainland  [Mr.  Tydings]  and  I  askunani- 
mous\onsent  for  its  immediate  consider¬ 
ation. 

The  ^RESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
resolutionVill  be  read  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That\he  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  be  authorized  to  have  printed  for 
its  use  4,000  copies  \of  Senate  Report  No. 
2108,  a  report  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution 
231,  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  session,  a 
resolution  to  investigate'Swhether  there  are 
employees  in  the  State  Department  disloyal 
to  the  United  States,  and0, that  an  equal 
number  of  the  supplemental  •Oipws  submitted 
by  Mr.  Lodge  be  also  printed.  ’ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER;  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  object,  I  think  I  understand 
this  perfectly.  As  I  understand,  it  is 
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satisfactory  to  both  the  Members  of  t' 
majority  and  also  to  the  distinguis’ 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

HAYDEN.  Yes.  The  effect  is 
that'Ve  can  get  about  4,000  cmfffes  in 
this  ww  and  save  $600  or  $700ynecause 
the  reports  would  be  printed  anyway.  It 
would  be  -necessary  to  go  to  firess  again 
to  get  the  ’additional  4,000  copies  of  the 
report.  Wuihin  the  $1,20®  limit  it  iS 
necessary  to\ake  this  act/on. 

Mr.  WHERI^Y.  This  ils  a  simple  reso¬ 
lution,  which  provides  for  the  maximum 
number  of  copies  to  Joe  prihted.  After 
these  copies  are  feinted,  a  concurrent 
resolution  would  hive  to  be  agreed  to  in 
order  to  get  adchCiohal  copies  printed? 

Mr.  HAYDEN/  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERJCY.  Will  envelopes  be 
printed  for  each  report?’ 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Envelopes  are  not 
printed  fon^ommittee  reports.  The  in¬ 
dividual  .views  of  the  Sefi&tors  from 
Massachusetts  will  be  printed  separately. 

Mr.  ywHERRY.  Each  Senator  may 
obtain  copies  of  the  report  and-  use  his 
own  Cranking  privilege? 
fr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Ir.  WHfSRRY.  I  have  no  objection. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
/  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to.  \ 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  submit  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request  with  reference  to  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill.  There  are  pending  to 
the  pending  appropriation  bill  two  very 
important  amendments.  One  involves 
an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  to  begin 
ship-repair  work  on  certain  ships  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  as 
a  necessary  part  of  any  preparedness  or 
war  effort. 

The  other  amendment  deals  with  can¬ 
cer,  heart  disease,  and  mental  diseases, 
in  the  field  of  health  and  research  grants. 

I  have  conferred  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  these  two  amendments  may 
cause  a  great  deal  of  discussion,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  they  be  brought 
up  after  consideration  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  is  concluded.  I  ask  that  they  be 
considered  as  the  last  amendments. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  restate  his  request?  My  at¬ 
tention  was  diverted. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  what  probably  will  be  the 
two  major  amendments  on  the  appropri¬ 
ation  bill,  one  involving  $25,000,000  for 
ship-repair  work,  to  which  38  Senators 
are  opposed,  and  the  other  one,  dealing 
with  cancer  research,  and  so  on,  to  which 
another  group  of  Senators  is  opposed,  be 
considered  last. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  to  begin  with,  the  health  re¬ 
search  item  is  in  chapter  V,  Labor- 
Federal  Security. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes;  I  have  con¬ 
ferred  with  the  chairman. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  ranking  minor¬ 
ity  member  is  in  California  and  he  will 
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not  return  until  Monday  or  Tuesday  of 
next  week.  It  was  my  understanding 
that  it  was  desired  to  take  it  up  on  Mon¬ 
day,  and  it  certainly  should  be  delayed 
until  Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  not  ask  for  unanimous  consent  until 
I  can  take  the  matter  up  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  withdraw  the 
request. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  should  like  to  be 
heard  upon  one  of  the  amendments.  If 
I  understood  the  Senator  correctly  the 
other  amendment  which  he  is  offering, 
and  for  which  he  makes  the  unanimous 
consent  request,  has  to  do  with  chapter* 
VIII  of  the  general  appropriation  bill, 
which  covers  certain  independent  offices 
and  executive  agencies. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  examine  the  Senator’s 
amendment.  I  am  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  in  charge  of  that  chapter. 
Apparently  it  will  not  come  up  at  least 
until  after  the  Interior  Department 
chapter  has  been  disposed  of.  If  the 
Senator  from  California  should  return 
before  the  Interior  Department  chapter 
is  finished,  then  the  Labor  and  Federal 
Security  chapter  would  have  the  right- 
of-way.  I  therefore  ask  the  Senator  to 
withhold  his  request  until  tomorrow,  to 
give  me  an  opportunity  to  study  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  merely  wished 
the  statement  to  be  on  record  that  these 
amendments  will  cause  a  great  deal  of 
discussion.  I  think  30  Senators  have 
signified  their  opposition. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  withdraw  his  request? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  withdraw  my  re¬ 
quest. 

jmmiiifljmaaumiiTinfl  . 


his  end  it  has  contributed  through  the 
JMarshall  plan  to  the  economic  rehabilitation^ 
of  Europe,  and  through  the  Truman  pc 
to  the  containment  of  communism, 
supporting  Greece  and  Turkey  and  by 
moting  the  union  of  democratic  nat 
through  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  ancr  the 
Western  Hemisphere  Pact,  it  has  made  the 
free  nations  of  the  world  more  able  tfi  resist 
aggression. 

It  is  evident  now  that  the  Soviel/Govern- 
ment,  through  the  use  of  the  v#o  in  the 
United  Nations,  through  the  conMsion  it  has 
sought  to  create  by  the  activii/es  of  Com¬ 
munist  Party  members  everywhere,  and 
through  localized  acts  of  aggyssion,  such  as 
those  at  Trieste  and  Berliiy  now  ripening 
into  actual  aggressive  warfye  in  Korea  with 
Soviet-trained  soldiers  andr Soviet-built  ma¬ 
chinery,  is  determined  ifct  to  permit  the 
world  to  return  to  the  Fays  of  peace.  The 
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Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
July  18  I  sent  a  memorandum  %>  the 
members  of  the  Joint  Committed  oi\  the 
Economic  Report.  With  the  rffemor 
dum  there  was  a  statement 
been  prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  joint 
committee  at  my  request.  Because  the’ 
economic  aspect  of  our  international 
operations  is  of  very  great  importance  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  memo¬ 
randum,  together  with' a  statement  of 
the  necessity  for  preparedness  taxation 
may  be  printed  at  length  in  the  body 
of  the  Record.  / 

There  being  nonobjection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  memorandum  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Economic  Preparedness  Is  Essential 
Mr.  President/ we  know  now  that  modern 
war  is  total  war  and  that  the  nation  that 
succeeds  in  modern  warfare  is  the  nation 
with  the  strongest  economy,  as  well  as  the 
greatest  military  skill. 

Success  for  the  United  States  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  international  dilemma  depends  upon 
(1)  the  awareness  of  our  people  of  the  fact 
that  Soviet  Russia  is  the  head  and  center 
of  a  world  revolutionary  movement  which 
plans  by  force  and  deceit  to  destroy  all  rival 
governments;  (2)  the  willingness  of  the 
American  people  to  contribute  their  sub¬ 
stance  to  pay  the  economic  costs  as  well  as 
;  the  military  costs  of  total  warfare. 

'  .  It  has  been  the  policy  of  the  United  States, 

.  and  still  is,  to  establish  world  peace.  To 


United  States  must  cq 
United  Nations,  to 
of  the  world  against/  these  aggressive  tac¬ 
tics  of  Russia,  but  fit  the  same  time  must 
launch  an  intensified  program  of  military 
and  economic  preparedness. 

The  question  ynjch  must  be  answered  by 
all  our  people  ig  how  much  we  are  willing 
to  contribute  jn  our  personal  economic  re¬ 
sources  to  the/winning  of  this  struggle.  We 
cannot  hope/o  make  the  military  effort  suc¬ 
cessful  witbtout  an  all-out  economic  effort. 
We  know  p6w  that  the  lessons  of  World  War 
1  were  nqt  used  in  preparation  for  World 
War  II.  Ave  cannot  afford  to  make  the  same 
mistak/  again  of  a  soft  approach  to  the 
hardest?  problem  this  Nation  has  ever  faced. 

Whfn  World  War  II  began,  the  United 
States  had  a  national  debt  of  less  than  $49,- 
000/000,000;  the  national  debt  today  is  $257,- 
000,000,000.  The  debt  has  reached  this  pro- 
irtion  because  we  did  not  have  a  pay-as- 
ou-go  policy  for  the  war.  Only  45  percent 
of  the  money  costs  of  that  conflict  was  raised 
by  taxes.  The  rest  of  it — 55  percent — wa3 
postponed  to  the  future  through  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  bonds.  Whatever  new  expenditures* 
are  undertaken  now  will  have  to  be  paid  for 
either  through  taxes  or  through  another  In¬ 
crease  in  the  national  debt  with  consequent 
inflation/  The  Kremlin  expects  this  country 
to  take  'the  easy  way  out,  that  is,  to  hold 
taxes  down  and  to  trust  that  somehow, 
some  time  in  the  future  the  debt  will  be  paid'. 
Russia  is  counting  on  us  to  bring  about  our 
own  fiscal  collapse  by  our  failure  to  support 
necessary  military  outlays  by  increased 
taxes. 

Congress  is  ready  now  to  approve  increased 
military  expenditures.  Such  appropria¬ 
tions  should  be  accompanied  by  a  tax  bill 
hich  will  finance  the  expense  without  in- 
g  the  debt. 

rtunately,  it  will  be  much  easier  to  do 
this  than  would  at  first  appear.  Military 
expenditure  will  increase  production;  pro- 
duction\rill  increase  the  income  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  and  ^portion  of  this  increased  income 
turned  intoSdefense  channels  by  a  prepared¬ 
ness  tax  law\muld  make  it  possible  to  avoid 
another  incremate  of  the  national  debt. 

Higher  taxes  Wfculd  have  another  beneficial 
effect.  They  would  constitute  an  effective 
substitute  for  rigick economic  controls.  In 
World  War  II  we  keWt  the  tax  rates  lower 
than  they  might  have^seen.  Rigid  controls 
were  therefore  necessa\,  though  we  were 
unwilling,  in  the  use  of ’controls,  to  freeze 
prices,  wages,  and  profits  across  the  board. 
Higher  taxes  now  to  meet  tlW  increased  ex¬ 
penditures  which  everyone  Believes  inevi¬ 
table  will  reduce  the  money  available  for 
civilian  purchases  and  will  thus%iperate  to 
divert  industrial  production  fror»v  civilian 
commodities  to  military  commodfUes.  A 
preparedness  tax  bill  would  enable  a\l  the 
people  to  contribute  the  buying  power* 
essary  to  finance  the  concentrated  military 
production  required  for  the  preservation 


the  free  world. 


For  some  time  to  come  w«. 
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Accordingly,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  House  amendments  to  Sen- 
ae  Concurrent  Resolution  91. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  quite  understand  how  it  is  that  one 
name  has  been  stricken  from  the  reso¬ 
lution.  and  nine  have  been  added. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  House  jias  a 
right  to  strike  out  names  and  Jo  add 
others,  and  when  they  add  others  those 
names  come  back  to  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  for  screening. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  has  b^en  done, 
and  the  Senator  is  satisfied /with  the 
screening? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  nft  objection. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT,#  The  ques¬ 


tion  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agree  to. 

SUSPENSION  OF  DEP 
CERTAIN  A: 


enator  from 


OF 


STATION 
SNS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  ■ 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  con¬ 
current  resolution  (S/ Con.  Res.  95)  fa-, 
voring  the  suspension  of  deportation  of » 


on  page 


page  25,i 
32,  after: 


certain  aliens,  whicji  were  on 
strike  out  line  5,  a/d 
line  20,  to  insert:  / 

A-4001725,  Bortolptto,  Paoli. 

A-6357871,  Calovl'ch,  Mary  or  Mara  Abram: 
alias  Mary  Car. 

A-7284887,  Didrjter.  Samuel. 

Ed^uid,  Arturo  M.  or  Arturo 


A-7203602, 


Maatubank  Edquid. 


A-7511431, 
Zafirakis. 

A-1931325, 
alias  Giusep] 
Batta  Mondil 
A-6 643089, 
Flood. 


anos,  Arietta  Stavros  nee 


bndillo,  Giovanni  Battista 
Battista  Mondilla  or  Gio 
o. 

Tonseth,  Johanna  Katharina 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
House  h^fe  amended  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  95.  The  amendments  strike 
out  the  name  of  an  alien  in  a  case  which 
has  befn  withdrawn  by  the  Attorney 
General,  and  adds  the  names  of  seven 
additional  aliens. 

It  Jb  recommended  by  the  committee 
staff  Jmd  by  the  committee  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate ^Concur  in  the  House  amendments. 
Weaiave  screened  these  additional  aliens, 
apjp  concur  in  the  House  amendments. 

3  therefore  move  that  the  Senate  con¬ 
cur  in  the  House  amendments. 

/ Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection. 
H  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona.  The  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  which  is  now  before  the  Senate, 
in  the  items  dealing  with  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  has  abandoned  the  form 
which  was  used  in  prior  years,  so  that 
individual  projects  are  not  mentioned. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  change  was  made 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 


sentatives.  What  appear  in  the  bill  now 
are  lump  sums.  In  order  to  obtain  a 
break-down  of  the  lump  sums,  one  must 
examine  the  House  committee  report 
and  the  Senate  committee  report. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  minority  lead¬ 
er,  also,  please. 

Last  year  when  we  passed  the  Interior 
Department  appropriation  bill,  it  con¬ 
tained  two  legislative  limitations  upon 
the  expenditure  of  funds  which  were  ap- 
♦propriated  for  the  Missouri  River  Basin. 
The  first  of  these  was  one  upon  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  and  the 
present  speaker  agreed  with  respect  to 
the  Glendo  unit.  That  amendment 
reads  as  follows,  being  a  provision  of  the 
existing  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal 
year  1950: 

Provided  further.  That  in  order  to  promote 
agreement  among  the  States  of  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado  and  to  avoid  any 
possible  alteration  of  existing  vested  water 
rights,  no  part  of  this  or  of  any  prior  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  for  construction  or  for 
further  commitment  for  construction  of  the 
Glendo  unit  or  any  feature  thereof,  until  a 
definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  reviewed  by  the  States  of  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado  and  approved  by 
Congress:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of 
this  or  prior  appropriations  shall  be  used  for 
construction,  nor  for  further  commitments 
to  construction  of  Moorhead  Dam  and  Reser¬ 
voir,  Montana,  or  any  feature  thereof  until  a 
definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  reviewed  by  the  States  of  Wyoming 
and  Montana,  and  approved  by  the  Congress: 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the  two 
amendments  was  to  provide  that  since 
the  streams  involved  are  interstate 
streams,  there  should  be,  in  the  spirit  of 
the  existing  law,  complete  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  rep¬ 
resenting  the  Federal  Government,  and 
the  States  affected,  before  any  expendi¬ 
ture  should  be  made  for  either  of  these 
units. 

The  definite  plan  report  and  the  re¬ 
view  and  the  approval  required  of  Con¬ 
gress  have  not  been  had  in  either  case. 
Nevertheless,  a  reading  of  these  two 
amendments  will  show  that  they  refer 
only  to  limitations  on  the  appropria¬ 
tions  carried  in  the  appropriation  bill  for 
1950  and  prior  appropriations.  In  order 
to  make  a  proper  legislative  enactment, 
there  should  now  be  an  amendment  to 
this  bill  providing  that  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  expended  for 
either  purpose.  But  inasmuch  as  last 
year’s  bill  required  the  preparation  of  a 
definite  plan  and  report,  to  be  submitted 
to  the  States  and  to  be  approved  by  Con¬ 
gress,  it  will  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  was  about  to  suggest 
that,  since  the  Senators  from  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado  were  in  perfect 
accord  last  year,  nothing  should  be  done 
until  the  authorities  in  their  several 
States  have  had  an  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
amine  and  agree  to  these  matters.  Ob¬ 
viously  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
should  spend  no  money  for  the  units  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming, 
until  the  States  have  satisfied  them¬ 
selves.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to 
incorporate  such  a  provision  in  the  bill, 
because  the  understanding  is  perfectly 
clear.  It  was  expressed  here  on  the  floor 


that  it  should  be  binding  on  the  Recla¬ 
mation  Service. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  satisfied 
that  by  the  legislative  recognition  of  this 
situation,  and  in  view  of  the  legislative 
history  of  the  matter,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  will  recognize  what  we  are 
doing,  just  as  the  Bureau  has  always  re¬ 
garded  a  statement  in  a  report  as  being  a 
directive  to  be  followed. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Obviously,  if  the 
directive  of  last  year  could  not  be  com¬ 
plied  with  within  the  time  available, 
and  the  States  have  not  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  examine  into  this  matter, 
nothing  should  be  done,  on  the  face  of  it’ 
until  an  understanding  is  arrived  at. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  we  appreciate 
the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  in  calling  attention  to  this  provi¬ 
sion.  It  apparently  is  not  in  the  bill.  I 
deeply  appreciate  the  remarks  of  the 
chairman,  with  whom  I  am  in  entire 
agreement.  I  am  also  in  agreement  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming.  I  hope  there  will  be  no  objection, 
since  it  was  done  last  year.  Personally, 
if  there  is  no  objection,  I  should  like  to 
see  this  language  included  in  the  bill. 
My  reason  for  it  is  that  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  question  as  to  whether  a 
committee  report  governs  in  such  cases. 
That  question  has  been  raised  on  the 
Senate  floor  and  discussed  at  length  in 
the  consideration  of  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  appropriation  bill.  I  appreciate 
the  legislative  history  which  is  being 
made  now,  upon  which  there  is  absolute¬ 
ly  complete  accord.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  all  the  States  went  to  such  length 
and  a  compromise  was  reached,  on 
which  they  are  in  total  agreement,  even 
though  it  be  legislation  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  since  it  was  included  in  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  once,  I  wonder  whether 
the  distinguished  “Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  will  prepare  the  amendment  and 
offer  it  for  insertion  in  the  bill.  That  is 
the  least  we  can  do.  If  it  is  thrown  out 
on  a  point  of  order,  we  can  do  nothing 
about  that,  but  at  least  I  should  prefer 
to  have  it  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
personally  believe  that  is  the  proper  way 
of  accomplishing  what  is  desired.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  most  expeditious  way  of  hand¬ 
ling  it  then  is  for  me  to  ask  unanimous 
consent,  inasmuch  as  this  is  a  legislative 
matter,  that  a  legislative  amendment 
may  be  added  to  this  bill,  providing  that 
no  part  of  the  current  appropriation  may 
be  expended  for  the  purposes  set  forth, 
with  respect  to  the  Glendo  unit  and  the 
Moorhead  unit  in  the  appropriation  bill 
for  1950. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  what 
the  Senator  is  now  proposing  is  that  we 
repeat  the  text  of  last  year’s  bill,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Exactly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  if  any  Senator 
wants  to  object  to  it  or  to  debate  it, 
he  will  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so. 
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But  certainly  I  shall  not  object  to  such 
a  unanimous-consent  proposal. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming  proposing  to  make 
it  a  part  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  his  request. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  My  request  is  for 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  this  bill 
the  complete  text  of  the  two  amend¬ 
ments  which  were  approved  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  last  year  with  respect  to  the  Glendo 
unit  and  the  Moorhead  unit  in  the 
Missouri  River  appropriation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  Senator’s  offering  such  an 
amendment,  which  is  an  amendment  to 
perfect  the  bill?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
Will  the  Senator  send  his  amendment  to 
the  desk  to  be  stated? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  which  I  propose  will  be 
found  marked  on  pages  21  and  22  of  the 
appropriation  bill  for  1950.  I  ask  that 
these  two  amendments  be  now  stated. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  is  the  amendment 
in  the  exact  form  of  the  amendment 
which  was  inserted  in  the  bill  last  year? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  They  will  be 
stated  by  the  clerk  precisely  as  they 
appear  in  the  present  law. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  proper 
place  in  the  bill,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

Provided  further,  That  in  order  to  promote 
agreement  among  the  States  of  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado,  and  to  avoid  any 
possible  alteration  of  existing  vested  water 
rights,  no  part  of  this  or  of  any  prior  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  used  for  construction 
or  for  further  commitment  for  construction 
of  the  Glendo  unit,  or  any  feature  thereof, 
until  a  definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been 
completed,  reviewed  by  the  States  of  Ne¬ 
braska,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado,  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  Congress:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  this  or  prior  appropriations  shall 
be  used  for  construction,  nor  for  further 
commitments  to  construction,  of  Moorhead 
Dam  and  Reservoir,  Mont.,  or  any  feature 
thereof,  until  a  definite  plan  report  thereon 
has  been  completed,  reviewed  by  the  States 
of  Wyoming  and  Montana,  and  approved  by 
the  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
page  152  of  the  report  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Interior  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  there  is  a  proviso,  to  which 
my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Wyoming,  and  I  have  both  agreed,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

KEYHOLE  DAM,  WYO. 

The  1951  estimate  for  this  project  appears 
under  phase  A  in  the  amount  of  $3,179,000, 
which  has  been  allowed  by  the  committee. 
However,  representations  have  been  made  to 
the  committee  that  the  water  supply  on  the 
Belle  Fourche  River  is  such  that  under  the 
Wyoming-South  Dakota  compact  of  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1943,  it  may  be  difficult  to  fill  this 
proposed  reservoir.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
compact  between  the  two  States,  there  is  no 
limitation  upon  the  number  of  small  reser¬ 
voirs  which  may  be  built  in  Wyoming.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  a  com¬ 
prehensive  study  of  the  future  water  supply 


0 

should  be  made  before  construction  is  un¬ 
dertaken, 

Mr.  President,  this  matter  has  been 
the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  water  authorities  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming.  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  letter  from  the  State  engineer,  Mr.  L.  C. 
Bishop,  together  with  a  photostatic  copy 
of  a  letter  which  he  received  from  Dis¬ 
trict  Engineer  Francis  M.  Bell,-  of  the 
Geological  Survey  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  with  respect  to  this  matter. 
There  is  no  question  that  under  the  com* 
pact  between  the  two  States,  Wyoming 
has  the  right  to  build  these  small  reser¬ 
voirs.  What  the  effect  may  be  upon  the 
water  supply,  I  do  not  pretend  to  know. 
Some  residents  of  the  State  say  that 
there  will  not  be  sufficient  water.  But 
the  State  engineer  of  Wyoming  writes 
me,  in  this  letter,  as  follows: 

The  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  received  re¬ 
cently  from  Mr.  Francis  M.  Bell,  district  en¬ 
gineer,  United  States  Geological  Survey,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  is  self-explanatory.  This  infor¬ 
mation  from  Mr.  Bell  was  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  James  Munro,  of  Sheridan,  who  repre¬ 
sents  some  of  the  landowners  above  Keyhole 
dam  site,  and  who  insists  that  there  will  be 
no  water  for  the  reservoir  because  under  the 
Belle  Fourche  River  compact,  all  of  it  will 
be  held  back  in  stock  reservoirs.  I  do  not 
agree  with  Mr.  Munro  on  this. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  en¬ 
tire  text  of  the  State  engineer’s  letter 
may  be  printed  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 
I  read  it,  because  I  want  to  emphasize 
the  essential  nature  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  made  in  the  committee’s  report,  that 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  undertake  a 
close  scrutiny  of  this  water  supply  be¬ 
fore  any  construction  is  initiated. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter, 
with  its  enclosure,  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

State  of  Wyoming, 

State  Engineer’s  Office, 

Cheyenne,  July  5,  1950.  ' 

Hon.  Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Senator  from  Wyoming, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Joe:  This  will  acknowledge  receipt 
of  your  letter  of  July  1  with  reference  to  the 
water  supply  for  the  Keyhole  Reservoir. 

It  is  my  own  opinion  based  on  a  review 
of  the  report  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  the  records  of  the  United  States 
Geological  Survey  and  my  own  knowledge  of 
the  water  shed  above  Keyhole  Dam  site  that 
the  average  flow  above  the  dam  will  average 
between  20,000  and  26,000  acre-feet  per  year. 

The  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  received  re¬ 
cently  from  Mr.  Francis  M.  Bell,  district  engi¬ 
neer,  United  States  Geological  Survey,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  is  self-explanatory.  This  infor¬ 
mation  from  Mr.  Bell  was  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  James  Munro,  of  Sheridan,  who  repre¬ 
sents  some  of  the  landowners  above  Keyhole 
Dam  site,  and  who  insists  that  there  will  be 
no  water  for  the  reservoir  because  under  the 
Belle  Fourche  River  compact,  all  of  it  will  be 
held  back  in  stock  reservoirs.  I  do  not  agree 
With  Mr.  Munro  on  this. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  estimates  the 
1929-47  average  runoff  of  the  Belle  Fourche 
River  above  Keyhole  Dam  at  28,500  acre-feet 
with  a  maximum  of  243,000  acre-feet  in  1929, 
and  a  minimum  of  3,100  acre-feet  in  1934. 

In  a  stream  with  such  large  variation  in  its 
runoff,  a  large  capacity  reservoir  is  necessary 
as  you  know  to  hold  over  irrigation  water  for 
the  short  years  and  control  the  floods  if  and 
when  they  come. 

Since  you  have  a  copy  of  the  definite  plan 
report  of  the  Keyhole  unit,  Cheyenne  divi¬ 


sion,  South  Dakota,  Missouri  River  Basin 
project,  I  will  conclude  by  saying  that  our 
office  is  in  general  agreement  with  this  re¬ 
port  although  we  do  believe  that  the  height 
of  the  water  level  of  the  dam  could  well  be 
reduced  10  feet,  and  thus  save  a  million  dol¬ 
lars  or  more  in  the  cost  of  construction. 
This  we  agree  will  impair  the  flood-control 
value  to  a  great  extent,  and  also  reduce  the 
carry-over  capacity,  which,  according  to  past 
records,  will  be  needed.  We  urged  this  at 
the  hearing  in  Moorcroft,  but  the  Bureau 
officials  did  not  see  fit  to  make  this  change. 

As  you  know  in  allowing  the  permit,  we 
required  an  outlet  to  be  constructed  at  the 
bottom  of  the  pool  and  a  compromise  was 
later  made  with  the  Bureau  officials  whereby 
a  24-inch  outlet  may  be  placed  at  elevation 
4,034  or  14  feet  above  the  bottom  of  the  pool, 
and  about  1,000  acre-feet  of  water  held  as 
dead  storage.  The  original  plan  proposed  a 
dead  storage  of  about  10,000  acre-feet. 

Yours  very  truly, 

L.  C.  Bishop, 

State  Engineer. 


United  States 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Geological  Survey, 
Denver,  Colo.,  June  5,  1950. 
Mr.  L.  C.  Bishop, 

State  Engineer,  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 

Dear  Mr.  Bishop:  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Eis- 
enhuth  at  Sheridan  a  copy  of  your  letter  of 
May  31  relative  to  average  flow  of  the  Belle 
Fourche  River  and  by  copy  of  this  letter  am 
suggesting  that  he  obtain  a  series  of  compar¬ 
ative  measurements  at  the  Moorcroft  gage 
and  at  the  Keyhole  Dam  site.  Since  the 
Moorcroft  gage  is  located  at  the  upper  end 
of  the  proposed  reservoir,  it  is  my  personal 
opinion  that  measurements  will  show  no  de¬ 
cided  increase  in  flow  between  the  gage  and 
the  dam  site  unless  there  are  some  spring-fed 
streams  in  the  intervening  area.  Apparently 
the  additional  area  involved  is  less  than  200 
square  miles. 

Unfortunately,  the  Moorcroft  record  itself 
Is  too  short  to  permit  any  accurate  determi¬ 
nation  of  average  annual  discharge.  The 
Moorcroft  record  is  in  two  periods,  the  first 
of  which  is  broken.  During  the  second  pre- 
riod  the  gage  was  at  a  different  location. 
The  longest  record  in  that  part  of  Wyoming 
is  on  the  Powder  River  at  Arvada,  and  al¬ 
though  that  is  a  much  larger  stream  it  seems 
reasonable  to  assume  that  over  a  period  of 
time  both  streams  would  behave  in  a  similar 
manner.  On  this  assumption,  average  dis¬ 
charge  may  be  computed  for  each  peribd  of 
record  for  Moorcroft  and  for  the  two  periods 
considered  as  one.  The  calculations  are  as 
follows: 

FIRST  PERIOD 

Average  discharge  Moorcroft,  1924-32 
equals  79  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1924-32  equals 
534  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1916-49  equals 
426  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Computed  Moorcroft,  1916-49  equals  63 
cubic  feet  per  second  equals  45,500  Af.  (ap¬ 
proximate)  . 

SECOND  PERIOD 

Average  discharge  Moorcroft,  1944-49 
equals  25.5  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1944-49  equals 
330  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1916-49  equals 
426  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Computed  Moorcroft,  1916-49  equals  33 
cubic  feet  per  second  equals  23,900  Af.  (ap¬ 
proximate). 

BOTH  PERIODS 

Average  discharge  Moorcroft,  1924-32, 
1944-49  equals  56  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1924-32,  1944- 
49  equals  447  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Average  discharge  Arvada,  1916-49  equals 
426  cubic  feet  per  second. 
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Computed  Moorcroft,  1916-49  equals  63 
cubic  feet  per  second  equals  39,400  Af.  (ap-- 
proximate). 

The  wide  range  in  these  values  indicates 
that  the  original  assumption  is  not  entirely 
correct.  However,  it  seems  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  longer  the  period  of  com¬ 
parison  the  more  accurate  would  be  the  re¬ 
sult.  On  this  basis  the  average  Moorcroft 
discharge  would  be  39,400  acre-feet.  It 
should  be  pointed  out,  however,  that  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  figure  are  2  years  of  extremely 
high  run-off.  If  those  2  years  were  not  con¬ 
sidered,  the  figure  would  be  reduced  to  22,200 
acre-feet  which  closely  approximates  the  fig¬ 
ure  obtained  by  using  only  the  last  6  years 
of  record.  Thus,  it  would  appear  that  the 
true  average  annual  discharge  is  somewhere 
between  22,000  and  39,000  acre-feet. 

In  view  of  the  influence  on  the  average 
discharge  of  the  extremely  high  run-off  years 
of  1924  and  1929,  another  comparative  study 
may  be  made  using  median  discharge  rather 
than  mean.  On  this  basis  it  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  median  discharge  (likely 
to  occur  50  percent  of  the  time)  is  about 
21,500  acre-feet.  Since  this  method  is  sta¬ 
tistically  incorrect  this  figure  cannot  be  giv¬ 
en  full  weight  despite  the  fact  that  personal 
judgment  indicates  it  may  not  be  too  far  out 
of  line. 

Because  of  the  short,  broken  record  at 
Moorcroft  a  detailed  analysis  of  precipita¬ 
tion-run-off  relations  would  be  required  to 
obtain  an  idea  of  the  correct  annual  dis¬ 
charge  at  the  Keyhole  dam  site  or  at  Moor¬ 
croft.  Superficial  studies  of  available  stream- 
flow  records  as  shown  above  indicate  that  in 
an  ordinary  period  of  years  run-off  would 
average  about  22,000  acre-feet.  However,  the 
occasional  occurrence  of  an  extraordinary 
wet  year  such  as  1924  would  greatly  increase 
the  average. 

Information  contained  herein  should  be 
considered  as  preliminary  and  provisional. 
The  results  of  comparative  measurements 
may  throw  additional  light  on  the  subject. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Francis  M.  Bell, 
District  Engineer. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona,  will 
recall,  on  pages  837  to  841  of  the  Senate 
hearings  on  the  measure  a  justification 
was  presented  by  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  for  the  proposed  development  of 
a  cooperative  farm  upon  the  Riverton 
project.  Included  in  the  testimony  is 
a  letter  from  President  Humphrey,  of  the 
University  of  Wyoming.  The  letter  sets 
forth  the  interest  of  the  university  in  the 
establishment  of  a  development  farm  on 
the  Riverton  project  under  a  cooperative 
agreement  with  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Soil  Conservation  Service,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agri¬ 
cultural  Engineering,  and  the  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture. 

I  did  not  seek  to  offer  any  amendment, 
and  I  do  not  now,  because  the  Reclama¬ 
tion  Omnibus  Adjustment  Act,  section  40, 
provides  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  in  connection  with  the  set¬ 
tlement  and  development  of  each  of  these 
projects  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  au¬ 
thorized  in  his  discretion  to  enter  into  agree¬ 
ments  with  the  proper  authorities  of  the 
State  or  States  wherein  said  projects  or  divi¬ 
sions  are  located,  whereby  such  State  or 
States  shall  cooperate  with  the  United  States 
in  promoting  the  settlement  of  the  projects 
or  divisions  after  completion  and  in  the 
securing  and  selecting  of  settlers. 


So  I  think  the  legislative  authority  is 
quite  sufficient  for  such  a  cooperative 
agreement  if  the  State  authorities  and 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  see  fit  to 
carry  it  out.  It  is  an  agreement  which 
I  heartily  recommend.  The  Riverton 
project  is  one  of  the  most  productive 
and  one  of  the  oldest  under  the  reclama¬ 
tion  law,  and  it  would  be  very  helpful 
in  encouraging  settlement  if  such  a  co¬ 
operative  farm  should  be  established. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
I  felt  it  would  be  very  desirable  if  this 
farm  should  include  a  soil-testing  sta¬ 
tion,  but  that  is  a  matter  to  be  worked 
out. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  agree 
with  the  statement  which  I  have  made? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  Senator’s  quotation  from  the  law  is 
correct.  There  was  no  budget  estimate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  ‘state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  250, 
line  5,  to  strike  out  “$7,000,000”  and  to 
insert  “$7,400,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

KTMgprrgjgpctrgi 

INVESTIGATION 

Mr.  WES.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
the  Senate  was  treated  to  the  spectacle 
of  a  blistering  demonstration  in  a  seem¬ 
ingly  desperate  effort  to  prove  that  a 
fraud  and  a  hoax  have  be§n  committed 
by  one  of  its  owta  Member^ 

'  The  effect  of  tteit  demonstration  will 
be  determined  in  ptet  .by  public  reaction 
to  the  majority  rejWrt  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee^Ksubcommittee  in¬ 
vestigating  dislo^iflty  N  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  wheycompared  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  views  o/the  junior  ^Senator  from 
.Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lodge\  who  has 
(been  a  minority  member  of  tn\  subcom¬ 
mittee.  It  will  be  determine<N,also  by 
public  reaction  to  any  political  motiva¬ 
tion  behind  the  demonstration. 

Charges  of  a  fraud  and  a  hoax,  fath 
for /without  provocation,  whether  sub 
ntiated  or  unsubstantiated,  should  nob 
e  allowed  to  serve  as  camouflage  for’ 
ereliction  in  duty  or  failure  in  perform¬ 
ance  on  the  part  of  those  preferring  the 
harges. 

Errors  in  commission  by  some  should 
not  blind  us  to  errors  in  omission  by 
others. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  had  been  given  the  task  of  con¬ 
ducting  a  full  and  complete  study  and 
investigation  as  to  whether  persons  who 
are  disloyal  to  the  United  States  are  or 
have  been  employed  by  the  Department 
of  State. 

Its  duties  and  functions  were  not  to 
be  limited  or  confined  to  an  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  charges  by  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy], 

To  the  contrary,  if  there  was  one  func¬ 
tion  not  specifically  assigned  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  it  was  an  investigation  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc- 
I  Carthy]  himself. 

In  fact,  investigation  of  the  McCarthy 
l  charges  was  purposely  omitted  from  the 
!  text  of  Senate  Resolution  231  as  a  result 
of  debate  in  the  Senate  last  February  21. 


mat  resolution  as  originally  offered  ’ 
was  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  Committee  on 
^Foreign  Relations,  or  any  duly  authorized 
subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized/find  di- 
:  rected  to  conduct  a  full  and  compile  study 
and  investigation  as  to  whether  oersons  who 
,.are  disloyal  to  the  United  States  ife  employed 
.by  the  Department  of  State  as  /barged  by  the 
(.Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy  I 
tThe  committee  shall  reportAo  the  Senate  at 
-rthe  earliest  practicable  daJfe  the  results  of  its 

•  investigation,  together /with  such  recom- 
.mendations  as  it  maw/deem  desirable. 

At  that  time  I  objected  to  the  inclusion 
.of  the  words  “as/harged  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy],  and, 
^speaking  on  tjhe  subject  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  I  spoke/in  part,  as  follows;  and  my 
fremarks  cam  be  found  at  page  2106  of  the 
(Congressional  Record. 

I  '  I  do  Hot  like  to  see  this  particular  investi- 
I  gatiorY  limited  to  the  charges  made  by  one 

•  particular  individual.  *  *  *  If  we  are 

[gojog  into  this  matter,  it  seems  to  me  that 
Ityfe  very  definitely  should  not  limit  the  in¬ 
vestigation  to  those  charges.  If  there  are 
conditions  in  the  State  Department  which 
ought  to  be  investigated,  they  certainly  ought 
to  be  investigated  in  full,  and  the  investiga- 

Tion  should  not  be  limited  in  any  respect. 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  intend  at  the  proper 
time  to  move  to  amend  the  resolution  offered 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Lucas]  by  deleting  the  words  “as 
charged  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  .”  That  would  give  us  a  clear  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  type  which  it  seems  to  me 
should  be  undertaken  if  an  investigation  at 
all  is  to  be  conducted. 

After  some  debate  on  the  question,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  made 
the  following  statement,  which  appears 
at  page  2108  of  the  Record: 

I  have  conferred  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Connally],  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions,  and  with  other  Members  of  the  Senate. 
We  believe  that  the  amendment  which  was 
suggested  by  the  able  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ives]  is  in  keeping  with  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  what  we  believe  to  be  a  thorough  and 
fair  investigation.  I  should  like  to  modify 
my  resolution  by  striking  out  *  *  *  the 

words  *  *  *  “as  charged  by  the  Senator 

from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy].” 

■  Subsequently,  these  words  were  strick¬ 
en  from  the  resolution,  and  the  resolu¬ 
tion  in  its  final  form  was  adopted  on 
February  22,  1950. 

Not  until  yesterday,  however,  was  the 
cat  let  out  of  the  bag  when  the  majority 
leader  stated  that  the  Democratic  pol¬ 
icy  committee  drafted  the  resolution  for 
this  investigation. 

So  there  maybe  some  who  feel  that  if 
a  fraud  and  a  hoax  have  been  perpe¬ 
trated  on  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
and  the  American  people,  such  perpe¬ 
tration  is  evident  in’ the  apparently  de¬ 
liberate  action  of  the  subcommittee  in 
disregarding  the  will  of  the  Senate,  as 
expressed  in  the  debate  on  February  21, 
and  in  Senate  Resolution  231,  as  finally 
adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  tone  of  the  report  and  yester¬ 
day’s  presentation  by  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  [Mr.  Tydings]  show 
beyond  question  that  the  subcommittee’s 
investigation  has  been  aimed  primarily 
and  exclusively  at  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  McCarthy!. 
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\  The  individual  views  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
LoSbe]  and  yesterday’s  statement  be- 
fore\he  Senate  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  \wa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper]  offer 
compelling  evidence  that  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  ha*  not  performed  the  function 
assigned  bytthe  Senate  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

With  this  task,  therefore,  wholly  un¬ 
completed  and  ^pth  no  evident  effort  or 
even  desire  to  conyplete  it  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  responsible  for  it,  this  im¬ 
portant  work  should  now  be  assigned  to 
a  body  qualified  to  finish  the  undertak¬ 
ing  as  originally  directed  by  the  Senate. 

For  this  reason  I  strongly  support  and 
urge  favorable  action  on  the  proposal  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Lodge],  or  on  any  other  appro¬ 
priate  proposal,  by  which  the  jdto  can  be 
properly  concluded.  \ 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  express  my  appreciation  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]  for  having 
so  completely  and  indisputably  cleared 
the  record.  Our  subcommittee  was  spe¬ 
cifically  directed  by  the  Senate  not  to 
make  its  work  an  investigation  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCar¬ 
thy]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Did  I  understand 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  say 
that  the  subcommittee  was  instructed 
not  to  investigate  the  charges  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  LODGE.  In  effect,  yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  How  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  come  to  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  came  to  that  conclu¬ 
sion  by  listening  to  the  record  just  read 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York,  which 
showed  that  the  Senate  voted  to  strike 
out  the  language  of  the  original  resolu¬ 
tion  which  provided  that  the  committee 
should  investigate  the  charges  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  realize  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  was  trying 
to  broaden  the  scope  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  not  to  eliminate  the  charges  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin?  It  was; 
clearly  stated  by  him  that  he  wanteji 
those  charges  investigated. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Now  the  Safiator 
from  Massachusetts  says  the  committee 
was  not  to  investigate  those  charges. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Not  to  concentrate  and 
focus  on  them. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  How^nuch  should 
the  committee  have  don/? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  tiyink  they  should 
have  gone  to  the  whole  question  of  for¬ 
eign  penetration,  I  will  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  New  Mfexico,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  definiteWdid  not  do  that.  To 
create  the  imp/Cssion  before  the  coun¬ 
try  that  we  have  considered  the  whole 
question  of  /reign  penetration,  to  use 
a  not  venK  kind  expression — but  it  is 
true  neve/theless — would  be  an  attempt 
to  hoodwink  the  country. 

Yesterday  reference  was  made  a  num¬ 
ber  of  times  to  what  I  thought  about 
various  phases  of  the  investigation.  As 


a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  every  single 
reference  was  inaccurate  and  was  based 
on  partial  quotations  or  quotations  taken 
out  of  context.  Therefore  today  I  plan 
to  set  the  Record  straight  about  myself. 
I  shall  do  so  in  four  or  five  different 
parts,  and  I  shall  not  yield  while  I  am 
discussing  a  particular  point.  When  I 
get  through  with  the  discussion  of  a 
particular  point  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
yield  for  questions.  It  is  understandable 
that  Senators  should  want  to  quote  each 
other,  but  I  think  that  when  a  Senator 
is  in  good  health,  and  is  here  and  not  in 
Siberia,  or  some  other  place,  it  is  better 
to  let  him  speak  for  himself. 

The  Senate  heard  statements  made 
about  my  vote  in  the  subcommittee  in 
relation  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Philip  Jessup. 
As  I  recall,  we  were  asked  to  vote  on 
whether  or  not  the  investigation  had 
cleared  him,  or  words  to  that  effect.  Let 
me  say  that  I  am  very  glad  to  take  the 
word  of  General  Eisenhower  for  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Jessup  is  a  splendid  American. 
I  would  be  very  much  surprised  if  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  Mr.  Jessup  were  to  reveal 
that  he  was  not  a  splendid  American., 
However,  though  I  may  be  wrong  abor 
it,’  when  the  motion  was  made  in  £ne 
subcommittee  I  had  the  feeling  tl 
was  similar  in  effect  to  the  question 
which  a  lawyer  may  sometime/ ask  a 
man  as  to  when  he  had  stoppejf  beating 
his  wife.  I  thought  it  was  afi  attempt 
to  be  very  clever  about  it,  At  Senators 
know  what  I  mean,  instead  of  being 
frank  about  it  and  plav/ng  it  straight 
across  the  board  on  th/  merits.  I  will 
say  that  if  Mr.  JessuiVnad  been  investi¬ 
gated  I  would  not  h a/e  hesitated  to  vote 
my  conviction  on  what  the  investigation 
showed.  It  is  ce^ainly,  contrary  to  the 
facts,  and  not, 'at  all  helpful  to  Mr. 
Jessup,  to  pretend  that  an  investigation 
has  been  hekf  when  in  fact  ho  investiga¬ 
tion  has  beph  held.  There  were  only  two 
individuaj/ases  which  the  committee  in¬ 
vestigated.  One  was  the  case  of  John 
Servicaf  and  the  other  of  Owen  Latti- 
mory'  The  Owen  Lattimore  investiga¬ 
tion^  was,  as  I  shall  show  in  a  minute, 
1st  incomplete.  However,  an  attempt 
Fas  made  to  investigate  him. 

The  Senate  was  told  yesterday  what 
happened  after  the  vote  was  taken  on 
Mr.  Jessup.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  always 
much  better  when  trying  to  give  the 
story  of  what  went  on  in  one  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  meetings  to  give  the  whole 
story  and  let  the  Senate  judge  for  itself, 
instead  of  trying  to  censor  the  account 
which  the  Senate  gets.  After  the  vote 
on  Mr.  Jessup  was  taken,  which  was  a 
vote  of  three  voting  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Jessup  and  two  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  voting  “present,”  I  moved  that  the 
committee  report  a  resolution  establish¬ 
ing  a  bipartisan  commission  to  clear  up 
this  whole  question  once  and  for  all.  I 
still  think  the  country  demands  some¬ 
thing  of  that  sort.  The  motion  was  de¬ 
feated,  with  only  two  members  voting  in 
favor  of  it.  So  much  for  the  last  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  subcommittee. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  my  posi¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  Owen  Lattimore.  It 
has  been  stated  that  I  cleared  him.  I 
would  prefer  to  have  the  word  “cleared” 
set  off  in  quotation  marks,  because  it 


pops  up  all  the  time.  I  say  to  the  Sen-., 
ate  very  frankly  that  sufficient  evident# 
was  not  developed  with  regard  to  $r. 
Lattimore  to  enable  me  to  clear  hfffr  or 
not  to  clear  him.  The  most  I  coy$9  say, 
as  I  said  in  my  individual  views^-and  it 
is  all  there  for  Senators  to  Jead — was 
that  the  evidence  which  had  been  de¬ 
veloped  did  not  sustain  the  charge  that 
he  was  the  “top  architect  of  American 
foreign  policy  in  the  Fa#  East,”  or  that 
he  was  the  “chief  Cojornunist  agent  in 
the  United  States.”  Jsfhe  most  pertinent 
questions  about  &fr.  Lattimore  were 
never  asked.  The#  were  questions  which 
would  have  to  W  asked  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion  and  we  were  never  given  a  chance 
to  have  an  executive  session  in  which  to 
ask  those  .Questions,  although  I  tried 
many  timgfe  to  get  those  questions  asked. 
The  pertinent  questions  related  to 
whether  or  not  Mr.  Lattimore  influenced 
can  foreign  policy.  It  is  per- 
clear  of  course  that  he  never  held 
lajor  office  in  the  State  Department, 
was  not  the  point.  The  point  was 
''whether  the  unofficial  influence  which 
he  may  have  had  on  the  policy  makers 
in  the  State  Department  was  extensive, 
and  if  he  did  have  that  influence  whether 
his  influence  was  good  or  bad.  That  was 
an  extremely  pertinent  matter. 

I  should  like  to  read  a  few  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  which  I  thought  should  have  been 
asked  with  regard  to  this  subject.  Here 
are  questions  in  the  Lattimore  case, 
which  were  not  covered. 

I  refer  to  my  individual  views: 

There  is  no  authoritative  and  detailed 
presentation  in  the  record  from  the  State 
Department  setting  forth  precise  evidence, 
dates,  etc.,  concerning  Mr.  Lattimore’s  re¬ 
lationship  in  the  State  Department.  The 
persons  mentioned  by  Mr.  Budenz  as  having 
had  relations  with  Mr.  Lattimore  have  not 
been  examined.  There  were  some  16  in 
number. 

Those  who  headed  the  China  desk  in  the 
State  Department  have  not  been  questioned 
to  determine  whether  Mr.  Lattimore  gave 
advice  on  United  States  policy  on  China, 
and  whether  his  advice  was  followed. 

The  United  States  Ambassadors  to  China 
who  held  that  office  during  Mr.  Lattimore’s 
period  of  activity  have  not  been  questioned 
along  the  same  line. 

One  can  very  well  see  that  those  are 
pertinent  questions.  They  are  questions 
which  could  not  be  gone  into  in  public. 

The,  subcommittee  has  not  discovered 
whether  any  new  information  has  come  into 
the  possesion  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
respecting  Mr.  Lattimore  since  March  24, 
1950,  when  the  members  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  were  allowed  to  see  a  summary  of  Mr. 
Lattimore’s  files. 

On  April  25, Budenz  stated  that  he 
would  furnish  the^ubcommittee  with  names 
of  Communists  whopi  he  knew  to  be  in  the 
State  Department.  *$Jiat  list  has  not  come 
to  the  subcommittee.  \ 

Investigation  has  nokbeen  made  of  all 
those  whom  Mr.  Lattimore  is  supposed  to 
have  brought  into  the  Institute  of  Pacific 
Relations. 

It  seems  to  me  that  those  ate  all  legiti¬ 
mate  questions  which  a  trained  commis¬ 
sion  would  go  into,  and  whichvanyone 
would  desire  to  go  into  who  waited  to 
reach  a  dependable  conclusion  about  this 
case. 

This  went  to  the  very  heart  of  the 
whole  Lattimore  question  and  it  is  a  pity 
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Cannot  be  done.  I  hope  that  it  will  be 
done  whenever  possible.  I  withdraw  my 
objf 

i, VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob- 
jection\to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill?' 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  still  wish  the  floor? 

Mr.  CORDON-  Mr.  President,  if  it  is 
in  order,  I  wish  tsq  move  an  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  not  in 
order  until  the  bill  Is  before  the  Senate. 
Is  there  objection  to  the  px-esent  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  3859)  to  authoi’ize  the  President  to 
control  the  anchorage  and  movement  of 
foreign-flag  vessels  in  waters  of  the 
United  States  when  the  national  security 
of  the  United  States  is  endangered,,  and 
for  other  pui’poses,  which  had  been  re¬ 
ported  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foi'eign  Commerce  with  amend¬ 
ments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  fii'st  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  first  amendment  was  on  page  2, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “necessary”,  to 
strike  out  “in  his  opinion.” 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  I  desire  to  ask  the 
reason  for  striking  out  those  words.  Let 
me  state  the  point  that  occurs  to  me. 
If  I  am  in  error,  I  am  readily  susceptible 
to  correction;  but  I  should  like  to  state 
the  point.  As  I  see  it,  the  effect  of 
striking  out  the  words  “in  his  opinion” 
is  to  leave  it  as  a  question  of  fact  as  to 
whether  it  is  in  fact  necessary,  in  order 
to  secure  the  vessels,  that  the  action 
may  be  taken;  whereas,  if  the  words  “in 
his  opinion”  are  retained,  it  leaves  it  to 
the  President’s  opinion  to  determine 
whether  it  is  necessary.  I  am  wonder¬ 
ing  whether  the  committee  thinks  it  ad¬ 
visable  to  make  the  amendment — 
whether  the  committee  thinks  it  should 
be  narrow,  confined  to  the  question  of 
whether  there  is  actual  necessity,  or 
whether  the  committee  thinks  it  better 
to  leave  it  to  the  President’s  own  opin 
ion.  That  is  the  inquiry  I  should  lil 
to  address  to  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  may  say J6  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  that  the  Senator 
from  Maine  was  somewhat  concerned, 
not  about  giving  the  President  the  au¬ 
thority,  but  that  a  subversive  might  be 
picked  up  on  the  waterfront  who  might 
go  into  court  and  even  subpena  the 
President,  for  the  purpose  of  determin¬ 
ing-  whether  the  facts  supported  his 
opinion  that -he  should  declai'e  a  water¬ 
front  emergency;/  The  Senator  from 
Maine  and  I  ag/ee  that  the  bill  would 
not  be  damaged  in  any  way  by  striking 
out  those  woj*5s,  and  that  it  might  make 
clear  what/ve  really  intended. 

Mr.  BRjETWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Sen/tor  yield? 

Mr.  ^AGNUSQN.  I  yield. 

Mrf  BREWSTER.  This  restriction 
ap/ears  both  in  line  6  and  in  line  13, 
where  it  reads  “not  especially  author¬ 
ized  by  him.”  I  raised  the  question  in 
both  instances,  because  it  is  quite  ob- 
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vious  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  would  be  a  little  too  busy  to  have 
an  opinion  about  this  ship  or  about  pro¬ 
tecting  people  who  go  abroad.  There¬ 
fore,  it  is  another  example  of  the  tend¬ 
ency  in  recent  years  to  repose  all  power 
in  the  President,  understanding  that  he 
must  necessarily  delegate  the  authority. 
The  tradition  of  America  is  to  delegate 
it  to  the  responsible  authority,  a  Cabinet 
officer  or  some  other  official  of  the  Gov- 
ei'nment,  and  it  is  contemplated  that  the 
President,  in  his  x’ules  and  regulations, 
will  determine  who  shall  exercise  the 
authority.  I  believe  that  when  this  bill 
goes  to  conference,  appropriate  language 
will  then  emerge  which  will  be  a  provi¬ 
sion  that  it  shall  be  determined  by  com¬ 
petent,  recognized,  or  duly  created  au¬ 
thority;  which  is  the  way  I  think  it 
should  be. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  very 
much  appreciate  the  explanation.  I 
think  it  would  be  rather  unfortunate  to 
require  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
right  of  the  President  to  take  this  action 


punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than,7 
10  years  and  may,  at  the  discretion  of  th€ 
court,  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000.”  / 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreecMo. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  the  amendment  fh\  line  10, 

I  am  not  certain  as  to  whether  the  short¬ 
ened  reading  by  the  clerk  included  all  of 
that  section.  If  it  did.Jmen  I  want  to 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  ad¬ 
vises  the  Chair  that,*ne  read  all  of  it.  Is 
it  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  which  the  Senator  wishes 
to  offer?  / 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  desire  to  offer  an 
amendment,  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  insepfing  a  new  section,  No.  3. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  having  been  agreed  to, 
it  will"  first  be  necessary  to  reconsider 
the/ote  by  which  the  committee  amend- 
t  was  agreed  to.  Without  objection, 
at  will  be  done.  The  Senator  may  now 
•  offer  his  amendment. 


■  that  there  must  be  demonstrated  and 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  desire  to  offer  an 

’established  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  the  necessity. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  quite  agree.  , 

Mr.  DONNELL.  It  seems  to  me  it 
should  be  left,  if  not  to  the  President,  at 
least  toSa  responsible  official  to  use  his 
opinion  in  determining  whether  the  ne¬ 
cessity  exists.  I  am  reassured  by  the 
assurance  by  both  Senators. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2, 
in  line  14,  to  strike  but  “by  him.” 

The  amendment  was.  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  line  18, 
after  the  word  “States’\to  strike  out 
“and  in  Alaska,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 

Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands”  and 
insert  “the  Canal  Zone,  and  all  territory 
and  wafer,  continental  or  insular,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  99 

^The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

/  The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3, 
in  line  1,  after  the  word  “available”,  to 
sti’ike  out  “for  the  national  defense” 
and  insert  “to  the  executive  depart¬ 
ments.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  after  line  3, 
to  insert  a  new  section: 

Sec.  2.  Section  4  of  title  II  of  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  220;  U.  S.  C.,  title  50, 
sec.  194) ,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘‘The  President  may  employ  such  depart¬ 
ments,  agencies,  officers,  or  instrumentalities 
of  the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  title.” 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  line  10, 
to  insert  a  new  section: 

Sec.  3.  Section  2  of  title  II  of  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  220;  U.  S.  C.,  title  50, 
sec.  192),  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  subsection: 

“(a)  If  any  other  person  fails  to  comply 
with  any  regulation  or  rule  issued  or  order 
given  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or 
obstructs  or  interferes  with  the  exercise  of 
any  power  conferred  by  this  title,  he  shall  be 


amendment  to  section  3,  on  page  3,  line 
14,  after  the  word  “pei’son”,  to  insert 
“knowingly”;  and,  in  line  16,  before  the 
word  “obstructs”,  to  insert  “knowingly.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3, 
line  14,  after  the  word  “person”  insert 
“knowingly”;  and  in  line  16,  before  the 
word  “obstructs”  insert  the  word  “know¬ 
ingly.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 
Without  objection,  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended,  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  address  an  inquiry,  by  unanimous 
consent,  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington,  I  desire  to  say  first 
that  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  action 
was  taken  a  moment  ago  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  3,  line  1.  I  am  asking, 
however,  to  revert  to  that  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  my  inquiry.  It  states,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  “Any  appropriation  available  to  the 
executive  departments  shall  be  available 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph.”  It  ocurs  to  me,  from  a  very 
hasty  glance  at  it,  that  we  may  be  mak¬ 
ing  a  mistake  there.  I  do  not  know 
whether  there  is  any  appropriation  that 
is  available  to  all  executive  departments. 
Would  it  not  be  better  if  it  should  read 
“any  appropriation  available  to  any  of 
the  executive  departments?” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  would  serve 
the  same  purpcse.  The  Coast  Guard, 
as  the  Senator  knqws,  is  under  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department.  -.The  main  responsi¬ 
bility  for  inspection  would  be  in  the 
Coast  Guard.  The  Coast  Guard  is  not 
under  the  Department  -  of  National  De¬ 
fense.  I  have  always  advocated  that  it 
should  have  stayed  there/ but  it  went 
back  to  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  It  might  be  that  we 
would  have  to  find  an  appropriation 
available  to  all  executive  departments, 
and  there  might  be  none  such. 

Mi'.  President,  I  respectfully  move 
that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  action 
by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


10954 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  21 


and  that  the  amendment  shall  read  “to 
any  of  the  executive  departments.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  accept  that  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  action  of  the  Senate  in 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  will  be  re¬ 
considered.  \ 

The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment  !j 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  j 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3, 
line  1,  after  the  word  “to”,  it  is  pro- 
posed  to  insert  “any  of.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques-; 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment , 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  to ' 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  ; 
was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques- 1 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  1 
amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  | 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  3, 
line  20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
words  “on  or”,  and  in  line  21,  to  strike 
out  “earlier.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  \ 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  ; 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  1  of  title  - 
II  of  the  act  of  June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  217; 
U.  S.  C.,  title  50,  section  191),  is  amended! 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  ; 
new  paragraph: 

“Whenever  the  President  finds  that  the  , 
security  of  the  United  States  is  endangered  \ 
by  reason  of  actual  or  threatened  war,  or  j 
invasion,  or  of  disturbances  or  threatened  t 
disturbances  of  the  international  relations  1 
of  the  United  States,  the  President  is  au-  ; 
thorized  to  institute  such  measures  and  issue  \ 
such  rules  and  regulations — 

“(a)  to  govern  the  anchorage  and  move 
ment  of  any  foreign -flag  vessels  in  the  terri¬ 
torial  waters  of  the  United  States,  to  inspect 
such  vessels  at  any  time,  to  place  guards 
thereon,  and,  if  necessary  in  order  to  secure 
such  vessels  from  damage  or  injury,  or  to 
prevent  damage  or  injury  to  any  harbor  or 
waters  of  the  United  States,  or  to  secure  the 
observance  of  rights  and  obligations  to  the 
United  States,  may  take  for  such  purposes 
full  possession  and  control  of  such  vessels 
and  remove  therefrom  the  officers  and  crew 
thereof,  and  all  other  persons  not  especially 
authorized  to  go  or  remain  on  board  thereof; 

“(b)  to  safeguard  against  destruction,  loss, 
or  injury  from  sabotage  or  other  subversive 
acts,  accidents,  or  other  causes  of  similar 
nature,  vessels,  harbors,  ports,  apd  water¬ 
front  facilities  in  the  United  States,  the 
Canal  Zone,  and  all  territory  and  water,  con¬ 
tinental  or  insular,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States.  ' 

Any  appropriation  available  to  any  of  the 
Executive  Departments  §hall  be  available  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  4  of  title  II  of  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  220;  U.  S.  C.,  title  50, 
section  194),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  President  may  employ  such  depart¬ 
ments,  agencies/ officers,  or  instrumentalities 
of  the  United  .States  as  he  may  deem  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  title.” 

Sec.  3.  Section  2  of  title  II  of  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  220;  U.  S.  C.,  title  50, 
sec.  192^/  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  subsection: 

“(^r)  If  any  other  person  knowingly  fails 
to  pbmply  with  any  regulation  or  rule  issued 
or/order  given  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title,  or  knowingly  obstructs  or  interferes 
with  the  exercise  of  any  power  conferred  by 
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this  title,  he  shall  be  punished  by  imprison¬ 
ment  for  not  more  than  10  years  and  may,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  court,  be  fined  not  more 
than  $10,000.” 

Sec.  4.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  ex¬ 
pire  on  such  date  as  may  be  specified  by 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate1  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1851,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  the  appropriation  bill,  I 
have  two  amendments  on  the  desk.  If 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday  of  next  week  the 
section  of  the  bill  to  which  my  amend¬ 
ments  relate  should  be  agreed  to,  I  hope 
I  may  be  permitted  to  discuss  them 
after  that  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  to  the  text  of  the  bill,  it  would 
not  be  in  order  to  consider  them  until 
all  committee  amendments  are  disposed 
of. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  the  bill  will  not  be  passed  before 
next  Tuesday.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  Senator’s  request. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  doubt  that  the 
bill  will  pass  by  that  time,  but  I  hope 
the  Senator  will  help  to  expedite  its 
passage. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  satisfied  that  if 
the  Senator  from  Washington  will  with¬ 
draw  his  request  there  will  not  be  any 
difficulty  about  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  can  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  upon  my  return. 

Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  request. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  EMPLOY 

LOYALTY  INVESTIGATION 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
mit  the  following  resolution  and  ask  tha^ 
it  be  received  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Whereas  Report  No.  2108,  entitled  “State 
Department  Employee  Loyalty  Investigation,” 
as  printed  and  distributed  on  July  21  differs 
from  the  report  submitted  to  the  Senate  on 
July  20  in  certain  important  respects,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  being  called  on  the  cover  sheet 
a  “Report  of  the  Committee”;  and 

Whereas  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  has  adopted 
the  report;  and 

Whereas  a  false  impression  of  the  status 
of  this  report  will  be  spread  abroad  by  the 
cover  which  has  been  substituted  since  it 
was  received  by  this  body:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  said  Report  No.  2108  be 
at  once  withdrawn  from  distribution  until 
the  cover  be  replaced  to  agree  with  that 
covering  the  report  as  submitted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  resolution  will  be  received. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  316)' submitted 
by  Mr.  Flanders,  was  received  and  or¬ 
dered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings]  has  seen  fit  to 
absent  himself  from  the  Chamber.  I 
have  always  understood  that  the  free 


State  of  Maryland  prided  itself  on 
tolerance.  As  I  understand,  tolerar 
means  an  attitude  of  forbearance, 
ward  the  views,  opinions,  and  actions 
i  of  others,  even  though  one  fin^  one¬ 
self  not  entirely  in  accord  with  them. 

I  am  sorry,  too,  that  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  is  not  here  because  I  wanted 
to  pay  my  tribute  to  the’' magnificent 
histrionic  performance  which  he  afford¬ 
ed  us  yesterday  afternoon.  I  have  al¬ 
ways  enjoyed  the  thea«rer,  Mr.  President. 
I  think  I  know  a  gopd  show  when  I  see 
one,  and  the  Senator’s  performance  was 
good  theater  from’beginning  to  end. 

The  decision/  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  to  enter  the  field  of  statecraft 
deprived  the.Stage  of  a  shining  luminary. 
The  Senator  compared  the  work  of  his 
committed  with  the  performance  of  Mac¬ 
beth.  Ip  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  that 
part  is'  not  exactly  suited  to  the  Sena- 
tor’s/feuperb  talents.  I  should  rather  see 
hiip  cast  in  the  role  of  the  melancholy 
ne.  I  have,  however,  a  further  sug- 
estion.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  would  make  one  of  the  outstanding 
Simon  Legrees  of  all  times.  I  can  see 
him  now,  with  a  handlebar  mustache, 
high  boots,  black-snake  whip  in  hand, 
crossing  a  river  of  artificial  ice,  pursu¬ 
ing  with  inexorable  fury  an  Uncle  Tom, 
a  Little  Eva,  or  perhaps  a  Joe  Mc¬ 
Carthy. 

George  Bernard  Shaw  once  said  that 
it  is  an  extremely  difficult  thing  to  put 
on  the  stage  anything  which  runs  con¬ 
trary  to  the  opinions  of  a  large  body  of 
persons.  I  think  we  should  bear  that  in 
mind  in  judging  the  performance  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland.  I  think  he 
must  have  known,  when  he  spoke,  that 
the  show  he  was  putting  on  ran  contrary 
to  the  opinions  of  a  large  body  of  the 
American  people.  I  think  we  should 
judge  his  art  and  his  high  skill  with  that 
in  mind. 

When  the  Senator  had  completed  his 
performance  yesterday  I  think  many  of 
tus  left  the  Chamber  uncertain  whether 
we  had  seen  a  farce,  a  comedy,  or  a 
tragedy.  For  my  part,  at  one  point,  at 
least,  the  Senator,  in  his  performance, 
reached  high  tragedy.  I  was  sorry  to  see 
:  Senator,  for  whom  I  have  always  had 
id  still  have  a  high  regard,  stoop  to 
aiyargument  unworthy  of  him.  I  refer, 
"  surse,  to  the  argument  he  made  that 
all  tftQse  who  in  this  Chamber  have  sup- 
portedSa  reduction  in  Marshall  plan  aid 
funds  ware  associates  of  Stalin  and  play¬ 
ing  the  Communist  line. 

I  want  ttfihe  perfectly  fair  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator.  I  shafit  not  give  any  opportunity 
for  misquotation  to  arise.  Therefore  I 
shall  read  theVxact  language  of  the 
Senator  with  reference  to  the  argument 
to  which  I  have  re\pred.  I  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Mr.  Tydings.  Mr.  Present,  I  have  In  my 
hand  an  editorial  or  statement  by  Mr.  Wil¬ 
liam  Z.  Foster,  noted  Communist,  writing  in 
Political  Affairs.  He  advocated  as  the  major 
point,  it  seems  to  me,  reductioV of  the  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  aid,  and  the  cutting  ctf  the  arms 
budget  for  the  Atlantic  Pact  countries,  and 
so  forth.  These  are  issues  around  i\ich  the 
masses  can  be  rallied.  I  find  that  When  it 
comes  to  cutting  the  arms  aid,  and  cutting 
the  Marshall-plan  aid,  the  Senator  f\m 
Indiana  has  a  wonderful  record.  He 
voted  against  the  Marshall-plan  aid. 
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ceding  Congresses,  to  employ  such  clerical 
ana- other  assistance,  to  require  by  subpena, 
or  otherwise,  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesse^^nd  the  production  of  such  corre- 
spondeiW,  books,  papers,  and  documents,  to 
make  sucuVinvestigations,  to  administer  such 
oaths,  to  t!i£e  such  testimony,  and  to  incur 
such  expenditures  as  it  deems  advisable. 

The  cost  of  stenographic  services  to  report 
such  hearings  9hall  not  be  in  excess  of  25 
cents  per  hundred  words.  The  expenses  of 
the  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed 
$  ,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent 

fund  of  the  Senate  uf)qn  vouchers  approved 
by  the  chairman  of  thd'icommittee. 

The  statement  presehted  by  Mr.  Fer¬ 
guson  is  as  follows :  \ 

Statement  by  Senator  Ferguson 

I  have  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  resolu¬ 
tion  calling  for  the  creation  o\  a  special 
committee  to  monitor  the  immediate  defense 
effort  in  the  same  way  that  the  Truman 
Committee  functioned  in  the  late  war.  The”  ’ 
occasion  for  such  a  committee  is  already  here 
because  we  are  involved  in  an  international 
police  effort  approximating  war  and  we  are 
stepping  up  our  home  and  the  Atlantic  na¬ 
tion’s  preparedness  efforts  far  in  excess  of 
normal  peacetime  operations. 

Accordingly,  the  Senate  should  have  at  its 
immediate  disposal  an  instrument  in  the 
form  of  a  special  committee  which  can  in¬ 
quire  into  the  progress  we  are  making,  moni¬ 
tor  the  programs  being  launched,  inquire 
into  such  bottlenecks  as  develop,  expedite 
procurement  operations,  examine  contracts, 
and  guard  against  waste  in  the  use  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds  in  the  same  efficient  manner 
as  was  done  by  the  Truman  committee. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  have  this  com¬ 
mittee  intefere  in  any  manner  with  the  work 
of  other  committees.  The  Armed  Services 
Committee  will  still  have  the  vital  job  of 
keeping  its  finger  on  the  work  and  problems 
of  the  Armed  Services.  The  Appropriations 
Committee  and  the  Expenditures  Committee 
will  have  all  they  can  handle  to  keep  track 
of  the  Nation’s  expenditures  for  military  and 
civilian  purposes.  Other  committees  will  still 
have  the  job  of  supervising  legislative  mat¬ 
ters  of  priorities,  allocations.  Government 
contracts,  credit  policies,  and  other  impor¬ 
tant  phases  of  the  civilian  economy  and  its 
relation  to  the  preparedness  efforts. 

But  by  the  very  nature  of  things  all  these 
efforts  of  our  regular  standing  committees 
must  be  compartmentalized  because  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  country’s  affairs  is  divided 
among  15  or  more  committees.  There  is 
urgent  need  today,  just  as  there  was  when 
the  Truman  committee  was  formed,  for  a 
special  committee  with  full  investigatory 
powers  to  cut  across  jurisdictional  lines  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  problems  from 
many  angles  and  to  do  the  important  job 
of  coordination  which  proved  so  valuable  in 
the  operations  of  the  Truman  committee. 

The  resolution  I  have  proposed  calls  upon 
the  President  of  the  Senate  to  appoint  a 
special  committee  of  seven  jgenators  and  the 
presumption  is  that  they  will  be  selected 
from  the  several  different'regular  committees 
which  will  be  immediately  concerned  with 
our  enlarged  preparedness  efforts.  As  in  the 
Truman  committee/I  hope  this  new  com¬ 
mittee  will  be  representative  of  both  our 
major  political  parties  so  as  to  make  the 
committee  national  in  character  in  keeping 
with  the  highldaals  and  motives  which  com¬ 
pel  us  to  engage  upon  a  preparedness  pro¬ 
gram  at  this  time. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  IN¬ 
SURANCE  ACT— CHANGE  IN  CONFEREES 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  name  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker] 
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be  substituted  for  that  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  as  a  member  of  the  conference 
committee  conferring  on  the  FDIC  bill 
(S.  2822)  to  amend  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Act  (U.  S.  C.,  title  12,  sec. 
264). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none  and  the 
substitution  will  be  made. 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORA¬ 
TION-PRINTING  OF  SENATE  BILL  WITH 

HOUSE  AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  dealing 
with  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration,  Senate  bill  2822,  be  printed 
with  the  House  amendments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob- 
iection.  it  is  so  ordered. 


SUSPEND  THE 
GENERAL  AP- 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION  TO 

RULE— AMENDMENT  TO 

PROPRIATION S  BILL 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  submitted  the  follow¬ 
ing  notice  in  writing: 

In  accordance  witllcule  XL  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  I  hereby  give  notice  in 
writing  that  it  is  my  intention  to  move  to 
suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786), 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  the  follow¬ 
ing  amendment,  namely:  On  page  478,  be¬ 
tween  lines  18  and  19,  insert  the  following: 

“Sec.  .  No  funds  or  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  made  available  by  this  act  shall  be  used 
for  the  construction  of  any  structure,  work, 
or  other  project  unless  (1)  such  construction 
is  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be 
essential  to  national  security,  or  (2)  the  con¬ 
struction  of  such  structure,  work,  or  other 
project  has  been  commenced  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  and  substantial  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
will  result  if  the  proposed  further  construc¬ 
tion  is  not  carried  out.” 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  also  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  House  bill  7786,  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 

—  OeWDI^OWO  IN  -FTAfr'y^AR'nei.B  BY 

SENATOR  BENTON 

[Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  written 
by  him  regarding  conditions  in  Italy,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  KOREAN  CRISIS  AND  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING— ADDRESS  BY 

GEORGE  N.  CRAIG 

[Mr.  BRIDGES  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  on 
the  subject  of  the  Korean  crisis  and  the  need 
for  universal  military  training,  delivered  by 
George  N.  Craig,  national  commander,  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion,  before  the  Special  Conference  of 
Department  Commanders  of  the  The  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  in  Indianapolis,  on  July  23,  1950, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

KOREA  AS  A  TEST  OF  WORLD  LAW— AR¬ 
TICLE  BY  DR.  PAUL  F.  DOUGLASS 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 


titled  "Test  of  World  Law,”  written  bv  Dr 
Paul  F.  Douglass,  president  of  American  Uni  I 
versity  for  the  United  Nations  League  of 
Lawyers,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix'] 

RESETTLEMENT  OF  DISPLACED  PER 
SONS  IN  WISCONSIN— ARTICLE  FROM 

LA  CROSSE  REGISTER 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  resettlement  of  displaced  persons 
in  Wisconsin,  published  in  the  La  Crosse 
Register  of  July  21,  1950,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ABANDONMENT  BY  NORWAY  OF  SUBSIDY 
PLAN  FOR  AGRICULTURE 

[Mr.  THYE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  iaf  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Norway  Subsidy  Plan  Too  Expensive  ” 
published  inihe  St.  Paul  Dispatch  of  Thurs¬ 
day,  July  20,  1950,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.]  ’ 

,  *THE  Q-ASE  OF  MR.  KRIPS — EDITORIAL 
/  FROM  NEW  YORK  TIMES 


[Mr.  LEHMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “The  Case  of  Mr.  Krips,”  published  in 
the  New  York  Times  of  July  21,  1950,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  PRESIDENT’S  MILITARY  PROGRAM— 
$3,000,000,000  EC’A  PROGRAM  FOR  NA¬ 
TIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  taxes 
need  not  be  raised  to  meet  the  cost  of 
;he  President’s  military  program.  The 
President  has  requested  $10,000,000,000 
for  the  program.  In  the  face  of  oncom¬ 
ing  war  and  our  preparation  for  it,  the 
ECA,  formerly  called  the  Marshall  plan, 
a  peacetime  endeavor,  could  be  stopped’. 
The  ECA’s  $3,000,000,000  could  now  be 
ised  for  the  President’s  expanded  mili¬ 
ary  program. 

Mr.  President,  other  strictly  peacetime 
projects  costing  the  heavily-burdened 
American  taxpayers  billions  of  dollars, 
should  also  be  stopped  during  the  time 
;he  taxpayers  are  being  called  upon  to 
iay  for  the  big  military  program. 

!CA  FUNDS  DIVERTED  INSTEAD  OF  HIGHER  TAXES 

The  $3,000,000,000  which  we  could  save 
from  ECA  would  be  a  big  start.  We  can 
lave  more  money  elsewhere  in  the  bud¬ 
get  expenditures  without  having  to  in¬ 
crease  taxes.  It  is  well  known  and  the 
statement  appeared  in  press  dispatches 
duringUhe  past  few  days  that  the  actual 
estimatl-of  the  Armed  Services  for  fight¬ 
ing  the  Korean  war  is  about  $5,000,000,- 
000. 

ACETIME  DEFICIT 

Apparently  cbe  remainder  is  for  prep¬ 
arations  elsewhere,  except  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  does  need  prahably  from  three  and 
a  half  to  five  billiorS«  dollars  to  cover  up 
his  peacetime  deficit, \jhich  has  not  been 
mentioned  since  the  Korean  war  began, 
or,  rather,  since  the  President  said  we 
were  pursuing  a  police  acnon  in  Korea. 

ONE  BILLION  TWO  HUNDRED  AND  ITTTY  MILLION 
DOLLARS  MILITARY  ASSISTANCE  OO  FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES 

Another  $1,250,000,000  could  be^ound 
in  the  appropriation  for  military  ^as¬ 
sistance  to  foreign  countries.  Th^it 
money  could  be  better  spent  on  our  own 
military  preparations. 
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ECA  COUNTRIES’  LOYALTY  QUESTIONABLE 

Isdoubt  if  most  of  the  countries  re¬ 
ceiving  our  assistance  would  come  to  our 
aid.  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  present 
emergency,  one  after  another  of  the 
countrieNjias  said,  “Sorry,  we  cannot 
send  our  men.  Some  of  the  things  you 
gave  us,  maybe,  but  not  our  manpower.” 

Further  support  of  the  position  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  takes 
in  this  matter  m&y  be  found  in  the  title 
of  the  original  ECA  statute,  Public  Law 
472,  Eightieth  Congress,  chapter  169, 
second  session. 

ECA  NOT  CONSISTENT  WITH  STABILITY  OF  UNITED 
STATES 

After  reciting  the  things  we  are  to  do 
for  the  ECA  or  Marshall  plah  countries, 
it  states: 

And  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  strength  and  stability  of  the  United 
States. 

I  submit  that  the  continuation  of  aid 
under  the  Marshall  plan,  or  ECA,  of  from, 
three  to  five  billion  dollars  a  year,  while 
we  are  preparing  for  war,  is  not  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
strength  and  stabilitly  of  the  United 
States. 

Further,  section  101  says: 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948. 

PRESENT  RECOVERY  STATUS  OF  ECA  NATIONS — 
NOTE  OF  RECOVERY 

Economic  cooperation  for  what?  To 
expand  peacetime  facilities.  All  the 
argument  and  controversy  about  ex¬ 
panding  the  peacetime  industrial  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  face  of  war  preparation  may 
be  disregarded. 

I  should  like  at  this  time  to  submit 
for  the  Record  a  table  showing  the  re¬ 
covery  of  the  ECA  nations.  All  ECA 
nations  show  a  100-percent  or  greater 
recovery,  on  the  basis  of  the  1937  percent 
industrial  index,  with  the  exception  of 
Belgium,  which  shows  a  95-percent  re¬ 
covery,  Germany  bizone,  -95  percent,  and 
Greece,  97  percent.  The  recovery  of  the 
remaining  countries  goes  up  as  high  as 
148  percent,  as  in  the  case  of  Sweden. 
The  United  Kingdom’s  percentage  is  124. 
The  percentage  of  recovery  from  1946, 
the  year  following  the  year,  to  1947,  and 
from  1947  and  1948,  prior  to  the  passage 
of  the  Marshall  plan,  was  at  about  the 
same  rate  of  recovery  as  from  1948  to 
1949,  and  during  1949  and  tfie  first  3 
months  of  1950  under  the  Marshall  plan. 
In  other  words,  there  is  no  clear  accelera¬ 
tion  of  the  trend  of  recovery  after  the 
Marshall  plan  was  adopted. 

However,  regardless  of  what  the  effect 
of  the  Marshall  plan  may  have  been — 
and  I  intend  to  say  more  about  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  qf'  my  address — Marshall 
plan  countries  are  on  an  average  approx¬ 
imately  120  percent  recovered  over  the 
1937  industrial  index. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  the 
table  ipv  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

Ttfere  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


ECA  nations — Index  numbers  of  industrial  production — 1937=100  ( except  where  other¬ 
wise  noted) — Annual,  1946,  1947,  1948,  1949,  and  latest  monthly  figure 
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[As  of  May  5,  1950] 


1946 

1947 

1948 

Austria . . . . . . . 

0) 

74 

51 

78 

Belgium . . . . 

86 

93 

101 

110 

129 

73 

87 

102 

Germany  bizone . . . . 

2  34 

40 

60 

53 

67 

73 

109 

113 

130 

o 

(*) 

75 

93 

98 

Luxemburg . . . . . . 

89 

(0 

114 

Netherlands _ 

95 

100 

115 

125 

Sweden _  _ _ _ _ _ 

137 

141 

149 

United  Kingdom . . . 

90 

98 

109 

1949 


104 
49 
137 
112 
3  89 
87 
‘  135 
104  , 
113' 


JO) 


132 

116 


Latest 

monthly 

figure 


Date 


114  December  1949. 

95  Do. 

145  February  1950. 

.149  January  1950. 

3  95  December  1949. 

97  Do. 

138  Third  quarter  1949. 
108  January  1950. 

103  Do. 

135  Do. 

135  Do. 

148  December  1949. 

124  January  1950. 


1  Not  available. 

3  Base  1936=100. 

3  Federal  republic. 

4  3  quarter  average. 

Source:  Statistical  Bulletin  of  the  United  Nations,  April  1950. 
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HIGHER  TAXES  FIRST  THOUGHT  OF  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  in  an  , 
editorial  in  this  morning’s  Wall  Street/ 
Journal  appears  a  very  interesting  com¬ 
ment  on  how  to  raise  the  money  required 
to  fight  a  war.  I  quote  the  editorial  in 
part:  % 

It  is  characteristic  of  the  way  we  have  been 
induced  toxthink  that  the  first  reaction  to 
the  “pay  as  wfe  go”  suggestion  is  higher  taxes. 
And  perhaps  they  will  have  j£  come;  but 
higher  taxes  are  . not  the  way ’to  start.  The 
start  should  be  cutting  expenditures. 

If  Congress  began  now:  to  consider  a  tax 
bill — and  it  has  evei^r,  wish  to  postpone  it — 
the  country  would  be  half  through  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  "year  before  the  new  taxes  could 
be  collected.  But  by  cutting  down  expendi¬ 
tures  the  same  result  of  balancing  Treasury 
receipts  and  expenditures  begins  imme¬ 
diately.  J  \ 

The  serious  implications  of  ’Korea  have 
been  apparent  for  some  days.  Yet  so  far  as 
we  know  there  has  been  no  indication  from 
Congress,  that  anything  has  happened  to 
change  '  the  Government  financial  outlook. 
Instead,  Congress  seems  to  take  the  attitude 
that  it  is  perfectly  sound  to  add  more 
pendages  to  an  overgrown  Governmei 
establishment. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  our  first  reac¬ 
tion  in  Congress  unfortunately  is  to  add 
to  expenditures  and  to  raise  taxes.  To 
many,  is  is  a  very  simple  way  to  carry  on 
the  Government  business. 

THE  ECA  $3,000,000,000 - HOW  USELESS 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  show 
for  the  Record  exactly  where  the  ap¬ 
proximately  $3,000,000,000  is  located. 
The  direction  of  this  expenditure  could 
easily  be  changed  so  that  the  money 
would  go  for  national  defense,  instead  of 
our  having  to  raise  taxes  while  creating 
more  peacetime  business  in  the  Marshall 
plan  countries. 

Mr.  President,  the  following  table 
shows  the  conditions  of  the  ECA  appro¬ 
priations  up  to  date: 

Spent  Apr.  3,  1948,  to  June  30, 

1948  _ _  $738,  500,  000 

Spent  July  1,  1948  to  June  30, 

1949  (1949  fiscal  year) _  5,170,800,000 

Spent  July  1,  1949  to  June  30, 

1950  (1950  fiscal  year) _  3,592,090,000 


Sp^nt  July  1  to  July  23,  1950.  $24,  410,  000 


9,  525,  800,  000 


Carry-over  from  1950  fiscal..  277,  000,  000 
New  appropriation  for  1951 _  2,  700,  000,  000 


Available  for  1951  fiscal _  2,  977,  000,  000 

Less  amount  spent  since 
July  1 -  24,410,000 


Leaving  available  now _  2,  952,  590,  000 

AMOUNT  AVAILABLE 

So,  we  can  see  that  there  is  approxi¬ 
mately  $3,000,000,000  available  for  na¬ 
tional  defense  as  of  today. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Available  for  what? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Available  for  anything' 
Congress  desires  to  do  with  it.  The  taxes 
are  levied  and  the  appropriation  is  made, 
and  the  money  is  lying  there. 

In  further  answer  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  a  simple 
amendment  to  the  act  by  the  Senate  and 
the  House,  signed  by  the  President,  would 
direct  where  the  money  should  go,  where 
it  should  have  gone  long  before. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  table 
showing  the  total  procurement  au+hori- 
;ations  fqr  ECA  by  countries,  and  I  ask 
.animods  consent  that  the  table  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follow , 

Purchase 

Total  by  country,  as  of  July  approvals, 
19,  1950:  A  total 


Total  spent  to  June  30, 

1950  . . .  9,501,390,000 


Austria _ A__ _ -  - 

Belgium-Luxemburg 
Denmark  \ 

$445,  561,  000 
490,  902,  000 
208,  774,  000 

France _  _  \_  _ 

.  .  2,  005, 107,  000 

Germany  (FederaMlepub- 

lie).  .  .  -V 

893,  837,  000 

Greece _ _S, 

....  362,  825,  000 

Iceland _ _ _  . 

V _  15,  415,  000 

Ireland 

-_V-  134,603,000 

Italy _ _  _ _ 

\  1,071,020,000 

Indonesia  _  _ 

_  \.  101,472,000 

Netherlands 

-  '-771,  578,  000 

Norway _ 

.  .  185.  581,  000 

Portugal- _ _ _ 

32,129,000 

Sweden _  _  ._  .. 

_  96,711,000 

Trieste 

29  shfi,  non 

Turkey  _  _ 

103, 023, 000 

United  Kingdom _ 

_  2,567,753,600 

Total,  Europe _ 

- - 

_  9,  525,  800,  000 

1950 
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teas  made.  In  these  cases  the  employing 
agencies  were  immediately  notified  that  un¬ 
favorable  information  relating  to  suitability 
is  available  to  them  in  the  files  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  and  steps  were  taken 
to  initiate  investigation  by  the  Commission. 
We  were\ubsequently  notified  that  one  of 
these  persons  was  separated  by  the  employ¬ 
ing  agency.  \The  case  of  the  other  is  cur¬ 
rently  being  investigated  by  the  Commission. 

Of  the  13  cafcfs  referred  to  in  our  letter 
to  Senator  WhebhK.  only  1  is  still  employed  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Federal  service. 
In  this  case  the  Commission  does  not  have 
jurisdiction  to  require,  separation.  The  in¬ 
formation  in  our  files  Taas  been  reported  to 
the  employing  agency,  ^le  agency  has  ad¬ 
vised  that  after  considerm^  all  the  facts  in 
the  case  it  does  not  contemplate  separating 
this  employee.  \ 

It  is  hoped  that  this  will  supply  you  with 
the  desired  information  concerning  these 
cases.  \ 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  B.  Mitchel* 

Chairl 


oa\ 

tairman. 


United  States  V 

Civil  Service  Commission,  \ 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  19,  1950.  \ 
Hon.  Homer  Ferguson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Ferguson:  Answering  your 
letter  of  May  16,  1950,  it  will  take  some  time 
to  get  together  the  information  desired,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  relation  to  classification  of  jobs. 

However,  we  are  proceeding  with  the  mat¬ 
ter  and  will  advise  you  further  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  B.  Mitchell, 

Chairman. 

(P.  601) 

Of  the  group  of  11  individuals  terminated 
under  the  McCarran  rider  in  June  1947,  one 
was  reappointed  to  a  temporary  position  in 
the  Department.  The  rider  under  which  this 
action  was  taken  provided,  among  other 
things,  that  “such  terminations  shall  not 
affect  the  rights  of  such  officer  or  employee 
to  seek  or  accept  employment  in  any  other 
department  or  agency  of  the  Government, 
if  declared  eligible  for  such  employment  by 
the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission.” 
Subsequent  to  his  termination,  the  indi¬ 
vidual  referred  to  pursued  the  provision  of 
the  law  quoted  above,  and  was  rated  eligible 
on  loyalty  and  suitability  for  Federal  em¬ 
ployment  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
The  individual’s  case  was  considered  by  the 
Fourth  Regional  Loyalty  Board  of  the  Civile- 
Service  Commission  and  later  post-audite 
by  the  Loyalty  Review  Board.  ■  The  loyalty 
boards  acted  on  the  basis  of  a  full  fieWm- 
vestigation  conducted  by  the  FBI  aff^r  his 
original  termination. 

Following  the  decision  of  the  Civjf  Service 
Commission,  the  individual  requested  rein¬ 
statement.  The  Department  toqjrthe  matter 
under  consideration  and  in  toe  meantime 
reviewed  the  information  u|fcn  which  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  b^led  its  determi¬ 
nation.  As  a  result  of  this  review,  the  De¬ 
partment  agreed  with  Jlfte  findings  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commissfipi  Loyalty  Board  and 
determined  that  the  individual  could  be  re¬ 
employed  without  adversely  affecting  the  na¬ 
tional  interest. 

It  was  about  Jhis  time  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  started  Jwork  on  the  United  States 
Government^ participation  in  the  Haitian 
Governments  bicentennial  celebration. 
There  wa^C  temporary  need  on  this  project 
for  a  person  with  the  technical  skills  pos¬ 
sessed  by  the  individual  in  question.  I  there¬ 
fore  approved  the  employment  of  this  person 
for  Jfne  temporary  job. 

fn  December  7.  1949  the  individual  was 
E'en  a  90-day  appointment  to  expire  on 
March  7,  .1950. 


The  Civil  Service  Commission  has  advised 
the  Department  that  its  records  do  not  re¬ 
flect  employment  of  the  other  m  individuals 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

May  16,  1950. 

Hon.  John  Peurifoy, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  State, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  John:  I  appreciated  your  furnishing 
me  today  with  the  copy  of  the  letter  of  May 
16  from  Chairman  Mitchell  of  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  to  Senator  Wherry.  That 
letter  was  in  response  to  the  latter’s  request 
for  information  “as  to  how  many  of  the  91 
persons  removed  from  the  Department  of 
State  because  of  a  sexual  deviation  have  been 
subsequently  reemployed  by  other  Federal 
departments  or  agencies.” 

I  had  made  a  similar  inquiry  of  you  in 
person  and  on  the  record  of  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Subcommittee  hearing  February 
28.  Mr.  Mitchell’s  letter  is  responsive  to 
that  inquiry  which  I  had  addressed  to  you, 
but  I  find  it  inconclusive  for  my  purposes. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Mitchell  appar¬ 
ently  has  the  full  information  I  am  seeking 
I  have  redirected  an  inquiry  to*him,  a  copy 
of  which  I  am  enclosing  for  your  information. 
With  best  personal  wishes,  I  am. 

Yours  sincerely. 

1AND  OF  COMMUNIST  PARTY  OF  HA'- 
\II  THAT  UNITED  STATES  QUIT 
KdfcEA 

Mr.  ’'BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  at  this  point 
an  article'from  the  Honolulu  Advertiser 
of  July  20,  Entitled  “Territory  of  Hawaii 
Communist  ''.Party  Demands  United 
States  Quit  Koiea,”  which' makes  it  clear 
that  the  Communists  i»  Hawaii  will  do 
their  utmost  to  gWootage  the  American 
military  effort  in  fSgriea. 

I  believe  this  article  indicates 

strongly  the  great"  importance  of  main¬ 
taining  Federal  control  of  Hawaii 
through  the  territorial  fdsm  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  through  a  federally  appointed 
governor  in  order  to  make  .sure  that 
the  Comgtfunists  there  are  not  successful 
in  endangering  our  military  operations 
in  the^Far  East.  '  V 

Leaflet  Distributed — Territory  of  Hawaii 
Immunise  Party  Demands  United  StWes 
Suit  Korea  \ 

The  underground  Communist  Party 


The  mimeographed  broadside,  ignoring  the  ■ 
fact  that  this  Nation  now  is  engaged  in  a 
critical  military  action,  alleges  that  “the  mil¬ 
itary  provocation  in  Korea  was  a  planned 
smoke  screen  behind  which  to  intervene 
against  the  struggle  for  independence'  of  the 
peoples  of  Korea,  China,  Formosa,  the  Philip¬ 
pines,  Viet  Nam,  Indonesia,  and  kjfdaya. 

It  further  charges  an  attempt:  to  nullify 
the  will  of  the  Korean  people  which  was 
expressed  in  the  last  electish  by  force  of 
American  arms. 

The  local  Communist  /mouthpiece  also 
alleges  that  the  United,,  States  Government 
is  carrying  on  the  polity  of  Wall  Street  big 
business  to  dominate  jithe  world. 

Then,  making  the-’ customary  Communist 
pitch,  the  leaflet  continues: 

“Think  clearlyJiellow  Americans;  consider 
the  facts  deeply,  Our  country,  our  sons  and 
daughters,  are  in  grave  danger.  At  first  it 
was  military'  supplies,  and  naval  and  air 
force  aid.  A  few  days  later  it  was  a  few  bat¬ 
talions  of  American  troops:  now  it  is  divi¬ 
sions  arid  whole  armies.  Next  it  will  be 
atomic  bombs  and  wholesale  slaughter  of 
millions  of  people.  Such  a  course  can  only 
lead  to  a  third  world  war  with  the  existence 
of  all  the  people  of  the  world  at  stake. 

“Such  a  course  can  be  stopped  by  the 
united  demand  of  the  people  for  peace. 

“Demand  a  halt  to  the  aggressive  military 
adventures  of  our  administration  before  they 
touch  off  world-wide  atomic  war. 

“Hands  off  Korea.  Demand  the  immedi¬ 
ate  withdrawal  of  United  States  warships, 
air  force,  and  troops,  and  a p.  end  to  ship¬ 
ment  of  arms  to  the  puppet  regimes  in 
Korea,  Formosa,  Viet  Nam. 

“Ban  the  atomic  bomb  and  declare  that 
government  an  enemy  of  mankind  that  first 
uses  it. 

“We  must — all  of  us  who  cherish  freedom, 
who  abhor  atomic  death  for  hundreds  oi 
millions — unite  our  ranks,  combine  in  a  solid 
front  of  the  people  for  peace. 

“Let  your  desire  for  peace  by  heard. 

“Issued  by  the  Communist  Party  of  Ha¬ 
waii,  post  office  box  3886.” 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
insisted  upon  its  amendments  to  the  bill 
(S.  2160)  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  authorize  annual  and  sick 
leave  with  pay  for  commissioned  officers 
of  the  Public  Health  Service,  ti  author  - 


Hawaii  has  called  for  immediate  withdrawal  \  ize  the  payment  of  accumulated  and  ac 


of  American  military  forces  in  Korea  and  a 
ban  on  the  use  of  the  atomic  bomb  in  a  one- 
page  mimeographed  sheet  widely  circulated 
in  Honolulu  Wednesday.  The  circular,  vio¬ 
lently  attacking  the  policies  of  the  American 
Government  in  the  Far  East,  carried  no  indi¬ 
vidual  signatures.  At  the  bottom  it  said 
“issued  by  the  Communist  Party  of  Hawaii, 
P.  O.  Box  3886.” 

Both  the  FBI  and  the  Army  counterintel¬ 
ligence  department  have  knowledge  of  the 
vitriolic  leaflet  and  its  contents.  Both  agen¬ 
cies  are  noncommittal  on  what  action  might 
be  taken. 

Sole  acknowledged  Communist  in  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  is  Charles  K.  Fujimoto,  1  ho  purports 
to  be  the  party’s  chairman. 

Entitled  “Prevent  World  War  III,”  the  cir¬ 
cular  turned  up  on  streets  throughout  the 
city. 

It  alleges  that  President  Truman  increased 
the  danger  of  an  atomic  war  when  he  ordered 
military  action  against  the  peoples  of  Asia, 
which  can  only  lead  to  world  disaster. 

The  Red  propaganda  leaflet  echoed  the 


qrued  annual  leave  in  excess  of  60  days, 
and  for  other  purposes,  disagreed  to  by 
tha  Senate;  agreed  to  the  conference 
asked,  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  5f  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that 
Mr.  Pris^t,  Mr.  Biemiller,  Mr.  Wilson  of 
Oklahoma,  Mr.  Wolverton,  and  Mr. 
Hugh  D.  'Scott,  Jr.,  were  appointed 
managers  oW  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conferenc 
The  message.,  also  announced  that 
the  House  had  insisted  upon  its  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  bill  (S.  2822)  to  amend  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (U.  S.  C., 
title  12,  sec.  264),  disagreed  to  by  the 
Senate;  agreed  to  the  (inference  asked 
by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereonWid  that  Mr. 
Spence,  Mr.  Brown  of  Georgy,  Mr.  Pat¬ 
man,  Mr.  Monroney,  Mr.  Wolcott,  Mr. 
Gamble,  and  Mr.  Kunkel  were  ap¬ 
pointed  managers  on  the  part'- of  the 


hands  off  Korea  policy  of  the  Communist 


Daily  Worker  newspaper,  published  in  New; 
York  City,  and  demanded  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  first  uses  the  atomic  bomb  be 
labeled  an  enemy  of  mankind. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (PI.  R.  7786)  making  appro- 
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priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  unanimous  consent  agreement,  the 
time  for  debate  on  the  appropriation  bill 
is  limited  to  10  minutes  to  any  Senator, 
and  the  debate  or  comment  must  be  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  issue. 

The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
250  line  5,  to  strike  out  “$7,000,000”  and 
to  insert  “$7,400,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
appropriation  in  the  Budget  for  the  gen¬ 
eral  administrative  expenses  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  last  year  was  $4,- 
300,000.  I  undertsand  that  due  to  a 
reallocation  of  functions  probably  a 
comparable  figure  for  the  functions  to 
be  performed  this  year  would  be  $7,490,- 
000.  The  House  cut  this  amount  to 
$7,000,000.  The  committee  has  raised 
the  figure  to  $7,400,000,  or  virtually  to 
a  figure  identical  with  the  appropriation 
for  the  group  functions  of  last  year. 
Since  the  over-all  program  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  for  1951  is  being 
reduced  below  that  of  1949—50,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  administrative  costs  of 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  can  also  be 
reduced.  Therefore,  I  think  we  should 
go  back  to  the  House  figure  of  $7,000,000. 
I  hope  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  rejected. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  stated  the  basic 
reason  for  the  increase  from  $4,300,000 
to  the  amount  that  appears  in  the  bill. 
He  is  in  error,  however,  about  one  figure. 

The  record  which  I  have  before  me 
shows  that  to  the  $4,300,000  there  was 
transferred  from  other  branches  of  the 
service  $3,189,000,  which  had  been  paid 
on  separate  projects.  The  Senator  also 
overlooked  the  increased  cost  required 
by  law  by  reason  of  the  pay  acts,  which 
amounts  to  $224,000.  Actually  if  we  ap¬ 
propriated  a  comparable  amount  to  last 
year  it  would  be  $7,713,000.  The  Budget 
allowed  $86,000  more,  or  $7,800,000.  As 
it  stands,  the  appropriation  is  $400,000 
under  the  Budget  Bureau’s  figure.  We 
are  actually  providing  less  money  than 
was  provided  for  all  these  purposes  last 
year. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  read  from  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  at  page  173: 

Since  the  over-all  program  of  the  Bureau 
in  1951  is  reduced  below  that  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  year,  $7,000,000  should  be  entirely  ade¬ 
quate  for  general  administrative  expenses. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  listened  to  the  ex¬ 
planations,  and  the  committee  decided 
to  increase  the  amount  $400,000  under 
the  Budget  estimate.  We  should  like  to 
take  it  to  conference  on  that  basis. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  250,  line  5. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
251,  line  10,  after  the  word  “expenses”, 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  proviso:  “Provided  further,  That 
not  exceeding  $150,000  of  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  expenditure  under  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  for  salaries  and 
expenses  in  connection  with  information 
work.” 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Administrative  provisions,”  on  , 
page  251,  line  20,  after  the  word  “bind¬ 
ing”,  to  strike  out  “not  to  exceed  $75,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  including  such  services  at  rates 
for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per 
day,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary” 
and  insert  “services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals 
not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem  (not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $100,000  for  individuals)”;  on 
page  252,  line  4,  after  the  word  “Recla¬ 
mation”,  to  insert  “payment,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  for,  of  compensation 
and  expense  of  persons  on  the  rolls  of 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  appointed  as 
authorized  by  law  to  represent  the  United 
States  in  the  negotiation  and  adminis¬ 
tration  of  interstate  compacts;  and, 
without  reimbursement  or  return  under 
the  reclamation  laws;”;  in  line  13,  after 
“(e) )”,  to  insert  “including  payments 
on  account  of  dependents  of  employees 
in  field  offices  in  project  areas  engaged 
in  construction  and  related  activities”; 
in  line  18,  after  the  numerals  “1945”,  to 
insert  “to  be  reimbursable  to  the  extent 
therein  provided”;  in  line  21,  after  the 
word  “prints”,  to  strike  out  the  semicolon 
and  “and  studies  of  recreational  uses  of 
reservoir  areas,  as  authorized  by  law”; 
in  line  22,  after  the  amendment  just 
above  stated,  to  insert  a  colon  and  the 
following  proviso:  “Provided,  That  funds 
appropriated  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  expenditure 
through  the  facilities  of  the  National 
Park  Service  in  amounts  of  not  to  exceed 
$25,000  for  any  one  reservoir  area  for 
studies  of  recreational  areas  and  plan¬ 
ning  for  their  utilization,  and  funds  so 
expended  shall  not  be  reimbursable  or 
returnable  under  the  reclamation  law.”; 
on  page  253,  line  4,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  the  colon 
and  the  following  proviso:  “Provided, 
That  no  part  of  any  appropriation  made 
herein  shall  be  available  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  April  19,  1945  (43  U.  S.  C.  377) ,  for 
expenses  other  than  those  incurred  on 
behalf  of  specific  reclamation  of  projects 
except  $7,000,000  under,  the  head  ‘Gen¬ 
eral  administrative  expenses’  and  $375,- 
000  ($175,000  for  reconnaissance  and 
$200,000  for  general  engineering  and  re¬ 
search)  under  the  head  ‘General  investi¬ 
gations’”;  and  in  line  11,  after  the 
amendment  just  above  stated,  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following  proviso:  “Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  the  act  of  April  19,  1945  (43 
U.  S.  C.  377) ,  or  by  any  other  law,  no  part 
of  any  appropriation  made  herein  shall 
be  available  pursuant  to  the  said  act  of 
April  19,  1945,  for  expenses  other  than 
those  incurred  on  behalf  of  specific  recla¬ 
mation  projects  except  expenses  under 
the  head  ‘General  administrative  ex¬ 
penses’  and  under  the  head  ‘General 
investigations’.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  256, 
after  line  10,  to  insert: 

TRANSFER  OF  EPHRATA  AIR  FORCE  BASE 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance,  and 
settlement  programs  on  the  Columbia  Basin 
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project  in  the  State  of  Washington,  the 
Armed  Services,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  or  other  Federal  agency  having  own¬ 
ership  or  custody  thereof  or  interest  therein, 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  without  reimburse¬ 
ment  or  transfer  of  funds,  all  of  their  right, 
title,  and  interest  to  certain  buildings,  facil¬ 
ities,  and  equipment  at  the  Ephrata  Air 
Force  Base,  Ephrata,  Wash.,  including  the 
following  buildings  in  accordance  with  block 
and  building  numbers:  Block  800,  building 
No.  68;  block  1900,  buildings  Nos.  10,  11,  12, 
13,  14,  16,  17;  block  2000,  four  buildings  num¬ 
bered  75,  two  buildings  numbered  56;  block 
3000,  buildings  Nos.  56,  131,  58;  block  2900, 
buildings  Nos.  59,  53,  55,  57,  66,  89,  90,  85,  84, 
124,  141,  two  buildings  numbered  60,  two 
buildings  numbered  64,  two  buildings  num¬ 
bered  65;  block  3300,  eleven  buildings  num¬ 
bered  28;  block  3400,  seven  buildings  num¬ 
bered  28;  block  3500,  buildings  Nos.  43,  46; 
block  3600,  buildings  Nos.  34,  35,  36,  38,  two 
buildings  numbered  37;  block  3700,  buildings 
Nos.  35,  38,  four  buildings  numbered  31,  two 
buildings  numbered  32,  two  buildings  num¬ 
bered  34,  two  buildings  numbered  37;  block 
3800,  buildings  Nos.  35,  38,  39,  42,  two  build¬ 
ings  numbered  37;  block  4300,  buildings  Nos. 
19,  20,  21,  22;  block  4400,  buildings  Nos.  113, 
114,  two  buildings  numbered  112;  block  4600, 
buildings  No.  134;  block  4700,  buildings  Nos. 
94,  95,  93,  99,  109,  100,  35,  108,  104,  110,  six 
buildings  numbered  97;  block  4800,  buildings 
Nos.  53,  40,  102,  101,  103,  105,  1*07,  111,  two 
buildings  numbered  32,  five  buildings  num¬ 
bered  106,  three  buildings  numbered  98,  to¬ 
gether  with  one  sewage-disposal  plant  No. 
116,  one  water  tank  No.  115,  one  well,  one  flag 
pole  No.  118,  two  garbage  racks  Nos.  155,  two 
garbage  racks  Nos.  158,  one  wash  rack  No.  63, 
two  grease  racks  No.  62,  and  sewer  system, 
water  lines,  electric-power  lines,  railroad 
spur  and  siding,  road  improvements,  and  all 
other  facilities  and  equipment  incident  to 
the  foregoing  property,  and  including  land 
and  rights-of-way  formerly  under  Reclama¬ 
tion  withdrawal  to  other  federally  owned 
land  on  which  said  buildings  are  situate, 
which  have  heretofore  or  which  may  here¬ 
after  be  declared  surplus  to  the  needs  of  the 
Armed  Forces. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Geological  Survey — Surveys, 
investigations,  and  research,”  on  page 
258,  line  18,  after  the  word  “activities”, 
to  strike  out  “$19,129,000”  and  insert 
$19,382,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Mines — Construc¬ 
tion,”  on  page  261,  line  4,  after  the  word 
“expended”,  to  strike  out  “$1,372,600” 
and  insert  “$1,268,100.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Administrative  provisions,”  on 
page  261,  line  22,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed”,  to  strike  out  “one  hundred  and 
forty-five”  and  insert  “one  hundred  and 
fifty,  of  which  one  hundred  and  forty- 
five  shall  be.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  263, 
after  line  8,  to  insert: 

The  Veterans’  Administration  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  to  the  Department  of  the 
.Interior,  for  the  use  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines, 
without  compensation  therefor,  full  juris¬ 
diction,  possession,  and  control  of  a  parcel 
of  43  acres,  more  or  less  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  Fort  Snelling  Government  Reser¬ 
vation  in  Hennepin  County,  Minn. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “National  Park  Service — Main- 
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tenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical 
facilities,”  on  page  264,  line  10,  after  the 
word  “Service”,  to  strike  out  “$7,250,- 
000”  and  insert  “$7,448,100.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  an  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  maintenance  and  rehabil¬ 
itation  of  physical  facilities  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service.  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  for  the 
fiscal  year  1S49-1950  the  appropriation 
was  $6,990,000.  The  House  bill  increased 
this  amount  by  $260,000,  to  $7,250,000. 
The  Senate  committee  is  raising  the 
amount  by  virtually  $200,000  more,  to 
a  figure  which  is  nearly  a  half  million 
dollars  more  than  the  amounts  for  last 
year.  Mr.  President,  this  appears  to 
have  been  inserted  in  the  bill  prior  to 
the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  war.  I  think 
we  must  transform  our  thinking  with 
reference  to  these  matters  in  view  of  the 
events  of  last  month.  We  must  curtail 
our  civilian  expenditures.  As  the  Pres¬ 
ident  has  very  properly  stated,  new  cap¬ 
ital  investments  should  be  reduced. 
Similarly,  maintenance  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion  appropriations  should  be  reduced. 
I  see  no  justification,  in  view  of  the  na¬ 
tional  emergency,  of  spending  half  a 
million  dollars  more  on  the  maintenance 
and  rehabilitation  facilities  in  the  na¬ 
tional  parks  than  we  spent  last  year. 
I  hope  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  rejected.  This  is  a  very  mild  thing 
to  do,  because  even  under  the  House  bill 
we  would  spending  about  $200,000  more 
than  we  spent  last  year. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  we  made 
a  very  serious  mistake  during  the  Second 
World  War  in  following  the  philosophy 
which  is  advocated  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  We  thought  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  cut  down  on  capital  investments 
and  on  operation  and  maintenance  ex¬ 
penditures.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  the  parks  were  occupied  by 
miiltary  personnel,  and  the  public  was 
able  to  go  there  as  well. 

For  lack  of  maintenance,  the  roads 
are  now  in  a  deplorable  condition.  This 
money  would  merely  keep  them  open 
so  that  the  public  could  get  in  and  out 
of  the  parks.  No  extravagance  is  in¬ 
volved  in  this  appropriation.  It  is  de¬ 
signed  primarily  to  maintain  what  we 
have.  War  or  no  war,  that  must  be 
done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  264,  line  10. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,”  on  page  264, 
line  17,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$20,542,000”  and  insert  “$19,- 
667,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  now 
we  come  to  an  item  of  new  construc¬ 
tion.  Last  year,  1949-50,  $14,595,000  was 
appropriated.  On  the  face  of  it  the 
committee  seems  to  be  covering  itself 
with  glory  because  it  has  reduced  the 
amount  appropriated  by  the  House.  It 
reduces  the  figure  from  $20,542,000  to 
$19,667,000.  The  first  reaction  on  seeing 
the  reduction  is  to  say  to  the  committee, 
“What  a  fine  job  it  is,  because  you 


are  cutting  down  the  appropriation  by 
nearly  $900,000.”’  However,  if  we  go 
back  and  make  comparisons  with  last 
year  we  find  that  it  is  more  than 
$5,000,000  above  the  1949-50  figure. 
Mr.  President,  I  can  see  no  excuse  for 
increasing  the  construction  appropria¬ 
tion  by  $5,000,000  when  we  are  in  the 
midst  of  hot  hostilities  in  Korea  and 
when  we  are  faced  with  terrific  financial 
difficulties. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  strike  the 
amount  in  the  committee  amendment 
and  substitute  in  its  stead  “$15,000,000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  to  the  amendment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was 
£t§^r6Gcl  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  264, 
line  18,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “$8,935,000”  and  insert 
“$7,935,000.” 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  the 
city  of  Charleston,  S.  C.,  is  celebrating 
the  two  hundredth  anniversary - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  there 
can  be  discussion  only  of  an  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  thank  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer.  I  was  absent  in  a  meeting 
of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  when  the  agreement  was  entered 
into. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  realizes  that.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  page  264,  line  18. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  was  on  page  264,  line  23,  after  the 
numerals  “1950,”  to  insert  “and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  incur 
obligations  and  enter  into  contracts,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $100,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  public  information  build¬ 
ing  in  the  Theodore  Rosevelt  Na¬ 
tional  Memorial  Park,  N.  Dak.;”  and  on 
page  265,  line  6,  after  the  word  “appro¬ 
priation”,  to  insert  a  colon  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  proviso:  “Provided 
further,  That  not  to  exceed  $150,000  of 
the  funds  available  for  the  Independence 
National  Historical  Park,  Pa.,  shall  be 
available  after  January  1,  1951,  for  the 
management,  protection,  maintenance, 
and  rehabilitation  of  Independence  Hall, 
grounds,  and  structures  in  that  park.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “General  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  265,  line  15,  after  the 
word  “officers”,  to  strike  out  “$1,264,500” 
and  insert  “$1,314,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  before 
proceeding  further,  I  should  like  to  re¬ 
vert  for  a  moment  if  I  may,  to  the 
amendment  on  page  260?  Last  year  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  inserted 
an  amendment  to  provide  that  the  Gov¬ 
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ernment  should  take  over  the  chrome 
mine  in  Montana,  and  that  amendment 
was  in  the  bill  when  it  passed  the  Senate 
The  conference  committee  deleted  it* 
In  view  of  the  Korean  situation  and  the 
emergency  of  the  war,  I  wondered  if  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  would 
consider  an  amendment  along  that  line 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Under  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation,  Mr.  President,  committee 
amendments  are  to  be  acted  on  first. 
The  Senator  does  not  propose  to  amend 
the  committee  amendment,  but  proposes 
to  add  a  new  provision,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  propose  to  add  a  new 
provision. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  do  that  after  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendments  have  been  acted  on. 
It  is  not  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Fish  and  Wildlife  Service — 
Management  of  resources,"  on  page  266, 
line  11,  after  “(16  U.  S.  C.  695-695c)”, 
to  insert  “and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
payment,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  for  information  or  evidence  con¬ 
cerning  violations  of  laws  administered 
by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service”;  and 
in  line  14,  after  the  amendment  just 
above  stated,  to  strike  out  “$7,157,000” 
and  insert  “$7,082,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Investigations  of  resources,” 
on  page  266,  line  22,  after  the  word  “law”, 
to  strike  out  “$3,900,000"  and  insert 
“$4,125,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  last 
year  there  was  appropriated  $3,324,000 
for  “Investigations  of  resources”  in  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  a  term  which, 
like  an  overcoat,  can  cover  a  multitude 
of  sins.  The  House,  passing  on  this  pro¬ 
vision  long  before  the  Korean  crisis, 
raised  the  sum  to  $3,900,000.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  committee,  not  to  be  outdone,  raised 
it  to  $4,125,000,  or  $800,000  above  last 
year’s  appropriation. 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  believe  that 
the  need  for  investigations  into  scien¬ 
tific  and  economic  studies  and  investi¬ 
gations,  conservation,  management,  pro¬ 
tection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wild¬ 
life  resources,  including  related  aquatic 
plants  and  products,  is  so  great  a  na¬ 
tional  necessity  that  we  should  spend 
$800,000  more  for  them  than  we  did  last 
year.  I  believe  we  can  let  the  aquatic 
life  be  relatively  less  investigated  than 
the  committee  plans  call  for,  and  the 
war  effort  can  then  move  forward  a  lit¬ 
tle  bit  better.  Eight  hundred  thousand 
dollars  will  equip  two  or  three  companies 
of  soldiers.  I  cannot  see  that  economic 
and  scientific  investigations  of  fish  and 
wildlife,  aquatic  plants  and  products, 
publication  and  statistics,  are  as  impor¬ 
tant  as  guns,  artillery,  and  other  muni¬ 
tions  of  war.  So  I  hope  very  much  that 
the  committee  will  agree  with  me.  I  still 
hope  that  they  will  agree  when  I  pro¬ 
pose  that  we  strike  out  “$4,125,000”  and 
substitute  “$3,325,000”,  which  is  the  same 
as  last  year’s  appropriation,  thus  saving 
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$800,000.  I  look  toward  the  very  able 
Senator  from  Arizona  with  a  gleam  of 
hope  in  my  eye  that  at  last  we  may  be 
able  to  save  some  money.  I  wait  with 
bated  anxiety  for  his  reply. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  regret  to  disappoint  the  Senator, 
but  he  forgets  a  very  important  fact, 
namely,  that  the  fish  supply  is  a  very 
large  part  of  the  food  of  the  American 
people,  and  that  it  is  essential,  in  order 
to  carry  on  a  war,  that  we  have  an  ade¬ 
quate  food  supply.  The  only  increase 
the  committee  has  allowed  above  the 
House  figure  was  for  fish  freezing  ex¬ 
periments.  At  present  it  is  exceedingly 
difficult  to  catch  the  fish  at  sea  and 
bring  them  in  in  a  fresh  condition.  An¬ 
other  provision  is  for  a  fish  survey  of  the 
blue  fin  tuna  in  the  North  Atlantic.  On 
the  whole,  this  appropriation  is  fully 
justified. 

I  might  add,  if  the  Senator  is  inter¬ 
ested  in  knowing  it,  that  the  committee 
denied  requests  for  $977,000  worth  of 
new  construction  and  new  development 
by  this  bureau.  We  felt  we  should  hold 
it  to  where  it  is,  but  that  if  it  is  to  oper¬ 
ate  effectively,  the  amount  carried  in  the 
bill  is  required.  Therefore  I  hope  the 
committee  amendment  will  be  supported. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
made  by  the  able  junior  Senator  from 
Illinois.  With  the  exception  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  office  building,  we 
have  not  been  making  any  savings,  and 
have  not  very  much  to  show  for  our 
efforts  in  economy.  It  seems  to  me  that 
one  thing  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
overlook  is  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of 
this  appropriation  bill,  many  of  the  in¬ 
creases  were  drafted  before  the  Korean 
situation  developed,  and  before  it  ap¬ 
peared  that  we  may  be  involved  on  an 
even  wider  scale  in  other  parts  of  the 
world. 

I  would  ordinarily  follow  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  a  standing  committee,  be¬ 
cause  I  know  the  amount  of  work  and 
effort  that  has  gone  into  any  report  a 
standing  committee  makes,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  wherever  it  is  possible  now 
to  save  money  without  affecting  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  or  the  national  security, 
or  without  impairing  or  prejudicing 
measures  necessary  for  the  health  and 
welfare  of  the  people,  or  the  efficient 
prosecution  of  the  ordinary  and  current 
activities  of  the  Government,  we  should 
do  so.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  an 
item  which  could  very  readily  be  cut 
without  detriment  to  any  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  Therefore  I  urge  that 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment  be 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  very  briefly  to  state  that  I 
hope  that  the  committee  recommenda¬ 
tion  will  be  followed.  This  amendment 
is  vital  to  the  New  England  fish  industry, 
which  at  the  present  time  is  competing, 
with  a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  with 
Canada,  Newfoundland,  and  Greenland. 


Two  hundred  and  thirty-five  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  proposed  is  to 
carry  on  experiments  in  freezing  fish  at 
sea.  The  purpose  of  doing  that  is  to 
bring  them  in  in  an  orderly  way,  so  as 
not  to  have  a  glut  on  the  market  at  one 
time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  not  only  proposed  for  the  benefit  of 
New  England,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
entire  country,  including  Illinois. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  New  York  that 
we  should  do  something  because  of  the 
military  emergency,  by  way  of  proper 
retrenchment;  but  American  soldiers 
cannot  fight  well  unless  they  have  some¬ 
thing  to  eat.  Food  is  just  as  much  a 
part  of  warfare  as  is  a  gun,  or  artillery, 
or  some  other  military  equipment.  I  am 
glad  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  266,  line  23. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  amendment  I  should 
like  to  make  the  statement  that  last 
year  there  were  established  four  new 
stations  for  the  training  of  men  who  are 
engaged  in  this  service.  I  have  been  ad¬ 
vised  that  there  is  some  question  as  to 
whether  the  estimates  as  set  forth  in 
the  1951  justifications  provide  sufficient 
funds  for  continuing  on  a  full-year  basis 
four  additional  cooperative  wildlife 
units  created  by  the  Congress  last  year. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  $11,000 
additional  is  required  to  activate  com¬ 
pletely  these  units  on  a  full-year  basis, 
and  I  see  no  objection  to  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  making  up  this  defi¬ 
ciency  for  these  units  out  of  lapses,  delay 
in  filling  positions,  or  such  other  minor 
adjustments  as  might  be  necessary 
within  the  total  appropriation  recom¬ 
mended  for  “Investigations  of  resources.” 

It  was  suggested  that  we  add  to  the 
amount  of  money  provided  in  the  bill  to 
accomplish  this  purpose,  but  I  believe  it 
can  be  done  within  the  sum  appro¬ 
priated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,”  on  page  267,  line 
6,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to  strike 
out  “$2,401,000”  and  insert  “$2,423,450.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  item,  “For  construction  and  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  buildings  and  other  facilities  al¬ 
leged  to  be  required  in  the  conservation, 
management,  protection,  and  utilization 
of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  and  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  lands  and  interests  therein, 
including  continuing  the  construction  of 
fish  cultural  facilities  on  lands  owned  by 
the  State  of  South  Dakota.” 

Mr.  President,  for  this  purpose  last 
year  we  appropriated  $1,800,000.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  which  has  looked 
on  these  appropriations  with  a  somewhat 
liberal  eye,  I  may  say,  and  has  not  exer¬ 
cised  great  intestinal  fortitude  in  trying 
to  save  money  for  the  taxpayer,  raised 
this  sum  to  $2,401,000.  The  House  went 


along  with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
The  Senate  committee,  however,  in  its 
anxiety  to  improve  the  fish  culture  fa¬ 
cilities  of  South  Dakota  and  elsewhere, 
raised  the  sum  by  $22,000.  This  may 
seem  to  be  a  small  amount,  but  it  is 
$600,000  over  the  amount  appropriated 
last  year. 

While  I  do  not  wish  to  have  an  undue 
amount  of  fun  with  this  appropriation, 
I  should  like  to  suggest  that  culture  can 
be  furthered  in  other  ways  than  pisca¬ 
torial  culture,  and  it  would  seem  to  me 
that  the  general  cause  of.,  enlightenment 
is  not  particularly  helped  by  raising  the 
cultural  level  of  the  fish  in  this  area. 
Mr.  President,  here  is  a  chance  where  we 
can  save  money;  we  can  spend  as  much 
as  last  year,  but  reduce  appropriations 
$600,000. 

I  want  to  underscore  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Lehman]  has  said.  This  budget 
was  drafted  in  December,  presented  to 
Congress  in  January,  long  before  the 
Korean  hostilties  were  ever  dreamed  of. 
Yet  we  are  blithely  going  ahead,  not  only 
putting  it  into  effect,  but  raising  the  ante 
in  a  great  many  instances.  Now,  let  us 
go  back  to  last  year  at  least  and  save 
$600,000,  even  though  the  cultural  level 
of  the  fish  in  South  Dakota  may  be  some¬ 
what  less  than  it  otherwise  would  be. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  permit 
me  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
that  the  Senate  committee  did  not  insert 
the  item  for  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 
That  was  adopted  by  the  H<3use  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  The  amount  provided  for 
in  this  bill  is  modest.  The  increases  al¬ 
lowed  by  the  Senate  committee  are  very 
small  compared  with  the  absolute  need. 
The  demand  throughout  the  United 
.  States,  if  we  could  supply  it,  would  re¬ 
quire  $1,000,000  or  $2,000,000  to  provide 
for  the  hatching  of  fish  so  that  they 
might  be  placed  in  the  streams  where 
they  could  be  caught.  We  have  added 
nothing  of  that  kind  to  the  bill  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  267,  line 
6,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  figure  of  $2,423,450,  and  to  insert 
the  figure  $1,800,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
metn  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Migratory  bird  conservation 
fund,”  on  page  267,  after  line  21,  to 
strike  out: 

For  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  act 
of  March  16,  1934,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
718-718  h),  an  amount  equal  to  the  sum 
received  during  the  current  fiscal  year  from 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  stamps,  to  be 
warranted  monthly  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 
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And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert : 

Per  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  act 
of  March  16,  1934,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  O. 
718-718h),  amounts  equal  to  the  sums  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  current  year  and  each 
fiscal  year  thereafter  from  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  stamps,  to  he  warranted  monthly 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Territories  and  island  posses¬ 
sions — Administration  of  Territories  and 
possessions,”  on  page  270,  line  8,  after 
the  word  “Columbia”,  to  strike  out  “$3,- 
329,500”  and  insert  “$3,392,180." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction  of  roads,  Alaska,” 
on  page  270,  line  17,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
pended”,  to  strike  out  “$20,400,000”  and 
insert  “$18,883,212.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  271, 
after  line  8,  to  insert: 

CLAIMS,  ALASKA  ROAD  COMMISSION 

For  payment  of  claims  certified  by  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  to 
be  due  for  overtime  compensation  earned  in 
1945  and  prior  fiscal  years  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  23  of  the  act  of  March  28, 
1934  ^43  Stat.  522),  $12,893,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  June  30,  1952:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  received  by  any  claimant 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  any  such  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding,  and  any  person 
violating  this  provision  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic¬ 
tion  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Construction,  Alaska  Rail¬ 
road,”  on  page  272,  line  1,  after  the  word 
“expended”,  to  strike  out  “$31,000,000” 
and  insert  “$28,700,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  sfcate  the  first  committee 
amendment  in  the  next  chapter. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Chapter  VIII— Executive  and 
independent  offices — Title  I,  Executive 
Office  of  the  President,  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,”  on  page  280,  line  9,  after  “(28 
U.  S.  C.  2672)”,  to  strike  out  “$3,386,000” 
and  insert  “$3,412,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  for  Emergency  Manage¬ 
ment — Philippine  Alien  Property  Admin¬ 
istration,”  on  page  281,  line  6,  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$160,000” 
and  insert  “$215,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Independent  Offices — Ameri¬ 
can  Battle  Monuments  Commission,”  on 
page  282,  line  19,  after  the  word  “type¬ 
writing”,  to  strike  out  “$695,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$670,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  283, 
line  11,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”,  to 
strike  out  “$8,680,000”  and  insert  “$8,- 
500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Atom  Energy  Commission,”  on 


page  287,  line  1,  after  the  word  “justi¬ 
fied”,  to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  proviso:  “Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing 
appropriation  or  contract  authorization 
shall  be  used  in  connection  with  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  any  contractor  or  firm  of  con¬ 
tractors  engaged  under  a  cost  plus  a  fixed 
fee  contract  or  contracts  at  any  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  where  the  fee 
for  community  management  is  at  a  rate 
in  excess  of  $90,000  per  annum,  or  for  the 
operation  of  a  transportation  system 
where  the  fee  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of 
$45,000  per  annum. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
clerk  has  proceeded  to  the  chapter  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  Independent  Offices.  I 
think  it  was  the  understanding  that  the 
chapter  on  Labor  and  Federal  Security  of 
the  measure  would  be  taken  up  next. 
The  chapter  on  Labor  and  Federal  Se¬ 
curity  was  postponed  because  of  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  think  that  is  the  next  in  order 
of  business.  While  I  am  very  happy  to 
have  the  rapid  progress  we  have  achieved 
in  the  last  few  minutes  on  chapter  VIII, 
it  is  my  opinion  that  the  orderly  proce¬ 
dure  should  be  to  return  to  chapter  V. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  are  ready  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  that  chapter. 

Mr.  McXELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
revert  to  chapter  V. 

The  PRESIDING  CFFICER.  Without 
objection,  that  will  be  in  order.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  committee 
amendment,  in  chapter  V. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  hope  very  much 
the  Chair  will  rule  that  the  items  in  the 
Independent  Offices  chapter  which  we 
dealt  with  thus  far  have  not  been  for¬ 
mally  approved. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  yes;  they  have 
been. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  which  have  been  considered 
have  all  been  approved. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  hear  the  title  of  the  new  chapter 
read.  I  have  never  seen  Walter  Johnson 
or  Bob  Feller  in  their  palmiest  days  move 
with  such  speed  as  the  clerk  moved  in 
reading  those  items.  In  the  space  of 
about  2  seconds  we  suddenly  got  over  to 
page  287,  and  I  had  a  batch  of  amend¬ 
ments  ready  from  page  280  on.  I  am  a 
green  rookie  here,  and  I  will  not  say  that 
there  are  curve  balls,  but  I  will  say  that 
there  are  some  speed  balls  being  thrown. 
I  move  to  reconsider,  the  votes  by  which 
the  amendments  from  page  280  on  were 
fl§[rG6d  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Which 
amendments? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  suggest  that -when 
we  return  to  chapter  VIII  we  begin  afresh. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  can  present  the  amendments  he 
has  in  mind.  There  is  no  need  to  recon¬ 
sider  amendments  which  have  been 
agreed  to,  to  which  the  Senator  does  not 
propose  to  offer  amendments. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
amendments  on  pages  280,  281,  282 - 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Amend¬ 
ments  from  page  277  through  page  283 
have  been  adopted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  hear  the  title  of  that  chapter  read. 
We  seem  to  have  suddenly  moved  out  of 
Interior  into  Independent  Offices,  and  as 
I  said,  Walter  Johnson  never  threw  faster 
balls  in  his  life  than  were  thrown  just 
now. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  we  return 
to  chapter  VIII,  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  may  offer  his  amendments. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mat¬ 
ter  will  be  left  standing  as  it  is  then,  and 
when  we  return  to  chapter  VIII  the  Sen¬ 
ator  may  offer  his  amendments. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
proceed  now  with  chapter  V? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  begins  on  page 
128. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first 
amendment  under  chapter  V  will  be 
stated. 

The  first  amendment  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Chapter  V— Department  of  Labor 
and  Federal  Security  Agency — Title  I— 
Department  of  Labor — Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,”  was  on  page  128,  line  19,  after 
the  figures  $1,861,000”,  to  insert  a  colon 
and  the  following  proviso:  “Provided, 
That  the  compensation  of  the  Solicitor 
shall  be  $14,000  per  annum.” 

The  amendment  tvas  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  just  stated  was  in  line  1,  on 
page  129;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  at  the  top  of 
page  129. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
raise  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
too  late  for  the  Senator  to  raise  the  point 
of  order  at  this  time,  for  the  amendment 
has  already  been  adopted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  wish  to  move 
that  the  vote  on  the  amendment  be  re¬ 
considered  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Yes;  and  I  so  move. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Delaware  that  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  was 
adopted  be  reconsidered.  [Putting  the 
question.] 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  on  page  129,  lines  1  and  2,  is 
now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  1 
raise  the  point  of  order  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  constitutes  legislation  on  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  well  made,  and  is 
sustained. 

The  next  committee  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  inquire  whether  the  amendment  just 
rejected  on  a  point  of  order  is  on 
page  129. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes,  at 
the  top  of  that  page. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  amendment  re¬ 
lates  to  the  Solicitor  for  the  Department 
of  Labor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  II— Federal  Security 
Agency — Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  138,  line  7,  after  the  word 
“exceed,”  to  strike  out  “seventeen  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement 
only”  and  insert  “sixty-five  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  of  which  seventeen  shall 
be  for  replacement  only.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
138,  in  line  15,  after  the  word  “opera¬ 
tions”,  to  strike  out  “$5,066,700”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$5,666,700.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
trying  to  move  with  speed,  but  it  is  a 
little  difficult  for  me  to  make  sure  just 
what  amendment  is  now  pending. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
pending  amendment  is  that  in  line  15, 
on  page  138. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  that  connection, 
let  me  ask  the  reason  for  the  inclusion 
of  provision  for  the  purchase  of  48  auto¬ 
mobiles.  Is  that  provision  proposed  in 
order  to  enforce  the  oleomargarine  law? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes.  The  reason  for 
the  addition  is  because  of  the  necessity 
for  replacements.  It  has  been  a  long 
time  since  the  department  has  had  any 
replacements  whatever  of  the  old  cars. 
After  complete  hearings  and  a  showing 
made  by  the  Department  as  to  the  real 
necessity  for  obtaining  automobiles  as 
replacements,  the  committee  made  this 
recommendation. 

Another  reason  which  justifies  the 
adoption  of  the  recommendation  which 
is  made  by  the  committee  is  that  a  short 
time  ago  the  Congress  passed  legisla¬ 
tion  by  which  oleomargarine  became  a 
legal  commodity,  as  it  were;  and  Con¬ 
gress  placed  upon  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor  the  duty  and  function  of  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  oleomargarine 
law.  Some  of  the  automobiles  covered 
by  the  amendment  are  to  be  used  by 
that  particular  agency. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  to  this 
committee  amendment  I  call  up  my 
amendment  marked  “7-13-50 — F.”  That 
amendment  is  submitted  on  behalf  of 
myself,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette],  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey], 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  To  what  amend¬ 
ment  does  it  relate?  Does  it  relate  to 
the  one  on  page  138,  in  line  15? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  for  himself  and  other  Sena¬ 
tors,  to  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  on  page  138,  in  line 
15,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$5,666,- 
700”  and  insert  “$5,966,700.” 

In  the  committee  amendment,  on  page 
161,  in  line  1,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  “$535,100”  and  insert  “$547,100.” 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  increase 
from  $624,000  to  $936,000  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  enforcement  of  the  inspec¬ 
tion  provision  of  the  oleomargarine  law 
recently  enacted  by  this  Congress.  I 
submit  this  amendment  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  only  because  I  believe 
that  adequate  inspection  affects  millions 
of  our  people. 

In  letters  printed  in  the  Congressional 
Record  of  April  1,  1949,  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  and  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  estimated  that  enforcement 
of  the  new  oleo  law  would  require  950 
agents  on  the  basis  of  only  one  check  or 
inspection  visit  a  year  to  every  public 
eating  place  in  the  United  States.  This 
would  mean  an  expenditure  of  $6,000,- 
000.  Of  course,  I  do  not  ask  for  any  such 
sum.  I  do  propose  and  urge  that  the 
sum  appropriated  be  increased  to  that 
requested  by  the  President,  namely, 
$936,000.  Even  that  sum,  according  to 
testimony  of  Mr.  George  Larrick  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  would 
allow  an  inspection  of  only  one  out  of 
five  eating  places  a  year. 

There  are  in  the  United  States  525,000 
public  eating  places  which  should  be — if 
the  law  is  to  be  adequately  enforced — in¬ 
spected  at  least  once  annually.  The 
amount  here  proposed,  $936,000,  would 
not  provide  adequate  enforcement;  but  if 
it  is  the  amount  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  now  requests,  I  am  reluct¬ 
antly  willing  to  go  along  with  that  pro¬ 
gram.  In  these  times  when  the  em¬ 
phasis  must  necessarily  be  on  expendi¬ 
tures  required  for  our  essential  security, 
we  must  be  content  with  less  than  what 
we  would  ordinarily  ask. 

It  was  testified  that  perhaps  10  percent 
of  the  restaurants  in  America,  or  50,000 
public  eating  places,  are  now  serving 
yellow  oleomargarine  in  plaee  of  butter, 
without  notice  to  the  public.  This  is 
fraud,  Mr.  President — fraud  upon  the 
public  and  fraud  upon  the  dairy  indus¬ 
try.  I  think  it  should  be  stopped  in  any 
way  that  is  practicable. 

Rigid  enforcement  of  the  law  against 
such  fraud  and  deception  was  promised 
by  the  sponsors  of  the  legislation  to  take 
the  excise  tax  off  oleomargarine.  I  now 
ask  that  my  colleagues  who  supported 
this  measure  join  me  in  voting  for  an  in¬ 
creased  appropriation  for  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  that  law. 

Testimony  given  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  last  year  disclosed 
that  in  Pennsylvania,  153  out  of  500  pub¬ 
lic  eating  places  which  were  inspected 
were  violating  the  law  against  the  sub¬ 
stitution  of  oleo  for  butter  without  no¬ 
tice  to  the  public.  If  this  was  the  situa¬ 
tion  in  Pennsylvania  while  the  tax  was 
still  in  effect,  what  will  the  situation  be 
with  the  tax  removed  and  the  incentive 
to  substitute  oleomargarine  for  butter 
obviously  increased  by  the  greater  spread 
between  the  price  of  oleo  and  the  price 
of  butter? 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  pending 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  is  approved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York  and  other  Senators  to  the  com¬ 


mittee  amendment  on  page  138,  in  line 
15. 

The  amendment  to  the '  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  oh  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  138,  in  line 
15. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  Education,”  on  page 
142,  line  4,  after 'the  word  “same”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,900,000”  and  insert  “$2,- 
023,420.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  ranking 
minority  member,  and  also  the  acting 
majority  leader.  I  wish  to  inquire 
whether  it  is  contemplated  that  we  shall 
conclude  action  on  the  bill  tonight.  In 
that  connection  let  me  refer  to  a  col¬ 
loquy  I  had  on  Friday  last  with  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  as  shown  at  page  10954 
of  the  Congressional  Record,  just  before 
he  left  the  city  of  Washington.  He  asked 
unanimous  consent  that  two  amend¬ 
ments  in  which  he  was  interested  not 
be  discussed  until  his  return. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  They  should  be  re¬ 
turned  to  and  will  be  returned  to  when 
he  comes  back  to  the  city. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  did  not  know 
whether  separate  arrangements  had 
been  made  about  that  with  the  chairman 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Washington  will  be  back 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
colloquy  I  had  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington  was  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that  we  would  protect  him  until 
Tuesday.  That  arrangement  was  made 
in  order  to  get  him  to  withhold  objection 
to  consideration  of  the  bill  in  his  absence. 

In  the  event  it  is  contemplated  that 
the  bill  will  be  passed  tonight,  I  thought 
I  should  make  that  point  now. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
pending  amendment  that  on  page  142, 
in  line  4? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
appropriation  bill  for  last  year — that  is 
for  1949-50— we  provided  $1,900,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Office  of 
Education. 

The  appropriation  bill  as  passed  this 
year  by  the  House  provides  that  that  sum 
shall  be  continued,  and  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House  also  provides  that  the  sala¬ 
ry  increase  which  went  into  effect  shall 
be  absorbed  by  means  of  a  reduction  of 
the  personnel  of  that  agency.  In  the 
judgi  ient  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  the  number  of  employees  in  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education,  particularly  for  over¬ 
all  administration,  is  excessive — or,  in 
other  words,  that  there  is  fat  in  that  of¬ 
fice,  and  that  the  increases  in  salaries 
can  be  absorbed  by  means  of  a  reduction 
in  the  personnel. 

However,  our  committee  has  recom¬ 
mended  an  increase  in  that  amount  by 
$123,420,  both  over  the  amount  of  the 
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•appropriation  made  last  year  and  over 
the  amount  voted  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  this  year. 

Mr.  President,  here  is  a  bureau  or 
agency  which  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  thinks  is  overstaffed.  I  think  my 
sympathy  with  the  objectives  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education  is  rather  well  known. 
However,  this  is  no  time  to  play  favorites. 
We  need  general  retrenchment.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  this  office,  by  means  of  in¬ 
creasing  the  efficiency  of  its  work,  can 
carry  on  at  last  year’s  level  with  the 
amount  voted  by  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  will  be  rejected,  so  that 
we  may  save  $123,000. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mi*.  President,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
and  to  support  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment.  Speaking  as  the  ranking  mem¬ 
ber  on  the  minority  side  of  the  aisle,  we 
went  into  this  very  thoroughly.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  amount  allowed  the 
Office  of  Education  will  keep  that  office 
only  at  its  present  level,  and,  because  of 
the  salary  adjustments,  if  this  amount 
were  not  allowed,  it  would  actually  mean 
a  curtailment  of  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  There  has  been  considerable  re¬ 
organization  in  the  Department  over  a 
period  of  time,  and  I  think  that  the  jus¬ 
tifications  for  this  amount  were  amply 
sustained  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.^Not  only  that,  but  the 
budget  estimate  for  the  1951  item  was 
$2,168,600.  The  committee  allowed  only 
sufficient  to  keep  up  the  1950  item,  as  it 
were,  and  allowed  only  $2,250,30Q. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Public  Health  Service,”  on 
page  145,  line  11,  after  the  word  “deter¬ 
mine”,  to  strike  out  “$14,900,000”  and 
insert  “$14,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
145,  line  15,  after  the  word  “vehicles”,  to 
strike  out  “$10,000,000”  and  insert 
“$9,600,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
148,  line  8,  after  the  word  “only”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,357,000”  and  insert 
$2,107,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
appropriation  is  for  the  administration, 
namely,  the  payment  of  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  hospital  constructions  serv¬ 
ice.  The  Hill-Burton  Act  is  one  of  the 
best  bills  I  think  that  this  Senate  has 
passed  in  recent  years.  But  this  is  not 
an  item  for  the  construction  of  hospitals; 
it  is  an  item  for  the  administration  of 
the  Federal  grants  which  are  given  for 
hospitals.  It  is  overhead.  For  the  year 
1949-50  there  was  appropriated  $1,132,- 
000.  The  House  increased  this  by  $225,- 
000,  to  $1,357,000.  The  Senate  increased 
the  amount  to  $2,107,000,  or  a  figure 
$750,000  above  the  House,  and  about 
$1,000,000  over  last  year. 


The  increase  allowed  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  is  for  research  in  hospital  adminis¬ 
tration — not  basic  research  into  diseases, 
but  research  into  the  management  of 
hospitals.  I  think  such  research  can  be 
done  by  private  agencies.  I  do  not  think 
the  Federal  Government  is  exactly  fam¬ 
ous  for  its  efficient  hospital  management. 
At  any  rate  now  is  not  the  time  to  start 
such  a  program.  The  House  has  al¬ 
ready  allowed  $225,000  more  than  last 
year  for  this  item. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  another  illustra¬ 
tion  of  a  budget  drawn  up  long  before 
the  Korean  hostilities,  long  before  these 
additional  expenditures  of  at  least  $10,- 
000,000,000  had  fallen  upon  us,  which  for 
various  reasons  the  Senate  feels  itself 
committed  to.  Despite  the  fact  that  the 
circumstances  have  certainly  changed  an 
increase  is  asked.  I  very  much  hope 
that  we  can  hold  to  the  House  figure  and 
thus  save  $750,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
150,  line  2,  after  the  word  “including”,  to 
insert  “grants  of  adrenocorticotriphic 
hormone  (ACTH) ,  cortisone,  and  other 
chemical  substances,  and  for”,  and  in 
line  7,  after  the  word  “diseases”,  to  strike 
out  “and  including  not  to  exceed  $200,- 
000  for  transfer  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  research  into  utilization 
of  plant  material  and  vegetable  sources 
of  cortisone.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
150,  line  21,  after  the  word  “Act”,  to 
strike  out  “$20,086,000”  and  insert 
“$20,686,000.” 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  portion  of  the  bill  is 
to  be  passed  over  until  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  MagnusonI  can  be 
present. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That,  I  think,  was  one 
of  the  items  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  had  in  mind. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  desire  to  have  these  items 
passed  over? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  were  to  act  on 
them  today,  but  when  the  Senator  from 
Washington  returned,  if  he  wanted 
them  reconsidered,  he  would  have  the 
opportunity. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  was  the  un¬ 
derstanding. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With 
that  understanding - 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  was  not  here,  of 
course,  when  that  understanding  was 
arrived  at.  Had  I  been  here,  I  should 
have  asked  for  an  opportunity,  myself, 
to  present  an  argument  in  support  of 
the  program  covered  by  the  item. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  the  Senator 
wants  to  do  that,  he  can  do  it  tomorrow. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  can  speak  then. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  is  recognized. 
The  amendment  is  offered,  and  he  can 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  discuss  the  amendment 
at  this  particular  time.  I  did  not  know 
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it  was  to  come  up,  because  I  had  been 
assured  it  would  come  up  in  the  absence 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  state  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  that  under  the  arrange¬ 
ment  he  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  the  amendment  when  it  comes 
up  tomorrow,  or  at  some  future  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes;  when  it  is  re¬ 
considered  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
151,  line  3,  after  the  word  “diseases”,  to 
strike  out  “$9,944,000  and  insert  $10  - 
000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

151,  line  10,  after  the  word  “vehicles”,  to 
strike  out  “$14,150,000”  and  insert  “$14,- 
750,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  151, 
line  18,  after  the  word  “only”,  to  strike 
out  “$2,040,000”  and  insert  “$2,140,000.” 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
an  item  in  which  I  am  interested,  and  I 
assume  it  is  one  of  the  projects  that  will 
go  over. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  understood  that  was 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska,  to  which  the  chairman  agreed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  go  over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

152,  line  16,  after  the  figures  “$1,375,000”, 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following  pro¬ 
visos:  “ Provided ,  That  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral  is  authorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim 
deed  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
he  may  prescribe  not  to  exceed  25,000 
square  feet  of  land  presently  included  in 
the  site  of  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health  to  the  Bethesda  Fire  Department, 
a  body  corporate  of  the  State  of  Mary¬ 
land,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  and 
maintaining  a  fire  station  to  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  the  facilities  of  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  and  for  the  adja¬ 
cent  community :  Provided  further,  That 
such  terms  and  conditions  may  include 
an  agreement  by  the  Surgeon  General  to 
pay  to  such  department  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  33  V3  percent  of  the  cost  of 
the  construction  of  the  station  but  not 
to  exceed  $20,000,  to  be  charged  to  the 
maximum  limits  6f  costs  set  out  in  this 
paragraph.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “St.  Elizabeths  Hospital,”  on 
page  154,  line  20,  after  the  word  “illness”, 
to  strike  out  “$1,948,009”  and  insert 
“$2,005,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  156,  line  9,  after  the  word 
“Columbia,”  to  strike  out  “$200,000”  and 
insert  “$300,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  is  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  salaries  and  expenses  for 
the  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions. 
This  is  a  very  worthy  work.  I  have 
been  a  member  of  a  credit  union  my¬ 
self.  I  have  subscribed  to  the  capital 
stock  of  a  credit  union,  and  sometimes 
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when  I  was  hard  pressed  I  contemplated 
the  possibility  of  borrowing  from  the 
credit  union;  although  I  never  did.  It 
is  a  very  worthy  work.  But  there  is  a 
private  association  of  credit  unions,  with 
its  headquarters  in  Madison,  Wis.,  and 
the  President,  I  believe,  some  weeks  ago 
laid  the  cornerstone  for  the  headquart¬ 
ers.  The  Government  did  a  splendid 
job  in  promoting  the  growth  of  credit 
unions,  but  the  conduct  of  these  credit 
unions  is  more  and  more  passing  into 
private  hands,  and  I  think  properly  so. 
Last  year  we  appropriated  for  this  Bu¬ 
reau  $200,000,  and  that  is  the  sum  con¬ 
tained  in  the  House  report. 

But  there  is  a  further  reason  why  the 
House  figure  should  not  be  increased 
I  quote  from  page  103 : 

Last  year  the  committee  suggested  that 
the  agency  recommend  changes  in  the  basic 
legislation  and  the  committee’s  action — 

Namely,  in  holding  the  appropriation 
down  to  $200,000 — 

may  stimulate  the  agency  to  move  with 
greater  dispatch  in  that  direction. 

This  indicates  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House  the  Bureau  had  not  shown 
great  alacrity  in  putting  itself  on  a  more 
efficient  footing.  The  Senate  commit¬ 
tee,  in  its  report,  on  page  74,  said: 

The  Bureau  is  directed  to  formulate  and 
execute  plans  with  more  dispatch  than 
has  thus  far  been  displayed  to  achieve  a 
program  more  nearly  self-sustaining. 

Implying  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  committee  this  Bureau  had  been 
dragging  its  feet  in  reorganizing  itselt 
and  making  itself  more  efficient.  But 
nevertheless,  the  committee,  instead  of 
applying  a  financial  stimulus  to  them  to 
do  better,  gave  them  a  $100,000  increase. 
That  seems  to  me  like  telling  a  child  that 
he  cannot  have  any  more  cake,  then  giv¬ 
ing  him  more  cake  and  telling  him  not 
to  ask  for  any  more.  This  may  seem  to 
be  a  small  item,  but  I  hope  that  we  will 
hold  to  the  House  figure  of  $200,000,  and 
save  $100,000  for  the  taxpayers  and  our 
defense  effort. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
members  of  the  subcommittee  who  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  testimony  were  just  as  sin¬ 
cere  and  just  as  anxious  to  protect  the 
taxpayer  as  is  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
We  dislike  to  think,  every  once  in  a  while, 
that  the  only  person  on  the  Senate  floor 
or  before  committees  who  is  honest 
and  has  regard  for  the  taxpayer  is  the 
Senator  from  Illinois.  I  deny  that  to  be 
the  fact.  What  happened  before  the 
committee  was  that  the  committee  tried 
to  provide  the  stimulus  about  which  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  so  much  loves  to 
speak,  but  once  in  a  while  he  forgets  that 
there  are  95  other  Senators  who  are  also 
sincere  and  are  trying  to  bring  about  the 
best  results  for  the  Nation. 

The  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions 
had  been  for  many  years  working  under 
the  authority  of  Congress,  and  it  is  now 
about  to  achieve  the  ideal  about  which 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  talks,  and  to 
become  self-sustaining.  It  was  for  that 
reason  that  the  subcommittee,  after  lis¬ 
tening  to  the  testimony,  decided  to  rec- 
commend  $300,000,  an  increase  of  $100,- 
000  over  the  House  allowance.  That  is 
greater  than  the  1950  appropriation. 


The  Senator  from  Illinois  speaks  about 
the  budget  when  it  suits  his  convenience, 
and  he  forgets  about  it  when  it  does  not 
suit  his  convenience.  The  amount  is 
$75,000  below  the  Budget  Bureau  esti¬ 
mate. 

The  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions 
wa^  directed  to  formulate  and  execute  its 
business  with  more  dispatch  than  has 
thus  far  been  achieved. 

That  is  the  dispatch  which  has  been  so 
eloquently  discussed  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  The  committee  wanted  to  make 
it  self-sustaining. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  156,  line  9. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  156, 
line  19,  after  the  word  “fund”,  to  insert 
“of  which  not  more  than  $404  shall  be 
available  for  payment  in  advance  when 
authorized  by  the  Federal  Security  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  dues  or  fees  for  library 
membership  in  organizations  whose  pub¬ 
lications  are  available  to  members  only 
or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to 
the  general  public.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  158, 
line  7,  after  the  word  “distribution”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,500,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
510,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  the  Administrator”, 
on  page  161,  line  1,  after  the  word  “Co¬ 
lumbia”,  to  strike  out  “$511,100”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$535,100.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say,  before  I  speak  on  the  amendment, 
that  I  regret  it  very  much  if  I  have  given 
to  any  Senator  the  impression  that  I  re¬ 
gard  myself  as  having  either  more  wis¬ 
dom  or  more  virtue  than  has  any  other 
Member  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not  feel 
that  way,  and  it  is  not  true.  I  certainly 
have  not  wished  to  convey  that  impres¬ 
sion.  It  is  not  pleasant  to  rise  with  re¬ 
spect  to  item  after  item  and  be  bowled 
over.  I  had  a  feeling  this  afternoon  that 
it  would  be  futile  for  me  to  make  this  ef¬ 
fort,  and  that  the  most  discreet  thing  for 
me  to  do  was  to  keep  my  mouth  shut  and 
not  try  to  speak  on  these  items.  I  was 
afraid  that  what  I  would  have  to  say 
would  be  misunderstood  and  that  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  would  feel  I  was  either 
a  crank  or  I  was  self-righteous.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  hope  that  I  am  neither. 

But,  Mr.  President,  we  are  in  a  very 
serious  position.  We  have  a  deficit  of 
$4,000,000,000,  exclusive  of  the  Korean 
war,  and  unless  we  tax  for  the  Korean 
war,  the  deficit  will  ,  amount  to  billions 
of  dollars  in  addition.  We  are  told  that 
the  way  to  approach  the  question  is  by 
selective  cutting.  If  we  do  that,  we  can 
deal  with  items  only  as  they  arise.  It  is 
not  a  pleasant  thing  to  study  this  whole 
bill,  item  by  item  and  to  get  up  time 
after  time,  but  I  have  to  do  it  in  this  in¬ 
stance  as  I  have  to  do  it  in  other  in¬ 
stances,  because  I  feel  that  it  is  the  best 
way  to  reduce  appropriations. 

To  get  down  to  business,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  this  is  an  item  for 


salaries  and  expenses  of  the  general 
counsel  of  the  Federal  Security  Admin¬ 
istrator.  We  expended  on  this  group 
last  year  $455,000.  The  House  raised 
this  amount  by  $56,000,  thus  providing 
an  increase  for  doing  the  work  which  the 
oleomargarine  law  will  entail.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  raised  that  amount  by  another 
$24,000.  This  means  that  we  shall  be 
spending  $80,000  more  for  lawyers  than 
we  did  last  year.  If  there  is  anything  of 
which  we  have  a  surplus  supply  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  it  is  lawyers,  and  we  can  take 
seme  of  the  existing  lawyers  and  have 
them  work  a  little  harder.  Also,  the 
various  agencies  should  use  the  legal 
services  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 
I  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  adopt  the 
House  figure  of  $511,000  and  provide  a 
10-percent  increase,  but  I  hope  we  can 
save  at  least  $24,000  by  rejecting  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  should  like  to  do 
that,  but  the  difficulty  is  that  last  year 
there  was  less  money  for  lawyers  in  this 
particular  department.  This  year  we 
gave  the  particular  agency  more  work  to 
do.  While  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
may  not  have  voted  for  the  oleomarga¬ 
rine  bill,  Congress  did  create  additional 
work  for  the  agency.  The  Senate  has 
heard  the  Senator  from  New  York  this 
afternoon  complain  because  we  cut  $300,- 
000  off  the  oleomargarine  enforcement 
provision,  and  now  comes  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  who  complains  because 
there  are  a  few  additional  lawyers  re¬ 
quired  to  enforce  a  law  which  Congress 
passed.  The  amount  is  still  under  that 
recommended  by  the  Budget  Bureau. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
particular  item.  I  believe  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government  have  too 
many  lawyers.  I  have  many  times  on  the 
floor  advocated  that  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral’s  office,  through  the  Solicitor  Gen¬ 
eral’s  office,  should  be  the  legal  adviser 
to  the  various  departments,  so  that  they 
would  be  receiving,  as  far  as  possible,  im¬ 
partial  advice  on  legal  questions.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  no  private  concern  hires  as 
many  lawyers  to  do  work,  much  of  which 
is  clerical  and  much  of  which  is  propa¬ 
ganda  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
as  does  the  Government.  While  I  know 
that  private  concerns  pay  their  top 
lawyers  more  money,  they  do  not  have  as 
many  lawyers  as  the  Government  em¬ 
ploys.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  con¬ 
tinue  to  increase  the  legal  forces  so  far 
as  the  Government  is  concerned.  - 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
committee,  I  wish  to  support  the  position 
taken  by  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  I  do  not  disagree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan,  as  a  general  propo¬ 
sition,  that  complete  reorganization  of 
the  legal  functions  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  in  order  and  should  perhaps 
be  concentrated  in  the  Office  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General.  During  the  6  years  in 
which  I  served  in  the  legislature  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  I  was  one  of  the  authors  of  a  bill 
which  did  away  with  independent  at¬ 
torneys  and  concentrated  the  work  in  the 
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office  of  the  attorney  general.  But  I 
think  that  should  be  done  by  general 
legislation,  after  a  study  by  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  which  the  able  Senator 
from  Michigan  is  a  member.  I  think  the 
testimony  before  our  committee  justified 
this  nominal  increase  because  of  the 
oleomargarine  work  and  other  enforce¬ 
ment  work  which  is  connected  with  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  always  agree  with  my  two  distin¬ 
guished  friends,  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Ferguson]  and  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Knowland],  I 
usually  agree  with  my  friends  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle,  and  as  an  efficient  and  com¬ 
petent  committee  has  passed  upon  this 
question,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  sustain 
the  committee. 

The  FRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  161,  line  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page,  162, 
after  line  9,  to  insert: 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  undc-r  this  title 
available  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be 
available  for  travel  expenses  and  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with 
the  functions  or  activity  for  which  any  such 
appropriation  is  made. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  162, 
line  15,  -to  change  the  section  number 
from  “207”  to  “2C3.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  III — National  Labor  Rela¬ 
tions  Board,”  on  page  163,  line  17,  after 
“(5  U.  S.  C.  150)”,  to  strike  out  “$8,550,- 
000”  and  insert  “$8,615, COO.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  consideration  of  chapter  V. 

Mr.  MAYBANK  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
point  I  believe  it  necessary  to  discuss 
briefly  the  effect  upon  the  public  assis¬ 
tance  grants  of  section  $111,  beginning 
on  page  468  of  the  bill,  and  known  as  the 
antideflciency  section,  which  section 
further  amends  section  3679  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes. 

The  subcommittee  of  which  I  am 
chairman  received  hundreds  of  commu¬ 
nications  requesting  clarification  of  this 
anti-deficiency  section  with  respect  to 
the  apportionment  of  funds  for  grants. 

The  committee  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  amend  the  language,  and 
wishes  to  register  its  understanding  that 
subsection  (e)  (1)  (B),  as  it  appears  on 
page  472  of  the  bill,  will  permit  the  ap¬ 
portionment  of  funds  for  public  assis¬ 
tance  grants  in  order  to  observe  the  legal 
commitments  to  the  several  States  to 
make  payment  of,  or  contributions 
toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be 
paid  to  individuals  either  in  specific 
amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accordance 
with  formulas  prescribed  by  law. 

This  same  understanding  exists  like¬ 
wise  in  connection  with  the  Employees’ 
Compensation  Fund,  administered  by  the 


Department  of  Labor,  to  which  f —  :1  the 
Federal  Government  makes  contribu¬ 
tions  from  which  payments  are  made  to 
employees  suffering  injuries  and  occu¬ 
pational  disabilities. 

Let  me  read  the  language  in  the  bill 
to  which  I  have  referred: 

(e)  (1)  No  apportionment  or  reapportion¬ 
ment  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  officer 
making  such  apportionment  or  reapportion¬ 
ment,  would  indicate  ,  a  necessity  for  a 
deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall  be 
made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such 
officer  that  such  action  is  required  because 
of  *  *  *  (B)  emergencies  involving  the 

*  *  *  immediate  welfare  of  individuals 

in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been 
made  to  enable  the  United  State  to  make 
payment  of,  or  contributions  toward,  sums 
which  are  required  to  be  paid  to  individuals 
either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in 
accordance  with  formulas  prescribed  by  law. 

I  thought  it  would  be  of  interest  to  the 
Senate  to  make  this  statement. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  inquire  as  to  the 
page  and  line  at  which  we  stopped  when 
there  were  under  consideration  the 
amendments  to  chapter  vni  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  page 
283.  The  Senate  stopped  there  with  the 
understanding  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  would  have  the  right  to  move  to 
reconsider  the  committee  amendments 
from  page  277  to  page  283,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  offering  amendments. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  CHILDREN’S 
BUREAU 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 
recommended  $1,510,000  for  the  1951  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  Children’s  Bureau. 
The  committee  indicated  that  the  rec¬ 
ommended  figure  would  permit  “the  Bu¬ 
reau  to  continue  its  staff  and  program 
at  the  1950  level.” 

In  a  letter  to  me,  Mrs.  Jack  B.  Fahy, 
executive  director  of  the  American  Par¬ 
ents  Committee,  indicates  that  the  rec¬ 
ommended  appropriation  will  not  permit 
the  Children’s  Bureau  to  operate  at  its 
1950  level.  During  the  present  emer¬ 
gency  I  have  no  intention  of  seeking  an 
increase  in  the  recommended  figure,  but 
I  feel  this  letter  may  be  of  interest  to 
Senators  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  it  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was -ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

American  Parents  Committee, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  13,  1950. 

Dear  Senator  Lehman:  The  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  reported  out  $1,510,- 
000  for  the  Children’s  Bureau.  This  is 
$12,300  under  the  budget  estimate  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  President.  In  the  Senate 
Report  1941  it  states  “The  amount  recom¬ 
mended  will  permit  the  Bureau  to  continue 
its  staff  and  program  at  the  1950  level.” 

This  is  untrue. 

If  Congress  appropriates  any  amount  less 
than  what  the  President  requested,  the 
Children’s  Bureau  will  have  to  abandon 
plans  to  employ'  part-time  consultants  in 
plastic  surgery,  nutrition  of  children  in  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  medical  care  of  premature  in¬ 
fants.  In  addition  they  will  have  to  choose 


between  reducing  services  in  regional  offices 
or  in  headquarters. 

In  order  to  absorb  a  cut  in  amounts  set 
aside  for  operation  of  regional  offices  the 
Bureau  would  be  forced,  either  (1)  to  re¬ 
duce  in  at  least  one  additional  regional  office 
the  professional  services  already  greatly  cur¬ 
tailed,  by  releasing,  for  example,  the  medical 
director,  a  public-health  nurse,  or  a  medical 
social  worker,  each  of  whom  performs  serv¬ 
ices  that  are  essential  in  the  development 
and  administration  of  maternal  and  child 
health  and  crippled  children’s  programs:  or 
(2)  to  curtail  even  further  the  travel  funds 
available  to  regional  staff  who  even  now  are 
unable  to  meet  the  requests  of  State  agen¬ 
cies  for  consultation. 

t  If  the  Bureau  were  to  absorb  the  cut  in 
its  operation  at  headquarters,  it  would  be 
forced  to  choose  between  several  alterna¬ 
tives,  each  signifying  elimination  or  curtail¬ 
ment  of  greatly  needed  services,  such  as:  (1) 
to  release  one  or  more  of  its  specialists  such 
as  the  sole  adviser  on  children’s  dentistry, 
the  one  consultant  on  juvenile-court  work! 
or  the  only  adviser  on  State  training  schools 
for  delinquent  children;  or  (2)  to  eliminate 
a  greatly  needed  bulletin  for  parents— in 
spite  of  parents’  expressed  need  for  nontech¬ 
nical  material  to  help  them  understand  and 
work  with  such  children  at  home;  or  (3)  to 
cease  immediately  all  efforts  to  develop  and 
carry  out  a  study  of  different  types  of  hos¬ 
pital  care  given  premature  babies — al¬ 
though  prematurity  is  one  of  the  leading 
causes  of  infant  deaths  today. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Jack  B.  Fahy, 

Executive  Director. 

fPrgffi  ’’ATARCTRlWe '  TO'f^V  jg TO" ffibg'AWffT " " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying 
bill,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed : 

To  the  United  States  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  1036)  “For 
:the  relief  of  the  Dixie  Margarine  Co., 
a  Tennessee  corporation,  -  Memphis, 
|Tenn.” 

The  bill  provides  for  payment  of  the 
sum  of  $69,530.40  to  the  Dixie  Margarine 
;Co.,  a  corporation  organized  and  exist¬ 
ing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Ten¬ 
nessee,  in  full  satisfaction  of  its  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  refund  of 
capital  exacted  by  the  Commissioner  of 
^Internal  Revenue,  for  taxes  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  March  1923  to  November  28,  1925. 

The  bill  recites  that  the  statutory  pe¬ 
riod  for  refund  of  the  moneys  collected 
had  expired  prior  to  the  date  of  a  decision 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  that 
the  moneys  had  been  illegally  collected 
■as  taxes  and  it  also  having  been  held  by 
both  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims 
and  the  Sixth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
that  relief  must  be  from  the  Congress 
and  not  from  the  courts. 

It  appears  that  in  1932  the  Supreme 
Court  held  in  the  case  of  MiUer  v.  Nut 
Margarine  Co.  (284  U.  S.  498) ,  that  prod¬ 
ucts  similar  to,  if  not  identical  with,  the 
products  manufactured  by  the  Dixie 
Margarine  Co.  were  not  subject  to  the 
tax  on  oleomargarine.  Thereafter,  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  re¬ 
funded  to  the  Dixie  Margarine  Co.  the 
sum  of  $234,512.86  representing  all 
amounts  collected  as  such  tax  from  that 
company  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
the  act  of  July  10,  1930,  refund  of  which 
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&not  then  barred  by  the  statute  of 
ations.  The  act  of  July  10,  1930  (46 
1022),  amended  the  act  relating  to 
taxe&.on  products  defined  as  oleomar- 
garine  so  as  to  include  products  such  as 
manufactured  by  claimant  company. 
The  Commissioner  refused  to  refund  the 
sum  of  $87,410  paid  during  the  period 
covered  by  this  bill  for  the  reason  that 
no  refund  claim  therefor  had  been  filed 
by  the  company  within  the  4  years  re¬ 
quired  by  section  3228  (a)  of  the  revised 
statutes,  as  amended,  now  section  3313 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

In  justice  to  all  taxpayers  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  had  no  alternative  other  than 
to  disapprove,  because  of  its  discrimina¬ 
tory  nature,  the  enactment  of  special 
legislation  designed  to  relieve  taxpayers 
who  allow  their  rights  to  become  barred 
by  the  statute  of  limitations.  To  ap¬ 
prove  the  instant  bill  would  be  to  prefer 
this  taxpayer  not  only  over  other  tax¬ 
payers  similarly  situated  from  whom 
such  taxes  were  collected  prior  to  the 
Supreme  Court’s  decision  in  the  Miller 
case,  but  also  over  taxpayers  generally 
who  are  bound  by  the  same  statute  of 
limitations. 

It  is  contended  that  the  instant  case 
is  to  be  distinguished  from  the  ordinary 
case  of  refund  of  taxes  on  the  ground 
that  in  the  Miller  case  the  Supreme 
Court  held  that  the  money  collected  was 
not  taxes  but  was  an  exaction  in  the 
guise  of  a  tax.  In  this  connection  it  is 
pertinent  to  note  that  the  Supreme  Court 
case  did  not  involve  the  Dixie  Margarine 
Co.  and  the  language  of  its  opinion  when 
read  in  context  is  hardly  susceptible  of 
this  construction.  However,  even  con¬ 
ceding  such  a  distinction,  the  case  would 
not  differ  from  those  in  which  similar 
exactions  have  been  collected  by  the 
Government,  such  as  the  processing  and 
floor-stocks  taxes  collected  under  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act — held  un¬ 
constitutional  in  United  States  v.  Butler 
(297  U.  S.  1)  and  Fontenot  v.  Ricker  Rice 
Mills  (297  U.  S.  110),  gift  taxes  collected 
under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1924  on  gifts 
made  prior  to  its  enactment,  Blodgett 
v.  Holden  (275  U.  S.  142) ;  Untermeyer 
v.  Anderson  (276  U.  S.  440),  taxes  col¬ 
lected  under  earlier  acts  on  articles  later 
held  not  to  be  taxable  as  automobile 
parts  and  accessories,  United  States  v. 
Jefferson  Electric  Co.  (291  U.  S.  386) ,  and 
cases  discussed;  Cf.  Indian  Motorcycle 
Co.  v.  United  States  (283  U.  S.  570),  and 
many  other  situations  far  too  numerous 
and  of  too  general  occurrence  to  war¬ 
rant  fuuther  consideration.  Return  of 
this  tax  to  claimant  would  constitute 
little  more  than  a  windfall.  It  would 
not  reach  the  consumers  who  must  be 
presumed  to  have  paid  it. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  I  am  con¬ 
strained  to  withhold  my  approval  from 
the  bill. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 
The  White  House,  July  24,  1950. 

JEWS  IN  AMERICAN  HISTORY 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  Harry 
L.  Golden  and  Martin  Rywell  wrote  a 
book  entitled  “Jews  in  American  His¬ 
tory,’’  in  which  is  contained  a  foreword 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Graham!.  The  book  deals  with  the 


Jewish  people  in  my  community,  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.  C.‘ 

In  the  book  are  contained  a  great 
many  articles  taken  from  Charleston 
newspapers,  with  which  I  am  familiar, 
because  this  year  we  are  celebrating  the 
two-hundredth  anniversary  of  the  Jew¬ 
ish  congregation  in  Charleston,  S.  C. 
Therefore  I  should  like  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  the  articles 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

JThe  Two  Hundredth  Anniversary  op  the 

Jewish  Congregation  op  Charleston,  S.  C., 

1750-1950 

[From  Jews  in  American  History,  by  Harry  L. 

Golden  and  Martin  Rywell,  with  a  foreword 

by  Senator  Frank  Graham] 

Remembrances  of  Charleston — the  remem¬ 
brances  of  her  laurels  as  they  form  a  wreath 
and  a  song  is  on  her  lyre,  Charleston  with  its 
stately  mansions,  high  piazzas  and  colorful 
gardens  looks  out  upon  the  harbor.  A  subtle 
strength  permeates  the  peaceful  brightness 
of  her  sun,  the  luminous  turquoise  sky  and 
ecstacy  is  in  the  air.  Charleston,  mistress  of, 
the  harbor  and  busy  with  its  commerce 
Fort  Sumter  out  on  the  harbor  as  a  remind¬ 
er  of  a  period  bygone.  Charleston  stands 
picturesque  and  colorful — famed  and  for¬ 
tunate,  v  / 

1950  marks  the  two  hundredth  anniversary 
of  the  organization  of  the  congregation  in 
Charleston';.  Jews  settled  earl/  in  South 
Carolina  since  Gov.  John  Archdale  states  he 
had  a  Jew  for  an  interpreter  in  Charleston 
in  1695. 

Many  have  beep  illustrious  citizens  in  its 
history,  Moses  LiiHlo,  Francis  Salvador,  the 
Jews  of  Charleston  who  fought  under  Cap¬ 
tain  Lushington  in  the  Revolution,  Solomon 
N.  Carvalho,  the  artist  who  accompanied 
John  C.  Fremont  in  1863  on  his  expedition 
to  the  west.  Michael  Lazarys  who  opened  the 
Savannah  River  to  navigation  by  steam  be¬ 
tween  Charleston  and  AugUsta.  De  Leon, 
Penina  Moise,  the  Harleys,  Franklin  J.  Moses, 
brilliant  lawyer  who  served  as  chief  justice 
of  the  South  Carolina  Supreme  Coyrt,  Philip 
Phillips,  and  Maj.  Edwin  Warren  Moise  of  the 
Confederate  Army  and  prominent  'lawyer. 
Dr.  Ellas  Marks  founded  the  Columbia  Remale 
Academy  in  1820  and  latef  the  Barhamville 
school  from  which  Miss  Martha  Bullock, 
mother  of  President  Theodore  Roosevelt  way 
■  graduated.  Dr.  B.  A.  Rodriguez  was  a  promi¬ 
nent  dentist  who  in  1836  was  the  first  to 
make  an  artificial  plate. 

Gov.  John  Archdale,  in  his  new  descrip¬ 
tion  of  that  fertile  and  pleasant  province 
of  Carolina  (London,  1707),  tells  how,  in 
1695,  he  employed  a  Spanish-speaking  Jew — ■ 
a  marrano  who  professed  “the  Christian  re¬ 
ligion  as  the  Papists  do” — as  an  interpreter 
between  himself  and  the  Florida  Indians. 
The  name  of  a  certain  Mordecai  Nathan  ap¬ 
pears  in  connection  with  an  assessment  of 
1694.  Samuel  Mendis  is  mentioned  in  the 
records  of-  1696.  Jews  also  were  among  the 
first  to  take  advantage  of  “the  act  for  making 
aliens  free  in  this  part  of  the  Province  and 
for  granting  liberty  of  conscience  to  all 
Protestants”  (1696-97),  as  is  indicated  by 
the  naturalization  papers  of  Jacob  Mendis, 
Abraham  Avila  (1697),  and  of  Simon  Val¬ 
entine  who  was  designated  as  “an  alien  of  Ye 
Jewish  Nation.”  Reference  is  made  to  David 
Riz  and  Moses  Modina  in  1700,  and  Jews  are 
on  record  as  having  voted  in  the  municipal 
election  of  1703. 

In  the  eighteenth  century  the  number  of 
Jewish  settlers  in  Charleston  '(or,  as  it  was 
then  known,  Charles  Town) ,  increased  stead¬ 
ily.  Most  of  them  hailed  from  London,  but 
some  came  from  France,  Holland,  Jamaica, 
and  Barbados,  in  1741,  there  were  several 


,  arrivals  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  thereafter 
others  came  from  New  York  and  Rhode  IslajOd, 
Germany  and  even  Poland,  where  the  author 
of  the  Sefer  Haberith  (Vilna,  1798),  referred 
to  Charleston  as  Charlesville. 

These  early  Jewish  settlers  wer£  mostly 
small  traders,  but  some  of  them/ngaged  in 
banking,  agriculture,  and  industry  on  a  large 
scale.  Indigo  culture,  which  An  provincial 
days  was  the  most  lucrati/e  industry  of 
South  Carolina,  excepting^, 'the  rice  trade, 
flourished  largely  through  the  effors  of 
Moses  Lindo,  who  arriv/Ki  from  London  in 
1756.  In  1762,  Lindcj/was  appointed  Sur¬ 
veyor  and  •  Inspector/General  of  Indigo,  a 
post  created  espechflly  for  him.  Mordecai 
Sheftall,  Philip  Haft  and  the  Joseph  family 
did  an  extensive. ranking  and  exchange  bus¬ 
iness,  with  England  and  other  countries.  Also 
prominent  in/the  colonial  period  was  Joseph 
Levy,  who  /as  commisisoned  lieutenant  in 
the  Cherojree  War  of  1761. 

In  1770;  a  number  of  Charleston  Jews,  ln- 
cluding>Lindo  and  Benjamin  Hart,  subscribed 
a  substantial  sum  toward  the  maintenance 
of  Blown  University,  a  new  institution  in 
far-off  Providence,  R.  I.  Impressed  by  this 
generosity,  the  college  trustees  voted  that 
“children  of  Jews  may  be  admitted  to  this 
institution,  and  entirely  enjoy  the  freedom 
of  their  own  religion,  without  any  restraint 
or  imposition  whatever.” 

During  the  period  of  the  American  Revo¬ 
lution  the  Jews,  like  the  rest  of  the  popu¬ 
lation,  were  divided  in  sympathy  between  the 
Patriot  and  Tory  camps.  But  a  remarkably 
large  number  served  the  Revolutionary 
cause.  Indeed,  after  Charleston  fell  to  the 
British,  many  Jewish  families  preferred  to 
flee  to  Philadelphia,  where  10  Charleston 
Jews  were  among  the  founders  of  Congrega¬ 
tion  Mikveh  Israel  in  1782.  Of  the  60 
Charleston  citizens  who  constituted  the  mi¬ 
litia  company  of  Capt.  Richard  Lushington, 
about  20  were  Jews,  and  one  of  them,  Jo¬ 
seph  Solomon,  was  killed  in  the  battle  of 
Beaufort.  At  least  34  Jews  served  in  the 
Revolution  Armies.  O  f  these,  David  N.  Car-* 
dozo,  who  distinguished  himself  in  the  at¬ 
tempt  to  recapture  Savannah,  and  Markes 
Lazarus  were  sergeants  major;  Jacob  de  la 
Motta  and  Abraham  Seixas  were  captains. 
Maj.  Benjamin  Nones,  of  Philadelphia,  dis¬ 
tinguished  himself  in  the  siege  of  Charles¬ 
ton.  Mordecai  Sheftall  was  deputy  com¬ 
missioner  general  of  issues  to  the  Continental 
Army  assigned  to  the  southern  department. 
Mordecai  Manual  Noah  (1747-1845;  not  to 
be  confused  with  his  more  famous  name¬ 
sake),  contributed  £20,000  to  the  cause  of 
the  Revolution,  while  Myer  Moses,  who  sup¬ 
plied  the  Continental  Army  with  provisions 
afld  aided  the  wounded  and  imprisoned 
/m^rican’ patriots,  earned  “the  good  wishes 
and  gratitude  of  all,”  according  to  Gen. 
Thomas  Sumter. 

In  179J,  the  community,  now  incorporated 
and  numbering  over  400  persons,  decided  to 
erect  a  lar^r  synagogue,  and  within  a  short 
period  raise&the  amount  of  $20,000  for  the 
purpose.  Thik  “new  synagogue”  which  La¬ 
fayette  later  described  as  “spacious  and  ele¬ 
gant”  was  dedical^d  on  Friday,  December  19, 
1794,  with  imposingeeremonies  attended  by 
the  governor,  the  entfi  and  military  officers 
of  the  State,  the  municipal  authorities*  the 
clergy,  and  the  public  iA.  general.  It  was  re¬ 
garded  as  the  handsomest  synagogue  in 
America  until  its  destruction  in  the  great 
fire  on  Saturday,  April  27,  lS^g. 

Charleston  Jews  began  the  it  formal  com¬ 
munal  life  on  the  day  after  Rosfe  Hashanah, 
5510  (1749)  when  they  organised  Kahal 
Kadosh  Beth  Elohim  (originally  called  Beth 
Elohim  Nnveh  Shallom),  the  fourth,  oldest 
congregation  in  what  is  now  the  United 
States.  Moses  Cohen  was  elected  Hahatp  or 
chief  rabbi  of  the  congregation,  Isaac '  da 
Costa  became  Hazan  or  reader,  Joseph  Tobias, 
parnes  or  president,  and  Michael  Lazarus’, 
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military  assistance  program  with  our 
own  military  program.  What  was  said 
in  yesterday’s  debate  is  not  going  to  be 
repeated.  YTe  shall  go  on  to  the  addi¬ 
tional  $4,000  00C,0G0. 

Three’  billion  dollars  has  been  made 
available  for  the  peacetime  expansion  of 
industry  in  -the  16  European  countries, 
which  is  already  overexpanded  for 
peacetime  production.  Consequently,  it 
was  found  that  these  countries  must  sell 
their  peacetime  products  in  our  country 
and  thus  displace\our  own  workmen. 
The  $3  000.000,000  could  be  transferred 
immediately.  The  appropriation  has 
been  made.  What  is  thp  reason,  then, 
that  it  must  be  expendedXn  wartime  on 
an  already  overexpanded  peacetime  in¬ 
dustry?  The  $3,000,000,000\additional 
should  be  made  available  immediately 
for  national  defense. 

First  I  should  like  to  read  ihfcp  the 
Record  a  brief  excerpt  from  an  editorial 
which  appeared  in  this  morning’s  Wash¬ 
ington  Times-Herald.  It  referred  to  tr 
appropriation  of  approximately  $3,090,- 
000,000  to  build  up  the  European  coun¬ 
tries’  civilian  peacetime  economy  and 
went  on  to  say: 

Considering  the  lack  of  response  from 
these  countries  when  the  United  Nations 
asked  for  troops  to  help  our  foot  soldiers  in 
Korea,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  we  stopped 
some  of  our  dollars  from  going  abroad  next 
year. 

There  is  no  valid  reason  for  putting  the 
people  in  this  country  on  a  wartime  basis 
and  still  keep  gouging  them  to  build  up 
peacetime  economy  in  Europe.  We  will  do 
enough  along  this  line  when  we  begin  spend¬ 
ing  the  ten  billions  for  military  purposes.  We 
will  increase  our  imports  of  tin,  rubber,  and 
so  forth,  and  they  will  get  the  profits.  And 
beyond  that  we  may  expect  the  administra¬ 
tion  to  siphon  off  some  of  the  goods  as  well 
to  increase  European  munitions  production. 

Therefore,  we  urge  that  the  civilian  foreign 
aid  be  cut  to  a  liquidation  figure. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  new  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  there  is  an  item  of  $500,009,000 
for  peacetime  public  works.  In  war¬ 
time  such  works  are  unnecessary,  and,  in 
fact,  undesirable.  Our  money  and  our 
man-hours  should  be  devoted  to  the  war 
effort.  This  $500,000,000  should  be 
transferred  to  the  military  program,  ex- , 
cept,  of  course,  a  relatively  minor  amount 
retained  for  emergency  works.  / 

The  new  budget  is  approximately  $42,- 
000,009,000;  $13,500,000,000  is  for  the 
military:  $6,000,000,000  for  veteran  serv¬ 
ices  and  benefits ;  $5,500,000,000  for  inter¬ 
est  on  the  public  debt;  and  $^7,000,000,- 
000  for  the  civil  government/exclusive  of 
the  items  mentioned.  / 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  tne  Record  at  this 
point  a  table  showirWthe  exact  figures. 

The  PRESIDING  jCFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  I 

There  being  »6  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  jse  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Budget,  M,ly  1,  1950,  to  June  30,  1951 
Requested  for — 

National  defense _ $13,  545,  000,  000 

Vetjffans’  services  and 

benefits _  6,  080,  000,  000 

Interest  on  public 

debt _  5,  625,  000,  000 

Remaining _  17, 189,  000,  000 

Total _ _  42,  439,  000,  000 


Mr.  MALONE.  Now,  Mr.  President, 

I  wish  to  quote  from  the  same  editorial, 
as  follows: 

Last  December,  Senator  Byrd  made  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  save  $5,200,000,000  by  cutting  back 
Government  domestic  expenditures  to  the 
1948  level. 

Byrd’s  plan  excluded  any  reductions  in 
defense  or  any  lessening  of  stockpiling 
atomic  energy,  veterans’  aid,  foreign  aid,  or 
interest  on  the  public  debt. 

The  Virginia  Senator  picked  1948  as  a  base 
because  it  was  the  soundest  postwar  year. 
The  budget  was  balanced  in  1948,  Govern¬ 
ment  expenditures  were  trimmed,  and  taxes 
were  cut. 

FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  DOMESTIC  PROGRAM 

In  1948,  the  Federal  Government  spent 
the  $6,400,000,000  on  its  domestic  pro¬ 
gram.  When  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Virginia  recommended  his  plan, 
the  country  was  not  proceeding  into  a 
wartime  economy  as  it  is  now,  it  was 
locking  forward  to  another  year  in 
which  the  Government  would  be  geared 
to  peacetime  operations.  Now,  with  the 
abrupt  change  to  wartime  operations, 
^it  might  be  considered  logical  to  make 
^yen  deeper  domestic  cuts  than  those 
suggested  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Virginia.  However,  in  order  to 
raisrohe  necessary  funds,  we  need  not 
go  evek  as  far  as  then  suggested.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  proposes 
that  we  sage  20  percent  of  the  seventeen 
billion  for  cWil  government.  That  would 
be  approximately  three  a$d  a  half  bil¬ 
lions  saved. 

EIGHT  BILLION  DOLlSyiS  OUT  OF  THE  TEN  BILLION 
DOLLARS  REQUESTED  AVAILABLE 

Add  this  three  aiM  one-half  billion  to 
the  half  billion  solved  from  peacetime 
public  works  and  the  &mr  billions  men¬ 
tioned  yesterday,  whichSve  can  save  by 
stopping  ECA/and  by  unifying  our  mili¬ 
tary  programs,  and  we  have  eight  bil¬ 
lions  for  the  new  military  piWram. 

Under  this  plan,  Mr.  President,  we 
need  not  load  down  our  taxpayers  with 
additional  burdens.  • 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  epn- 
to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  -*it 
tins  point  the  complete  editorial  which 
Appeared  in  the  Times-Herald  of  thish 
(  morning. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  fellows: 

How  To  Save  $10,090,000,000 

Here  is  a  way  for  Congress  to  find  that 
$10,000,000,000  Mr.  Truman  is  asking  as  a 
down  payment  on  the  cost  the  Nation  is 
called  on  to  pay  for  the  administration’s 
bonehead  operations  in  Korea  and  elsewhere. 

This  plan  does  not  call  for  added  taxes. 
It  calls  for  less  costly  civil  government,  and 
it  is  not  dream  stuff.  Senator  Harry  Flood 
Byrd,  Democrat,  of  Virginia,  is  the  drafts¬ 
man  of  its  principles. 

Senator  Byrd  is  known  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other  as  a  practical  au¬ 
thority  on  government.  If  he  says  a  thing 
can  be  done,  it  can  be  done. 

Therefore,  we  offer  this  program  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  full  confidence  that  any  citi¬ 
zen  can  support  it  who  sincerely  wants  the 
United  States  pulled  safely  through  the  mis¬ 
adventures  of  the  Truman  gang  without  the 
destruction  of  our  domestic  life. 

Last  December,  Senator  Byrd  made  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  save  $5,200,000,000  by  cutting  back 
Government  domestic  expenditures  to  the 
1948  level. 
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Byrd’s  plan  excluded  any  reductions  in 
defense  or  any  lessening  of  stockpiling 
atomic  energy,  veterans’  aid,  foreign  aid,  or 
interest  on  the  public  debt. 

The  Virginia  Senator  picked  1948  as  a  base 
because  it  was  the  soundest  postwar  year. 
The  budget  was  balanced  in  1948,  'Govern¬ 
ment  expenditures  were  trimmed,  and  taxes 
were  cut. 

EIGHTIETH  CONGRESS  ECONOMICAL 

It’s  also  worthy  of  note  that  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Eightieth  Congress  was  in  power  that 
year  and  received  as  its  reward  for  work 
well  done  a  scathing  attack  from  Truman, 
who  called  it  the  “worst  Congress”  in  our 
history. 

In  1948  the  Federal  Government  spent 
$6,400,000,000  on  its  domestic  programs.  In 
the  1951  budget  Truman  has  asked  Congress 
to  give  him  $11,600,000,000  for  the  same  pro¬ 
grams,  therefore  a  return  to  the  1948  budget 
would  result  in  the  $5,200,000,000  savings. 

However,  when  Senator  Byrd  recommended 
this  plan  the  country  was  not  proceeding 
into  a  wartime  economy  as  it  is  now.  It 
was  looking  forward  to  another  year  in  which 
the  Government  would  be  geared  to  peace¬ 
time  operations.  Now  with  the  abrupt 
change  to  wartime  operations  it  is  only 
logical  that  we  follow  up  Senator  Byrd’s 
basic  program  with  even  further  cuts  from 
the  1948  budget  he  proposed. 

For  example,  there  were  $200,000,000  in  that 
1948  budget  for  work  relief.  Certainly  our 
increased  production  demands  will  wipe  out 
need  for  any  such  expenditures.  In  that 
budget  there  were  also  $100,000,000  for  hous¬ 
ing.  The  President  in  his  message  recom¬ 
mended  knocking  out  all  housing  money. 
There  were  also  in  that  1948  budget,  $500,- 
000,000  for  peacetime  public  works.  In  war¬ 
time  such  are  unnecessary  and  undesirable. 

That  budget  also  carried  $30,000,000  for 
agriculture  support.  That  can’t  be  justified. 
Another  item  on  which  the  saving  can  be 
made  is  the  $300,000,000  postal  deficit  which 
should  be  wiped  out  immediately,  regardless 
of  whether  we  are  to  operate  a  peacetime 
or  wartime  economy.  The  Hoover  reor¬ 
ganization  report  gives  a  full  blueprint  on 
how  to  accomplish  this. 

If  these  cuts  were  made  it  would  bring  the 
savings  to  $6,300,000,000. 

FOREIGN  AID  CAN  BE  CUT 

Although  Byrd  did  not  recommend  slash¬ 
ing  the  veterans’  program  for  his  peacetime 
budget  it  appears  that  there  is  sufficient  room 
in  the  six  billions  asked  by  Truman  in  the 
1951  budget  to  save  at  least  25  percent  or 
,  $700,000,000.  In  that  1951  request,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  there  are  $2,700,000,000  for  the  vet¬ 
erans’  readjustment  program.  Certainly 
the^e  will  be  a  considerable  cut  in  such 
activities  as  we  build  up  the  armed  services. 

Tints,  the  domestic  cuts  would  save  seven 
billion.  • 

And  w©t  think  that  since  America  must 
tighten  its  lselt  again  it  would  be  a  good  time 
to  look  at  tWe  foreign-aid  program  for  im¬ 
mediate  relief*..  Since  the  war  we  have  set 
up  approximately  23  foreign-aid  programs 
into  which  we  have  poured  $35,000,000,000. 

The  1950  budget.^carries  three  and  seven- 
tenths  billions  to  build  up  Europe’s  civilian 
economy  over  and  above  the  military  aid  we 
are  giving. 

Considering  the  lack  of  response  from  these 
countries  when  the  United  ijations  asked  for 
troops  to  help  our  foot  soldiers  in  Korea,  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  we  stopped  some  of 
our  dollars  from  going  abroad  next  year. 

There  is  no  valid  reason  for  putting  the 
people  in  this  country  on  a  wartime  basis 
and  still  keep  gouging  them  to  build  up 
peacetime  economy  in  Europe.  We  will  do 
enough  along  this  line  when  we  begin  spend¬ 
ing  the  ten  billions  for  military  purposes. 
We  will  Increase  our  imports  of  tin,  rubber, 
etc.,  and  they  will  get  the  profits.  And  be¬ 
yond  that  we  may  expect  the  administration 
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to  siphon  off  seme  of  the  goods  as  well  to  In¬ 
crease  European  munitions  production. 

Therefore,  we  urge  that  the  civilian  for¬ 
eign  aid  be  cut  to  a  liquidation  figure  of 
$700,005,000.  The  three  billion  cut  on  this 
item  will  then  bring  the  total  saving  to  ten 
billions,  'this  bill  produce  a  complete  set-off  . 
to  the  ten  billions  to  be  spent. 

To  us  it  seems  that  economy  is  a  much 
sounder  method  of  meeting  the  increased 
military  costs  than  burdening  the  American 
people  with  more  taxes  and  more  Govern¬ 
ment  controls. 

HME  TO  TAKE  STOCK 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
time  for  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  take  stock.  It  is  time  to  gather 
the  loose  ends  of  this  Government  to¬ 
gether,  furnish  the  requested  national 
defense  fund  of  ten  and  one-half  billion, 
but  use  the  available  funds  before  rais¬ 
ing  taxes. 

All  will  agree  that  the  Congress  has 
been  liberal  with  appropriations  for  na¬ 
tional  defense,  the  appropriations  hav¬ 
ing  amounted  to  $89,124,000,000  since  th<| 
close  of  World  War  II. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has ; 
suggested  the  source  of  eight  billion, 
available  to  be  applied  on  the  ten  and 
one-half  billion  needed  at  this  time,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  President’s  request.  Ad¬ 
ditional  funds  are  available  from  other 
sources. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  will; 
have  more  to  say  about  this  subject  later.: 

TITE  WAR  IN  KOREA — OBLIGATION  OP 

ALL  MEMBERS  OP  UNITED  NATIONS  TO 

FURNISH  TROOPS 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  my  re¬ 
marks  this  afternoon  will  be  very  brief.' 

The  United  Nations  are  in  a  war  to1 
win.  We  will  win.  In  fact,  we  will  win , 
even  if  the  United  States  has  to  do  -the 
job  with  its  own  ground  troops  al6ne. 
Of  that,  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

Republicans  are  giving  this  a^tainis- 
tration  full  support  in  the  Korean  crisis. 
However,  the  time  has  come/for  this 
country  to  be  realistic. 

The  United  States  has  no/  unlimited 
manpower.  We  are  willinaf  to  furnish 
more  than  our  share  of  arms  and  muni¬ 
tions  of  war  in  this  fighljfto  halt  com¬ 
munism.  We  are  willing  to  furnish  our 
share  of  men,  but  I  ary  convinced  that 
this  administration  hap  not  done  all  it 
can  to  secure  the  cooperation  of  the 
other  United  Nationyin  furnishing  their 
share  of  manpower^ 

England,  Australia,  Prance,  the  Phil¬ 
ippines,  and  other  countries  have  large 
numbers  of  able-bodied  young  men  who 
should  be  trained  right  now  to  take  their 
places  alongside  our  valiant  soldiers  on 
the  Korean  front.  It  is. not  just  or  pru¬ 
dent  for  this  Nation  to'  bear  the  whole 
brunt  of  the  Communist  onslaught.  I 
urge  the  administration  to  call  imme¬ 
diately  an  emergency  meeting  of  the 
Security  Council  to  discuss  means  of 
training  their  young  men  forthwith  to 
do  their  share  of  the  fighting  in  Korea, 
and  thus  make  more  modest  inroads  in 
our  supply  of  reservists  and  the  use  of 
Americans. 

Trygve  Lie’s  appeal  to  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  for  support  should  be  followed  by 
vigorous  action  on  the  part  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  translate  the  general  de¬ 


sires  and  pious  hopes  into  concrete 
suits  in  the  way  of  infantry  troops 
antitank  battalions  of  all  nations. 

Let  us  make  this  in  fact  the  fisl  o 
all  the  free  world  in  the  United 


tions 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATION,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Atomic  Energy  Commission,” 
on  page  287,  line  1,  to  strike  out  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proviso: 

Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  the  fore¬ 
going  appropriation  or  contract  authoriza¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  in  connection  with  the 
payment  of  any  contractor  or  firm  of  con¬ 
tractors  engaged  under  a  cost  plus  a  fixed  fee 
contract  or  contracts  at  any  installation  of 
the  Commisison,  where  the  fee  for  commu¬ 
nity  management  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of 
$90,000  per  annum,  or  for  the  operation  of  a 
transportation  system  where  the  fee  is  at  a 
rate  in  excess  of  $45,000  per  annum. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Civil  Service  Commission,”  on 
page  287,  line  21,  after  the  word  “ex¬ 
ceed”,  to  strike  out  “$50,000”  and  insert 
“$80,000,”  and  on  page  288,  line  4,  after 
the  word  “amended”,  to  strike- out  “$15,- 
261,913”  and  insert  “$15,761,913.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Commission  on  Renovation  of 
the  Executive  Mansion,”  on  page  291, 
line  5,  after  the  word  “Congress”,  to 
strike  out  “$20,000”  and  insert  $50,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Displaced  Persons  Commis¬ 
sion,”  on  page  291,  after  line  109,  to 
strike  out: 

Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948  (Public 
Law  774,  approved  June  25,  1948),  including 
personal  services  and  rents  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  travel  expenses,  including  travel 
expenses  outside  continental  United  States 
without  regard  to  the  Standardized  Govern¬ 
ment  Travel  Regulations,  as  amended,  and 
the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances  under  the 
Subsistence  Expense  Act  of  1926,  as 
amended;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding,  including  printing  and 
binding  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  without  regard  to  section  11 
of  the  act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill); 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
act  of  August  2,  1846  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a);  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  employ¬ 
ment  of  aliens;  and  payment  of  rent  in  for¬ 
eign  countries  in  advance;  $455,100:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  allocations  may  be  made  from 
this  appropriation  by  the  Commission  upon 
approval  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  any 
department,  agency,  corporation,  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  of  the  Government 
for  direct  expenditure  for  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation,  and  any  such  expendi¬ 
tures  may  be  made  under  the  specific  au¬ 
thority  herein  contained  or  under  the  au¬ 
thority  governing  the  activities  of  the  de¬ 
partment,  agency,  corporation,  or  independ¬ 
ent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are 


allocated:  Provided  further.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  enter  into  agreements  with  gov¬ 
ernmental  and  private  agencies  and  may 
make  payment  in  advance  or  by  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  expenses  incurred  by  such  agen¬ 
cies  in  rendering  assistance  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  without  regard  to  the  Standardized 
Government  Travel  Regulations,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances  un¬ 
der  the  Subsistence  Expense  Act  of  1926,  as 
amended;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three), 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding,  including  printing  and 
binding  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  without  regard  to  section  11 
of  the  act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill); 
expenses  incident  to  the  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  education  of  American  children  who 
are  dependents  of  Government  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation  and  stationed 
overseas;  services  a3  authorized-  by  section 
15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a);  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  pro¬ 
gram  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150); 
employment  of  aliens;  and  payment  of  rent 
in  foreign  countries  in  advance;  $9,000,000: 
Provided,  That  allocations  may  be  made 
from  this  appropriation  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  upon  approval  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  any  department,  agency,  corpo¬ 
ration,  or  independent  establishment  of  the 
Government  for  direct  expenditure  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation,  and  any  such 
expenditures  may  be  made  under  the  spe¬ 
cific  authority  herein  contained  or  under 
the  authority  governing  the  activities  of  the 
department,  agency,  corporation,  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  to  which  amounts 
are  allocated:  Provided  further.  That  the 
Commission  may  enter  into  agreements  with 
international,  governmental,  and  private 
agencies  and  may  make  payment  in  advance 
or  by  reimbursement  for  expenses  incurred 
by  such  agencies  in  rendering  assistance  to 
the  Commission  in  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Federal  Power  Commission,”  on 
page  295,  line  11,  after  the  wTord  “exceed”, 
to  strike  out  “$247,500”  and  insert 
“$256,500!’,  and  in  line  16,  after  the  word 
“newspapers”,  to  strike  out  “$3,938,300” 
and  insert  “$4,013,300.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Federal  Trade  Commission,”  on 
page  296,  line  10,  after  the  word  “news¬ 
papers”,  to  strike  out  $3,866,695”  and 
insert  “$3,916,695”,  and  in  line  11,  after 
the  word  “available”,  to  strike  out  “to  the 
Bureau  of  Trade  Practice  Conferences.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “General  Accounting  Office,”  on 
page  296,  line  21,  after  the  word  “else¬ 
where”,  to  strike  out  “$34,500,000”  and 
insert  “$32,689,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  297, 
line  3,  after  “(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)”,  to  in¬ 
sert  “for  newspapers  and  periodicals 
(not  exceeding  $600 ) .” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “General  Services  Administra- 
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tion,”  on  page  297,  line  15,  after  the  word 
“Columbia”,  to  strike  out  “$23,000,000” 
and  insert  “$22,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  300, 
line  17,  after  the  word  “binding”,  to 
strike  out  “$333,608,240”  and  insert 
“3605,000.000”;  in  line  19,  after  the  word 
“expended”,  to  strike  out  “of  which  not 
to  exceed  $25,000,000  may  be  expended 
in  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  said 
act  of  July  23,  1946,  through  purchase 
contracts  negotiated  with  operators 
within  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
and  possessions,  and  in  making  advance 
payments  on  such  contracts  to  the  extent 
determined  to  be  necessary  to  the  per¬ 
formance  thereof,  and”;  and  on  page 
301,  line  5,  after  the  word  “of”,  to 
strike  out  “$100,000,000”  and  insert 
“$125,000  000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  302, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “vehicles”,  to  in¬ 
sert  a  semicolon  and  “and  in  addition, 
the  General  Services  Administration  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation”;  and  on 
page  303,  line  3,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  strike  out  the  colon 
and  the  following  proviso: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  on  any 
project  until  a  certificate  has  been  received 
from  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  such  facility  will  be  of  value  in 
connection  with  national  defense. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  303, 
line  12,  after  the  word  “expended”,  to 
strike  out  “$28,000,0C0”  and  insert  “$2Q,- 
000,000”,  and  in  line  19,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$32,000,000”  and 
insert  “$27,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  304, 
line  2,  after  “(62  Stat.  1155)”,  to  strike 
out  “$900,000”  and  insert  “$750,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
304,  line  12,  after  the  word  “books”,  to 
strike  out  “$60,000”  and  insert  “$52,285.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
304,  line  15,  after  “(58  Stat.  827)”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,300,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
307,  line  12,  after  the  word  “War”,  to 
strike  out  “$76,500,000”  and  insert  “$82,- 
725,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  309, 
after  line  6,  to  strike  out : 

During  the  current  fiscal  year,  no  part  of 
any  money  appropriated  in  this  or  any  other 
act  shall  be  used  during  any  quarter  of  such 
fiscal  year  to  purchase  typewriting  machines 
(except  bookkeeping  and  billing  machines) 
at  a  price  which  exceeds  90  percent  of  the 
lowest  net  cash  price,  plus  applicable  Fed¬ 
eral  excise  taxes,  accorded  the  most-favored 
customer  (other  than  the  Government,  the 
American  National  Red  Cross,  and  the  pur¬ 
chasers  of  typewriting  machines  for  educa¬ 
tional  purposes  only)  of  the  manufacturer 
of  such  machines  during  the  6-month  pe¬ 
riod  immediately  preceding  such  quarter. 


The  amendment  was  agree  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  309, 
after  line  17,  to  strike  out: 

No  part  of  any  money  appropriated  by  this 
or  any  other  act  for  any  agency  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  of  the  Government  (which  shall 
include  all  departments,  independent  estab¬ 
lishments,  and  wholly  owned  Government 
corporations)  shall  be  used  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  for  the  purchase  within  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States  of 
any  typewriting  machines  (except  typewrit¬ 
ing  machines  for  veterans  under  public  lav/s 
administered  by  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion)  unless  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  certifies  that  he  is  unable  to  furnish 
such  agency  with  suitable  typewriting  ma¬ 
chines  out  of  stock  on  hand.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  General  Services  is  authorized  and 
directed  at  such  times  as  he  may  determine 
to  be  necessary  to  survey  and  determine  the 
numbers  and  kinds  of  typewriting  machines 
located  in  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  which  are  at  any  time  surplus 
to  the  requirements  of  any  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (which 
shall  include  all  departments,  independent 
establishments,  and  wholly  owned  Govern¬ 
ment  corporations) .  Upon  such  determina¬ 
tion  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
is  authorized  to  direct,  upon  such  notice  and 
in  such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe,  the 
head  of  any  such  agency  to  surrender  to  the 
General  Services  Administration  any  and  all 
typewriting  machines  surplus  to  its  require¬ 
ments,  the  costs  of.  packing,  shipping,  and 
handling  thereof  to  be  charged  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  supply  fund.  '  Each  such  agency  shall 
furnish  the  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices  such  information  regarding  typewriting 
machines,  wherever  located,  as  he  may  from 
time  to  time  request.  The  General  Services 
Administration  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
receive,  hold,  sell,  exchange,  or  supply  to  any 
branch  of  the  Government,  including  the 
District  of  Columbia,  typewriting  machines 
surrendered  to  it  hereunder.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  General  Services  is  authorized  to 
charge  each  agency  to  which  typewriting  ma¬ 
chines  are  supplied  hereunder  amounts  equal 
to  the  fair  value  thereof,  as  determined  by 
him,  and  such  amounts  shall  be  credited  to 
the  general  supply  fund. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency — Office  of  the  Administrator,”  on 
page  311,  line  22,  after  the  numerals 
“1949”,  to  strike  out  “$4,200,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$4,900,000”;  and  on  page  312,  line 
3,  after  the  word  “amended”,  to  insert  a 
colon  and  the  following  additional  pro¬ 
viso: 

Provided  further,  That  necessary  expenses 
of  inspections  of  projects  financed  through 
loans  to  educational  institutions  authorized 
by  title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  shall 
be  compensated  by  such  institutions  by  the 
payment  of  fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  in  relation  to  the  development  costs  of 
such  projects  will  cover  the  costs  of  ren¬ 
dering  such  services,  and  expenses  for  such 
purpose  shall  be  considered  nonadministra- 
tive,  and  for  the  purpose  of -providing  such 
inspections,  the  Administrator  may  utilize 
any  agency  and  such  agency  may  accept  re¬ 
imbursement  or  payment  for  such  services 
from  such  institutions  or  the  Administrator, 
and  shall  credit  such  amounts  to  the  appro¬ 
priations  or  funds  against  which  such 
charges  have  been  made. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Public  Housing  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  312,  line  20,  after  “(42 
U.  S.  C.  1410)”,  to  strike  out  “$7,500,000” 
and  insert  “$9,250,000.” 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
313,  line  15,  after  the  word  “Administra¬ 
tion”,  to  strike  out  “$8,750,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$11,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,”  on  page  314,  line  13,  after  the 
word  “binding”,  to  strike  out  “$9,889,- 
600”  and  insert  “$10,002,600.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  315, 
line  10,  after  “(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert 
“$1  016,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

315,  line  19,  after  “(23  U.  S.  C.  2672)”, 
to  strike  out  “$700,000”  and  insert 
“$718,600.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commis¬ 
sion — Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page 

316.  line  12,  after  “(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)”,  to 
strike  out  “$175,000”  and  insert  “$227,- 
800.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “National  Advisory  Committee 
for  Aeronautics,”  on  page  317,  line  4, 
after  the  wTord  “all”,  to  strike  out 
“$40,890,630”  and  insert  “$44,225,630”, 
and  in  line  11,  after  the  word  “reim¬ 
bursement”,  to  strike  out  the  colon  and 
the  following  additional  proviso : 

Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  available  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  field  office  outside  the  continental 
or  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  317, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “of”,  to  strike 
out  “$10,009,000”  and  insert  “$12,500,- 
000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “National  Capital  Housing  Au¬ 
thority,”  on  page  318,  line  5,  after  the 
word  “Act”,  to  strike  out  “$35,000”  and 
insert  “$39,600”,  and  in  line  7,  after  the 
word  “monthly”,  to  insert  a  colon  and 
the  following  additional  proviso; 

Provided  further,  That  so  long  as  funds 
are  available  from  appropriations  for  the 
foregoing  purposes,  the  provisions  of  section 
507  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (Public  Law 
475,  81st  Cong.)  shall  not  be  effective. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Philippine  War  Damage  Com¬ 
mission,”  on  page  320,  line  18,  after  the 
ward  “Philippines”,  to  insert  “or,  in  the 
absence  of  such  finding  by  such  court, 
the  Commission  after  hearing  finds  upon 
evidence  that  such  person  was  guilty  of 
such  collaboration  or  act  of  disloyalty.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,”  on  page  321,  line  11,  after  “(5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)”,  to  strike  out  “$6,130,000” 
and  insert  “$6,330,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Smithsonian  Institution,”  on 
page  322,  line  20,  after  the  word  “pub¬ 
lications”,  to  strike  out  “$2,606,490”  and 
insert  “$2,770,000.” 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  322, 
after  line  20,  to  insert: 

Paleontological  investigations:  For  pay¬ 
ments  to  non-Federal  agencies  for  coopera¬ 
tive  paleontological  investigations  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  act  of  August  15,  1949  (Pub. 
Law  228) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$20,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  323, 
line  25,  after  the  word  “proper”,  to  strike 
out  “$1,158,000”  and  insert  “$1,200,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  go  back  for  a  moment  to  page  282 
under  the  heading  “Independent  Offices,” 
the  item  “American  Battle  Monuments 
Commission.”  I  am  satisfied  that  I 
know  the  answer  to  the  question  which 
I  want  to  put  to  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  but  I  should  like  to  make 
it  a  matter  of  record  at  the  present 
time.  My  question  is  this:  Is  there  any¬ 
thing  in  the  section  starting  on  page  282 
dealing  with  the  American  Battle  Mon¬ 
uments  Commission  that  would  in  any 
way  limit  any  agency  of  Government 
which  has  jurisdiction  over  existing  bat¬ 
tle  monuments  and  battlefields  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  maintain  the  battlefield  at  Balls 
Bluff,  near  Leesburg,  Va.? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
operations  under  this  appropriation  are 
primarily  those  which  are  carried  on  as 
the  result  of  World  War  No.  2.  The 
cemetery  to  which  the  Senator  refers  is, 
I  think,  the  subject  of  a  bill  which  was 
introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Tydings],  the  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  earlier  in  the 
year,  and  which  has  been  favorably  re¬ 
ported  by  the  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  and  is  now  on  the  calen¬ 
dar. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  does  it  provide? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  It  provides  for  the 
elimination  of  certain  cemeteries  and  the 
extension  of  others. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  there  anything  in 
this  appropriation  which  would  give  the 
Government  officials  who  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  battlefield  at  Balls  Bluff 
an  excuse  for  not  continuing  to  maintain 
that  battlefield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Oh,  no,  there  is 
nothing  in  this  bill  that  would. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  simply  wanted  to 
know  that. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  question  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  raises  is  wholly  a 
question  of  legislation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  take  a  minute — half  a  minute,  really, 
to  state  my  position. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  the  bill  which  was  reported 
favorably  on  Monday  by  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  it  is 
possible  that  when  that  is  reached  upon 
the  call  of  the  calendar  the  Senator  may 
wish  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
discuss  it  for  half  a  minute  now.  I  hope 
the  bill  which  was  reported  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  committee  does  not  provide  for  the 
elimination  of  the  battlefield  at  Balls 
Bluff,  because  if  it  does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  oppose  it.  He  is  sure  that  he 


will  have  support  from  very  high  Gov¬ 
ernment  officials  outside  the  Senate. 
The  battlefield  of  Balls  Bluff  happens  to 
be  the  battlefield  in  which  Oliver  Wen¬ 
dell  Holmes  was  first  wounded  in  the  Civil 
War,  and  it  happens  to  be  the  battle¬ 
field  on  which  Senator  Baker,  of  Oregon, 
lost  his  life. 

It  is  a  very  small  battlefield,  involving 
almost  a  nominal  sum  for  support.  I 
think  it  would  be  most  unfortunate  if  the 
few  hundred  dollars  it  takes  a  year  to 
maintain  that  great  historic  monument 
cannot  be  supplied  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  I  wish  to  make  the 
Record  now  because,  while  information 
was  given  to  me  privately  that  this  bill 
did  not  cover  it,  yet  having  found  my¬ 
self  in  controversy  with  some  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  over  that  battlefield,  I 
wanted  the  Record  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  they  could  not  hide  behind  any 
action  we  take  this  afternoon  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  continuing  to  maintain  the  Balls 
Bluff  battlefield  as  a  historic  monument. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wifi  say  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  world  in  the  bill  that 
affects  that  battlefield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  committee  amendment  wifi  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Tariff  Commission,”  on  page 
324,  line  8,  after  “(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)”  to 
strike  out  “$1,290,700”  and  insert  “$1,- 
340,700.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “The  Tax  Court  of  the  United 
States,”  on  page  325,  line  4,  after  the 
word  “services”,  to  strike  out  “$820,000” 
and  insert  “$826,900.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “United  States  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,”  on  page  325,  line  17,  after  the 
figures  “$63,000,00u”,  to  strike  out  the 
colon  and  the  following  proviso:  “Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
or  contract  authorization  shall  be  used 
to  start  any  new  ship  construction  for 
which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in 
the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  nor 
to  start  any  new  ship  construction  the 
currently  estimated  cost  of  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  by  10  percent  the  estimated  cost 
included  therefor  in  such  budget  unless 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
specifically  approves  the  start  of  such 
ship  construction  and  the  Director  shall 
submit  forthwith  a  detailed  explanation 
thereof  to  the  Committees  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  and,  as  used  herein, 
the  term  “budget”  includes  the  detailed 
justification  supporting  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates”  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert 
“Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropri¬ 
ation  or  contract  authorization  shall  be 
used  (1)  to  start  any  new  ship  construc¬ 
tion  for  which  an  estimate  was  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  or  (2)  to  start  any  new  ship  con¬ 
struction  the  currently  estimated  cost  of 
which  exceeds  by  10  percent  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  included  therefor  in  such 
budget  unless,  in  either  case,  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically 
approves  the  start  of  such  ship  construc¬ 
tion  and  the  Director  shall  submit  forth¬ 


with  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  to 
the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives;  and,  as  used  herein,  the  term 
“budget”  includes  the  detailed  justifica¬ 
tion  supporting  the  budget  estimates: 
Provided  further.  That  not  to  exceed 
$64,875,000  of  the  funds  and  contract 
authority  made  available  for  new  ship 
construction,  including  reconditioning 
and  betterment,  in  the  Independent  Of¬ 
fices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  available  until  December  31, 
1950.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
326,  line  24,  after  the  word  “amended”, 
to  strike  out  “$26,450,000”  and  insert 
“$30,108,000”,  and  on  page  328,  line  11, 
after  the  word  “contracts”,  to  strike  out 
the  colon  and  the  following  additional 
proviso :  “Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  the  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  obligation,  nor  any  obliga¬ 
tion  made,  for  the  payment  of  an  oper¬ 
ating  differential  subsidy  for  any  num¬ 
ber  of  ships  in  excess  of  the  number  of 
ships  which  are  entitled  to  receive  an 
operating  differential  subsidy  pursuant 
to  provisions  of  any  contract,  authoriza¬ 
tion,  commitment  or  obligation  by  the 
Commission  in  existence  on  January  1, 
1950,  including  within  said  limitation  as 
to  number  any  ships  being  constructed  or 
contracted  for  on  said  date  under  a  con¬ 
struction-differential  subsidy  contract 
and  including  also  any  ships  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  which  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Commission  under  any  contracts  which 
may  result  from  any  formal  applications 
filed  with  the  Commission  prior  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1950.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
330,  after  line  2,  to  strike  out: 

Maritime  training:  For  training  personnel 
for  the  manning  of  merchant  marine  (in¬ 
cluding  operation  of  training  stations  at 
Kings  Point,  N.  Y.;  Sheepshead  Bay,  N.  Y.; 
Alameda,  Calif.,  and  the  United  States 
Maritime  Service  Institute),  including  not 
to  exceed  $2,229,300  for  administrative  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere;  purchase  of  three  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  for  replacement  only;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  not  to 
exeed  $2, SCO  for  contingencies  for  the  Su¬ 
perintendent,  United  States  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Academy,  to  be  expended  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion;  not  to  exceed  $77,000  for  transfer 
to  applicable  appropriations  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  services  rendered  the  Com¬ 
mission;  $3,342,660,  including  uniforms  and 
textbooks  for  cadet  midshipmen,  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  kind  at  an  average  yearly  cost  of 
not  to  exceed  $200  per  cadet :  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  compensation  or  allowances  for  trainees 
or  cadets. 

And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Maritime  training:  For  training  personnel 
for  the  manning  of  the  merchant  marine  (in¬ 
cluding  operation  of  training  stations  at 
Kings  Point,  N.  Y.;  Sheepshead  Bay,  N.  Y.; 
Alameda,  Calif.,  and  the  United  States  Mari¬ 
time  Service  Institute),  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $2,477,000  for  administrative  personal 
services  (exclusive  of  pay  of  cadet  midship¬ 
men  and  other  trainees)  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere;  purchase  of  three 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  for  replacement 
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only;  printing  and  binding;  health  service 
program  as  authorize!  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150); 
not  to  exceed  $2,500  for  contingencies  for  the 
Superintendent,  United  States  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Academy,  to  be  expended  in  his  discre¬ 
tion;  not  to  exceed  $77,000  for  transfer  to 
applicable  appropriations  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  services  rendered  the 
Commission;  $3,930,520,  including  the  pay  of 
cadet  midshipmen  and  other  trainees. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  to  offer.  I  am  not 
sure  of  the  page  on  which  it  comes,  and 
I  do  not  want  action  to  be  taken  at  the 
point  at  which  my  amendment  should  be 
offered.  The  amendment  is  at  the  desk 
and  I  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  331, 
line  3,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  “which  may  be  used  to 
provide  pay  and  allowances  for  person¬ 
nel  of  the  United  States  Maritime  Serv¬ 
ice  comparable  to  those  of  the  Coast 
Guard  as  authorized  by  law  (46  U.  S.  C. 
1123,  14  F.  R.  7707)”. 

On  page  331,  line  10,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  $3,930,520  and  insert  $4,348,520. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
this  is  an  amendment  which  I  have  dis¬ 
cussed  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wyoming.  It  relates  to  the  pay  of  the 
officers  and  personnel  of  the  Maritime 
Training  School.  As  I  understand, 
these  men  have  always  been  paid  by  law 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  Coast  Guard  is 
paid.  The  Coast  Guard  received  an  in¬ 
crease  in  pay  by  the  act  passed  a  year 
ago.  By  mistake  in  the  committee  the 
act  did  not  include  the  same  raise  in 
pay  for  the  maritime  officers  and  men 
who  are  at  this  training  school.  Pro¬ 
vision  was  made  for  pay  for  the  cadets 
but  the  amount  appropriated  was  not 
sufficient  to  cover  an  increase.  If  my 
amendment  is  not  adopted,  these  men 
will  have  a  decrease  in  their  present  pay 
rather  than  the  increase  to  which  they 
are  entitled. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
is  thoroughly  informed  with  the  situa¬ 
tion  and  is  in  accord  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  just  offered,  but  I  should 
prefer  to  have  him  speak  for  himself. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  I  should  say  for  the  Record  that 
the  committee  in  its  search  for  ways 
and  means  of  reducing  the  appropriation 
to  the  lowest  efficient  amount  cut  $418,- 
0Q0  from  the  appropriation  for  maritime 
training  in  the  belief  that  the  officers  to 
whom  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
has  referred  were  not  entitled  to  the 
increase  in  pay  which  was  granted  to 
them  by  the  administrative  action  of  the 
Maritime  Commission  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year.  We  checked  the  pay-in¬ 
crease  law  of  last  year  and  found  that  it 
did  not  deal  specifically  with  this  group. 

Later  however,  after  the  committee 
had  acted  upon  the  measure,  my  atten¬ 
tion  was  called  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  and  by  others  to  the  fact 
that  the  law  establishing  this  organi¬ 
zation  specifically  provides  that  the  of¬ 
ficers  in  maritime  training  shall  receive 
the  pay  which  is  provided  for  Coast 
Guard  officers  in  similar  grades.  So  it 
would  be  legislation  for  us  to  cut  out  the 


appropriation,  and  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  Senator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  the  Senator 
consider  it  legislation  if  the  amendment 
is  allowed  to  be  acted  upon? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  No. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  it  would  be 
legislation  to  attempt  to  cut  it  out,  that 
is,  to  change  the  law  which  provides 
that  the  men  in  question  shall  receive  the 
same  pay  as  the  others. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Inasmuch  as  the 
law  provides  that  they  shall  receive  the 
same  pay  as  the  officers  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  I  think  there  is  nothing  we  can 
do  about  it  on  an  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  May  I  inquire  if  the  of¬ 
ficers  assigned  to  the  maritime  training 
schools  are  employed  on  the  same  basis 
as  the  officers  of  the  Coast  Guard?  In 
other  words,  are  they  officers  who  have 
enlisted  for  a  period  of  years  or  are  they 
employed  as  instructors,  as  college  and 
high  school  instructors  are  employed? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  They  are  em¬ 
ployed  on  the  same  basis  as  other  offi¬ 
cers  in  the  Coast  Guard.  That  is  true 
of  the  men  also. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  And  they  enlist  for  a 
period  of  years? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  simply  wish  to  say 
that  I  believe  the  committee  amendment 
is  very  definitely  a  proposal  in  the  na¬ 
tional  defense.  One  of  the  largest  of  the 
merchant  marine  academies  is  situated 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  at  King’s  Point. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  Senator  is 
discussing  the  committee  amendment,  to 
which  there  is  no  objection.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  before  the  Senate  is  on  agree¬ 
ing  to  an  amendment  offered  from  the 
floor  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
to  restore  $418,000,  which  was  voted  by 
the  committee  to  be  stricken  out.  In 
taking  that  action,  the  committee  was 
under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  ex¬ 
isting  law. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  guiding  me  in  this  matter^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr,  Saltonstall)  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  331,  in  line  3. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  the  second  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  to  the  committee  amendment, 
which  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  To  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  beginning  on  page 
330,  after  line  2,  and  ending  on  page  331 
in  line  11,  the  following  amendment  is 
proposed:  On  page  331,  in  line  10,  strike 
out  “$3,930,520”,  and  insert  “$4,348,520.” 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tile 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  of  the  committee  will 
be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

331,  after  line  11,  to  strike  out: 

State  marine  schools;  To  reimburse  the 
State  of  California,  $50,000;  the  State  of 
Maine,  $50,000;  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
$50,000;  and  the  State  of  New  York,  $50,000; 
for  expenses  incurred  in  the  maintenance 
and  support  of  marine  schools  in  such  States 
as  provided  in  the  act  authorizing  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  marine  schools,  and  so  forth, 
approved  March  4,  1911,  as  amended  (34 
U.  S.  C.  1121-1123);  $153,000  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  repair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the 
United  States  to  the  said  States  for  use 
in  connection  with  such  State  marine 
schools,  and  $340,000  for  uniforms,  text¬ 
books,  and  subsistence  of  cadets  at  air 
average  yearly  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $475 
per  cadet;  $668,000,  together  with  not  to 
exceed  $25,000  of  the  unobligated  balance 
for  this  purpose  contained  In  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

And  in  lieu  thereof,  to  insert: 

State  marine  schools:  To  reimburse  the 
State  of  California,  $50,000;  the  State  of 
Maine,  $50,000;  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
$ro,000;  and  the  State  of  New  York,  $50,000; 
for  expenses  Incurred  in  the  maintenance  and 
support  of  marine  schools  in  such  States  as 
provided  in  the  act  authorizing  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  marine  schools,  and  so  forth, 
approved  March  4,  1911,  as  amended  (34 
U.  S.  C.  1121-1123);  $153,000  for  th^mainte- 
nance  and  repair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the 
United  States  to  the  said  States  for  qse  in 
connection  with  such  State  marine  schools, 
and  $749,050  for  the  pay  of  710  cadet  mid¬ 
shipmen  at  $65  per  month  and  $275  per 
annum  for  the  subsistence  of  each  cadet  mid¬ 
shipman;  $1,102,050. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

332,  line  22,  after  the  word  “the’:,  to 
strike  out  “Independent  Offices  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950”  and  insert  “Third 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Veterans’  Administration,”  on 
page  336,  line  12,  after  the  word  “appli¬ 
ances”,  to  strike  out  “$875,847,795”  and 
insert  “$887,621,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
340,  line  1,  after  the  word  “application”, 
to  strike  out  “therefore”  and  insert 
“therefor.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
342,  line  16,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “4”  and  insert  “6.7”;  and  on 
page  343,  line  3,  after  the  word  “exceed”, 
to  strike  out  “7”  and  insert  “10.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “War  Claims  Commission — Ad- 
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ministrative  expenses,”  on  page  345,  line 
15,  after  the  word  “Commission”,  to 
strike  out  “$6C0,000”  and  insert 
“$700,000.”  ' 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Independent  offices — General 
provisions,”  on  page  349,  after  line  5,  to 
insert : 

Sec.  110.  None  of  the  sections  under  the 
head  “Independent  offices,  General  provi¬ 
sions”  in  this  title  shall  apply  to  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  the  Inland 
Waterways  Corporation,  or  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
head  “Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Agency,”  on  page  353,  line  24,  after  the 
word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$17,724,000” 
and  insert  “$17,524,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  chapter  VIII  of  the  bill. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  first  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  appearing  in  the  next 
chapter. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  have 
we  passed  from  the  portion  of  the  bill 
dealing  with  independent-offices  appro¬ 
priations,  and  are  we  now  considering 
the  portion  of  the  bill  dealing  with  civil - 
functions  appropriations? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes. 

Yesterday  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
was  granted  permission  to  offer  any 
amendment  he  might  wish  to  offer  to  the 
committee  amendments  from  page  277  to 
page  283.  Accordingly,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  recognized  at  this  time. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to 
me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  At  the  close  of 
consideration  by  us  of  the  committee 
amendments  in  this  chapter,  it  had  been 
my  intention  to  advert  to  a  certain  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
page  3Q4,  beginning  in  line  19,  is  a  sec¬ 
tion,  referring  to  public  works  advanced 
planning.  It  reads  as  follows: 

Public  works  advance  planning:  The  un¬ 
expended  balances  on  June  30,  1950,  of  funds 
made  available  for  public  works  advance 
planning  under  title  V  of  the  War  Mobiliza¬ 
tion  and  Reconversion  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat. 
791),  are  hereby  continued  available  for 
expenditure  until  June  30,  1951. 

I  have  been  checking  into  this  matter 
since  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration 
of  this  section  of  the  bill  by  the  commit¬ 
tee;  and  I  find  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
make  a  reduction  there. 

So  I  now  move  that  on  page  304,  in  line 
19,  the  word  “The”  be  stricken,  and 
there  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “Not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  of  the,” 
so  that  this  action  by  the  Senate  will  re¬ 
sult  in  cutting  out  $2,000,000  of  the  un¬ 
expended  appropriation. 

Then  in  line  24,  after  the - 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
may  we  act  first  on  the  amendment  al¬ 
ready  stated  by  the  Senator? 

Mr.  O 'MAHONEY.  It  is  all  one 
amendment. 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  Is  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  going  to  ask  that  all  of 
it  be  handled  as  one  amendment? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  On  what  page  does 
this  amendment  appear,  Mr.  President? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  It  is  on  page  304. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  in  line  24  on 
that  page,  after  the  numeral  “1951”,  I 
move  that  the  following  be  added: 

The  sum  of  $2,000,000  carried  in  the  said 
unexpended  balance  shall  be  carried  to  the 
surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  upon  the  approval  of  this  Act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  offer  that  as  a  committee 
amendment? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  just  stated  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yester¬ 
day  the  Senator  from  Illinois  was 
granted  permission  to  offer  amendments 
to  certain  items,  and  he  is  recognized  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield,  to  permit  me  to  ask  a 
question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  in  charge  of  this  portion  of 
the  bill  whether  any  provision  is  made 
in  the  bill  for  the  stockpiling  program. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  On  page  300,  in  line 
19,  I  notice  that  the  language  stricken 
from  the  bill,  as  the  bill  is  reported  by 
the  committee,  seems  to  indicate  that  no 
provision  is  being  made  for  a  stockpil¬ 
ing  program  under  which  provision 
would  be  made  to  permit  the  purchase 
of  materials  for  stockpiling  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  No;  the  language 
which  came  over  to  us  in  the  bill  as  it 
was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  I  am  sure,  was  a  technical  error. 
In  line  19,  on  page  300,  after  stating  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation,  it  read  as 
follows: 

Of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,00,000  may  be 
expended  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
of  said  act  of  July  23,  1946 — 

And  so  forth.  That  would  have  meant 
that  there  would  have  been  a  limitation 
upon  the  expenditures  for  stockpiling 
within  the  United  States.  However,  I 
am  sure  that  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  House  committee  or  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  when  they  acted  upon 
this  matter. 

In  the  Senate  committee  we  voted  to 
strike  all  of  it  out,  because  the  Stock¬ 
piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946,  in  securing 
the  passage  of  which  the  Senator  from 
Montana  was  of  such  great  help,  pro¬ 
vides  specific  authority  for  the  purchase 
of  strategic  and  critical  materials  within 
the  United  States.  Indeed,  that  Act  spe¬ 
cifically  encourages  the  development  of 
such  materials. 

So  I  am  sure  that  any  difficulty  can 
be  straightened  out  in  conference. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  that  explanation. 

The  FRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  been  recog¬ 


nized.  Does  he  wish  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  at  this  time? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  I  was  not  present  when  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  appropriation  bill  was 
resumed  today.  I  have  been  in  my  office, 
keeping  somewhat  close  tab  on  the  prob¬ 
abilities  in  regard  to  the  time  when  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  would  be  resumed. 

At  5:10  p.  m.  this  afternoon,  I  was 
informed  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Donnell]  was  speaking, 
and  that  the  probability  was  that  he 
would  speak  for  some  time  thereafter. 
Therefore,  I  did  not  think  that  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  appropriation  bill 
would  be  resumed  here  so  suddenly. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  reservation  made  yesterday,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  has  received  permis¬ 
sion — 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  about  that,  but  I  should  like 
to  make  a  further  statement  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  may  proceed,  certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Continuing  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  at  5:15,  I  received  a  telephone 
message  that  the  appropriation  bill  was 
again  being  considered  by  the  Senate. 
So  I  hurried  here,  arriving  here  at  5:20 
p.  m.  When  I  arrived,  I  found  that  in 
that  space  of  5  minutes  the  Senate  had 
moved  from  the  consideration  of  the 
committee  amendments  on  page  283  to 
the  consideration  of  the  committee 
amendments  on  page  329,  or  46  pages,  in 
5  minutes.  So  I  wish  to  congratulate 
the  reading  clerk  for  the  speed  and 
celerity  with  which  he  moved  through 
those  complicated  pages  of  the  bill. 
Yesterday  in  open-eyed  amazement,  I 
saw  him  move  from  page  277  to  page 
283 — some  6  pages — in  6  seconds.  How¬ 
ever,  I  was  not  certain  that  he  could 
maintain  that  pace  over  a  long  period  of 
time.  [Laughter.] 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  today  I 
find  that  due  to  the  great  ability  of  the 
reading  clerk,  the  Senate  covered  over 
45  pages  in  5  minutes.  So  I  can  say  that 
the  Senate’s  reading  clerk  not  only  is 
qualified  as  a  dash  man,  he  is  not  only 
a  verbal  Jesse  Owens,  but  he  is  also 
qualified  as  a  middle-distance  runner, 
for  in  running  the  half-mile  he  has 
demonstrated  that  he  can  sprint  all  the 
way.  At  the  appropriate  time  I  am  go¬ 
ing  to  move  that  we  award  to  the  read¬ 
ing  clerk  a  medal  for  the  celerity  with 
which  he  has  helped  u?  get  through  this 
measure.  [  Laughter.  ] 

Mr.  President,  the  result  of  this 
speed — almost  exceeding  as  it  did  the 
velocity  of  light — is  that  I  missed  being 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  at  the  time 
when  the  Senate  was  considering  the 
committee  amendments  from  page  283 
on.  Accordingly,  I  must  throw  myself 
upon  the  mercy  of  the  Senate  in  craving 
its  indulgence  and  pardon  for  not  having 
been  here  while  the  committee  amend¬ 
ments  on  those  pages  were  being  read 
by  the  reading  clerk  and  while  the  Sen¬ 
ate  deliberated  at  high  speed  upon  them. 

I  believe  that  the  Presiding  Officer  has 
ruled— and  very  properly— that  because 
of  the  understanding  arrived  at  on  yes¬ 
terday,  I  am  privileged  to  request  the 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1950 

reconsideration  of  the  items  up  to  page 
lev  .  However,  I  think  I  should  now 
serve  notice  that  I  am  going  to  request 
the  reconsideration  of  a  number  of  items 
from  page  283  on.  Whether  the  Senate 
will  permit  those  items  to  be  reconsid¬ 
ered.  of  course,  is  a  matter  for  the  Senate 
itself  to  determine. 

Mr.  President,  on  page  280,  in  line  9, 
in  the  item  dealing  with  appropriations 
for  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  let  me  say 
that  I  hope  we  do  not  grant  the  $26,000 
increase,  but,  instead,  hold  to  the  amount 
voted  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
the  House  cf  Representatives  cut  this 
appropriation  by  $100,000.  In  its  re¬ 
port  the  House  committee  explains  that 
it  was  intended  to  deny  funds  to  open 
a  new  central  office  in  the  field.  How¬ 
ever,  upon  examination  of  the  figures  it 
was  discovered  that  only  $76,000  had 
been  allocated  to  that  purpose.  The 
Senate  committee  agreed  that  the  new 
field  station  should  not  be  opened,  but 
the  additional  $26,000  reduction  above 
the  $74,000  which  was  intended  to  be 
cut  out  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
committee,  be  a  matter  for  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  which  actually  has  served 
a  perfectly  splendid  purpose  in  cutting 
down  the  budget  estimates. 

I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  tell  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  we  went  into  the  matter  of 
the  budget  estimates  at  great  length. 
The  estimates  which  have  come  to  the 
Congress  on  this  bill  were,  by  reason  cf 
the  action  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
some  $3,000,000,000  less  than  the  re¬ 
quests  made  by  the  various  bureaus  and 
agencies.  I  think  it  would  not  be  a  wise 
reduction  to  cut  that  additional  $26,000. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  want  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  for  his  very 
clear  and,  of  course,  very  accurate  state¬ 
ment  of  the  amounts  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  for  the  Budget  Bureau,  which  the 
Budget  Bureau  itself  proposed.  But  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  House 
figure  was  $86,000  above  the  amount  for 
last  year.  The  Senate  figure  will  be 
$112,000  above  the  amount  for  last  year. 
Mr.  President,  we  are  in  a  situation 
where  we  must  cut  virtually  every  bu¬ 
reau,  in  order  to  release  energies  for  the 
war.  The  Budget  Bureau  is  a  very  fine 
organization,  but  like  most  other  gov¬ 
ernmental  agencies  it  should  absorb 
some  reductions.  There  is  fat  in  the 
Budget  Bureau.  They  will  deny  it,  but 
there  is  certainly  some  fat  there,  as  else¬ 
where.  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  but  I  hope  we  can  save  $26,000 
and  reject  the  committee  amendment. 
I  move  that  we  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote 
may  be  reconsidered,  but  that  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  be 
denied,  and  the  committee  amendment 
be  again  approved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  vote  by  which  the 
committee  amendment  was  agreed  to  is 
reconsidered.  The  question  now  is  upon 
agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
move  that  on  page  281,  line  6,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  was  agreed  to  which 
substituted  $215,509  for  $160,000  on  the 
appropriation  for  the  Philippine  Alien 
Property  Administration.  I  hope  we 
may  hold  to  the  smaller  House  figure  of 
$160,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  work  of  this  organ¬ 
ization  has  diminished. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  I  merely  wish  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  recon¬ 
sider  the  vote  by  which  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to,  in  order  that 
the  .Senator  may  make  his  argument. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered.  The  Senator 
may  now  proceed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amount  appropriated  by  the  House  was 
$160,000.  The  committee  increased  this 
by  $55,000,  bringing  the  total  to  $215,000. 
The  House  committee,  in  its  report,  on' 
page  201,  states  that  the  bulk  of  the  $55,- 
000  cut  which  it  imposed,  as  compared 
to  the  budget  request,  was  for  funds  re¬ 
quested  for  terminal  leave.  In  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  House  committee,  these 
funds  can  be  absorbed  in  the  1950-51 
funds,  and  therefore  they  put  into  effect 
their  cut  below  the  budget  estimate. 
The  Senate  committee  has  restored  this 
figure,  but,  in  view  of  the  diminished 
work  which  the  Philippine  Alien  Prop¬ 
erty  Administration  is  carrying  on,  I 
hope  that  we  shall  reconsider  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  and  will  not  approve 

lt-Mr.  OMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  merely  to  say  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  restored  the  budget  estimate,  and 
upon  this  estimate,  after  having  exam¬ 
ined  the  members  of  the  Philippine 
Alien  Property  Administration,  and  in 
the  belief  that  providing  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate,  that  is  to  say,  by  increasing  the 
amount  that  the  House  had  cut,  we  would 
expedite  the  completion  of  the  work. 
War  claims  have  dragged  out  in  past  in¬ 
stances  to  a  great  period.  This,  I  think, 
will  expedite  the  disposal  of  all  the  work 
cf  this  commission,  and  will  be  decidedly 
in  the  public  interest.  In  any  event,  it 
will  be  clearly  before  the  Congress.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
must  now  throw  myself  on  the  mercy 
of  the  Senate,  from  now  on,  because  the 
pages  283  to  329  were  covered  in  the 
5  minutes  between  the  time  I  left  my 
office  and  the  time  I  arrived  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  I  may  say  that  I  am 
going  to  ask  reconsideration  of  appro¬ 
priations  as  follows: 

Page  288,  fine  4:  This  is  an  item  for 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission.  We  should  reject  the  com¬ 
mittee  increase  of  $500,000  because  the 
House  committee  report  on  page  204 
pointed  out  the  degree  of  overstaffing  in 
this  agency  which  was  borne  out  in  the 
House  hearings,  especially  on  pages  1459 
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and  1460.  By  rejecting  the  committee 
amendment  we  would  save  $500,000. 

Page  303,  line  19:  This  is  an  item  for 
advance  planning  of  public  works  by  the 
General  Services  Administration.  I  hope 
we  may  reconsider  this  item  so  that  I 
may  offer  an  amendment  to  reduce  the 
amount  to  $17,000,000,  which  would  leave 
this  program  at  last  year’s  level.  I  do 
not  believe  we  should  increase  these 
funds  at  the  present  time  since  this  pro¬ 
gram  was  designed  to  get  works  planned 
in  case  of  a  depression  and  since,  under 
the  old  program,  we  still  have  $2,000,- 
000,000  in  works  already  planned  not 
counting  those  for  rivers,  harbors,  flood 
control,  reclamation,  and  a  host  of 
others.  If  my  amendment  is  adopted 
we  will  save  $10,000,000. 

Page  307,  line  12:  This  is  an  item  for 
operating  expenses  of  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration.  This  new  category 
of  expenditures  should  be  able  to  absorb 
the  7  percent  cut  provided  for  by  the 
House.  If  we  reject  the  committee 
amendment  we  will  save  $6,225,000. 

Page  314,  line  13:  An  item  for  general 
expenses  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  The  House  has  already  in¬ 
creased  last  year’s  appropriation  by 
$290,000.  I  see  no  reason  for  giving  this 
agency  its  full  budget  request,  as  the 
•committee  has  done,  when  we  have  not 
done  so  for  most  agencies.  I  hope  we 
can  reject  the  committee’s  amendment 
and  save  $113,000. 

Page  321,  fine  11:  An  item  for  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  The  PIcuse  figure 
has  already  allowed  an  increase  of 
$380,000  for  this  Commission  over  funds 
expended  last  year  should  be  enough. 
By  rejecting  the  committee  amendment 
we  can  save  $200,000. 

Page  322,  line  20:  Salaries  and  expen¬ 
ses  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution — an¬ 
other  case  of  allowing  the  full  budget 
request  while  we  have  not  done  so  in 
most  agencies.  We  should  reject  the 
committee  amendment  and  save 
$163,510. 

Page  325,  line  17:  If  we  accept  the 
amendment  which  I  shall  offer,  for  rea¬ 
sons  I  hope  to  develop,  we  will  save  $41,- 
000,000. 

Page  326,  line  24:  I  hope  we  will  reject 
this  amendment  and  save  $3,658,000. 

The  sum  total  of  these  amendments 
which  I  hope  will  be  adopted  would  save 
approximately  $60,000,000  in  funds  and 
contract  authorizations  I  now  move  that 
the  Senate  reconsider  the  action  by 
which  it  has  approved  these  items,  and 
that  we  take  them  up  one  by  one. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  that  I  am  not  indulging  in  an  ex¬ 
cess  of  optimism  in  what  I  am  about  to 
say  in  my  appeal  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  volume 
of  the  hearings  by  this  committee  on 
this  chapter  of  the  bill.  It  contains  1,- 
136  pages  of  printed  testimony.  I  assure 
the  Senator  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  went  into  these  items  with 
the  greatest  care,  and  with  the  purpose 
of  cutting  appropriations  wherever  there 
was  a  possibility  of  cutting  them.  We 
had  new  estimates  which  were  not  be¬ 
fore  the  House.  Nevertheless,  we  have 
reported  to  the  Senate  a  bill  which  is 
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below  the  amount  appropriated  by  the 
House. 

The  very  unusual  aspect  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  different  from  any  other  chapter 
which  is  before  the  Senate,  is  that  of  the 
total  amount  of  cash  carried  in  the  bill, 
90  percent  is  for  war-connected  expendi¬ 
tures,  and  with  respect  to  contract  au¬ 
thorizations,  93  percent  is  for  war-con¬ 
nected  expenditures. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  amendments  I 
am  proposing  do  not  deal  with  war-con¬ 
nected  expenditures,  unless  we  can  take 
the  Maritime  Commission  expenditures 
to  be  of  that  nature.  The  proposals  I  am 
now  making  are  largely  for  a  reduction 
of  administrative  costs. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  may  suggest  that 
the  Maritime  Commission  certainly  is 
war-connected.  There  are  many  vessels 
in  storage  which  may  very  shortly  be 
used.  I  think  it  would  be  very  unwise 
at  this  moment,  when  we  are  engaged  in 
transporting  men  and  materials  across 
the  Pacific  Ocean  because  of  what  is  go¬ 
ing  on  in  Korea,  to  cut  the  appropriation 
for  the  Maritime  Commission  below  that 
which  is  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

I  am  quite  sincere  in  saying  to  the 
Senator  that  I  am  confident  that  in  ask¬ 
ing  for  the  reconsideration  of  these  vari¬ 
ous  items,  he  is  asking  the  Senate  to  re¬ 
ject  the  considered  opinion  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee  on  independ¬ 
ent  offices  who  carefully  and  judiciously, 
if  I  may  say  so,  examined  every  one  of 
the  appropriations  for  the  purpose  of 
cutting  wherever  we  could  cut. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  that,  of  course, 
we  all  respect  him  and  we  also  respect 
the  work  of  his  committee,  and  one  of 
the  things  which  has  always  endeared 
him  to  the  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
has  been  his  constant  willingness  to  lis¬ 
ten  to  points  that  are  made  both  on  and 
off  the  floor,  and  to  preserve  an  open 
mind  regarding  matters  in  dispute. 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  I  do  not 
pretend  to  omniscience.  I  make  many 
mistakes,  myself.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  I  am  in  error  regarding  some  of  the 
amendments  which  I  am  going  to  pro¬ 
pose.  But  I  should  be  grateful  if  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  with  his  usual 
courtesy  and  gentleness,  would  at  least 
allow  me  briefly  to  make  my  proposals 
for  economy,  and  then  he,  doubtless,  will 
be  able  to  refute  my  arguments;  and  I 
am  sure  he  probably  has  the  votes  to 
support  him,  no  matter  what  may  hap¬ 
pen  in  the  course  of  the  argument  itself. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
feels  that  way,  to  conserve  time  would 
the  Senator  mind  making  his  motion  to 
reconsider  all  the  amendments  en  bloc, 
and  then  if  to  any  one  of  them  the  Sen¬ 
ator  wants  to  move  an  amendment,  that 
may  be  done. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  would  permit 
my  proposals  to  be  killed  all  at  once, 


rather  than  their  dying  a  slow  death  one 
by  one.  I  had  been  hoping  that  one  or 
two  of  my  suggestions  might  appeal  to 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  that  my 
efforts  would  not  be  entirely  unavailing. 
I  am  not  merely  trying  to  make  a  record, 
Mr.  President ;  I  am  hoping  to  save  some 
money.  I  can  promise  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  that  I  shall  try  to  be  brief  in 
discussing  each  one  of  the  items,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion.  In  that  case  there  are  enormous 
sums  of  money  involved  and  both  the 
General  Accounting  Office  and  a  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  House  have  indicated 
gross  waste,  negligence,  or  even  worse  in 
the  payment  of  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  subsidies. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Chair  kindly 
state  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendments  which  he 
has  mentioned  were  adopted.  His  mo¬ 
tion  was  to  reconsider  them  en  bloc. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  question, 
but  before  I  yield  may  I  say  that  if  unani¬ 
mous  consent  is  going  to  be  refused,  I 
should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
make  an  argument  on  the  largest  item, 
which  is  that  for  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion.  So,  before  the  guillotine  falls,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  my  good  friend, 
the  gentle  and  able  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thank  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  for  his  customary  cour¬ 
tesy. 

I  am  interested  in  an  item  involving 
the  maritime  program,  at  page  330  of  the 
bill,  and  it  well  may  be  that  I  would  ap¬ 
proach  the  subject  from  a  little  different 
angle,  because  I  should  like  to  add  an 
item  rather  than  to  subtract  one.  Never¬ 
theless,  since  we  have  an  identity  of  geo¬ 
graphic  interest  in  this  bill,  I  should  like 
to  concur  with  him  in  the  hope  that  he 
might  let  it  be  open  for  consideration. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  the  able 
Senator  from  Florida  finds  his  interest 
coinciding  with  mine  in  the  desire  to  re¬ 
consider  this  item,  although,  unfor¬ 
tunately,  I  regret  that  he  is  trying  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  in  the  bill  and  is  not 
joining  in  an  effort  to  diminish  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  propose  construction 
rather  than  subtraction. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
may  I  suggest  that  we  eliminate  that  one 
item,  and  vote  on  the  others? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
that  is  a  very  constructive  suggestion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  reconsider 
the  action  by  which  the  amendments 
have  been  adopted,  with  the  exception 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
[Putting  the  question.]  The  “noes” 
have  it,  and  the  motion  is  not  agreed  to. 

The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
reconsider  the  action  of  the  Senate  in 


adopting  the  amendment  relating  to  the 
Maritime  Commission. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  turn  to  pages  324,  325,  and  326 
of  the  bill  which  is  before  us.  It  will 
be  noticed  that  line  17  on  page  325  car¬ 
ries  an  appropriation  of  $63,000,000  for 
new  ship  construction,  which  was  made 
by  the  House  and  continued  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

If  Senators  will  turn  to  page  326  they 
will  note  that  on  line  17  there  is  a  fur¬ 
ther  authorization  of  $64,375,000  made 
available,  or  a  combined  total  of  $127,- 
875,000.  The  figure  of  $64,875,000  is, 
presumably,  merely  to  carry  over  pre¬ 
vious  authorizations  which  have  been 
made.  But,  Mr.  President,  we  are,  put¬ 
ting  at  the  disposal  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  a  total  sum  of  more 
than  $127,000,000  for  subsidies  on  new 
ship  construction.  It  should  be  real¬ 
ized  that  these  sums  are  not  all  di¬ 
rectly  connected  with  any  immediate 
war  effort.  They  were  put  into  the 
budget  and  inserted  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  prior  to  the  war  situation.  They 
were  designed  to  carry  out  a  permanent 
merchant-marine  and  not  to  meet  any 
sudden  need  for  shipping  in  connection 
with  the  Korean  war.  If  additional 
maritime  shipping  is  needed  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  hostilities,  it  can  be  covered 
in  any  war  appropriations  bill  which  is 
introduced. 

So  that  the  issue  before  us,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  deals  really  with  the  long  time 
merchant-marine  policy  of  the  Nation. 

The  Members  of  this  body  are  aware 
of  the  investigations  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  which  have  been  made  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office  under  the 
direction  of  Mr.  Lindsay  Warren,  and 
also,  on  two  occasions,  by  a  House  sub¬ 
committee  headed  by  Representative 
Porter  Hardy  of  Virginia.  We  are  all 
acquainted  with  the  head  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  Mr.  Lindsay  Warren, 
of  North  Carolina,  a  fellow  North  Caro¬ 
linian  of  the  distinguished  Senator  who 
is  presiding  at  the  moment.  He  is  a 
man  of  great  integrity,  a  man  of  great 
ability,  and  is  a  noble  public  servant. 

Mr.  Warren  has  found  that  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  made  gross  overpay¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  construction 
subsidies  and  in  connection  with  operat¬ 
ing  subsidies,  and  these  charges  by  the 
head  of  the  General  Accounting  Office, 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States,  were  investigated  by  the  House 
committee  headed,  as  I  have  said,  by 
Representative  Hardy  of  Virginia. 

Representative  Hardy  comes  from  a 
district  close  to  the  great  shipbuilding 
center  of  Norfolk.  Therefore  certainly 
he  is  not  a  man  who  would  be  prejudiced 
against  the  shipbuilding  interests. 

Yet  on  two  occasions,  last  year  and 
this  year,  the  House  committee,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  unanimously  made  its  report  say¬ 
ing  that  excessive  operating  and  exces¬ 
sive  construction  subsidies  had  been  paid 
by  the  Maritime  Commission  apparently 
involving  many  of  these  same  items  that 
are  included  in  the  appropriation  bill. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  last  year 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken]  mentioned  a  similar  item 
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in  the  appropriation  bill  for  that  year, 
involving  the  ships  Mariposa  and  the 
Monterey.  We  had  a  long  colloquy  on 
that  subject  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  gone  into  this  matter  in  some 
detail  and  some  weeks  ago  I  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  Acting  Administrator  of 
the  Maritime  Administration,  because, 
as  we  know,  the  organization  has 
changed  somewhat  in  the  last  few  weeks. 
I  wrote  to  Mr.  John  T.  Koehler,  and  in 
the  letter  I  asked  four  questions  con¬ 
cerning  the  $63,000,000  item  for  con¬ 
struction  subsidies: 

1.  What  are  the  vessels  to  be  covered  by 
the  contract  authority? 

2.  Have  formal  applications  been  filed  by 
the  companies  which  would  benefit  from 
this»contract  authority? 

3.  'According  to  present  calculations,  is  it 
reasonable  to  assume  that  these  contracts 
will  be  let  before  June  30,  1051? 

4.  What  is  the  status  in  detail  of  these 
negotiations? 

On  July  18,  Mr.  Koehler  replied  to  my 
letter.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks  a  copy  of  my 
letter  to  Mr.  Koehler  and  his  reply  be 
inserted  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

June  29,  1950. 

Mr.  John  T.  Koehler, 

Administrator  of  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Koehler:  In  my  studies  of  the 
pending  appropriations  bill  I  find  an  item  of 
$63,000,000  in  contract  authority  for  mari¬ 
time  subsidies.  This  has  raised  four  ques¬ 
tions  in  my  mind  and  I  would  be  grateful 
for  the  answers  to  the  following  questions: 

1.  What  are  the  vessels  to  be  covered  by 
this  contract  authority? 

2.  Ijtave  formal  applications  been  filed  by 
the  companies  who  would  benefit  from  this 
contract  authority? 

3.  According  to  present  calculations  is  it 
reasonable  to  assume  that  these  contracts 
will  be  let  before  June  30,  1951? 

4.  What  is  the  status  in  detail  of  these 
negotiations? 

I  would  very  much  appreciate  a  reply  to 
this  letter  as  early  as  possible. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  H.  Douglas. 

United  States 
Department  of  Commerce, 

Maritime  Administration, 

,  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  18,  1950. 
The  Honorable  Paul  H.  Douglas, 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Douglas:  Reference  is 
made  to  your  letter  of  June  29,  1950,  con¬ 
cerning  an  item  of  $63,000,000  in  the  1951 
appropriation  bill. 

Our  1951  construction  budget  as  submitted 
to  Congress  after  approval  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  called  for  contract  authority  of 
$75,000,000,  made  up  as  follows: 

1  prototype  naval  auxiliary 

vessel _ $10,  000,  000 

2  passenger  vessels  for  New  York 

and  east  coast  South  America 

service _  65,  000,  000 


Total _ _ _  75,  000,  000 

The  cash  required  with  respect  to  the  above 
was  estimated  at  $5,000,000  for  fiscal  year 
1951.  The  remaining  contract  authority  bal¬ 
ance  of  $70,000,000  was  reduced  to  $63,000,000 
by  the  House,  which  represents  a  straight 
10  percent  reduction. 


We  shall  endeavor  to  answer  your  questions 
in  the  order  listed  by  you. 

“1.  What  are  the  vessels  to  be  covered  by 
the  contract  authority?” 

There  is  now  being  operated  on  Trade 
Route  No.  1,  between  New  York  and  ports  on 
the  east  coast  of  South  America,  under  bare¬ 
boat  charter  tb  Moore-McCormack  Lines, 
Inc.,  the  Government-owned  “Good  Neighbor 
Fleet”  (comprised  of  the  steamships  Argen¬ 
tina,  Brazil,  and  Uruguay).  The  vessels  in¬ 
cluded  in  our  1951  budget  as  listed  above 
would  replace  the  “Good  Neighbor  Fleet,”  all 
three  vessels  in  this  fleet  having  already  be¬ 
come  20  years  old. 

“2.  Have  formal  applications  been  filed  by 
the  companies  who  would  benefit  from  this 
contract  authority?” 

No  formal  applications  have  been  filed  for 
the  construction  of  passenger  vessels  by  any 
company  or  companies  for  operation  on  Trade 
Route  No.  1.  Further  in  this  connection  see 
answer  to  question  No.  4  hereinafter. 

“3.  According  to  present  calculations  is  it 
reasonable  to  assume  that  these  contracts 
will  be  let  before  June  30,  1951?” 

At  the  time  our  1951  budget  was  filed,  it 
was  believed  that  it  would  be  possible  to  ex¬ 
ecute  contracts  for  the  construction  and  sale 
to  a  private  company  of  the  necessary  pas¬ 
senger-carrying  vessels  to  replace  the  “Good 
Neighbor  Fleet.”  Our  latest  and  very  recent 
estimate  is  that  contracts  with  respect  to 
such  new  vessels  cannot  be  awarded  until 
about  November  1,  1951.  Further  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  question  see  answer  to  No. 
4  hereinafter. 

“4.  What  is  the  status  in  detail  of  these 
negotiations?” 

The  former  Maritime  Commission  having 
been  unsucessful  in  effecting  an  agreement 
with  the  present  charterers  of  the  “Good 
Neighbor  Fleet”  whereby  they,  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  their  current  charter,  would 
agree  to  purchase  new  vessels  for  this  serv¬ 
ice,  the  Maritime  Administration  is  prepar¬ 
ing  to  send  out  an  invitation  for  bids  with 
respect  to  the  charter  of  the  “Good  Neighbor 
Fleet”  after  the  expiration  of  the  current 
charter,  which  charter,  as  recently  extended, 
will  expire  not  later  than  June  30,  1951.  The 
invitation  for  bids,  will  also  require  that  each 
bidder  submit  such  replacement  program  as 
will,  in  its  opinion,  adequately  replace  the 
“Good  Neighbor  Fleet.”  The  three  vessels 
have  a  total  passenger  capacity  of  1,557.  As 
each  bidder  will  be  given  some  leeway  as  to 
the  general  characteristics  of  the  replace¬ 
ment  vessels,  it  is  possible  that  the  success¬ 
ful  bidder  will  be  required  to  build  anywhere 
from  two  to  four  vessels.  However,  the 
amount  requested  for  this  project  appears  to 
represent  as  close  an  estimate,  as  can  be  made 
at  this  juncture,  of  the  total  construction 
cost  of  all  of  the  vessels  to  be  constructed  for 
Trade  Route  No.  1.  The  delay  in  getting  out 
bids  for  a  new  charter  of  the  "Good  Neighbor 
Fleet”  and  thereby  extending  the  possible 
date  for  letting  a  contract  for  replacements 
has  been  due  to  a  combination  of  circum¬ 
stances  not  foreseen  when  the  budget  in 
question  was  prepared,  which  delay  is  the 
reason  why  we  now  estimate  that  it  is  not 
likely  that  the  replacements  will  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  during  the  fiscal  year  1951. 

H.  R.  7786  as  it  passed  the  House  carries  the 
following  proviso  with  respect  to  the  $63,- 
000,000  item :  “ Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  or  contract  authorization  shall 
be  used  to  start  any  new  ship  construction 
for  which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in 
the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  nor  to 
start  any  new  ship  construction  the  currently 
estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10  per¬ 
cent  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in 
such  budget  unless  the  director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  specifically  approved  the 
start  of  such  ship  construction  and  the  di¬ 
rector  shall  submit  forthwith  a  detailed  ex¬ 
planation  thereof  to  the  Committees  on  Ap¬ 
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propriations  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  and,  as  used  herein  the 
term  budget  includes  the  detailed  justifica¬ 
tion  supporting  the  budget  estimates.” 

Some  of  the  1949  appropriation  authority 
was  earmarked  for  the  construction  of  a  com¬ 
bination  vessel  for  account  of  the  Mississippi 
Shipping  Co.  estimated  to  cost  $16,000,000. 
However,  the  1949  appropriation  authority 
lapsed  before  a  construction  contract  could 
be  executed. 

In  the  1950  Appropriation  Act,  the  follow¬ 
ing  contract  authority  also  lapsed  as  of 
June  30,  1950: 

2  combination  passenger  vessels 
for  Grace  Line  Inc.  for  op¬ 
eration  in  New  York  to  Car¬ 
ibbean  service - $31,  500,  000 

2  traifierships  for  the  Pacific 
Coasu  Steamship  Co.  for  op¬ 
eration  in  the  United  States 
west  coast  intercoastal  service.  22,  000,  000 
Design  for  national  defense 


vessels -  3,  900,  000 

Miscellaneous  betterments _  875,  000 

Total -  58,  275,  000 


We  have  applications  on  file  with  respect 
to  the  construction  of  the  trailerships,  with¬ 
out  construction  subsidy,  as  listed  above  and 
also  applications  from  the  Arnold  Bernstein 
Line  for  the  purchase  of  war-built  vessels, 
the  General  Pope  and  General  Weigel,  and 
for  a  construction-differential  allowance  with 
respect  to  the  conversion  of  these  two  ves¬ 
sels  for  commercial  operation,  the  total  cost 
of  such  conversion  having  been  estimated  at 
a  maximum  of  $9,500,000.  While  Grace  Line 
Inc.  has  indicated  a  strong  interest  in  the 
construction  of  two  combination  vessels,  with 
the  aid  of  a  construction-differential,  for  its 
Caribbean  service,  no  formal  application  with 
respect  thereto  has  been  filed  as  yet.  The 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  under  date 
of  April  13,  1950,  filed  applications  for  con¬ 
struction-differential  aid  in  the  construction 
of  four  combination  vessels  for  operation  in 
its  round-the-world  service. 

It  is  our  understanding  that,  subject  to 
the  prior  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  the  provision  in  H.  R.  7786,  quoted 
above  would  make  it  possible  to  use  any  or 
all  of  the  $63,000,000  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
struction  or  improvement  of  vessels  not  listed 
in  the  1951  budget  should  it  develop,  as  it 
now  appears,  that  no  contract  authority  will 
be  utilized  in  connection  with  the  vessels 
for  replacing  the  “Good  Neighbor  Fleet”  until 
after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  1951. 

Based  on  the  latest  estimates  of  our  staff, 
it  does  not  now  appear  possible  to  award 
contracts  with  respect  to  any  of  the  vessels 
mentioned  herein  prior  to  July  1,  1951,  except 
contracts  applicable  to  vessels  for  the  Pacific 
Coast  Seamship  Co.,  the  Arnold  Bernstein 
Line  and  the  construction  ($10,000,000)  and 
design  ($2,500,000)  of  the  Navy  prototype 
vessel.  However,  since  contract  authority 
cannot  be  used  until  and  unless  there  are 
properly  executed  contracts  and  as  it  is  more 
satisfactory  to  consider  knd  dispose  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  new  construction  on  their 
merit  under  the  1936  act  where  the  contract 
authority  is  available,  we  suggest  that  it 
would  be  desirable  not  to  reduce  the  $63,000,- 
000  contract  authority  now  in  the  1951  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  Moreover,  by  not  reducing  same 
It  would  give  us  more  leeway  in  dealing  with 
new  applications,  if  any,  that  may  be  filed 
in  the  meantime  and  also  in  meeting  the 
situation,  should  it  develop  that  a  better 
schedule  can  be  met,  than  we  now  contem¬ 
plate,  for  executing  contracts  with  respect  to 
applications  now  pending. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  T.  Koehler, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  want  to  say  that  I 
think  Mr.  Koehler  is  to  be  commended 
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for  his  frankness  and  for  his  coopera¬ 
tion  in  helping  to  provide  Congress  with 
information  which  is  necessary  for  our 
purposes. 

He  stated  that  the  $63,000,000  in  con¬ 
tract  authorizations — and  that  is  the 
amount  provided  by  the  House — were  to 
be  used  to  replace  Government-owned 
“Good  Neighbor  Fleet”  operated  by  the 
Moore-McCormack  Line  between  New 
York  and  South  America.  However,  no 
further  applications  have  been  filed  for 
this  program.  While  at  the  time  the 
1951  budget  was  filed  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  thought  it  could  execute  these 
contracts,  the  present  estimates  of  the 
Maritime  Administration  are  that  they 
cannot  be  awarded  until  about  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1951.  This  means  that  all  of  the 
$63,000  000  authorization  provided  by 
the  House  cannot  possibly  be  reached 
during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  provided.  It 
should  therefore  be  eliminated.  How¬ 
ever,  we  can  now  deal  with  the  matter 
in  part  by  continuing  the  House  appro¬ 
priation  and  cutting  down  on  the  addi¬ 
tional  contract  authorizations  provided 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
would  allow  the  Maritime  Commission 
to  use  $63,000,000  in  authorizations  for 
other  contracts.  According  to  the  last 
paragraph  of  Mr.  Koehler’s  letter  it  does 
not  now  appear  possible  to  award  before 
July  1,  1951,  any  contracts  presently  un¬ 
der  consideration  except  the  following: 
$22,000,000  for  the  Pacific  Coast  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.  for  trailer  ships  on  the  west 
coast.  Now  note  the  next  item  in  the 
case  of  the  Arnold  Bernstein  Line :  Con¬ 
version  of  two  war-built  troop  vessels  for 
commercial  use — $9,500,000  for  that. 
Not  for  the  conversion  of  commercial 
ships  to  troop  use,  but  conversion  of 
troop  ships  to  commercial  use. 

Construction  of  Navy  prototype  ves¬ 
sels,  $10,000,000.  Design  of  Navy  proto¬ 
type  vessels,  $2,500,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  total  amount  that 
can  possibly  be  awarded  for  the  fiscal 
year  1950-51  on  the  basis  of  contracts 
under  consideration  is  $44,000,000,  not 
$63,000,000.  The  pending  Arnold  Bern¬ 
stein  contract  calls  for  the  conversion  of 
two  troop  ships,  the  General  Pope  and 
the  General  Weigel,  to  commercial  use. 

In  the  face  of  the  present  world  situa¬ 
tion  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Maritime 
Administration  would  permit  the  con¬ 
version  of  troop  transports  into  com¬ 
mercial  vessels.  So  it  seems  that  the 
total  amount  of  $44,000,000  could  be  re¬ 
duced  by  the  further  amount  of  $9,500,- 
000,  leaving  $34,500,000  for  contracts  now 
pending,  and  about  which  information 
is  now  available.  Furthermore  $6,600,- 
000  of  the  $64,875,000  extension  allowed 
by  the  committee  has  already  been 
awarded,  so  that  will  not  be  needed. 
This  is  a  total  of  $41,100,000  not  needed. 

Mr.  President,  I  therefore  intend  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  striking  the  figure  of  $64,- 
875,000  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
figure  of  $23,775,000. 

I  think  that  explains  a  somewhat  com¬ 
plicated  situation  in  as  few  words  as  it 


is  possible  for  me  to  explain  it.  It  would 
effect  a  saving  of  $41,100,000. 

I  now  move  to  strike  out  “$63,875,000,” 
and  to  insert  instead  “$23,775,000.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
support  the  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  With  the  possible  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  RFC,  the  operation  of  the 
Maritime  Commission  has  been  probably 
the  greatest  scandal  of  government  in 
the  last  10  years.  I  believe  it  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  those  who  have  profited  by 
the  misspending,  wastefulness,  and  loot¬ 
ing  of  the  appropriations  for  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  have  been  in  effect  run¬ 
ning  the  Commission.  I  do  not  think 
any  more  temptation  than  is  necessary 
should  be  put  in  their  way.  When  Con¬ 
gress  approved  the  reorganization  plan 
of  the  President  transferring  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  functions  of  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  to  the  Commerce  Department,  it 
was  made  possible  for  the  President  to 
correct  the  very  unsavory  situation  in 
the  Martime  Commission.  It  is  my  be¬ 
lief  that  the  President  has  failed  to  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  perform 
this  duty.  I  feel  that  we  are  going  to 
see  a  continuation  of  the  same  wasteful 
and  illegal — according  to  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General — manipulations  of  the 
maritime  affairs  that  we  have  seen  over 
the  past  10  years.  It  is  safe  to  say  that 
the  Maritime  Commission  expenditures 
have  cost  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars, 
and  perhaps  even  billions  of  dollars,  to 
the  taxpayers.  Through  their  manipu¬ 
lations  we  have  put  the  merchant  marine 
in  a  state  of  absolute  dependency  on 
Government  so  that  very  few  ship  lines 
will  go  on  the  high  seas  and  attempt  to 
operate  a  shipping  business  as  it  should 
be  operated.  There  are  a  few  notable 
exceptions. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  are  in  an  emergency.  I  understood 
the  President  to  ask  for  emergency  war 
powers,  but  he  has  not  proclaimed  any 
emergency.  If  there  is  an  emergency, 
as  the  Senator  from  Illinois  says,  then 
the  amount  provided  here  will  in  the  long 
run  be  only  a  drop  in  the  bucket,  and 
might  as  well  not  be  considered  at  all. 
I  believe  the  President  should  tell  the 
people  of  the  country  whether  there  is 
an  emergency  or  whether  there  is  not, 
and  proclaim  one  if  there  is. 

I  believe  that  here  is  a  chance  to  save 
forty  or  fifty  million  dollars  from  a 
peacetime  program  and  which  will  have 
a  great  deal  of  labor  and  material  for 
the  war  effort. 

I  think  the  Senate  should  support  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
and  I  for  one  would  like  to  see  a  record 
vote  on  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
sympathize  completely  with  everything 
thta  can  be  said  for  congressional  action 
to  prevent  waste.  I  submit  that  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  the  action  of  the 
President  in  sending  a  reorganization 
plan  to  the  Congress  for  the  Maritime 
Commission  was  a  step  which  was  in¬ 
tended  to  inject  a  very  much  higher  de¬ 
gree  of  efficiency  and  care  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  funds  appropriated  for 
the  activities  carried  on  formerly  by  the 
Maritime  Commission,  and  now  to  be 


carried  on  under  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  21  of  1950,  which  became  effective 
on  May  24,  1950. 

The  committee  in  examining  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the~Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  had  in  mind  the  fact  that  w er  did 
have  a  legislative  reorganization,  and  the 
committee  felt  that  while  scrutinizing 
these  expenditures  and  these  estimates  it 
should  not  undertake  to  destroy  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  the  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which,  under  the  reorganization 
plan,  the  President  and  the  Congress  are 
trying  to  reform. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
the  commitee  reported  an  appropriation 
which  was  $63,000,000  below  the  esti¬ 
mates.  There  was  no  charge  of  v/aste 
leveled  before  our  committee  with  respect 
to  the  current  administration.  No  repre¬ 
sentation  was  made  to  us,  except  through 
our  own  examination  of  the  witnesses, 
which  prompted  us  to  make  cuts.  We  are 
dealing  here  with  a  program  which  ex¬ 
tends  over  a  period  of  years.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  build  an  ocean  lines  in  a 
month,  or  2  months,  or  6  months,  or  a 
year.  Sometimes  the  operation  takes 
several  years,  because  the  building  of  a 
modern  liner  which  plies  the  ocean  is  a 
great  engineering  undertaking. 

In  providing  cash,  we  had  a  program  of 
$13,700,00  to  pay  for  obligations  for  the 
years  1947  and  1948.  No  one  had  charged 
that  there  was  anything  wrong  about 
those  obligations. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Did  the  obligations  in¬ 
clude  any  payment  to  the  owners  of  the 
Mariposa  or  the  Monterey? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  No;  not  a  penny. 
We  went  into  that  question,  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

The  bill  also  provides  cash  for  the  1949 
program.  The  House  reduced  the  cash 
appropriation,  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  referred,  from  $70,000,000 
to  $63,000,000,  as  I  recall  the  figures. 

So,  I  say  to  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  let  us  not  condemn  the  program  and 
the  new  administrators  of  the  program 
upon  the  basis  of  charges  which  were 
made  against  a  commission  which  no 
longer  exists. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  to 
what  new  administrators  of  the  program 
the  Senator  refers.  The  President  has 
appointed  the  old  administrator,  whom 
the  House  committee  roundly  con¬ 
demned  for  failing  to  carry  out  his  work 
properly  for  the  last  2  years. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  reorganiza¬ 
tion  plan  divided  the  functions  into  the 
Federal  Maritime  Board  and  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration.  Of  course,  Gen¬ 
eral  Fleming  has  been  reappointed  to  a 
position  of  importance  in  the  new  organ¬ 
ization,  but  General  Fleming  was  not  in 
the  other  administration  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  understand  General 
Fleming  was  the  chairman  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission. 

Mr.  O MAHONEY.  For  scarcely  a 
year. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  Tike  General  Fleming 
personally.  I  did  not  have  the  heart  to 
vote  against  his  confirmation  even 
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though  I  did  not  consider  him  qualified 
for  the  post.  But  the  Senator  must  be 
familiar  with  the  House  report  on  mari¬ 
time  affairs,  which  cited  case  after  case 
in  which  money  was  wasted,  squandered, 
spent  illegally  under  the  General’s 
administration. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY,  I  point  out  to  the 
Senator  that  those  cases  all  took  place 
before  General  Fleming  was  appointed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  According  to  the  House 
committee,  they  continued  at  an  accel¬ 
erated  rate  even  after  he  took  over  the, 
chairmanship. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  not  ready  to 
acknowledge  that  to  be  a  fact.  I  would 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont  that 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee  who 
heard  the  testimony  this  year  and  last 
year,  feel  I  am  sure,  as  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  just  said  he  feels,  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Fleming  is  a  man  of  character  and 
ability.  The  Senator  from  Vermont, 
though  he  did  a  very  excellent  piece  of 
work  in  the  criticisms  he  voiced  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  in  times  past,  was  unwilling  to  con¬ 
demn  General  Fleming  by  voting  against 
his  nomination.  All  I  am  saying  now  is, 
do  not  deprive  the  reorganized  group  of 
the  funds  which  they  need  to  carry  on 
the  work  which  the  legislative  authority 
of  the  Government  has  directed  them  to 
do.  If  there  is  any  change  of  policy,  to 
be  made  it  should  be  made,  not  in  the 
appropriation  bill,  but  by  proceeding  be¬ 
fore  the  legislative  committee  in  charge. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
and  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  if 
I  am  correctly  advised  an  opportunity 
will  be  presented  to  them  before  we  are 
through  with  this  appropriation  bill  to 
give  their  views  and  exercise  their  right 
to  oppose  amendments  which,  if  agreed 
to,  will  greatly  increase  the  expenditures. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  would  first  like  to  say 
that  I  hold  President  Truman  wholly 
responsible  for  the  work  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  from  now  on.  It  is  his  ap¬ 
pointees  that  will  have  this  work  to  do. 
What  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming — and  I  ask  him  this  question 
as  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Economic  Report — Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Wyoming  believe  that  this  Na¬ 
tion  is  in  a  state  of  emergency  at  the 
present  time,  and  is  that  emergency 
likely  to  last  until  the  next  Congress  con¬ 
venes? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Indeed  I  do  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  in  a  state  of  emergency,  and 
I  think  the  emergency  will  last  through¬ 
out  the  life  of  the  next  Congress. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  believe 
it  would  be  good  business  to  start  the 
construction  of  ocean  liners,  which 
scarcely  can  be  completed  for  years,  in 
competition  with  the  war  effort,  which 
may  require  all  the  men  and  materials 
which  otherwise  would  be  used  in  start¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  these  long-range 
projects? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  If  this  emergency 
develops,  as  every  indication  would  sug¬ 
gest,  we  will  certainly  need  the  vessels 
which  are  authorized  in  this  program. 


Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  then 
believe  that  we  are  in  for  a  permanent 
emergency? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  Senator  is 
merely  bandying  words  when  he  asks 
that  question. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Considering  the  length 
of  time  it  takes  to  build  a  liner  I  would 
say  that  that  is  probably  the  Senator’s 
assumption. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  is  going  to  be  a  prolonged  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  particular  amendment,  may 
I  suggest  that  we  pass  it  over  and  come 
back  to  it  later? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  do  not  know 
whether  there  will  be  prolonged  discus¬ 
sion.  I  have  finished  speaking. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  one  feature. 
The  total  of  $127,875,000  which  will  be 
provided  for  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  by  these  two  amendments  is  vastly 
in  excess  of  the  amounts  which  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  itself  says  it  can 
spend  during  this  period.  It  is  approxi¬ 
mately  $41,000,000  more  than  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  can  spend. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Do  I  understand  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  say  that  it  is  that  much  in  excess 
of  either  what  the  Commission  can  spend 
during  the  12  months,  or  contract  to 
spend  at  a  later  date  under  contracts 
made  within  that  period? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  put  the 
situation  very  well. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  amounts  set  forth  in  the 
appropriation  bill,  $53,000,000  and  $64,- 
000,000  are  earmarked  for  specific  pur¬ 
poses?  In  other  words,  must  the 
amounts  be  used  for  the  construction  or 
repair  or  reconstruction  of  specifically 
named  vessels,  or  can  the  amounts  be 
used  for  the  construction  of  an  entirely 
different  set  of  vessels? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  that  the 
$63,000,000  was  to  be  used  to  replace  the 
“Good  Neighbor  Fleet”  operated  by  the 
Moore-McCormack  Line,  but  that  no 
formal  applications  have  been  filed  for 
the  program;  and  the  present  estimate 
of  the  Maritime  Commission  is  that  it 
cannot  award  such  contracts  until  about 
November  1,  1951,  or  after  the  expiration 
of  the  current  fiscal  year  for  which  we 
are  appropriating.  In  effect,  these  two 
appropriations  and  authorizations  would 
give  to  the  Maritime  Commission  $41,- 
000,000  which  they  could  use  for  any  pur¬ 
pose  that  they  personally  see  fit  without 
proposing  any  program  to  Congress  for 
approval.  And  carrying  out  the  point 
made  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Aiken],  I  want  to  say  that  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  record  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  personnel  is  such 
that  we  should  give  them  $41,000,000  of 
blank  checks  with  which  they  can  carry 
out  further  subsidies  beyond  those  which 
they  themselves  now  say  they  can  imple¬ 
ment. 
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Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  may  point  out  that  the 
management  of  the  maritime  operations 
of  the  country  has  not  been  changed 
materially  by  the  recent  transfer.  The 
most  striking  change  has  been  the  firing 
of  Commissioner  McKeough,  of  Illinois, 
who  over  the  years  has  been  struggling 
against  odds  to  maintain  some  degree  of 
integrity  and  efficiency  in  the  Maritime 
Commission,  and  he  has  fought  against 
overwhelming  odds  to  do  that.  Yet 
when  the  time  came  when  the  President 
could  revamp  the  Maritime  Commission 
in  accordance  with  the  desires  of  the 
Congress,  he  fired  Commissioner  Mc¬ 
Keough  and  left  most  of  those  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  sins  of  the  past  in  a  position 
to  continue  to  commit  those  sins  in  the 
future. 

I  had  hoped  that  Secretary  Sawyer,  if 
he  remained  in  the  Cabinet,  would  be 
able  to  exercise  some  degree  of  control 
over  the  operations  of  this  ex-commis¬ 
sion.  But  I  understand  that  whenever 
the  Director  or  the  Under  Secretary  in 
charge  of  transportation  matters  is  in 
Washington,  Secretary  Sawyer  will  have 
very  little  to  say  about  it.  It  is  only 
when  the  Director  is  away  that  an  Assist¬ 
ant  Director,  who  is  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  will  have  some 
control  over  the  situation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  in  a  mo¬ 
ment.  First  I  want  to  comment  on  the 
remarks  of  the  eminent  senior  Senator 
from  Vermont.  No  one  regretted  more 
than  I  did  the  dropping  of  Commis¬ 
sioner  McKeough  from  the  Maritime 
Commission.  We  in  Illinois  are  very 
proud  of  him  because  of  the  courageous 
fight  he  made  to  eliminate  unnecessary 
and  even  illegal  subsidies.  We  regret 
very  much  that  he  was  dropped.  In 
justice  to  the  President  it  ought  to  be 
said,  however,  that  the  other  members 
of  the  Commission,  with  the  exception 
of  the  chairman,  General  Fleming,  were 
also  dropped.  General  Fleming  was 
made  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
in  general  charge  of  transportation. 
My  feeling  is  very  similar  to  that  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont.  The  general 
had  given  good  service  prior  to  the  time 
he  went  on  the  Maritime  Commission, 
and  I  personally  did  not  have  the  heart 
to  vote  against  confirmation  of  his  nomi¬ 
nation  although  I  did  not  approve  of  his 
policies  on  the  Maritime  Commission. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  may  add  that  most  of 
those  in  charge  of  operations  in  the 
past  have  been  continued  in  the  new 
set-up,  except  some  of  those  who  tried 
■their  best  to  assist  Commissioner  Mc¬ 
Keough  in  maintaining,  as  I  said,  some 
degree  of  integrity  and  efficiency  in  the 
Commission,  have  been  demoted. 

Mi\  DOUGLAS.  That  is  precisely  the 
point  to  which  I  was  coming,  that  al¬ 
though  some  good  men  have  been  put 
in  at  the  top  of  the  new  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration,  the  personnel  down  below  is  in 
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the  main  the  same  personnel  that  oper¬ 
ated  under  the  Maritime  Commission, 
and  whose  work  was  accompanied  by  the 
gross  scandals  which  Mr.  Lindsay  War¬ 
ren  and  the  House  committee  said  exist¬ 
ed.  It  is  in  view  of  that  fact,  as  well  as 
the  need  for  economy.  I  do  not  want  to 
see  the  United  States  giving  them  a 
check  for  $127,000,000,  when  the  new  ad¬ 
ministrator  says  that  about  all  that  he 
can  possibly  spend  under  existing  pro¬ 
posals  will  be  about  $81,000,000.  I  do  not 
think  the  record  of  the  personnel  of  the 
Maritime  Administration  group  is  such 
that  we  should  put  into  their  hands  these 
great  powers  to  spend  additional  sums  of 
money  for  purposes  not  at  present  con¬ 
templated.  I  feel  that  these  sums  would 
probably  be  spent  but  also  probably  not 
for  the  right  purposes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  As  I  have  stated  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  a  number  of 
occasions,  I  am  going  to  vote  against  the 
construction  of  public  works  so  far  as  it 
it  possible  to  do  so,  whether  such  public 
works  are  flood  control,  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors,  or  construction  of  buildings.  I  shall 
vote  deep  cuts  in  those  appropriations. 

°  But,  as  I  have  also  stated,  I  am  unwilling 
to  vote  against  anything  that  is  a  defense 
measure. 

Even  though  it  may  not  be  possible 
for  some  months  to  use  these  moneys 
under  the  schedules  that  have  been  read 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  neverthe¬ 
less,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  is  not  limited  to  the  particular 
projects  set  forth  in  the  language  of 
the  bill,  it  would  appear  to  me  that  this 
is  a  defense  measure  pure  and  simple, 
and  it  is  my  opinion  further  that  we  are 
going  to  be  required  to  spend  a  great 
deal  more  money,  vastly  larger  sums, 
for  the  development  of  our  merchant 
marine  during  the  emergency. 

I  wonder  why  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  should  be  opposed  to  a  measure 
which  to  me  looks  like  a  defense  meas¬ 
ure,  regardless  of  the  fact  that  the  par¬ 
ticular  projects,  or  the  particular  pur¬ 
poses  enunciated  in  the  bill  may  not  be 
carried  out,  because  there  is  no  limita¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  the  purposes  which 
these  sums  can  be  used  for  in  this  emer¬ 
gency  as  a  part  of  our  defense  mecha¬ 
nism. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  that 
this  proposal  did  not  originate  as  a  de¬ 
fense  measure  when  these  items  were 
inserted  in  the  bill,  which  was  before 
the  Korean  situation  developed,  so  that 
the  original  purpose  was  not  keyed  to 
any  national  emergency.  It  was  keyed 
to  ordinary  peacetime  cold  war  needs. 
My  amendment  would  not  cut  any  de¬ 
fense  programs. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  I  may  finish,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida: 

Fundamentally,  I  suppose  what  it  boils 
down  to— -and  this  is  a  hard  thing  to 
say — i"  that  I  simply  do  not  sufficiently 
trust  the  personnel  running  the  Maritime 


Commission  to  be  willing  to  give  them 
a  blank  check  for  $41,000,000,  in  excess 
of  the  amounts  required  for  the  ships 
which  are  under  consideration,  for  them 
to  do  with  as  they  wish.  Their  past  rec¬ 
ord  is  not  such  as  to  justify  any  such 
public  trust. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  not  it  true  that, 
instead  of  being  a  defense  measure,  a 
goodly  portion  of  this  proposed  appro¬ 
priation  is  exactly  the  reverse,  in  that  it 
proposes  that  some  millions  of  dollars 
be  used  to  convert  into  commercial  ships 
some  ships  which  now  are  troop  ships, 
and  are  qualified  for  the  moving  of 
troops,  and  were  built  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Florida  is  entirely  correct 
as  to  that. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  first 
let  me  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  is  com¬ 
pletely  correct  in  his  suggestion  that,  as 
I  said  originally,  this  is  a  proposal  in  the 
case  of  the  Arnold  Bernstein  Line,  that 
two  troop  ships,  the  General  Pope  and 
the  General  Weigel,  be  converted  for 
commercial  purposes,  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  pointed  out.  So  part 
of  this  program  is  one  for  national  de¬ 
fense  in  reverse. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  I  should  first 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts,  and  I  do  so  now. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  if  he  would  yield  to  me  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  permitting  me  to  make  a  very 
brief  statement,  and  then  perhaps  I  shall 
end  up  by  asking  a  question  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming,  who  is  in  charge 
of  the  committee’s  report  on  this  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill. 

I  sat  on  the  subcommittee  which  lis¬ 
tened  to  a  great  deal  of  the  testimony 
regarding  this  portion  of  the  bill.  As  I 
understand,  the  program  for  1947 
through  1952  calls  for  estimated  obliga¬ 
tions  in  the  amount  of  $321,737,830,  and 
there  have  been  cash  appropriations  of 
$141,878,685,  leaving  unfinanced  obliga¬ 
tions  of  $179,859,145. 

What  we  are  appropriating  this  year, 
if  we  carry  through  with  the  program, 
will  cut  down  the  unfinanced  obligations 
by  the  amount  of  the  cash  appropria¬ 
tions  made  now,  and  reduce  delay  on 
work  already  started.  On  that  point  we 
do  not  have  much  to  say. 

But,  as  I  understand  the  matter,  this 
item  calls  for  the  building  of  two  new 
passenger  ships  and  one  Navy  prototype 
vessel.  I  do  not  recall  just  what  that 
vessel  is  to  be.  However,  the  two  pas¬ 
senger  ships  are  for  the  South  American 
and  Caribbean  trade,  if  I  recall  cor¬ 
rectly. 

My  question  is  this:  If  we  adopt  the 
committee  recommendation,  there  will 
be  nothing  to  be  taken  to  conference  in 
regard  to  this  item,  because  the  figures 


as  reported  by  our  committee  are  the 
same  as  those  voted  by  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

However,  if  we  adopt  an  amendment 
to  this  item,  then  in  the  conference  it 
will  be  considered,  and  at  that  time 
there  will  be  a  question  as  to  whether 
the  construction  of  the  two  passenger 
vessels  should  be  begun  at  the  present 
time  or  whether  the  program  should  be 
changed. 

Under  those  circumstances,  would  it 
not  be  advisable  to  accept  an  amend- 
'ment — I  do  not  say  that  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  the  cor¬ 
rect  one — in  order  that  there  may  be 
something  in  connection  with  this  item 
to  be  considered  by  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee,  so  as  to  give  it  an  opportunity  to 
determine  what  should  be  done  in  this 
matter,  and  thus  giving  the  Senate  an¬ 
other  opportunity  to  act  and  to  see 
whether  the  present  proposal  is  the  cor¬ 
rect  one,  in  view  of  the  situation  which 
has  developed  since  the  committee  con¬ 
sidered  this  item? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  if 
I  may  be  permitted  to  speak  now,  let  me 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  always  been  a  most  persuasive 
member  of  my  subcommittee  in  dealing 
with  these  matters.  Of  course,  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  based  on  the  premise  that  mari¬ 
time  construction  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  national  defense. 

As  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
has  said,  it  is  true  that  the  plan  calls 
for  the  construction  of  two  passenger 
vessels  and  a  prototype  naval  vessel.  I 
should  like  to  read  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  material  which  we  obtained  in 
support  of  this  item: 

In  the  interest  of  national  defense  and  a 
well-balanced  American  merchant  marine,  it 
is  proposed  to  contract  in  fiscal  year  1951  for 
the  construction  under  title  V  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  A<jt,  1936,  as  amended,  two  or 
three  passenger-carrying  vessels  and  for  the 
construction,  under  title  VII,  of  a  prototype 
craft  which,  in  an  emergency,  may  be 
massed-produced  as  naval  auxiliaries. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  this  point  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  referring  to  the  possibility  of 
replacing  with  new  vessels  the  ships  in 
the  so-called  “good  neighbor  fleet?” 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  That  is  a  part  of 
the  matter,  yes.  However,  I  was  about 
to  say - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  has  a  copy  of  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Koehler,  I  believe,  in 
which  Mr.  Koehler  says  that  he  does  not 
believe  those  contracts  can  possibly  be 
executed  during  the  ensuing  year.  Does 
not  the  Senator  have  a  copy  of  that 
letter?  I  ask  that  question  because  the 
letter  which  Mr.  Koehler  addressed  to 
me  had  a  notation  to  the  effect  that  a 
copy  was  being  sent  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes.  It  was  un¬ 
derstood,  of  course,  that  the  House  made 
some  reduction. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  true,  as  I 
have  stated,  that  in  the  use  of  these 
funds  the  Maritime  Commission  is  not 
limited  to  using  them  for  any  specific 
projects? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Not  unless  a  con¬ 
tract  is  made. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes.  But  in  these 
matters  it  is  not  limited  to  using  these 
funds  for  the  good  neighbor  fleet  or  for 
the  Arnold  Bernstein  vessels  or  for  ships 
of  the  character  of  those  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  re¬ 
ferred.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  But  the  Commission 
can  use  these  funds  for  the  development 
of  vessels  or  for  the  construction  of  ves¬ 
sels  in  the  national  defense;  is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes.  Let  me  say 
that  I  think  it  is  extremely  unwise  to 
reduce  this  appropriation,  because  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  at  the  present  moment  the 
United  States  is  in  a  position  in  which 
it  must  maintain  an  adequate  merchant 
marine.  If,  unfortunately,  we  should 
find  ourselves  compelled  to  transport 
more  men  and  more  materials  for  mili¬ 
tary  purposes,  then  vessels  will  be  of 
great  value. 

However,  when  Senators  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  and  Senators,  such  as  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall],  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
rise  and  ask,  “Why  should  we  build  a 
passenger  vessel  at  this  time?”  I  am 
moved  to  reply  that  I  would  be  quite 
willing  to  take  an  amendment  of  this 
kind  to  conference,  so  that  in  the  con¬ 
ference  we  may  determine  whether  to 
construct  the  passenger  vessels. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  if  I  may  do  so,  how  he  ob¬ 
tained  the  figure  of  $34,500,000  which  he 
offers  in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  amount  that  can  be  awarded  during 
the  applicable  fiscal  year.  It  is  taken 
from  the  letter  written  by  Mr.  Koehler. 
If  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  a  copy 
of  the  letter  with  him,  he  will  find  this 
statement  appearing  on  page  3  of  that 
letter — and  I  refer  now  to  the  final  para¬ 
graph,  as  follows: 

Except  contracts  applicable  to  vessels  for 
the  Pacific  Coast  Steamship  Co.,  the  Arnold 
Bernstein  Line  and  the  construction  ($10,- 
000,000)  and  design  ($2,500,000)  of  the  Navy 
prototype  vessel. 

Those  totals,  including  contracts  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  Arnold  Bernstein  Line,  come 
to  $44,000,000. 

However,  I  could  not  believe  that  at 
this  time  any  of  us  would  vote  to  carry 
through  the  Arnold  Bernstein  project  for 
the  conversion  of  troop  ships  into  com¬ 
mercial  ships. 

So  if  from  the  $44,000,000,  we  eliminate 
$9,500,000,  that  will  leave  $34,500,000. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
for  a  vote  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  on  that 
question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 


Mr.  KERR.  Was  the  amount  reported 
by  the  committee  in  contemplation  of 
the  building  of  the  vessels  to  which  the 
Koehler  letter  refers? 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  We  allowed  the 
measure  in  this  respect  to  stand  in  ex¬ 
actly  the  same  way  it  stood  when  the 
House  passed  it.  The  Koehler  letter  it¬ 
self  was  not  before  our  committee.  It 
has  been  written  since  then,  and  I  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  examine  it. 
But  I  feel  very  strongly  that  we  should 
not  at  this  time  suspend  the  funds  for 
the  construction  of  vessels  which  we  may 
certainly  need  upon  the  seas  within  the 
next  couple  of  years. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  the  Senator  think 
that  authorizations  should  be  made  for 
an  amount  of  money  which  the  agency 
itself  says  cannot  be  spent  within  the 
period  of  time  for  which  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  are  made? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  That  is  a  very  per¬ 
tinent  question,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  325,  line  17,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
Senators  seconding  the  request  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  be  asked  to  rise. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senators 
desiring  to  second  the  demand  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  will  rise. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  suggest  that  this  amendment  go  over 
to  the  end,  and  that  we  proceed  with 
the  other  committee  amendments? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  There  is  no  recon¬ 
sideration  involved.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  moving  to  amend  the  figure 
in  the  bill,  which  was  not  touched  by 
any  Senate  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No, 
This  is  a  parliamentary  question.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  made  a  motion  to 
reconsider  a  number  of  amendments, 
and  omitted  from  the  motion  the 
amendment  relating  to  the  Maritime 
Commission.  The  Senate  voted  against 
reconsideration  of  the  other  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Precisely. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  then  moved  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  vote  by  which  this  amendment 
was  agreed  to,  because  it  has  to  be  recon¬ 
sidered,  if  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  to 
be  permitted  to  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  be  in  error,  but  I  have  before  me  the 
printed  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  say,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  amendment  which  I  of¬ 
fered  from  the  floor  differs  from  the 
printed  amendment.  The  amendment  I 
have  just  offered  is  directed  to  page  326, 
and  it  proposes  to  strike  out  $64,375,000 
and  to  substitute  $23,775,000,  and  thus  to 
effect  a  saving  of  $41,100,000,  the  amount 
in  excess  of  the  sums  which  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  has  committed. 

The  PRESIDING  ~  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  relates  to  the  Senate  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  ask  that  this 
amendment  be  passed  over  for  the  time 
being,  and  that  we  proceed  to  less  con¬ 
troversial  matters. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  this  is  the  only  amendment 
which  remains  in  this  chapter. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  May  I  ask  what  would 
be  gained  by  passing  it  over?  When 
would  the  vote  be  taken?  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  must  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  one  day  and  was  hoping  this 
amendment  would  be  taken  up  today. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  suggest  that  we 
proceed  with  the  other  amendments,  and 
then  if  the  Senator  insists  on  taking  up 
this  amendment  this  evening  we  can 
return  to  it  later  on. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  May  I  inquire  what  the 
other  amendments  are  which  are  more 
important  than  this?  And  if  this  con¬ 
cludes  one  chapter  of  the  bill,  why  not 
finish  it  now? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  did  not  say  that 
the  other  amendments  were  more  im¬ 
portant  than  this.  I  said  “less  contro¬ 
versial.” 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  we  are  ready  to  vote  on  the  ques¬ 
tion,  and  if  it  is  delayed  some  Senator 
may  have  a  happy  thought  and  enter 
into  another  argument. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  adopted 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Then  if  we  are 
going  to  vote,  I  am  going  to  have  to  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  That  is 
what  I  wanted  to  avoid  at  this  time.  I 
thought  we  could  proceed  with  other 
amendments  and  then  return  to  this  a 
little  later,  if  the  Senate  insists  upon 
that  being  done. 

Mr.  OMAPIONEY.  This  is  the  only 
remaining  amendment  in  this  chapter. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  know  it  is  the 
only  remaining  amendment  in  this 
chapter,  but  there  are  three  or  four  other 
chapters. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  accept 
the  amendment  which  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  and  take  it  to  conference?  It  is 
an  entirely  new  amendment  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  and  will  be  in  controversy. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  best  subcommittees  in  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  considered  this 
chapter  of  the  bill.  They  heard  the 
proof.  They  took  the  evidence.  They 
have  gone  through  weeks  of  hearings, 
and  1  say  that  I  am  unwilling  to  agree 
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to  take  the  amendment  to  conference. 
In  my  opinion,  it  would  not  be  right 
to  do  so.  I  should  be  opposed  to  it,  and 
so,  probably,  would  most  of  the  other 
Senators.  If  the  amendment  were  taken 
to  conference  and  not  retained  we  would 
then  be  put  in  a  false  position.  Someone 
would  say,  “We  are  not  treating  the 
Senate  fairly,  because  the  Senate  voted 
to  include  it  in  the  bill.”  If  Senators 
agree  to  the  amendment,  very  well,  but 
I  oppose  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
hearings  on  this  peacetime  program  were 
held  by  the  committee  before  the  start 
of  the  Korean  war,  or  the  Korean  police 
action? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  made  it  all 
the  more  necessary  that  the  committee 
amendment  be  agreed  to.  Those  ships 
are  vitally  needed  in  the  defense,  not  of 
Korea,  but  of  the  United  States.  Sen¬ 
ators  are  voting  against  the  United 
States,  when  they  vote  for  what  is  now 
proposed. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  resent 
that  statement.  The  Senator  from 
Tennessee  knows  that  these  ships  can¬ 
not  be  finished  for  3  years.  Does  the 
Senator  think  it  will  take  3  or  4  years 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Korean  invasion? 
That  is  a  silly  thing  to  say,  and  it  is  an 
unkind  thing,  too. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  also  a  very  im¬ 
proper  thing  for  one  Senator  to  rise  and 
say  that  another  Senator  is  acting  silly 
or  talking  in  a  silly  manner. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  is  no  more  appropri¬ 
ate  for  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  to 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  is 
working  against  the  United  States  than 
it  is  for  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to 
say  the  same  thing  about  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  and  to  say  that  he  is 
trying  to  force  an  unnecessary  burden 
on  the  country. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if 
that  is  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas!  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  Senate  amendment  appearing 
on  page  326  was  adopted.  On  this  mo¬ 
tion  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  President,  does 
the  proviso  on  page  32G  apply  to  the 
amount  involved? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
a  part  of  the  committee  amendment. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally], 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GeorgeI, 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fauver],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Leahy]  ,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  O’Conor],  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 

Downey]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Fulbright],  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  are  absent 
on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Washington 

[Mr.  Magnuson]  ,  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 


Vermont,  and  if  that  is  the  way  he  feels 
about  it,  I  refuse  to  yield  further. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion,  as 
the  Chair  stated  it.  The  yeas  and  nays 
having  been  ordered,  the  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  auorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief 

Clerk  called 

the  roll,  and 

the  following 
names : 

Senators  answered  to  their 

Aiken 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Holland 

Morse 

Bricker 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hunt 

Myers 

Byrd 

Ives 

Neely 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo, 

O’Mahoney 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex, 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Kem 

Russell 

Darby 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Donnell 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Eastland 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Stennis 

Frear 

McCarran 

Taft 

Graham 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Green 

McClellan 

Tobey 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Watkins 

Hendrickson 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Hickenlooper 

Malone 

Williams 

Hill 

Martin 

Young 

the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Millikin],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dwor- 
shak]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster],  the  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry]  are  de¬ 
tained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  34, 
nays  32,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 34 


Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Schoeppel 

Bridges 

Holland 

Smith,  Maine 

Byrd 

Ives 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Capehart 

Kem 

Stennis 

Darby 

Kerr 

Taft 

Donnell 

Langer 

Thye 

Douglas 

Lodge 

Tobey 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Watkins 

Ecton 

Malone 

Wiley 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Williams 

Gurney 

Mundt 

Hendrickson 

Saltonstall 

NAYS— 32 

Anderson 

Chapman 

Frear 

Bricker 

Chavez 

Graham 

Green 

Hayden 

Hill 

Hoey 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Johnson,  Colo. 
Johnson,  Tex. 
Kilgore 


Know!  and 

Lehman 

McCarran 

McClellan 

McFarland 

McKellar 

McMahon 

Maybank 

Morse 


Myers 

Neely 

O’Mahoney 

Pepper 

Russell 

Sparkman 

Tydings 

Young 


NOT  VOTING— 30 


Benton 

Brewster 

Butler 

Cain 

Connally 

Cordon 

Downey 

Dworshak 

Ellender 

Flanders 


Fulbright 

George 

Gillette 

Jenner 

Johnston, 

Kefauver 

Leahy 

Long 

Lucas 

Magnuson 


S.  C. 


Millikin 

Murray 

O’Conor 

Robertson 

Taylor 

Thomas,  Okla. 
Thomas,  Utah 
Vandenberg 
Wherry 
Withers 


So  Mr.  Douglas’  motion  to  reconsider 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
on  page  326,  line  17,  to  strike  out  “$64,- 
875,000”  and  to  substitue  in  lieu  thereof 
“$23,775,000”,  making  a  saving  of  $41,- 
100,000  and  giving  the  Maritme  Commis¬ 
sion  along  with  the  $63,000,000  provided 
on  page  325,  a  total  of  $86,775,000  with 
which  they  can  carry  out  all  the  con¬ 
struction  for  which  they  have  made 
commitments. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 


question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  to  the  amendment  of  the  com¬ 


mittee. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  [Putting 
the  question.  ]  The  ayes  have  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
insist  that  the  yeas  and  nays  were  de¬ 
manded  before  the  result  of  the  vote 
was  announced. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the 
demand  for  the  yeas  and  nays  sufficient¬ 
ly  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  the  question  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  the  committee  amendment,  on  page 
326,  line  17,  to  strike  out  “$64,875,000,” 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$23,775,- 
000.” 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 


the  Chair  had  announced  the  vote? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 


Chair  had  announced  it,  but  it  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Chair 
that  the  demand  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
had  been  made  before  the  announce¬ 
ment  was  made,  and  the  Chair  wants  to 
be  fair  to  every  Senator. 


Mr.  TOBEY.  Does  not  the  Chair 
think  that  was  a  figment  of  the  imagina¬ 
tion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  not  pass  on  that. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  about  to  be  voted  on  is  most 
important.  The  appropriation  recom¬ 
mended  should  not  be  eliminated  at  this 
time,  when  the  United  States  needs  ships 
for  both  troops  and  supplies.  I  insist 
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that  a  vote  in  favor  of  this  reduction 
in  the  appropriation  would  be  a  vote 
against  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Senators  may  say  what  they  care  to 
about  3  or  4  years  being  required  to 
build  these  ships;  suppose  it  takes  5  or  6 
years.  We  may  need  them  5  or  6  years 
from  now  more  than  we  need  them  today. 

Merely  because  some  of  us  might  not 
have  liked  the  work  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  is  no  excuse  for  the  Senate 
to  take  action  which  will  adversely  affect 
the  defense  of  the  United  States.  If 
Senators  want  to  do  that — and  I  do  not 
believe  they  do — then  they  will  cast  their 
votes  in  favor  of  the  proposed  reduction. 

To  say  that  this  appropriation  was 
placed  in  the  bill  before  the  Korean  war 
broke  out  is  not  a  valid  argument.  If 
the  appropriation  was  needed  at  the 
time  the  bill  wa3  drawn,  it  is  needed 
threefold  today,  and  I  plead  with  the 
Senate  not  to  vote  against  the  defense 
of  the  country,  not  to  vote  against  giving 
supplies  which  are  needed  by  the  boys 
who  are  fighting  in  Korea. 

Mr.  President,  we  hear  question  raised 
as  to  whether  the  President  has  declared 
an  emergency.  That  is  immaterial.  We 
know  that  the  United  States  is  in  a 
period  of  emergency.  There  is  no  dis¬ 
pute  about  that.  There  is  no  dispute 
that  the  boys  of  the  Nation  are  dying  on 
the  battle  front,  and  I  say  for  the  United 
States  Senate  to  vote  to  cut  down  appro¬ 
priations  with  which  to  build  ships  and 
furnish  supplies  is  to  vote  against  the 
defense  of  the  Nation,  to  vote  against 
those  who  are  fighting  for  us  in  Korea. 

Mr.  President,  I  plead  with  my  col¬ 
leagues  with  all  the  power  at  my  com¬ 
mand  to  stand  by  the  committee  which 
heard  the  evidence.  There  are  many 
items  which  could  be  cut  with  more  rea¬ 
son  than  this  one.  The  people  will  be 
looking  at  this  vote.  They  are  going  to 
look  to  see  whether  the  Senate  is  willing 
to  support  the  boys  on  the  battle  front. 
I  hope  the  item  will  not  be  cut. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  reduction  in  the 
appropriation  for  a  completely  different 
reason  from  that  referred  to  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona.  I  am  just  as 
strongly  in  favor  of  providing  adequate 
defense  as  he  is — and  we  all  are  for  that. 
But  the  situation  is  simply  this:  Since 
1S47  there  has  been  for  ship  construc¬ 
tion  an  estimated  obligation  of  approx¬ 
imately  $321,000,000.  I  am  speaking 
from  memory,  and  these  figures  may  be 
somewhat  out  of  line.  All  that  we  have 
paid  in  cash  is  about  $141,000,000,  leav¬ 
ing  approximately  $179,000,000  still  to 
pay. 

For  new  ship  construction  this  year 
there  is  appropriated,  approximately,  in 
contract  authority,  $63,000,000  and  $5,- 
000,000  cash.  That  money  is  for  two 
new  passenger  ships  to  go  into  the  South 
American  and  Caribbean  trade;  a  third 
ship,  to  cost  $10,000,000,  is  a  Navy  proto¬ 
type  ship.  I  believe  that  is  a  ship  that 
is  an  experiment,  intended  to  go  from 
San  Francisco  to  Los  Angeles.  It  will 
take  on  trailer  trucks  in  San  Francisco, 
and  put  new  mules  on  the  trailers  in  Los 
Angeles.  I  may  not  be  correct  in  that, 
but  I  believe  I  am. 


Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  com¬ 
plete  a  very  brief  statement.  The 
amounts  agreed  upon  by  the  House  and 
the  Senate  committee  are  the  same.  I 
believe  we  should  send  this  matter  to 
conference,  not  necessarily  with  the  idea 
of  ultimately  cutting  down  the  appro¬ 
priation,  but  of  keeping  control  of  the 
situation  so  that  we  can  see  what  is 
going  to  be  built  in  this  time  of  crisis. 
The  Senate  committee  approved  these 
ships  prior  to  the  Korean  crisis.  If  we 
put  this  matter  into  conference  by  this 
reduction,  we  can  work  out  th .  question 
of  what  kind  of  ships  should  be  built, 
and  keep  control  of  it  in  Congress. 

If  my  understanding  is  correct,  and  we 
approve  the  committee  action,  as  I  did 
approve  it  in  the  subcommittee,  we  will 
have  no  more  control  over  what  ships 
shall  be  built,  we  will  leave  it  entirely  to 
the  Maritime  Commission  and  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  decide. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  we  should  keep 
our  control  on  this  subject  up  to  the  last 
minute. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  and  Mr.  O’MAHONEY 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield, 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  first  to 
the  Senator  from  Michigan,  and  then  I 
will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  or  not  the  evidence  shows  that 
the  contracts  have  been  let  on  the  two 
South  American  vessels  for  the  South 
American  service? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  cannot  an¬ 
swer  that  question. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  is  sure 
these  vessels  are  not  for  our  war  effort, 
is  he? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  my  memory 
of  the  testimony  is  correct,  they  are  new¬ 
er,  faster  passenger  ships,  for  the  trade 
with  South  America. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  one  vessel 
that  was  to  carry  trailers  from  Los  An¬ 
geles  to  San  Francisco,  and  back  and 
forth,  would  not  be  considered  a  defense 
vessel,  would  it? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  might  be 
considered  a  defense  vessel.  It  could  be 
used  for  carrying  tanks,  and  that  sort 
of  thing,  if  a  war  came.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  they  take  the  trailer  aboard  in 
San  Francisco,  and  put  a  new  mule  on  it 
in  Los  Angeles. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  it  not  be 
used  for  shipments  to  and  from  San 
Francisco?  It  is  for  the  local  traffic, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  is  for  local 
traffic,  but  it  could  be  used  in  time  of 
war  by  being  taken  over  by  the  Navy. 
That  is  my  understanding,  but  I  may  be 
wrong. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  I  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  mistaken  in  his  idea  of  the 
amendment  which  is  under  considera¬ 
tion.  We  would  be  taking  this  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  conferees  by 
supporting  the  amendment.  We  are 
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dealing  with  the  language  which  appears 
in  italics  on  page  326,  line  17.  Of  the 
amount  there,  $5,500,000  has  already 
been  obligated  for  certain  cargo  proto¬ 
type  ships,  and  $1,100,000  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  some  other  work.  Of  course, 
there  are  the  two  trailer  ships  to  be  run 
by  the  Pacific  Coast  Steamship  Co. 
This  appropriation  v/as  carried  in  last 
year's  appropriation  bill  at  a  very  much 
larger  sum,  but  the  committee  in  ap¬ 
proving  it  did  so  with  the  purpose  of 
taking  the  matter  to  conference,  where 
we  could  then  decide  exactly  how  much 
was  needed. 

I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  that  in  voting  to  reject  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  he  would  merely  be 
voting  to  deprive  the  Senate  and  the 
Congress  of  the  opportunity  to  examine 
the  whole  matter  in  conference,  as  we 
had  intended  to  do.  The  vessels  of 
which  the  Senator  spoke  to  me  earlier 
in  the  evening  are  covered  in  an  appro¬ 
priation  item  on  the  previous  page.  So 
this  is  evidence  that  we  are  legislating 
by  guesswork,  and  I  suggest  to  Members 
of  the  Senate  that  it  is  much  better  and 
much  wiser  to  accept  the  judgment  of 
the  committee,  and  work  the  matter  out 
in  conference. 

The  argument  here  would  seem  to  con¬ 
vey  the  impression  that  the  members  of 
the  committee  were  not  concerned  with 
saving  money  for  the  United  States;  that 
they  were  concerned  only  in  making  ap¬ 
propriations  which  could  be  wasted  by 
a  Maritime  Commission  no  longer  in 
existence,  which  has  been  reorganized 
out  of  existence.  Whereas  the  commit¬ 
tee  was  motivated  solely  by  the  idea  of 
providing  the  funds  by  which  the  United 
States  should  acquire  the  maritime  fleet 
necessary  in  the  judgment  of  the  legis¬ 
lative  committees  for  the  national 
defense. 

The  amendment  should  be  defeated. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  No  Member  of  this  body 
has  a  higher  regard  for  the  great  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  than  I  have, 
and  no  Member  of  this  body  has  any 
deeper  consciousness  of  the  need  for 
every  provision  for  the  national  defense. 
As  I  understand,  we  are  voting  on  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  reduce  the  amount  of  an  author¬ 
ization  in  the  bill,  and  we  are  doing  so 
after  the  evidence  has  been  brought 
before  us  that  the  agency  to  which  the 
authorization  is  being  made  has  told  a 
Member  of  the  body  that  they  are  unable 
to  commit  the  $64,000,000  either  within 
the  12  months  for  which  the  appropria¬ 
tion  is  made,  or  to  give  the  committee 
or  the  Senate  information  as  to  what 
they  would  do  with  it  if  the  money  were 
made  available  to  them. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  asked  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  O’MahoneyJ 
if  that  was  correct,  and  if  information 
was  before  him  that  this  amount  was  in 
excess  of  that  which  the  agency  had  ad¬ 
vised  him  they  were  either  able  to  spend 
or  to  contract  within  the  fiscal  period. 
The  distinguished  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  replied  that  that  was  a  very 
pertinent  question,  for  which  he  compli¬ 
mented  the  Senator,  and  then  he  ignored 
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it.  I  see  no  reason,  Mr.  President,  to  vote 
for  an  authorization  with  reference  to 
which  the  agency  to  which  it  is  author¬ 
ized  is  unable  to  spend  it  or  commit  it  in 
the  period  for  which  it  is  made. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
that  when  he  asked  me  that  question,  for 
which  I  complimented  him,  he  was  talk¬ 
ing  about  an  altogether  different  section 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KERR,.  Mr.  President,  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
may  have  misunderstood  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  but  his  statement  just 
made  has  to  be  either  a  misunderstand¬ 
ing  or  a  statement  based  on  the  wrong 
impression. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  to  the  great  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  spoke 
of  the  amendment  as  an  authorization. 
It  is  not  an  authorization  at  all.  It  is  an 
appropriation  of  cash. 

Mr.  KERR.  Then  the  answer  goes  to 
the  amount  of  the  cash,  because  the 
agency  has  said  it  can  neither  spend  it 
nor  contract  for  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  know  that  our 
shipping  capacity  today  is  less  than  it 
was  at  the  beginning  of  World  War  II 
after  Fearl  Harbor?  Dees  the  Senator 
realize  the  deplorable  condition  of  our 
shipping?  How  does  the  Senator  figure 
that  we  can  raise  more  troops,  spend 
more  money,  prepare  for  war  across 
many  seas,  over  great  distances,  and 
neglect  the  important  point  of  ship¬ 
ping?  How  can  the  Senator  reconcile 
those  great  differences? 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  does  not  understand  the  wisdom 
either  of  authorizing  or  appropriating 
money  to  an  agency  which  says  it  can 
neither  spend  it  nor  contract  for  it 
within  the  period  for  which  it  is  made. 
With  reference  to  its  being  an  appro¬ 
priation  or  an  authorization,  as  I  read 
the  language  of  the  bill,  it  is: 

That  not  to  exceed  $64,375,000  of  the  funds 
and  contract  authority - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Will  the  Senator 
read  the  testimony  which  has  been  fur¬ 
nished  him  to  the  effect  that  the  agency 
will  not  use  this  money?  There  was  no 
such  testimony  before  the  committee. 
I  am  wondering  where  the  Senator  ob¬ 
tained  the  testimony. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  believe  the  Senator  was 
on  the  floor  when  the  letter  was  read, 
and  if  it  was  inaccurate,  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  has  not  so  advised  the 
Senate  or  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  O’MAIIONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield  the  floor,  and  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  may  claim  it  in 
his  own  right. 

Mr.  O’MAPIONEY.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  ago  I  told  the  Senator  that  he  was 


talking  about  a  different  amendment 
from  that  about  which  he  was  talking 
when  he  addressed  his  inquiry  to  me. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  is  probably  the  best 
judge  of  what  he  had  in  his  mind  both 
when  he  addressed  the  question  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  and  when  he 
addressed  his  remarks  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  not  altogether  certain  about  that 
matter. 

Mr.  KERR.  Then  let  me  assure  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  that  I  accord 
him  the  privilege  of  telling  this  body 
what  is  in  his  mind,  and  I  reserve  the 
privilege  of  telling  the  Senate  what  is 
in  my  mind. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  If  I  may  ask  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  a  question  or 
two:  Did  he  address  an  inquiry  to  me 
which  was  based  upon  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Koehler,  which  was  read  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois?  v 

Mr.  KERR.  It  was  related  to  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  have  a  copy  of 
it  in  my  hand  now  and  I  will  read  from 
the  letter: 

Reference  is  made  to  your  letter  of  June 
29,  1950,  concerning  an  item  of  $63,000,000 
in  the  1951  appropriation  bill. 

The  Senator  is  talking  about  an  item 
of  $64,875,000. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  two  items  have 
to  be  considered  together,  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  $63,000,000  made  by  the  House, 
and  the  additional  authorization  of 
$64,875,000  made  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  That  might  be. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Or  a  total  of  $127,- 
875,000. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Very  good. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
total  possible  appropriations  for  ships 
which  the  Maritime  Commission,  accord¬ 
ing  to  its  own  statement,  can  consider, 
would  be  $86,000,000,  or  $41,000,000  less 
than  the  sum  total  in  these  two  features. 

Since  we  at  present  are  considering 
only  committee  amendments,  and  it  is 
not  appropriate  at  this  time  to  consider 
House  language,  my  amendment  strikes 
out  the  committee  authorization  by  re¬ 
ducing  it  by  $41,100,000  in  order  to  bring 
the  global  or  total  sum  provided  on  pages 
325  and  326  to  the  maximum  amount 
which  the  Maritime  Administration,  ac¬ 
cording  to  its  own  statement,  says  it  can 
spend,  namely  $86,775,000. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
that  is  precisely  the  point  to  which  I 
am  addressing  myself.  It  is  highly  tech¬ 
nical.  It  indicates  the  difficulty  of  com¬ 
ing  to  an  understanding  about  matters 
of  this  kind  in  a  hectic  debate  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  But  the  issue  arose 
here:  “Where  is  the  evidence  that  the 
money  is  not  to  be  expended?”  The  evi¬ 
dence  was  the  letter  of  Mr.  Koehler. 
That  is  the  evidence  that  was  cited  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  All  in  the 
world  I  am  saying  is  that  the  Senator’s 
inquiry  to  Mr.  Koehler,  and  Mr.  Koeh¬ 
ler’s  reply  refer  solely  to  an  item  on  page 
325,  whereas  we  are  now  discussing  an 
amendment  on  page  326. 


It  might  be  advisable  to  cut  appro¬ 
priations.  I  am  not  discussing  that 
question  now.  But  I  am  merely  point¬ 
ing  out  the  confusion  to  which  the  de¬ 
bate  has  led.  I  cite  that  confusion  as 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  in  my  judg¬ 
ment  the  Senate  would  do  much  better 
to  trust  the  judgment  of  its  committee 
and  take  this  matter  to  conference  than 
merely  to  cut  the  appropriation  on  the 
basis  of  an  argument  which  is  obviously 
not  based  on  evidence. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  statement 
by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  respect¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  page  326  is  entirely 
correct.  I  thought  we  were  dealing  with 
page  325,  and  that  this  item  will  be 
taken  to  conference,  will  be  considered 
in  conference. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  very  happy 
to  have  the  Senator  say  that.  So  I  say  let 
us  vote  down  the  amendment,  and  take 
the  matter  to  conference. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amount  in  line  17,  page  326,  is  a  carry¬ 
over.  It  is  a  carry-over  of  both  kinds 
of  funds. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  would  prefer  to  say 
“extension.” 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  At  any  rate,  the 
money  is  now  committed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  and  they  have  the  money. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
correct  in  saying  that  if  we  cut  that 
figure,  our  action  will  be  the  same  as 
cutting  the  figure  on  page  325. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct.  We 
thus  reduce  somewhat  the  total  amount. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes,  we  reduce 
somewhat  the  total  amount. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  .  President,  I 
think  the  testimony  on  page  180  indi¬ 
cates  that  these  contracts  are  not  let  at 
the  present  time,  because  Mr.  Marshall 
said: 

The  budget  presentation,  Mr.  Chairman, 
was  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  either 
two  or  three  combination  passenger-cargo 
vessels  for  use  in  the  North  Atlantic,  East 
Coast,  South  American  trade,  to  be  purchased 
by  Moore -McCormack  Lines  with  a  construc¬ 
tion  differential  subsidy. 

They  are  not  even  sure  whether  the 
Moore-McCormack  Lines  will  purchase 
them,  at  the  present  time.  Certainly 
they  will  have  no  connection  with  the 
war  effort  at  the  present  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  326,  in 
line  17. 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  of 
course  there  is  some  point  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  to 
the  effect  that  there  are  two  items  here, 
one  in  line  17,  on  page  325,  in  the 
amount  of  $63,000,000,  which  should  be 
a  new  appropriation  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  new  commercial  ships,  not  de¬ 
fense  ships,  but  new  commercial  ships 
for  passenger  traffic,  in  the  main;  and 
one  of  the  next  page,  page  326,  where 
there  is  an  almost  equal  item — in  the 
amount  of  $64,875,020 — that  being  a  lim- 
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itation  on  the  amounts  previously  ap¬ 
propriated  in  the  1950  act  to  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  expended  for  a  particular 
subject,  namely,  the  construction  of  new 
ships,  including  reconditioning,  better¬ 
ment,  and  so  forth. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  ad¬ 
dressed  his  amendment  to  a  proposed 
reduction  which  certainly  is  justified  on 
the  basis  of  the  specific  statement  of 
the  Acting  Administrator  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  The  amendment  is 
certainly  justified  by  that  statement. 
The  Senator  has  addressed  his  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  latter  amount,  rather  than 
to  the  former  one. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes,  if  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  will  not  permit  me  to 
make  my  statement  on  this  matter  with¬ 
out  interruption.  * 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  call  the  Senator’s  attention  to 
the  proviso  on  page  326,  to  which  refer¬ 
ence  has  been  made.  Obj  ection  has  been 
made  on  the  ground  that  these  ships  will 
not  be  built  because  the  appropriation 
will  expire  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

However,  the  language  there  is : 

Provided  further.  That  not  to  exceed  $64,- 
875,000  of  the  funds  and  contract  authority 
made  available  for  new  ship  construction, 
including  reconditioning  and  betterment,  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  shall  continue  to  be  available  until 
December  31,  1950. 

So  that  extends  the  time,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  ships  can  be  built. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator  has 
said  that  these  ships  are  to  be  used  for 
commercial  purposes.  However,  does 
the  Senator  think  for  a  moment  that 
every  ship  needed  for  the  transportation 
of  troops  or  for  other  military  purposes 
will  not  be  converted,  if  conversion  is 
necessary,  just  as  was  done  in  World  War 
I  and  in  World  War  n?  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  think  that  the  ships  needed  for  such 
purpose  will  be  used  for  other  purposes? 

As  was  well  pointed  out  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson  1,  who 
has  given  careful  consideration  to  this 
matter,  our  supply  of  ships  now  is 
smaller  than  it  was  at  the  beginning  of 
World  War  II. 

So  I  simply  cannot  understand  the 
Senator’s  argument  that  these  ships 
would  not  be  available  and  valuable  for 
national-defense  purposes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona.  If  he  were  correct  in  his 
understanding — but  he  is  not — that  this 
appropriation  would  be  used  for  defense 
shipping,  I  would  be  in  there  pitching 
with  him.  However,  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  is  incorrect  in  his  understand¬ 
ing.  No  mere  statement  on  the  floor  of 
Senate  that  this  particular  appropriation 
is  a  defense  appropriation  makes  it  so. 
This  is  not  by  any  manner  or  means  a 
defense  appropriation 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 


from  Illinois  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  is  addressed  to  a  carry-over  from 
an  appropriation  made  in  1950.  It  could 
more  properly  have  been  addressed  to 
the  appropi'iation  of  $63,000,000  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  this  year.  In  either 
case,  it  would  not  have  been  a  defense 
appropriation,  because  in  either  case  it 
was  an  appropriation  for  the  building  or 
the  reconditioning  of  merchant  vessels; 
and  instead  of  being  a  defense  appropri¬ 
ation,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  fact  that  it  is  crystal  clear  from 
the  statement  of  the  Acting  Administra¬ 
tor  that  some  of  this  item  is  actually 
defense  in  reverse,  as  was  stated  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  because  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  spend  $9,500,000  in  converting 
ships  now  available  for  troop  transporta¬ 
tion,  ships  which  were  built  for  use  as 
troop  transports,  and  to  convert  them 
into  use  as  commercial  liners.  So  in¬ 
stead  of  having  accomplished  something 
in  the  national  defense,  we  would  have 
gone  in  reverse,  away  from  national 
defense. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say 
again  to  the  Senate — because  I  think 
every  Senator  wishes  to  support  defense 
appropriations  and  defense  spending  and 
planning — that  this  particular  appro¬ 
priation  is  not  a  defense  appropriation. 
In  making  this  statement,  I  address  my¬ 
self  again  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado.  This  appropriation  is 
one  addressed  to  the  last  amount  men¬ 
tioned,  which  is  a  carry  over  from  1950, 
or  to  the  first  amount  mentioned — the 
amount  of  $63,000,000.  In  either  case 
the  appropriation  is  not  a  defense  ap¬ 
propriation.  To  the  contrary,  it  is  an 
appropriation  for  the  construction  of 
commercial  vessels  or  for  the  conversion 
of  troop  ships  into  commercial  ships. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  let  me 
ask  whether  he  is  referring  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  vessels  General  Pope  and 
General  Weigel. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  believe  that 
is  what  is  involved.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  was  present  when  this  matter 
was  first  discussed. 

Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  believe  this  is 
an  occasion  for  heat ;  and  if  I  appear  to 
be  heated,  certainly  I  do  not  mean  to  be. 

Mi\  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  However, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  tells  me  that 
this  item  relates  to  the  General  Pope  and 
General  Weigel. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Yes,  they  represent 
a  part  of  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  But 
those  ships  have  been  ordered  out. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
fact  is  that  this  has  to  do  with  two  items, 
one  appropriated  in  1950 — and  certainly 
it  was  not  a  defense  appropriation — and 
the  other  proposed  to  be  appropriated 
this  year,  on  the  basis  of  a  budget  sub¬ 
mitted  last  fall,  and  certainly  that  item 
is  not  a  defense  appropriation. 

The  best  proof  of  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
a  defense  appropriation  is  the  letter  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas!  specifically  answering  special 
questions  with  reference  to  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  with  the  $63,000,000 
item  of  newly  requested  funds  under  the 
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appropriation  bill  to  go  into  effect  at  the 
beginning  of  the  coming  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  weary  the 
Senate  by  rereading  each  of  those  provi¬ 
sions.  However,  it  will  be  found  that 
in  answering  the  questions,  the  Acting- 
Administrator  stated  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  the  vessels  which  were 
to  be  covered  by  the  contract  authority 
under  the  $63,000,000,  were  new  vessels 
for  the  “Good  Neighbor  Fleet”  vessels  to 
replace  some  vessels  now- 20  years  old, 
operating  along  the  east  coast  of  South 
America. 

The  second  question  was: 

Have  any  formal  applications  been  filed  by 
the  companies  who  would  benefit  from  this 
contract  authority? 

The  answer  was: 

No  formal  applications  have  been  filed  for 
the  construction  of  passenger  vessels  by 
any  company  or  companies  for  operation 
on  Trade  Route  No.  1.  Further  in  this  con¬ 
nection,  see  answer  to  question  No.  “4,”  ap¬ 
pearing  hereinafter. 

Mr.  President,  under  IsKose  first  two 
questions,  the  plan  is  to  construct  two 
new  ships  for  the  “Good  Neighbor  Fleet,” 
to  operate  along  the  east  coast  of  South 
America,  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean;  and  it 
is  said  that  up  to  the  time  of  the  writing 
of  that  letter  on  July,  no  application  for 
replacement  ships  had  been  filed  by  any 
of  the  companies  which  now  are  using 
the  20-year  old  ships.  So  this  item  is 
proposed  in  connection  with  looking  a 
good  long  way  ahead. 

The  next  question  was: 

According  to  present  calculations,  is  it 
reasonable  to  assume  that  these  contracts 
will  be  let  before  June  30,  1951? 

In  other  words,  before  the  end. of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  the  appropriation 
bill  now  before  the  Senate  is  to  be  passed. 
I  particularly  call  this  matter  to  the 
attention  of  Senators,  Mr.  President. 

The  answer  was: 

At  the  time  our  1951  budget  was  filed,  it 
was  believed  that  it  would  be  possible  to 
execute  contracts  for  the  construction  and 
sale  to  a  private  company  of  the  necessary 
passenger-carrying  vessels  to  replace  the 
“Good  Neighbor  Fleet.”  Our  latest  and  very 
recent  estimate  is  that  contracts  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  new  vessels  cannot  be  awarded 
until  about  November  1,  1951. 

That  is  after  this  fiscal  year  has  passed 
and  the  'fall  of  next  fiscal  year  is  at  hand. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  What  is  the  date  of  the 
letter  containing  that  statement? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  date  of  the  let¬ 
ter  is  July  18,  1950,  and  it  is  written  by 
the  Acting  Administrator  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  to  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois,  replying  to 
specific  questions;  and  those  questions 
were  designed  to  bring  out — I  call  this 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate — whether 
this  was  defense  construction;  if  so,  how 
soon  it  could  be  gotten  under  way;  and, 
if  it  was  not  defense  construction,  then 
what  type  it  was,  and  how  soon  they 
would  expect  to  get  that  under  way.  If 
there  ever  was  a  clear  showing  of  the 
fact  that  this  is  not  defense  construction 
but  is  a  construction  project  for  the  fu¬ 
ture,  and  some  of  it  for  the  very  remote 
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future,  a  construction  of  commercial 
liners,  not  at  all  designed  to  take  part  in 
the  defense  effort,  of  course,  this  letter 
is  crystal  clear  on  both  those  points. 

I  shall  not  continue  to  read  the  rest 
of  the  information  that  is  in  the  letter. 
It  is  perfectly  clear,  at  least  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida,  that  the  wise  thing 
to  do  is  to  lay  the  predicate  for  a  real 
conference  on  the  amount — I  emphasize, 
on  the  amount — between  the  House  and 
the  Senate. 

So  far  as  the  junior  Senator  from 
Florida  is  concerned,  if  by  the  time  this 
bill  is  in  conference  there  are  items  of 
proposed  defense  construction  or  pro¬ 
posed  defense  conversion  reminding 
Senators  again  that  the  conversion  here 
is  nondefense,  it  is  away  from  defense — 
but  if  there  are  specific  items  which  can 
be  approved  by  the  conference  commit¬ 
tee  in  its  judgment,  of  course  the  Senate 
I  am  sure  will  want  to  approve  them,  and 
the  entire  Congress  will  want  to  approve 
them. 

We  are  being  asked  here  to  approve 
the  extension  of  a  large  number  of  peace¬ 
time  appropriations  made  last  year,  for 
the  fiscal  year  1950,  and  a  great  deal  of 
new  appropriation  proposed  to  be  made 
this  year  for  peacetime  construction  and 
peacetime  conversion.  I  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  instead  of  being  a  defense  meas¬ 
ure,  this  is  operating  in  reverse,  exactly 
as  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  said,  and 
that  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallI  has 
indeed  put  his  finger  on  the  real  pros¬ 
pect  of  getting  something  constructive 
out  of  this;  that  is,  to  take  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  conference  and  insist  upon  there 
working  out  a  defense  program  for  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  conversion,  and,  if  nec¬ 
essary,  construction. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY  and  Mr.  McKEL- 
LAR  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield,  and  if  so 
to  whom? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  first  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  that  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  goes  to  conference, 
the  $64,000,000  item  will  not  then  be  in 
conference.  The  only  thing  that  will  be 
in  conference  will  be  the  $23,000,000;  and 
the  House  has  already  fixed  it  at  that 
sum.  The  conference  will  be  able  to  do 
nothing  with  it.  The  Senator  is  just  not 
familiar  with  it.  The  members  of  the 
committee  who  had  in  in  charge  were 
familiar  with  it.  They  worked  hard  on 
it.  They  gave  their  best  judgment  to  the 
matter,  and  the  full  committee,  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  they  were  Democrats  or 
Republicans,  overwhelmingly  voted  to 
report  the  committee  amendment;  and 
now  we  find  Senators  who  voted  in  com¬ 
mittee  to  report  the  bill,  with  this 
amount,  now  opposing  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  share  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  may 
say,  however,  I  think  some  Senators  on 
this  floor  know  a  little  more  about  this 
appropriation  than  the  distinguished 
Senator  seems  to  think.  We  know  that 
the  1950  appropriation  was  a  peacetime 


appropriation  for  peacetime  work,  and 
we  know  that  the  budget  submitted  last 
year  for  appropriation  this  year  was 
again  a  peacetime  budget  for  peacetime 
construction.  We  also  know  the  letter 
which  is  before  the  Senate,  and  the  facts 
in  it  are  within  the  knowledge  of  every 
Senator.  Every  Senator  in  his  own  con¬ 
science  must  have  knowledge  that  this 
program  is  a  peacetime  program,  that  it 
is  a  civilian  prorgam,  and  that,  so  far 
as  defense  is  concerned,  it  operates  in 
reverse. 

We  have  an  official  statement  from 
the  Acting  Administrator  to  the  effect 
that  a  large  part  of  this  appropriation 
cannot  be  employed,  the  contracts  can¬ 
not  even  be  made  until  November  1951, 
and  other  large  parts  of  it,  parts  relat¬ 
ing  to  conversion,  have  to  do  with  con¬ 
version  in  reverse,  from  troop  ships  into 
commercial  carriers.  We  also  know,  Mr. 
President  and  Senators,  that  if  we  are 
in  a  critical  defense  situation — and  cer¬ 
tainly  we  have  many  reasons  to  make  us 
think  so — any  construction  of  large 
peacetime  liners  is  not  going  to  be  per¬ 
mitted;  they  are  not  going  to  be  laid 
down;  they  are  not^ going  to  be  con¬ 
structed,  because  the  shipyards  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  utilized  in  repaifing,  rehabili¬ 
tating,  reconditioning,  and  converting 
the  large  number  of  ships  laid  up  and 
available  but  not  now  of  course  ready 
to  be  used  overnight. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY  and  Mr.  HUM¬ 
PHREY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Florida  yield,  and  if  so  to 
whom? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  to  turn  to  page  326  of  the  bill,  where 
in  line  17,  he  will  see  the  item  to  which 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  directed.  The  Senator  will 
observe  that  that  item  is  in  italics.  All 
that  item,  from  line  4  down  to  line  21, 
will  be  in  conference,  and  by  any  amend¬ 
ment  that  the  Senate  now  makes  with 
respect  to  that  figure,  we  shall  be  re¬ 
ducing  the  area  of  the  conference.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  was  of  the 
opinion  that  we  were  dealing  with  a  pro¬ 
vision  which  the  House  had  passed,  but 
when  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact, 
he  saw  that  it  was  an  amendment  added 
by  the  Senate  committee,  and  that  the 
elimination  of  this  amendment  would  be 
removing  the  matter  from  conference. 

Now,  I  can  understand  a  Senator’s  vot¬ 
ing  to  reduce  an  appropriation;  I  can 
understand  arguments  that  may  be 
made  for  that.  But  I  want  to  assure  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  and  all  who  have 
listened  to  his  very  eloquent  argument, 
that  if,  as  he  said  a  moment  ago,  it  is  a 
constructive  thing  to  take  this  matter  to 
conference,  then  the  only  way  to  do  it 
is  to  allow  the  amount  reported  by  the 
Senate  committee  to  remain  in  the  bill. 

Of  course,  if  it  is  reduced — I  must  be 
quite  frank,  then  the  amount  that  may 
be  allowed  will  remain  in  conference. 
But  if  Senators  think  we  are  wasting 
money,  or  trying  to  waste  money,  I 
should  like  to  read  some  of  the  other 


language  of  this  amendment:  Beginning 
in  line  4  I  read: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  or  contract  authorization  shall  be  used 
(1)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  for 
which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in  the 
budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  or  (2)  to 
start  any  new  ship  construction  the  cur¬ 
rently  estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10 
percent  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor 
in  such  budget  unless,  in  either  case,  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifi¬ 
cally  approves  the  start  of  such  ship  con¬ 
struction  and  the  Director  shall  submit 
forthwith  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  to 
the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  am  pointing  that  out  because  I  want 
the  Senate  to  realize  that  its  committee 
has  been  endeavoring  to  protect  the 
Treasury. 

I  do  not  pretend,  Mr.  President,  that 
we  are  building  warships.  When  I  read 
the  showing  with  respect  to  defense,  I 
was  not  pretending  we  were  building 
troopships.  But  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  and  to  every  other  Senator, 
that  by  the  degree  we  build  up  communi¬ 
cation  by  sea  with  other  areas  and  other 
lands,  we  shall  be  serving  the  interests  of 
the  United  States.  The  fund  which 
would  be  provided  by  the  $64,875,000 
would  cover  the  following  items:  Some 
passenger  vessels  for  the  Caribbean  serv¬ 
ice  ;  two  trailer  ships  for  the  Pacific  coast. 

The  Senator  from  California  pointed 
out  to  us  that  with  respect  to  those 
trailer  ships  for  the  Pacific  coast, 
through  no  fault  of  the  shipowners,  the 
contracts  were  delayed,  and  they  asked 
specific  action  by  the  committtee  not  to 
make  it  available  for  12  months,  but  to 
make  it  available  until  December  31, 
1950. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  can  act  wisely 
and  intelligently  only  by  a  parliamen¬ 
tary  method.  Arguments  may  be  made 
for  the  reduction  of  an  appropriation 
which  the  House  approved  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  did  not  touch  but  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  would  go  to  conference,  of  course, 
and  would  fall  into  an  utterly  different 
category  from  that  of  this  amendment; 
and  if  we  strike  it  out,  we  deprive  the 
conferees  of  the  opportunity  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  money  should  be 
spent  for  those  vessels. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  distinguished  Senator  has  fallen  into 
error,  and  if  he  will  follow  me  I  believe 
he  will  see  that  I  am  correct. 

The  House  bill  does  not  end  with  the 
$63,000,000  figure  on  line  17,  but  has 
itself  a  proviso  somewhat  of  the  same 
nature,  covering  the  same  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  committee  amendment  down 
to  line  17.  But  on  line  17,  the  Senate 
committee,  and  I  think  it  was  very  wise, 
began  to  treat  as  one  great,  going  mat¬ 
ter  the  business  of  the  Nation,  with  the 
hold-over  or  carry-over  appropriation 
from  last  year  with  the  proposed  new  one 
for  this  year.  There  is,  of  course,  some 
change  in  the  proviso,  and  I  should  not 
want  to  be  considered  as  saying  that 
there  is  not.  There  is  some  change  in 
the  first  part  of  the  amendment  over 
the  House  provision,  but  the  second  part 
of  the  amendment  is  entirely  new  mat¬ 
ter,  so  far  as  this  bill  is  concerned. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1950 

Mr.  O  MAHONEY.  The  Senator  is 
quite  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  result  of  mak¬ 
ing  this  reduction  would  be  to  cut  down 
the  amount  of  the  carry-over,  or  that 
part  of  it  which  would  be  applied  to  new 
construction,  by  the  amount  which  is  so 
clearly  shown  by  the  letter  of  the  acting 
administrator  to  be  not  needed. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  And  the  Senate 
would  be  taking  that  much  commerce 
from  the  Nation. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  seems  clear  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Florida  that  while 
that  amendment  could  very  properly 
have  been  addressed  to  the  $63,000,000, 
and  while,  in  his  judgment,  as  he  stated 
a  while  ago,  that  would  have  been  the 
preferable  place  to  apply  it,  at  the  same 
time,  that  was  not  pending.  The  matter 
pending  was  the  adoption  of  a  proposed 
committee  amendment  which,  if  it  were 
adopted  and  the  House  provision  left  un¬ 
disturbed,  would  have  provided  for  $63,- 
000,000  plus  a  carry-over  of  $64,875,000 
for  new  construction,  which  is  not,  by 
any  stretch  of  the  imagination,  defense 
construction. 

It  seems  clear  that  the  item  which  the 
letter  from  the  acting  administrator  says 
is  not  needed,  which  does  not  apply  to 
defense,  and  will  not  be  used  because  the 
contracts  cannot  be  let,  according  to  his 
letter,  until  1951,  should  be  omitted.  So 
there  are  left  in  the  lap  of  the  conference 
committee  two  things:  First,  what  the 
specific  provision  shall  be  as  to  the  limi¬ 
tations  based  on  the  $63,000,000;  and, 
second,  how  much  of  the  preceding  carry¬ 
over  appropriation  shall  be  left  avail¬ 
able  for  new  construction.  It  seems  to 
me  there  is  no  question  about  that,  and, 
so  far  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida 
is  concerned,  without  further  debate  he 
is  perfectly  willing  to  vote. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
Senator  says  that  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imagination  can  this  appropriation  be 
considered  a  defense  measure.  All  the 
ships  as  they  are  constructed  must,  in 
every  case,  be  approved  by  the  Navy. 

I  am  sure  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  were  here  tonight  and  were  per¬ 
mitted  to  testify  on  the  floor,  he  would 
say  to  the  Senate,  “These  are  the  kinds 
of  ships  we  need — fast,  new,  modern 
ships,  which  can  be  converted  to  the 
carriage  of  troops.”  I  am  sure  that  is 
exactly  what  he  would  say.  I  do  not 
believe  he  would  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  that  by  no  stretch  of 
the  imagination  can  they  be  considered 
defense  ships.  They  are  certainly  de¬ 
fense  ships.  They  are  approved  by  the 
Navy  in  each  case,  and  they  cannot  be 
constructed  unless  the'  Navy  approves 
them. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!  Vote! 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  de¬ 
spite  the  desire  of  Senators  to  vote,  I 
should  like  to  have  some  information. 
The  purpose  is  to  provide  for  the  recon¬ 
ditioning  and  repair  of  vessels,  in  other 


words,  the  so-called  Liberty  ships.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  this  amount 
of  money  is  for  new  construction  or 
whether  all  or  a  part  of  it  is  to  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  repair  or  renovation 
of  ships  now  lying  in  dock  and  which 
are  not  in  a  good  state  of  repair. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  reply  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  I  would  say  that  the  portion  of 
the  construction  provided  for  under  the 
1950  appropriation  act,  which  is  stated 
in  the  letter  to  which  I  have  referred, 
does  not  touch  the  item  the  Senator  has 
mentioned,  but,  instead,  relates  to 
various  passenger  vessels  for  the  Grace 
Line  and  trailer  ships  for  the  Pacific 
coast.  It  has  no  relation  whatever  to 
the  subject  matter  which  he  mentions. 

I  think  the  Senator  has  put  his  finger 
on  exactly  the  same  question  on  which 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  put  his 
finger,  namely,  that  by  'adopting  this 
amendment  we  can  leave  it  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  conference  committee,  with 
the  guidance  which  it  will  have  from  the 
Maritime  Commission  and  the  Navy,  to 
convert  the  program,  in  as  great  an 
amount  as  it  can  be  converted,  into  a 
defense  program 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  what  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  wanted  to  know. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  answer  the  Senator  by 
reading  the  law.  The  Senator  will  not 
take  my  opinion;  he  will  take  the  law. 
The  trouble  with  this  debate  is  that  we 
talk  without  facts  and  do  not  depend 
upon  the  law.  The  amendment  which  is 
before  the  Senate  is  as  follows: 

Provided,  further,  That  not  to  exceed  $64,- 
875,000  of  the  funds  and  contract  authority 
made  available  for  new  ship  construction,  in¬ 
cluding  reconditioning  and  betterment,  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  shall  continue  to  be  available  until 
December  31,  1950. 

I  have  in  my  hand  Public  Law  266, 
Eighty-flirt  Congress,  and  I  read  from 
it  as  follows: 

New  ship  construction,  including  recon¬ 
ditioning  and  betterment,  as  authorized  by 
title  V  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936 
(except  for  construction  of  two  prototype 
vessels  under  title  VII  of  said  act),  $26,875.- 
000,  of  which  $12,000,000  is  for  payment  of 
obligations  incurred  under  authority  granted 
under  this  head  in  the  Supplemental  Inde- 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  new  ship  construc¬ 
tion  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000;  and 
in  addition,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  new  ship  construction 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000. 

So  the  amendment  now  before  the 
Senate  would  provide  the  authority  for 
$14,000,000  for  reconditioning  and  better¬ 
ment,  and  $50,000,000  for  new  construc¬ 
tion.  That  can  be  any  sort  of  construc¬ 
tion  the  Government  may  deem  essential 
in  the  present  crisis. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  is  saying  that  we  can  use  $14,- 
000,000  of  the  $64,000,000  for  the  purpose 
of  repairing  the  Naval  Reserve  ships. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Or  $14,000,000  of  the 
$23,000,000,  which  would  be  provided  un¬ 
der  my  amendment.  So  the  recondition¬ 
ing  of  ships  would  be  taken  care  of  under 
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my  amendment  as  well  as  under  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  And  $50,000  000 
for  new  construction,  which  may  be  very 
essential. 

.  Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inouiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Presiding  Officer  to  page  326, 
line  17,  to  the  figure  “$64,875,000.”  If 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  is  agreed  to,  and  $23,775,000  is  sub¬ 
stituted  for  the  $64,875,000,  what  amount 
would  go  to  conference? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Chair,  the  conferees 
could  not  consider  a  greater  amount  than 
is  included  in  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  if  adopted  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  point  out,  in  the  light  of 
the  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  that  the  Reserve  Fleet  is 
covered  on  page  330,  line  1 : 

Reserve  Fleet  expenses,  $8,978,600. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the 
committee  amendment  on  page  326,  line 
17.  The  yeas  and  nays  having  been 
ordered,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally], 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George], 
The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fatjver],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Leahy],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  O’Conor],  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 

Downey]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 

[Mr.  Fulbright],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston],  and 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas] 
are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  ,  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Millikin],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Dwor- 
shak]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  ,  the  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Butler],  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
are  detained  on  official  business. 
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The  result  was  announced- 
nays  37,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 30 


-yeas  30, 


Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

SchQeppel 

Bridges 

Holland 

Smith,  Maine 

Byrd' 

Humphrey 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Capehart 

Kem 

Stennis 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Taft 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Ecton 

Malone 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Watkins 

Gurney 

Mundt 

Wiley 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Williams 

* 

NAYS— 37 

Anderson 

Ives 

Maybank 

Bricker 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Morse 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Myers 

Chavez 

Kilgore 

Neely 

Darby 

Knowland 

O'Mahoney 

Donnell 

Langer 

Pepper 

Frear 

Lehman 

Russell 

Graham 

Lodge 

Saltonstall 

Green 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Hayden 

McClellan 

Tydings 

Hill 

McFarland 

Young 

Hoey 

McKellar 

hunt 

McMahon 

NOT  VOTING— 

■29 

Benton 

Fulbright 

Millikin 

Brewster 

George 

Murray 

Butler 

Gillette 

O’Conor 

Cain 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

Leahy 

Vandenberg 

Dworshak 

Long 

Wherry 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Withers 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

So  Mr.  Douglas’  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  recurs  on  the  committee^ 
amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
quire  of  the  Chair  whether  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  offered  to  the  provision 
on  page  326,  line  17,  has  been  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  has 
been. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
quire  whether  it  would  be  appropriate, 
after  the  consideration  of  committee 
amendments  has  been  concluded,  to  offer 
the  same  amendment  to  the  House  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $63,000,000  on  line  17, 
page  325,  of  the  House  text? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
language  would  be  open  to  amendment' 
after  the  committee  amendments  have 
all  been  completed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  offer  the 
amendment  at  that  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  326,  line  17. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
does  that  complete  the  committee 
amendments  in  this  chapter? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  the  amendments  in  this  chap¬ 
ter,  and  up  to  page  358. 

iwm’imuiN  ■■■' 


dial  invitation  to  all  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  come  to  Williamsburg  next 
Sunday,  July  30,  at  the  fourth  annual 
Legislative  Day,  to  be  the  guests  of  the 
corporation  for  the  beautiful  historic 
pageant,  The  Common  Glory.  Each 
Senator  who  can  go  will  be  furnished 
with  two  free  tickets  to  the  pageant. 
The  letter  states  that  ample  accom¬ 
modations  can  be  secured  for  those  who 
wish  to  spend  the  night  in  Williamsburg. 
Any  Senator  who  wishes  to  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  this  offer  should  let  me  know, 
so  that  I  can  make  reservations  for  the 
tickets  to  the  pageant. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Jamestown  Corp., 
Williamsburg,  Va.,  July  24,  1950. 
Hon.  A.  Willis  Robertson, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Robertson:  On  July  30, 
1950,  the  Jamestown  Corp.,  In  cooperation 
with  the  Governor  of  Virginia,  will  be  host  at 
its  fourth  annual  legislative  day,  a  day 
which  commemorates  the  date  on  which  the 
irginia  House  of  Burgesses,  the  first  freely 
cted  governing  body  on  the  North  Ameri- 
Continent  came  into  existence. 

Inobservance  of  the  day,  the  General 
emhfy  of  Virginia  will  hold  a  commemora¬ 
tive  seSsion  at  the  Old  Jamestown  Chxirch 
at  JameStpwn  Island,  site  of  the  first ^perma¬ 
nent  English  colony  on  this  continent. 
Speakers  will  include  Vice  Admiral  J.  Leslie 
Hall/ former  ISpmmandant  of  the/Fifth  Naval 
'District,  and  Virginia’s  Governor  Battle. 

After  that  meeting,  members  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  assembly  an®  other  gyOsts  will  partici¬ 
pate  in  a  picnic-bdk  supper  on  the  grounds 
<at  Jamestown,  and  at  fj/15  p.  m.,  that  day, 
the  same  group  will  bjgguests  of  the  James¬ 
town  Corp.  at  a  perfoftrflwice  of  Paul  Green’s 
historical  drama,  Tife  Conymon  Glory,  which 
tells  the  story  of- ’America^  Colonies’  fight 
for  independency?'. 

In  view  of  tfee  nature  of  ftae  observance 
and  of  the  significance  at  this^ime  of  the 
drama’s  mcyfeage,  the  JamestownkCorp.  will 
be  happyjc  you  will  invite  your^clleagues 
in  the  United  States  Senate  to  attebd  both 
the  commemorative  session  and  t^»  per¬ 
formance  of  the  play  and  we  earnestltNhope 
maflfy  of  them  will  be  able  to  be  present. 
VJji  should  like  to  hear  from  those  who  pR 
come  in  order  that  arrangements  may  bl 
made  for  their  suppers.  Two  complimentary1 
tickets  to  The  Common  Glory  will  be  set 
aside  at  our  box  office  for  each  Senator  who 
is  able  to  be  here. 

For  your  information,  I  am  notified  that 
sufficient  space  is  available  at  the  Williams¬ 
burg  Inn  on  Sunday  to  accommodate  those 
who  would  like  to  remain  over  night  in 
Williamsburg. 

Looking  forward  to  having  you  with  us  on 
Sunday,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Allen  R.  Matthews, 
Executive  Vice  President. 


Mr.  Earl’s  Mission 


/  WILLIAMSBURG 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  letter  from 
the"  executive  vice  president  of  the 
Jamestown  Corp.,  Mr.  Allan  R.  Mat¬ 
thews,  in  which  he  extends  a  very  cor- 


MISSION  OF  STANLEY  EARL  TO  KOREA 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
ask  to  have  an  editorial  inserted  in  the 
Record,  and  have  a  minute  or  two  to 
explain  the  insertion. 

_  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 

710IT  TJrinted  as  a  part  of  my"  remarks  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  an  editorial  which 
appeared  in  the  Portland  Oregonian  of 
July  21,  1950,  entitled  “Mr.  Earl’s  Mis¬ 
sion.” 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


It  has  been  Inevitable  that  Stanley  Earl,  of 
Portland,  returning  from  his  duties  with  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration /in 
Korea  and  speaking  out  with  admirable 
frankness  on  the  conditions  which  have  ex¬ 
isted  in  South  Korea  and  which  have  abetted 
Communist  penetration,  should  be  quoted 
and  misquoted  in  the  Communist  press  of 
the  United  States  and  the  won 

This  page  also,  hating  pointed  out  in  a 
number  of  editorials  that  jal  was  not  well 
below  the  thirty-eighth  j^rallel,  has  been 
quoted  and  misquoted  by'the  rats  among  us 
who  lie  in  wait  for  sucl*  opportunity. 

Mr.  Earl’s  position  $ee ms  to  be  exactly  the 
position  which  this  »&ge  has  taken — that  the 
laboratory  test  of  war  has  shown  that  we  had 
neglected  reform  during  our  period  of  Korean 
occupancy  and  that  .consequently  there  was 
no  loyalty  for'  us  among  the  masses  of  the 
people.  Thpee  people  had,  and  have,  no  de¬ 
sire  for  communism.  Generally  speaking, 
they  appear  to  detest  it.  But  they  have  been 
under  jf police  state  from  which  American 
occunimcy  had  failed  to  release  them,  and 
apajfiy  has  been  the  result. 

lis  is  unsavory  stuff,  but  it  is  material 
lat  all  of  us  need  to  assimilate,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  our  Government.  We  have  to  make 
the  decision  as  to  whether,  when  we  go  back 
into  commnd  of  Korea,  we  are  going  to  make 
democracy  a  true  force  for  reform.  Or  is  it 
to  be  a  repetition  of  our  lending  ourselves  to 
what  Mr.  Earl  has  described  as  a  police  state. 

Mr.  Earl  has  been  called  to  Washington. 
We  hope  he  continues  to  tell  the  facts  as  he 
sees  them.  It  is  a  mission  of-  the  highest 
patriotism. 


/ 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say,  in  regard  to  this  editorial,  that  Mr. 
Earl,  an  Oregonian,  was  appointed  some 
months  ago  as  the  representative  of  ECA 
in  behalf  of  the  labor  mission  of  ECA  in 
Korea. 

Mr.  Earl  found  conditions  in  South 
Korea  very  unsatisfactory  so  far  as  the 
free-labor  movement  was  concerned,  and 
upon  his  return  to  the  United  States 
some  days  ago  he  made  some  statements 
in  an  interview  with  a  newspaper  cor¬ 
respondent  of  the  Portland  Oregonian 
concerning  conditions  in  South  Korea 
as  he  found  them  to  be.  The  Daily 
Worker  picked  up  Mr.  Earl’s  comments 
and  gave  widespread  publicity  to  them, 
seeking,  of  course,  to  give  the  impres- 
LSion  that  Mr.  Earl  was  in  effect  a  wit¬ 
ness  for  the  Communist  position  in 
irea.  This  editorial  of  the  Portland 
Oregonian  goes  to  that  question. 

President,  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
have  0toown  Mr.  Stanley  Earl  for  a  great 
many  j^ars.  He  is  an  avowed  enemy  of 
everything  communistic.  He  has  fought 
the  CommSmists  in'  the  CIO,  both  in 
Oregon  antmn  the  country  generally. 
He  is  known  aki a  labor  leader  within  the 
right  wing  of  tnkCIO. .  I  happen  to  know 
that  his  appointment  as  a  labor  repre¬ 
sentative  for  the  labor  mission  in  Korea 
by  ECA  had  the  suptoort  of  the  A.  F.  of 
L.  and  of  the  CIO,  ane^vhen  he  spoke  in 
South  Korea  he  spoke  ser  the  American 
labor  movement,  the  Cic\the  A.  F.  of  L., 
the  brotherhoods,  indeed,  the  entire 
American  labor  movement. 

Any  criticism  of  Mr.  Earl ’because  of 
any  statement  he  has  made  in  legard  to 
conditions  as  he  found  them  i\  South 
Korea  is  not  justified  on  the  basis  of 
any  ground  that  Mr.  Earl  in  any  sen^g  is 
the  least  bit  sympathetic  to  comr 
nism.  It  is  true  that  as  we  read  his 
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'President  has  so  aptly  said,  between  our 
country  and  Japan. 

Beyond  that,  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
to  mk  that  Japan  today,  with  its  new  ap¬ 
proach*,  to  world  conditions,  its  new  at¬ 
tempt  th  find  out  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world,  am  the  place  it  has  in  the  world 
very  signhtaantly  symbolizes  what  I 
found  whcnYwas  in  the  Far  East,  name¬ 
ly,  a  yearning*€or  freedom  and  a  yearn¬ 
ing  for  peace.  '‘War  is  not  wanted,  but 
roads  to  peace  arkwhat  the  people  seek. 

The  people  of  tne  Far  East  desire  to 
express  their  individuality,  they  wish  to 
express  the  ability  of  ^e  people  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  thdvidea  of  having 
people  free,  not  under  th§  control  of  a 
dictatorship,  not  under  the  control  of 
colonialism  or  imperialism,  %it  imbued 
with  a  spirit  of  freedom.  Hefie  we  have 
a  group  representing  those  icfe^ls  and 
entertaining  the  earnest  desire  to  ex¬ 
plore  what  is  going  on  in  the  world.  ,; 

The  first  stop  of  this  group  in  th^ir 
trip  from  Tokyo  was  in  Switzerland, 
where  they  attended  the  Moral  Rearma4 
ment  Assembly  at  Caux  and  got  a  pic¬ 
ture  of  the  spiritual  foundations  of  and 
the  spiritual  approach  to  world  peace. 

They  went  from  there  to  Germany, 
where  they  studied  conditions  in  Ger¬ 
many  itself,  a  country  in  many  ways 
comparable  with  their  own,  which  had 
been  at  war  with  us,  and  where  the  peo¬ 
ple  also  are  trying  to  find  peace. 

They  went  from  Germany  to  France 
and  England,  and  then  came  to  the 
United  States.  They  visited  the  United 
Nations,  where  Ambassador  Austin  re¬ 
ceived  them  at  Lake  Success.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  General  of  the  United  Nations, 
Mr.  Trygve  Lie,  also  received  them,  and 
they  had  an  opportunity  to  see  the  United 
Nations  at  work. 

It  is  very  fitting,  therefore,  that  we 
should  open  our  hearts  in  welcome  to 
them,  as  they  come  here  to  discover  in 
what  way  the  world  can  be  reorganized 
and  established  in  the  ways  of  perma¬ 
nent  peace. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  very  happy  indeed 
to  be  able  on  this  occasion  to  say  this 
word  of  welcome  to  these  distinguished 
guests.  [Applause.] 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I 
cordially  associate  myself  with  the  senti¬ 
ments  expressed  by  the  Vice  President 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith].  We  are  very  happy  to  have 
with  us  the  distinguished  members  of 
the  Japanese  Diet,  and  the  prominent 
citizens  and  representatives  of  industry, 
labor,  education,  and  other  activities  of 
Japan. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  about  100  years 
ago  the  United  States  was  instrumental 
in  aiding  the  people  of  Japan  to  form 
contacts  with  the  outside  world.  That 
was  the  beginning  of  her  great  advance 
and  career  as  a  powerful  and  industrial 
nation  playing  an  important  part  in  the 
economy  not  only  of  the  East  but  of  the 
world. 

It  is  true  that  we  have  recently  been 
involved  in  a  bitter  and  terrible  war.  I 
pray  God  that  the  people  of  Japan,  like 
the  people  of  America,  will  want  peace 
and  will  strive  for  it;  that  they  will  want 
to  do  away  with  the  rule  of  the  material¬ 
ists  and  of  military  masters,  and  will 


desire  to  set  up  and  maintain  govern¬ 
ments  devoted  to  democracy  and  to  the 
rule  of  the  people.  I  have  great  hope 
that  Japan  will  heartily  and  in  entire 
earnestness  turn  her  attention  toward 
democratic  government,  toward  govern¬ 
ment  controlled  by  the  people,  toward 
freedom  and  toward  enlightened  inter¬ 
national  cooperation,  to  the  end  that  in 
the  future  wars  may  be  prevented  and 
the  course  of  the  nation  may  be  charted 
along  the  roadway  of  peace,,  and  thus 
contribute  to  the  welfare  and  happiness 
of  all  the  people  of  the  world.  It  was 
that  particular  idea  I  wanted  to  leave 
with  our  distinguished  visitors  on  this 
occasion. 

We  hope  the  people  of  japan  will 
realize  that  the  United  States  in  the  last 
war  had  no  ambitions  for  territory,  no 
desire  for  conquest,  no  wish  to  conquer 
other  peoples  to  bring  them  under  the 
rule  of  the  United  States.  We  had  no 
materialistic  desires.  We  never  dreamed 
of  imperialism.  We  fought  simply  to 
defend  the  things  for  which  we  have 
stood  since  the  United  States  was  first 
'■•established,  for  democracy,  for  peace, 
ifcr  all  the  fine  attributes  that  go  with 
peaceful,  democratic  ways  of  life. 

We  are  happy  to  have  you  visit  us. 
We  arfe  glad  you  have  visited  other  coun¬ 
tries.  We  feel  sure  that  your  contacts 
on  your  journey  will  enable  you  to  re¬ 
turn  to  Japan  with  new  concepts  of  the 
life  of  the  world,  and  with  the  firm  be¬ 
lief  that  the  United  States  wants  noth¬ 
ing  from  you  except  justice  and  fairness 
and  cooperation  in  the  world’s  efforts  to 
achieve  peace  and  to  live  under  peaceful 
conditions.  We  welcome  you.  We  wish 
your  country  well.  We  hope  you  can 
rehabilitate  your  broken. enterprises  and 
turn  them  all  into  the  pathway  of  coop¬ 
eration  and  peace  in  behalf  of  all  the 
peoples  of  the  world.  [Applause.] 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  join  in  the  words  of  wel¬ 
come  to  our  friends  from  Japan.  It 
particularly  interests  me  that  they  have 
been  concerning  themselves  with  the 
spiritual  basis  of  peace.  That  is  a  field 
which  we  have  not  yet  fully  explored. 
It  is  something  which  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should  explore. 

It  is  a  conviction  of  mine  that  wars, 
civil  tumults,  and  all  the  ills  which  afflict 
mankind  come  from  disobedience  to  the 
moral  laws  of  the  universe.  We  in 
America  have  to  examine  ourselves,  you 
in  Japan  have  to  examine  yourselves, 
all  the  nations  of  the  world  have  to  ex¬ 
amine  themselves,  to  see  whether  they 
are  working  in  accordance  with  the 
moral  laws  of  the  universe,  under  which 
alone  can  peace  be  attained  and  main¬ 
tained. 

I  am  particularly  glad  that  you  ladies 
and  gentlemen  from  across  the  Pacific 
Ocean  have  been  concerning  yourselves 
with  the  troubles  in  which  the  world 
today  finds  itself. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
some  months  ago  we  were  honored  by  a 
visit  of  distinguished  representatives  of 
the  Parliament  of  West  Germany.  On 
that  occasion  the  Senate  extended  to  our 
visitors  a  warm  and  cordial  welcome. 

It  gives  me  pleasure  today  to  join  my 
colleagues  in  extending  the  same  kind  of 


welcome  to  these  distinguished  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  Japan.  I  hope  that  as  they 
leave  here  they  will  feel  that  this  wel¬ 
come  on  our  part  is  a  sincere  one.  • 

We  told  our  friends  from  western 
Germany  that  we  welcomed  theah  as  al¬ 
lies  in  our  present  efforts  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  the  world.  We  welcome  the 
people  of  Japan  in  the  same  world-wide 
effort. 

When  I  visited  Japan  in  1935,  I  met  a 
number  of  outstanding  Japanese  who 
expressed  warm  friendship  for  the 
American  people  .and  for  the  United 
States  of  America.  On  that  visit  I  also 
met  some  of  the  war  lords,  who  were 
not  friendly  toward  the  United  States. 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  say  {hat,  in  my 
opinion,  events  have  proved  that  they 
were  not  friendly  to  their  own  people. 
They  believed  in  a  caste  system;  they 
believed  in  imperialism;  and  they  had 
no  objection  at  all  to  seeing  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  Japanese  people  occupy 
the  status  of  peasants. 

Since  General  MacArthur  has  been  in 
Japan,  I  think  the  Japanese  people  have 
come  to  realize  that  our  chief  aim  in 
the  present  occupation  there  is  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  Japanese  people  from  the  type 
of  government  which  led  them  into  war 
and  kept  down  the  average  man  from 
achieving  the  status  in  life  to  which  we 
feel  every  citizen  should  be  entitled. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  very  happy  to 
know  that  the  Japanese  people  have 
adopted  a  constitution  which  gives  more 
rights  to  the  working  people  and  gives 
more  rights  to  the  women  of  that  coun¬ 
try  and  gives  more  self-government  to 
the  people  of  Japan. 

This  delegation  comes  to  us  at  a  crit¬ 
ical  period,  but  we  are  very  glad  they 
are  here. 

Mr.  President,  I  simply  wish  that  the 
parliament  of  Russia  would  send  a  dele¬ 
gation  here  and  would  give  us  a  chance 
to  address  them.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
if  they  did  not  wish  to  do  that,  I  wish 
they  would  invite  us  to  go  over  there. 
If  they  would  do  that,  I  believe  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  would  accept  the 
invitation  provided  they  would  promise 
that  each  one  of  us  would  be  permitted 
to  speak  for  as  long  as  5  minutes  to  the 
Russian  people  and  let  them  know  what 
out-real  aims  are. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  assure 
our  friends  from  Japan  that  we  are  sin¬ 
cere  in  felling  them  that  we  believe  in 
the  brotherhood  of  man,  that  we  wish 
to  cooperate  with  all  friendly  and  peace- 
loving  people  of  the  world  in  striving  to 
avoid  another  conflict  which  might  de¬ 
stroy  civilization,  and  that  we  wish  to 
joins  with  all  other  peoples  in  building 
up  the  nations  of  the  world  to  the  point 
where  all  may  have  ^better  opportunity 
to  enjoy  the  kind  of  liberty  and  freedom 
which  we  in  this  country  have  been 
privileged  to  enjoy  for  many  years. 

(Applause,  Senator’s  rising.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  After  these 
expressions  by  Members  of  the  Senate 
of  their  feeling  of  good  will  and  their 
greetings  to  this  distinguished  delega¬ 
tion,  the  Chair  wishes  to  state  that  he 
has  been  advised  that  one  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  delegation  from  the  Japanese 
Diet,  who  is  a  member  of  the  Liberal 
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Party  of  Japan,  a  close  friend  and  asso¬ 
ciate  of  Prime  Minister  Yoshida,  and  a 
representative  of  the  Government  of 
Japan  on  this  mission  around  the  world, 
desires  to  express  briefly  a  response  to 
the  generous  welcome  which  has  been 
accorded  to  them. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  Chair  will’ 
recognize  the  Honorable  Chojiro  Kuri-j 
yama,,  a  member  of  the  Diet  of  Japan,  ' 
to  express  his  sentiments. 

(Applause,  Senators  rising.) 

Mr.  'iKURIYAMA.  Mr.  President, 
honorable  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate:  We  are  deeply  grateful 
for  the  courtesy  extended  us  today  by 
the  United  States  Senate.  It  i$  our  sin¬ 
cere  regrel  that  Japan  has  broken  al¬ 
most  a  century-old  friendship  between 
the  two  countries.  In  spite  of  this  big 
mistake  on  >our  part,  the  magnanimous 
forgiveness  and  generosity  of  America 
not  only  havft  allowed  Japan  to  survive, 
but  are  helping  her  recovery. 

It  is  gratifymg  to  know  that  the  lead¬ 
ership  of  America  is  rooted  in  Christian¬ 
ity.  / 

The  lawless  Aggression  in  Korea  is 
again  involving  America  in  terrible  sac-jj 
rifices.  V/e  Japanese  wholeheartedly 
support  the  action  taken  by  the  United 
Nations;  and  if  you  will  permit  us  to  do 
so,  v/e  pay  highest  Tespect  to  the  coura¬ 
geous  leadership  of  President  Truman 
in  this  matter.  [Applause.]  I  hope  that 
Japan  v/ill  be  shown  wrays  in  which  she 


can  be  of  assistance 
the  United  States,  f 
Mr.  President,  as  S' 
guished  Members  of 
said,  v/e  went  to  Cau: 
search  of  the  true  cont 
We  found  the  ideology 
democracy  in  Japan,  a 


cooperation  with 


e  of  the  distin- 
,his  Senate  have 
Switzerland,  in 
t  of  democracy, 
which  will  feed 
at  the  same 


time  which  is  f  the  powerful  answer  to 
communism. 

Now  here  we  are  to  study  the  true 
heritage  of  great  America.  I  feel  that 
it  will  be  a  source  of  the  greatest  happi¬ 
ness  to  the  people  in  Japan  if  we  Japa¬ 
nese  can  rebuild  and  reconstruct  our  na¬ 
tion  on  the  same  principles  that  you  in 
America  have  followed. 

Although  we  have  many  things  for 
which  to  thank  America  and  Americans, 
on  this  occasion  we  just  briefly  express 
our  sincere  gratitude  to  the .  United 
States  Of  America  for  its  help  and  guid¬ 
ance.  r 

Mr.  .President,  honorable  Members  of! 
the  United  States  Senate,  thank  you 
again  for  your  courtesy  and  kindness. 

(Applause,  Senators  rising.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair, 
will  say  to  the  six  members  of  the  Japa¬ 
nese  Diet  who  have  been  received  on  the 
Senate  floor,  that  they  are  welcome  to 
remain  here  as  long  as  their  convenience 
may  dictate. 

The  Senate  will  now  resume  the  con- 
sideration  of  legislative  business.  1 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  on  July 
11  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 


the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  is  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business  of  the  Senate.  I  realize 
that  a  number  of  important  extraneous 
matters  were  necessarily  submitted  to 
the  Senate,  and  that  long  debates  have 
taken  place  thereon.  However,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  expedite  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  appropriation  bill.  As 
I  understand,  there  remain  practically 
only  two  or  three  amendments  which 
are  highly  controversial.  We  are  almost 
through  reading  the  bill  itself  for  com¬ 
mittee  amendments,  and  I  should  hope 
we  might  proceed  to  the  point  where 
we  could  vote,  perhaps  this  afternoon, 
on  at  least  one  of  these  controversial 
amendments. 

Everyone  knows  that  with  the  new 
one-package  approach  to  the  annual  ap¬ 
propriations,  sometime  v/ill  be  required 
in  conference  before  the  conferees  agree. 
The  quicker  we  get  the  appropriation 
bill  into  conference,  the  sooner  we  may 
be  able  to  take  at  least  some  3-day  re¬ 
cesses  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senate  as 
a  whole.  I  sincerely  hope  that  v/e  shall 
expedite  the  appropriation  bill,  stay  on 
the  bill  itself,  and  eliminate,  so  far  as 
possible,  speeches  dealing  with  matters 
other  than  the  appropriation  bill.  If  we 
do  that,  and  if  we  remain  in  session 
rather  late  this  evening,  until,  say,  7 
or  8  or  9  o’clock,  we  may  accomplish 
quite  a  little  in  connection  with  the  bill. 
I  appeal  to  Senators  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  to  cooperate  to  the  end  that 
we  may  get  along  with  the  bill  as  rapidly 
as  possible. 

I  am  not  blaming  anyone  for  the  de- 
lt;y,  at  all.  I  am  only  attempting  to 
make  a  very  sincere  appeal  for  the  ex¬ 
pedition  of  business,  in  order  that  the 
appropriation  bill  may  go  to  conference 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  to  the  fact  that  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  hope  to  have  the 
new  defense  production  bill  ready  for 
action  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  next 
Monday.  We  plan  to  work  all  of  today 
and  tomorrow,  and  we  hope  to  finish  it 
by  tomorrow  evening  or  tomorrow  night. 

The  majority  leader,  of  course,  knows 
that  there  will  be  many  items  of  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  House  and  Senate  in 
regard  to  the  appropriation  bill,  which, 
in  its  omnibus  form,  represents  a  new 
procedure,  and  that  we  do  not  yet  know 
just  how  the  conferees  will  be  appointed 
and  how  they  will  act,  whether  there 
will  be  subcommittee  conferees,  and 
whether  the  various  parts  will  then  have 
to  be  consolidated.  But  in  any  event  it 
will  be  quite  a  task  to  reach  an  agree¬ 
ment  on  this  bill. 

The  majority  leader  knows  there  will 
be  controversial  matters  in  the  defense 
production  bill,  he  knows  we  have  got  to 
pass  a  tax  bill,  and  he  knows  that  every¬ 
one  would  like  to  get  out  of  here  by  Labor 
Day.  So  it  seems  to  me  that,  since  we 
have  been  on  the  appropriation  bill  for 
so  long  and  have  spent  so  much  time  on 


extraneous  and  irrelevant  matters,  we 
could  well  afford  to  consider  the  three 
items  that  are  before  us  now,  which  come 
under  the  head  of  general  military  meas¬ 
ures.  Certainly  there  will  not  be  any 
amendment  seriously  pressed  to  cut 
down  the  appropriation  for  the  Defense 
Department.  We  shall  then  have  EGA 
and  several  other  matters,  including  the 
point  4  program  and  the  so-called 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  which  will 
have  to  be  considered.  All  those  matters 
could  be  handled  today,  if  'each  Senator 
who  wishes  to  speak  on  an  amendment 
would  confine  himself  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  and  try  to  condense  his  remarks 
to  not  exceeding  10  minutes. 

I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senate  v/ill 
cooperate  with  the  plea  of  the  majority 
leader  to  finish  consideration  of  the 
pending  bill  either  today  or  in  a  night 
session  tonight. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  com¬ 
mend  the  Senator  from  Virginia  for  the 
statement  he  has  made,  especially  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  he  advises  the  Senate 
that  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  will  work  tomorrow  in  order  to 
expedite  consideration  of  the  measure 
now  before  them  dealing  with  the  war 
situation  which  exists  in  Korea.  I  am 
also  glad  that  he  agrees  that  we  should 
move  along. 

I  do  not  want  it  understood  that  I  am 
saying  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
Stat  :  or  the  Congress  is  anxious  to  ad¬ 
journ.  We  are  going  to  stay  here  as 
long  as  there  is  anything  important  to  do, 
and  we  are  going  to  do  whatever  is  neces¬ 
sary  with  respect  to  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  effort  dealing  with  the  unus¬ 
ual  Korean  situation.  However,  it  seems 
to  me  that  probably  after  we  move  along 
with  the  appropriation  bill,  the  confer¬ 
ence  reports  upon  social  security  and 
other  matters,  as  well  as  the  legislation 
implementing  our  effort  to  deal  with  the 
Korean  situation,  we  may  at  that  time 
be  able  to  take  recesses  of  3  days  at  a 
time,  always  ready  to  return  at  a  mo¬ 
ment’s  notice  if  the  President  or  the  Con¬ 
gress  so  desires.  There  is  not  a  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  cannot  be  here  within 
from  24  to  48  hours,  irrespective  of  where 
he  may  be  in  the  United  States. 
iBamjmow-ej* owih'e  awig"  r 


CHAMBER 


/ 


CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  statement  made  by  the  majority 
leader^  I  conclude,  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  whion  has 
charge  of.the  remodeling  of  tiyr Senate 
Chamber,  that  we  might  as  yfell  notify 
the  interested  parties  that,  so'far  as  this 
particular  yean-  is  concerned  the  Senate 
will  be  here  pdssibly  eve/y  third  day — ' 
and  I  would  agre 
Mr.  LUCAS.  life.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator’s  concretion  is  correct.  I 
have  not  discussedm^s  other  than  in  a 
cursory  way,  with  certain  Members  of 
The  Senate,  but A  do  no^pelieve  anyone 
wants  to  mov^Dack  into  tft^  old  Supreme 
Court 
|  Mr. 

work  on  remodeling  the  Senate  Chamber 
>  resume^?;  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  unless  it  were  expected  that  we 
e  gone  for  a  substantial  lengtfi  of 
On  the  other  hand,  I  should  not 
to  interfere  with  the  work  of  tire 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
wks  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows:  / 

Department  op  the  Army,  jf 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  / 

Washington,  July  17,  li)50. 
Hon.  Ieverett  Saltonstall, 

United  States  Senate,  j 

Washington,  D.  Cl 

Dear  Senator  Saltonstall:  Reference  Is 
made  to\our  letter  of  July  13,  1950,  in  which 
you  inquire  whether  the  funds  contained  in 
the  omniAs  appropriation  bill  Recently  re¬ 
ported  by  toe  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  are  ^efficient  to  provide/for  the  sur¬ 
vey  of  the  Hfcrrimack  and  Connecticut  Riv¬ 
ers  and  otherktreams  in  New  England  as  au¬ 
thorized  in  section  205  of  th i  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1950,  PuaJic  Law  516,  Jlghty-first  Con¬ 
gress. 

As  provided  ik  section/205  of  the  1950 
Flood  Control  ACt,  the  durvey  of  the  New 
England  rivers  isVto  beihnanced  from  the 
regular  appropriations  Jhade  to  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  for  careyinf;  on  authorized  pre 
liminary  examinatidlp^nd  surveys  for  flood 
control  and  allied  purposes.  The  amount 
which  can  be  made /available  for  the  New 
England  investigation  will  be  allocated  from 
the  total  amount  contained  in  our  appro 
priations  for  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys.  The  budget  estimate  for  prelimi¬ 
nary  examination!  and  surveys  for  fiscal  year 
1951  was  $6,500,000.  The  appropriation 
passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  re¬ 
duced  this  amdunt  to  $3,500,000.  The  Senate 
committee  acffion  restored  the  item  to  the 
full  amount  if  $6,500,000  as  shown  on  page 
264  of  the  Seriate  Committee  Report  No.  1941. 

I  can  assjfre  you  that  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  will  allocate  funds  'to  t^is  investiga¬ 
tion  frcm/whatever  appropriation  is  provid¬ 
ed  in  thaf  act  as  finally  enacted.!  The  exact 
amount  Mf/ill  depend,  of  courses  upon  the 
amount/  finally  appropriated  inasmuch  as 
all  of  the  preliminary  examination^  and  sur¬ 
veys  throughout  the  country  njust  be 
finan/ed  from  this  item.  If  the  amcJUnt  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Senate  committee,  is  ap¬ 
probated,  good  progress  can  be  m^de  on 
the  New  England  investigation.  If  the  ap¬ 
propriation  is  substantially  less  than  the 
$£500,000  recommended  by  the  Senate  6pm- 
DQittee,  the  progress  of  the  investigation  will 
Necessarily  be  somewhat  limited;  but  even1,  in 
/that  event,  we  will  make  every  effort  to  prp- 
/  ceed  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
f  Sincerely  yours, 

.J.  S.  Bragdon 

iiii  i>jjliiiTi  n_  "  -|  n  Fj  1  l'f  ijj  "'i  l  f 

of  Engineers.- 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  778S)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951rand  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  when 
page  364  of  the  pending  bill  was  reached 
late  in  the  afternoon,  I  was  necessarily 
absent  from  the  floor.  I  had  pending  an 
amendment,  which  I  wanted  to  call  up 
at  that  time,  to  reduce  the  appropriation 
provided  for  in  line  2,  page  364,  by 
$100,000.  The  committee  amendment 
provides  the  sum  of  $221,244,500  for  civil 
functions  cf  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  re¬ 
duce  that  amount  by  $100,000,  and  to 
eliminate  the  item  for  planning  the 
Dover  Dam,  which  is  found  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  report  at  page  237,  as  follows: 
Dover  Lock  and  Dam,  Cumberland 

River _ $100,000 

Mr.  President.  I  think  my  amendment 
should  be  agreed  to,  and  I  hope  it  may  be 
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considered  at  this  time.  There  are  now 
pending  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  bills  to  include  the 
development  of  the  Cumberland  River  in 
the  TVA  system.  The  matter  has  not 
been  brought  up  for  consideration  at  this 
session,  because  the  TVA  is  making  a  re¬ 
port,  upon  instructions  of  the  President. 
In  addition,  certain  information  will 
have  to  be  furnished  by  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers.  These  reports  will  all  be  in  be¬ 
fore  the  beginning  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress,  so  early  in  the  next  session  we 
should  be  able  to  get  action  one  way  or 
another  to  determine  whether  the  Cum¬ 
berland  River  will  be  further  developed 
by  the  TVA  or  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  usually  conceded 
that  if  the  lower  part  of  the  Cumberland 
River  is  developed  by  the  Tennessee  Val¬ 
ley  Authority,  it  would  not  build  the  dam 
which  this  $100,000  would  be  used  to 
plan.  Below  Nashville,  between  the 
Cheatham  locks  and  the  mouth  of  the 
Cumberland  River  near  its  confluence 
with  the  Ohio  River,  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  originally  planned  one  high  dam, 
but  later  changed  the  plan  so  as  to  have 
two  low  dams:  the  Dover  Dam,  and  a 
dam  near  the  mouth  of  the  Cumberland 
River.  The  TVA  plan  would  follow  the 
original  intention  of  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  with  only  one  dam  near  the  mouth 
of  the  Cumberland.  The  Dover  Dam 
would  be  between  the  Cheatham  lock 
and  the  mouth  of  the  Cumberland. 
That  dam  would  not  be  built  if  the  de¬ 
velopment  were  taken  over  by  the  TVA. 
This  $100,000  is  for  planning.  The  dam 
could  not  be  constructed  within  the  next 
3  or  4  years,  at  least  in  the  present  emer¬ 
gency.  There  would  be  no  substantial 
delay  if  Congress  decided  that  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  should  build  the  Dover 
Dam ;  and  I  feel  that  the  spending  of  this 
money  should  be  delayed  in  order  to  give 
us  an  opportunity  in  the  next  session  of 
Congress  to  act  upon  the  bill  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  futher  development 
of  the  Cumberland  River  should  be  un¬ 
dertaken  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au¬ 
thority.  ■ 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say  in  explana¬ 
tion,  Mr.  President.  We  can  save  $100,- 
000  until  the  determination  can  be  made, 
or  we  can  run  the  risk  of  wasting  $100,000 
for  plans  which  may  never  be  used. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote 
by  which  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to  be  reconsidered  in  order  that 
I  may  offer  the  amendment  for  consider¬ 
ation  and  action  by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
obliged  to  object.  The  matter  came  up 
yesterday  and  it  was  voted  to  continue 
the  plan  now  established  by  which  the 
engineers  build  the  dam  on  the  Cumber¬ 
land  River  and  the  TVA  distributes  the 
power.  In  my  judgment,  that  has  been 
found  to  be  a  very  excellent  way  of  build¬ 
ing  up  the  valley.  Several  dams  have 
already  been  constructed  and  TVA  trans¬ 
mission  lines  have  been  built  and  the 
power  is  being  distributed  within  the 
area. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  withdraw  his 
amendment  because  it  would  interfere 


with  the  plans  which  have  been  carried 
out  for  many  years.  I  have  been  living 
with  the  matter  for  25  or  30  years.  It 
started  with  the  building  of  the  dam  at 
Muscle  Shoals  and  it  has  progressed  very 
well. 

My  friend  from  Tennessee  has  a  plan 
to  turn  the  building  of  the  dams  on  the 
Cumberland  over  to  the  TVA.  TVA 
would  have  to  start  an  entirely  new  pro¬ 
gram.  It  would  be  very  much  more 
costly  to  the  American  people.  It  would 
not  be  so  efficiently  done  by  the  TVA  as 
it  would  be  done  by  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  who  have  done  it  so  well  in  the 
past.  In  addition  to  that,  this  item  has 
already  been  passed  upon,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  motion  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  my  motion  would  not  be  determina¬ 
tive.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that 
whether  this  dam  is  to  be  built  by  the 
TVA  or  the  Corps  of  Engineers  would  oe 
determined  in  the  bill  itself?  In  other 
words,  would  we  not  merely  be  delaying 
the  matter  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  until  the  next  appropriation  bill? 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  committee 
passed  on  the  matter  at  least  2  months 
ago.  They  are  familiar  with  it.  They 
reported  it  to  the  Senate.  Now,  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  like  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas!  yes¬ 
terday,  my  friend  from  Tennessee  has  a 
plan  of  his  own  which  he  wants  to  work 
out.  Why  should  a  new  proposal  of  this 
kind  be  started?  That  is  something  I 
cannot  understand.  I  really  cannot  un¬ 
derstand  the  reason  or  motive  for  it. 
What  is  the  reason?  Does  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  object  because  of  his  an¬ 
tipathy,  if  I  may  so  express  it,  to  the 
Corps  of  Engineers?  Plave  the  engineers 
failed,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Of  course  I  have 
no  antipathy  toward  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers.  I  have  always  supported  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  as  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  -well  knows. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  the  Senatbr 
does  not  want  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to 
continue  with  this  particular  work. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  have  very  high 
respect  for  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Since  the  electricity  which  is  generated 
at  the  dams  on  the  Cumberland  is  sold 
to  the  TVA,  which  has  charge  of  the 
distribution  of  it,  and  the  two  rivers  run 
almost  parallel  and  both  empty  into  the 
Ohio  no  more  than  10  miles  apart; 
therefore,  from  the  viewpoint  of  flood 
control,  the  development  cf  that  section 
of  the  South,  and  the  operation  of  our 
electrical  systems,  greater  efficiency  in 
operation  would  be  gained  if  one  organi¬ 
zation  operated  both.  That  is  no  reflec¬ 
tion  or  criticism  on  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers.  Howrever,  that  issue  would  have 
to  be  settled  when  the  pending  bill  is 
considered  on  the  basis  of  the  reports 
of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  the  TVA,  and 
also  other  evidence  which  will  be 
brought  before  the  committee.  All  I 
am  asking  in  this  amendment  is  that 
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the  expenditure  of  $100,000  for  the 
planning  of  a  dam,  which  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  did  not  want  to  build,  under 
the  first  report  years  ago,  and  which 
would  not  be  built  if  the  Cumberland  is 
turned  over  to  the  TVA,  be  delayed  un¬ 
til  we  have  had  an  opportunity  to  have 
the  other  bill  considered.  That  is  no 
reflection  upon  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This  matter  affects 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and  the  adjoining 
States  of  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  pos¬ 
sibly  also  Georgia.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  expensive  route  to  take.  It 
seems  to  be  an  experiment,  whereas  the 
present  situation  by  which  the  engineers 
build  a  dam  and  then  turn  it  over  to  the 
TVA  to  sell  the  power  and  collect  the 
money  and  put  it  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  is  a  very  much  better  way 
of  handling  the  matter.  It  has  been 
quite  a  successful  method,  and  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  interfered  with.  It  is  true 
that  one  of  our  newspapers  is  very  much 
in  favor  of  making  the  change,  although 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the 
reason  for  it.  The  Senate  voted  on  the 
amendment  yesterday.  The  Senator 
had  ample  opportunity.  He  was  not 
taken  by  surprise.  It  was  considered 
yesterday.  He  was  present  in  the 
Chamber  all  day  except  at  the  time  the 
vote  was  taken.  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  give  unanimous  consent  now.  I 
shall  object  to  the  unanimous  consent 
being  given,  and  I  hope  the  Chair  will 
sustain  my  objection  that  the  motion  is 
not  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  objects 
to  the  unanimous -consent  request. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  it 
agreed  to  the  amendment  on  page  364, 
line  2,  in  order  that  I  may  offer  an 
amendment  to  reduce  the  appropriation 
by  $100,000  for  the  purposes  which  I 
have  stated. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mi'.  McKELLAR.  Is  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  in  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo  - 
tion  to  reconsider  is  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Very  well.  Does 
the  Senator  wish  to  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  have  made  my 
statement. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  appeal  to  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  not  to  interfere 
with  this  provision  of  the  bill,  which  has 
already  been  passed.  It  has  been  re¬ 
ported  by  a  committee  which  heard  all 
the  evidence  with  reference  to  the  mat¬ 
ter.  Every  opportunity  was  given  to 
be  heard  on  the  matter.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  stand  by  the  committee  and 
by  what  has  been  done  heretofore  by.the 
Senate.  The  Corps  of  Engineers  is  one 
of  our  best  organizations.  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  turn  them  down  because 
someone  has  another  plan  which  he 
thinks  is  better  than  the  plan  now  in 
existence. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Brewster 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Bricker 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Murray 

Butler 

Hill 

Myers 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Neely 

Capehart 

Holland 

O’Conor 

Chapman 

Humphrey 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Hunt 

Pepper  , 

Connally 

Ives 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Jenner 

Russell 

Donnell 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Kem 

Stennis 

Ecton 

Langer 

Taft 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Thye 

Flanders 

Lucas 

Tydlngs 

Frear 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Wherry 

George 

McClellan 

Wiley 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Williams 

Graham 

Green 

Gurney 

McKellar 

Magnuson 

Malone 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair) .  A  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver] 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  364,  line  2, 
was  adopted. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  benefit  of  any  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  who  were  not  present  when  the  orig¬ 
inal  colloquy  occurred  with  reference  to 
this  matter,  let  me  say  that  the  purpose 
of  the  motion  to  reconsider  is  to  permit 
me  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  page  364,  in  line 
2,  so  as  to  reduce  the  figure  “$221,244,- 
500”  by  the  sum  of  $100,000.  The  $100,- 
000  has  to  do  with  funds  appropriated  for 
planning  for  the  building  of  Dover  lock 
and  dam  on  the  Cumberland  River. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  consid¬ 
erable  agitation  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
Originally  the  Corps  of  Engineers  wanted 
to  build  one  dam  on  the  Cumberland 
River,  near  where  it  empties  into  the 
Ohio  River.  That  would  have  been  a 
rather  high  dam.  There  was  some  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  building  of  the  dam,  be¬ 
cause  of  some  bottom  land  which  might 
•  be  flooded.  Thereupon  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  changed  its  plan,  and  decided 
that  instead  of  building  the  one  high 
dam  near  the  junction  of  the  Ohio  and 
Cumberland  Rivers,  to  build  a  compara¬ 
tively  low  dam  there,  and  and  also  to 
build  a  dam  between  the  Cheatham  lock 
and  dam  and  the  dam  near  the  Ohio.  Of 
course,  we  do  not  know  whether  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  will  again  change  its 
plans  in  that  regard. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  $100,000  for  the 
planning  of  the  dam  may  never  be  used, 
because  the  dam  may  never  be  built. 
Even  if  the  right  to  make  the  decision 
remains  with  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  it 
may  return  to  the  original  plan,  because 
there  is  a  greater  need  for  electricity. 
The  one  high  dam  would  furnish  more 
electricity  than  could  be  developed  at 
the  two  low  dams. 

There  has  been  quite  a  change  in  sen¬ 
timent,  in  my  opinion,  among  the  people 
of  the  Cumberland  Valley  and  among 
the  people  of  Tennessee  and  Kentucky 
In  regard  to  this  matter.  In  my  opinion, 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  who  are 
interested  in  it  wish  to,  have  only  the  one 
high  dam  built,  and  they  wish  to  have 


the  Cumberland  developed  by  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Authority. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  now  pending 
in  the  House  and  also  in  the  Senate  a 
bill  for  the  inclusion  of  the  Cumber¬ 
land  Basin  in  the  TVA  system.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  has  asked 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  a 
report  in  regard  to  the  development  of 
the  Cumberland.  An  interim  report  has 
already  been  submitted;  and  within  the 
next  6  weeks  or  2  months  we  expect  the 
final  report  to  be  submitted. 

It  is  anticipated  and  generally  stated 
that  the  TVA  will  recommend  that,  in¬ 
stead  of  building  the  two  low  dams,  only 
the  one  high  dam  be  built,  as  originally 
planned  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  If 
that  is  done,  this  $100,000  for  planning 
would  be  utterly  wasted,  because  it  would 
represent  money  for  plans  for  a  dam 
which  would  never  be  built. 

The  reason  for  the  change  of  attitude 
on  the  part  of  the  business  people  and 
the  citizens  of  this  area  is  that  with  the 
industrial  development  of  this  section; 
with  the  development  of  the  Arnold  air¬ 
engineering  development  center  at  Tul- 
lahoma,  on  the  former  site  of  Camp  For¬ 
rest;  and  the  development  of  other  de¬ 
fense  plants,  a  great  amount  of  elec¬ 
tricity  must  be  developed  on  the  Cum¬ 
berland.  The  industrialization  of  that 
section  of  the  country  requires  more 
electricity,  and  these  defense  plants  re¬ 
quire  adequate  amounts  of  electricity. 

Even  Mr.  Harry  Dyer,  who  is  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Nashville  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce's  Cumberland  River  committee, 
and  who  formerly  favored  the  building 
of  the  two  low  dams  by  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers,  now  has  made  a  speech  in  which 
he  has  said  that  he  favors  the  inclusion 
of  this  project  in  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  system.  The  sentiment  has 
developed  all  through  that  section  in 
like  manner. 

Mr.  President,  this  matter  was  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
in  a  letter  dated  July  14,  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez].  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  recommends  that 
th  3  proposed  legislation  be  approved  and 
that  the  Cumberland  be  developed  by 
the  TVA.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  copy  of  his  letter  may  be  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

United  States 

Department  op  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  14,  1950. 
Hon.  Dennis  Chavez, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
United  States  Senate,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Chavez:  This  is  in  response 
to  your  request  for  a  report  on  S.  338,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  first  session,  entitled:  “A  bill 
to  amend  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended,  so  as  to  include  there¬ 
under  the  Cumberland  River  and  Cumber¬ 
land  River  Basin.” 

I  recommend  the  passage  of  the  bill  with 
the  following  amendments: 

X.  To  insert  the  following  language  at  the 
end  of  section  2  of  the  bill : 

"All  reservoir  projects  constructed,  under 
construction,  or  authorized  to  be  constructed 
in  the  Cumberland  River  Basin  by  or  on  be- 
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half  of  the  United  States,  and  all  use,  control, 
and  operation  of  such  projects,  together  with 
all  property,  books,  papers,  data,  contracts, 
equipment,  and  unexpended  balances  of  ap¬ 
propriations,  appertaining  to  these  projects, 
and  their  appurtenant  works,  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  corporation,  together  with  such 
personnel  as  may  be  agreeable  to  the  Corpo¬ 
ration  and  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.” 

2.  To  strike  sections  4  and  5  of  the  bill. 

The, following  is  in  explanation  of  these 
recommendations : 

1.  The  transfer  of  the  Cumberland  Basin 
projects  to  the  Tennesee  Valley  Authority 
would  eliminate  unnecessary  expense  and  in¬ 
sure  continuity  in  the  operation  of  the  proj¬ 
ects  and  the  sale  of  low-cost  power  to  ulti¬ 
mate  consumers. 

(a)  By  prior  acts  of  Congress,  eight  reser¬ 
voir  projects  have  been  authorized  to  be 
constructed  in  the  Cumberland  Eiver  Basin. 
Of  these,  one  reservoir  project  (Dale  Hollow) 
has  already  been  constructed  and  is  in  op¬ 
eration;  two  projects  (Center  Hill  and  Wolf 
Creek)  are  still  under  construction;  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  remaining  five  projects 
(Three  Islands,  Stewart’s  Ferry,  Old  Hickory, 
Carthage,  and  Celina)  has  not  yet  started. 

Under  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1944  (58  Stat.  887,  890;  16  U.  S.  C.  825),  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  sell  or  dispose  of  “electric  power 
and  energy  generated  at  reservoir  projects 
under  the  control  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  not  required  in  the  operation  of 
such  projects.”  The  statute  requires  that, 
in  the  sale  of  such  surplus  power,  preference 
be  given  to  public  bodies  and  cooperatives; 
that  the  power  be  sold  at  rates  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  approved  and 
confirmed  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
which  would  have  regard  to  the  recovery  of 
the  cost  of  producing  and  transmitting  such 
electric  energy,  including  the  amortization 
of  the  investment  allocated  to  power  over  a 
reasonable  number  of  years;  and  that  the 
transmission  or  disposition  of  the  surplus 
power  shall  be  in  such  manner  as  to  en¬ 
courage  the  most  widespread  use  thereof  at 
the  lowest  possible  rates  to  consumers  con¬ 
sistent  with  sound  business  principles. 

(b)  Acting  pursuant  to  these  directions, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  entered  into 
negotiations  with  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au¬ 
thority  for  the  sale  of  the  surplus  power 
from  the  Dale  Hollow,  Center  Hill,  and  Wolf 
Creek  projects,  and  in  anticipation  of  this 
sale  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  con¬ 
structed  a  transmission  line  which  made 
possible  the  sale  of  Dale  Hollow  power  at  the 
bus  bar  and  will  provide  such  facilities  as 
the  other  plants  begin  operation.  This  was 
the  most  practicable  way  of  disposing  of  the 
surplus  power  to  be  generated  at  the  Cum¬ 
berland  projects  in  conformity  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  above  stated,  especially  since  (1) 
approximately  70  percent  of  the  Cumberland 
Eiver  Basin  lies  within  the  area  now  served 
with  electricity  produced  at  TVA  plants,  (2) 
approximately  80  percent  of  the  electric- 
power  requirements  of  the  Cumberland 
Basin  is  being  supplied  by  TVA,  and  (3)  in 
its  resource  development  program,  which  in¬ 
cludes  the  widespread  distribution  of  power 
at  low  cost  to  consumers,  TVA  needs  addi¬ 
tional  sources  of  electric  power  in  order  to 
supply  adequately  the  growing  needs  for 
electricity  in  its  existing  area,  including  that 
portion  of  the  service  area  which  lies  within 
the  Cumberland  Basin. 

Because  of  the  geographic  position  of  TVA’s 
power  system,  both  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  and  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
considered  that  the  existing  Cumberland 
projects  and  any  additional  projects  to  be 
constructed  in  the  Cumberland  Basin  would 
contribute  most  effectively  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944,  if  the  entire 
power  output  of  these  projects  were  sold  to 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  mar¬ 


keted  over  Its  system.  Thus,  the  sale  of 
power  from  Dale  Hollow,  Center  Hill,  and 
Wolf  Creek  was  intended  as  the  initial  step 
In  the  development  of  arrangements  for  the 
sale  of  power  by  the  Department  to  the  TVA. 
It  was  contemplated  that,  as  additional  proj¬ 
ects  would  be  constructed  in  the  Cumber¬ 
land  Basin,  the  Department  and  the  TVA 
would  work  out  such  amendments  to  the 
presently  negotiated  agreement  as  might  be 
required  to  include  the  sale  of  power  from 
such  additional  projects. 

(c)  In  conformity  with  the  requirement 
that  the  disposition  of  power  shall  be  such 
that  the  ultimate  consumers  might  benefit 
by  the  lowest  possible  rates  “consistent  with 
sound  business  principles,”  the  Department 
has  taken  the  view  that  all  matters  leading 
up  to  the  disposition  of  the  power  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  accordance  with  sound  business 
principles  and  practices.  Accordingly  the 
negotiations  with  the  TVA  were  conducted* 
so  far  as  practicable,  at  arms’  length,  and 
with  due  regard  to  the  statutory  standards, 
with  the  consequent  expenditure  of  such 
time  and  effort  as  would  be  warranted  by  a 
transaction  involving  a  sale  of  power  at  an 
average  amount  of  $3,500,000  per  year  over 
a  period  of  20  years,  or  a  total  of  $70,000,000. 
The  rates  arrived  at  were  based  on  the  full 
utilization  of  an  unregulated  annual  stream 
flow;  the  average  of  $3,500,000  for  the  entire 
power  output  of  the  projects,  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  441,000  kilowatts,  was 
based  upon  the  normal  or  average  flow  as 
indicated  by  the  long-time  stream-flow 
records;  and  the  variations  in  the  annual 
payments  were  based  upon  deviations  from 
the  average  stream  flow.  Prior  to  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  contract  these  rates  were  in¬ 
formally  submitted  to  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  for  confirmation  and  approval, 
and  considerable  attention  was  given  to 
these  rates  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  as  well  as  by  the  staff  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior. 

(d)  The  reason  for  the  informal  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  rates  to  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  and  also  the  reason  for  the  delay  in 
the  execution  of  the  contract  between  the 
TVA  and  the  Department  was  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  was  conditioned  upon  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  or  operating  agreement  to  be 
entered  into  between  the  TVA  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  for  the  scheduling 
operations  of  these  projects.  This  latter 
agreement  has  been  completed.  Without  a 
satisfactory  operating  agreement,  the  con¬ 
tract  for  the  sale  of  power  would  have  had 
to  be  terminated,  thus  leaving  the  Depart¬ 
ment  with  a  great  amount  of  generating  ca¬ 
pacity  to  be  disposed  of  otherwise,  and  leav¬ 
ing  the  TVA  with  a  costly  transmission  line, 
but  without  the  power  and  energy  to  be 
transmitted  from  these  projects. 

(e)  In  the  last  analysis,  all  the  work  done 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  TVA  in  the  sale  or  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  surplus  power  from  the  Cumber¬ 
land  projects,  centered  about  a  bookkeeping 
transaction,  in  which  the  United  States, 
through  one  of  its  agencies,  generates  power 
which  is  turned  over  to  a  second  agency 
which  delivers  the  power  to  a  third  agency 
at  rates  to  be  approved  by  a  fourth  agency, 
which  power  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  the 
third  to  the  second  agency,  and  by  the  sec¬ 
ond  to  a  fifth  agency,  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  All  this  labor  and  consequent 
expense  would  have  been  avoided,  and  any 
future  labor  and  expense  will  be  avoided,  if 
the  power  from  the  Cumberland  projects  is 
made  available  to  the  TVA  to  be  accounted 
for  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
TVA  Act. 

(f)  It  is  the  view  of  this  Department  that 
further  economies  and  greater  benefits  can 
be  effected,  if  not  only  the  surplus  power  but 
also  the  projects  were  turned  over  to  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  especially  since 
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this  agency  is  in  a  position  and  is  qualified 
to  operate  the  projects  for  navigation  and 
flood  control,  as  well  as  for  power  purposes. 
Under  the  policies  of  the  TVA  Act  which  are 
fully  adequate  to  protect  the  public  interest. 
If  this  is  done  there  will  be  no  division  of 
authority  between  the  TVA  and  the  Army, 
and  no  need  for  operating  agreements  the 
requirements  for  which  may  from  time  to 
time  introduce  uncertainty  concerning  the 
success  of  the  entire  undertaking.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  people  of  the  Cumberland  Eiver 
Basin  would  be  in  a  position  to  benefit 
from  all  the  activities  of  the  TVA  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  people  in  the  basin  of 
the  Tennessee  Eiver  and  its  tributaries. 

(g)  The  transfer  of  these  projects  to  the 
TVA  is  undoubtedly  intended  by  this  bill 
(S.  338).  I  recommend,  however,  that  this 
intention  be  expressly  stated,  and  therefore 
suggest  the  above  stated  amendment  to  sec¬ 
tion  2,  although  upon  the  enactment  of  this 
provision  without  the  suggested  amendment, 
the  President  may,  under  section  -?  (b)  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1S33, 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  63,  16  U.  S.  C.  831f) 
exercises  his  authority  to  transfer  this  prop¬ 
erty  to  the  corporation. 

2.  It  is  not  necessary  to  increase  the 
board  from  three  to  five  members,  and  there 
is  no  need  for  a  saving  clause  in  this  bill. 

(a)  I  believe  that  the  functions  and  under¬ 
takings  of  the  corporation  have  been  carried 
out  in  a  most  commendable  and  efficient 
manner  by  the  three-man  board  of  directors. 
I  do  not  see  that  anything  would  be  gained  by 
an  increase  of  the  board  by  two  additional 
members.  Therefore  I  suggest  that  section 
4  of  the  bill  be  eliminated. 

(b)  An  examination  of  the  bill  suggests 
that  there  is  no  likelihood  of  any  substan¬ 
tial  constitutional  questions  arising  out  of 
this  enactment,  and  therefore  there  is  no 
need  of  a  saving  clause.  This  is  especially 
so,  since  this  bill  would  merely  amend  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  and  the  provisions  would  become 
part  of  the  more  comprehensive  statute 
which  already  has  a  saving  clause.  There¬ 
fore,  of  I  recommend  that  the  bill  be  further 
amended  by  eliminating  section  5  thereof. 

I  am  informed  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the 
presentation  of  this  report  to  your  com¬ 
mittee.  However,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
also  informs  me  that  pending  a  further 
report,  to  be  submitted  by  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  bringing  up  to  date  its 
previous  report  on  the  relationship  between 
the  Tennessee  and  the  Cumberland  Eivers 
(H.  Doc.  No.  107,  79th  Cong.,  1st  sess.), 
it  is  not  in  a  position  to  inform  me 
on  the  relationship  of  the  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  to  the  program  of  the  President. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Oscar  L.  Chapman, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
points  out  that  at  least  70  percent  of  the 
area  of  the  Cumberland  Basin  is  served 
by  the  TVA;  that  the  electricity  is  sold  by 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  at  the  bus  bar 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  and 
that  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  in 
turn,  negotiations  with  the  TVA  for  the 
sale  of  the  power.  So  the  negotiations 
go  through  that  circuitous  and  wasteful 
route. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  points 
out — and  it  is  quite  generally  conceded — 
that  in  operations  for  flood-control  pur¬ 
poses,  and  for  the  development  of  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  electricity, 
these  two  river “basins  should  be  operated 
as  a  unit.  Water  can  be  stored  for  floed- 
control  purposes  in  the  Cumberland 
Basin  at  the  same  time  that  water  is 
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needed  for  hydroelectric  purposes  in  the 
Tennessee  Basin.  As  both  these  rivers 
are  in  the  same  electrical  system,  more 
prime  power  can  be  produced  if  both 
rivers  are  operated  as  a  unit. 

The  elimination  of  this  $100,000  would 
not  decide  the  issue  as  to  which  agency 
will  hav$  charge  of  the  further  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Cumberland.  The  Eighty- 
second  Congress  will  have  to  decide  that 
question  on  the  merits  of  and  in  line 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  various 
agencies. 

All  that-the  amendment  which  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  offer  would  do  would  be  to  defer 
the  spending  of  this  $100,000  for  plan¬ 
ning  until  the  next  appropriation  bill 
comes  along,  by  which  time  we  hope  this 
issue  will  be  decided. 

Mr.  President,  I  find  that  this  item  of 
$100,000  was  not  included  in  the  bill  as 
it  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  It  is  true  that  it  is  covered 
in  the  table  which  appears  on  page  237 
of  the  report  made  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee  to  the  Senate.  However,  in 
examining  the  testimony  which  has  been 
presented  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  I  find  that  even  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  when  he 
appeared  before  the  committee,  failed  to 
request  the  money  for  the  planning  of 
the  Dover  Dam  at  this  time.  Colonel 
Potter  testified  before  the  committee, 
but  he  did  not  refer  to  the  Dover  Lock 
and  Dam  or  to  the  $100,000  here  involved. 

So  it  appears  that  even  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  would  not  be  greatly  upset  if 
this  matter  were  deferred  until  this 
larger  issue  can  be  determined.  Colonel 
Potter’s  testimony  is  to  be  found  at  page 
770  of  the  report  on  the  civil  functions 
appropriations.  Department  of  the  Army. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  we  are  look¬ 
ing  for  places  where  we  can  economize. 
It  is  true  that  the  amount  which  is  the 
subject  of  the  amendment  I  wish  to  pro¬ 
pose  is  not  a  comparatively  large  amount, 
but  if  the  Corps  of  Engineers  changes 
its  mind  in  regard  to  whether  to  build 
one  high  dam,  instead  of  two  low  dams, 
then  this  $100,000  will  be  wasted.  If 
the  Cumberland  is  to  be  developed  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority — in 
other  words,  if  the  bill  which  we  hope 
will  be  brought  up  at  the  next  session 
is  passed,— this  $100,000  will  be  wasted, 
thrown  away,  and  I  do  not  want  to  throw 
away  $100,000  of  the  taxpayers’  money 
if  I  can  prevent  it. 

This  item  was  not  included  in  the  bill 
by  the  House  of  Representatives.  So 
far  as  I  can  find  from  the  testimony,  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  have  not  said  they 
need  this  sum,  or  at  least  have  not  urged 
the  appropriation  of  any  money  for  the 
planning  of  the  Dover  Dam. 

The  President  has  asked  all  the  agen¬ 
cies  involved  to  submit  a  report  in  the 
interest  of  the  orderly  development  of 
the  Cumberland  to  assure  that  the  water 
power  potential  of  the  Cumberland,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  respect  to  the  development 
of  hydroelectric  power,  is  made  available 
most  fully  for  the  greatest  benefit  of 
that  area  and  of  the  Nation. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  that  my  motion  for  the  reconsider¬ 
ation  of  the  vote  by  which  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  364  in  line  2 


was  adopted  should  be  agreed  to,  and 
that  the  item  of  $100,000  should  be  elim¬ 
inated  and  not  subject  to  the  risk  of 
wanton  waste. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  Does  the  Senator  have  in 
mind  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  TV  A 
to  the  Cumberland  Valley?  Is  that  the 
plan  favored  by  the  Senator? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  That  is  the  purpose 
of  my  bill  which  is  now  pending  before 
the  Public  Works  Committee. 

Mr.  KEM.  And  is  that  the  purpose 
of  the  Senator’s  motion? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  No.  The  purpose 
of  the  motion  is  to  defer  this  $100,000 
for  planning  until  the  next  session  of 
Congress,  when  it  can  be  brought  up  in 
the  next  appropriation  bill,  to  give  Con¬ 
gress  an  opportunity  to  decide  how  it 
wants  the  Cumberland  developed.  This 
is  no  decision,  one  way  or  other,  on  how 
it  is  going  to  be  developed  in  my  motion. 

Mr.  KEM.  But  the  extension  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  TVA  to  the  Cumberland 
Valley  is  the  ultimate  objective  which 
the  Senator  has  in  mind,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  There  is  such  a  bill 
pending.  The  objective  we  have  in 
mind  now  is  to  see  that  the  Cumberland 
is  properly  developed.  The  TVA  does 
not  want  the  job  particularly;  its  direc¬ 
tors  have  not  asked  for  it.  Our  first  ob¬ 
jective  is  to  see  that  the  Cumberland  is 
developed  properly.  The  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  originally  in  its  plan  did  not 
want  to  build  this  project.  It  wanted  to 
build  only  one  dam,  to  be  located  near 
the  point  at  which  the  Cumberland 
empties  into  the  Ohio.  It  has  changed 
its  plans. 

In  view  of  the  great  need  of  and  in¬ 
creased  demand  for  electricity,  it  is  en¬ 
tirely  reasonable  that  they  may  again 
change  their  plans.  In  any  event,  if 
either  that  contingency  happens  or  if  it 
were  turned  over  to  the  TVA,  this  money 
would  of  course  be  wasted.  I  can  see 
no  harm  to  be  done  by  delaying  the  plan¬ 
ning  of  this  dam  or  by  delaying  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  money  for  the  dam,  until 
the  next  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
as  a  general  policy  the  Corps  of  Army 
Engineers  in  building  dams  tends  to 
favor  low  dams  which  do  not  generate 
much  power? 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  That,  I  understand, 
has  been  the  general  policy  in  the  past. 
I  think  that  more  recently  the  engineers 
have  been  building  dams  for  the  purpose 
of  generating  more  electricity  than  they 
did  heretofore.  ■  It  is  everywhere  recog¬ 
nized  that  the  building  of  the  one  dam, 
instead  of  two,  would  furnish  a  great 
deal  more  electricity  for  a  section  of  the 
country  which  is  growing  rapidly,  and 
which  has  several  very  important  de¬ 
fense  projects,  including  the  Arnold  Air 


Engineering  Development  Center  at  Tul- 
lahoma.  Huge  amounts  of  electricty  are 
needed  there.  I  think  if  Congress  de¬ 
cides  this  river  is  to  be  developed  by  the 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  it  may  later 
decide  to  build  only  the  one  dam,  and 
not  the  Dover  Dam.  I  am  reasonably 
sure  Dover  Dam  will  not  be  built  if  the 
TVA  should  be  authorized  to  develop  the 
Cumberland. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  motion  will 
be  agreed  to  and  that  this  amendment 
may  be  adopted.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
on  page  364,  line  2,  was  agreed  to.  Upon 
that  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  requested. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  was 
the  request  for  the  yeas  and  nays  not 
sufficiently  seconded? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was 
not.  It  requires  10,  and  there  were  but 
5.  The  demand  was  not  sufficiently 
seconded.  The  question  now  is  upon 
agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  to  reconsider. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Has  any 
amendment  been  agreed  to  as  yet  in 
chapter  X  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No 
amendment  has  as  yet  been  agreed  to  in 
chapter  X. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  first  committee 
amendment,  on  page  374,  and  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  374,  line 

19,  after  the  word  “diem”,  the  commit¬ 
tee  proposes  to  insert  “and  contracts 
with  not  to  exceed  23  such  individuals 
may  be  renewed  for  1  year.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  desire  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  that  committee 
amendment? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  offer 
a  clarifying  amendment  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  on  page  374,  line  19, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  374,  line 

20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “such  in¬ 
dividuals”  and  insert  “temporary  or 
part-time  employees.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 

President,  just  a  word  generally  about 

the  bill  before  I  discuss  the  amendment. 
Chapter  X  was  considered  by  the  House 
before  the  Korean  crisis  developed.  The 
bill  then  came  to  the  Senate.  The  Sen- 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 

There  being  no  objection,  the 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  512)  was  considn 
ered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  th^ 
third  time,  and  passed. 

GENERAL  APPRCI 


ate  committee  considered  the  bill,  chap¬ 
ter  X,  before  the  crisis  in  Korea  became 
acute.  So  it  may  be  said  that  what  the 
Senate  committee  did  was  to  prepare  this 
bill  for  peacetime  activities.  More  re¬ 
cently,  the  military  authorities  have  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Senate  a  supplemental 
budget.  That  budget  was  cut  to  fit  the 
bill  as  recommended  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee.  So  when  the  military  authori¬ 
ties  considered  this  chapter,  they  sub¬ 
mitted  three  clarifying  amendments, 
and  they  then  submitted  their  supple¬ 
mental  budget  to  fit  the  remainder  of 
the  bill.  Therefore,  if  the  Senate  should 
see  fit  to  pass  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
committee,  it  would  be  exactly  as  the  au¬ 
thorities  expect  the  bill  to  be  passed  by 
the  Congress. 

Their  supplemental  budget  would 
then  fit  into  this  bill.  The  first  amend¬ 
ment,  the  one  I  have  suggested,  was  re¬ 
quested  by  the  military  authorities  and 
was  authorized  by  the  committee. 

This  amendment  will  follow  the  intent 
of  the  committee  in  its  amendment  in  al¬ 
lowing  for  the  renewal  of  contracts  with 
temporary  or  part-time  employees  for  1 
year  and  at  the  same  time  will  allow  the 
National  Security  Resources  Board  to 
continue  to  hire  intermittent  employees 
in  accordance  with  present  law. 

There  are  approximately  23  tempo¬ 
rary  and  75  intermittent  employees 
working  for  the  Board.  As  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  presented  the  words  “such  in¬ 
dividuals”  applies  to  both  temporary 
and  intermittent  employees.  Since  the 
renewal  of  contracts  has  application  to 
temporary  employees,  the  corrective 
amendment  is  needed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  is  agreed  to,  and  with¬ 
out  objection,  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  is  agreed  to. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  375, 
line  11,  after  the  word  “conclusive”,  to 
strike  out  “$3,000,000”  and  insert  “$3,- 
SOthOfig.” 

***The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

FURTHER  TEMPORARY  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1951 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  as 
we  all  know,  the  pending  appropriation 
bill  cannot  become  the  law  by  the  1st 
of'  August.  We  have  already  had  to  pass 
a  continuing  joint  resolution  in  order  to 
keep  the  Government  going  during  the 
month  of  July.  The  House  has  passed 
a  further  continuing  joint  resolution  for 
the  month  of  August,  and  yesterday  it 
was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  which  today  ordered 
it  reported.  From  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  I  report  favorably,  with¬ 
out  amendment,  the  joint  resolution  (H. 
J.  Res.  512)  making  further  temporary 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  submit  in 
connection  therewith  a  report  (No.  2183) . 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  un¬ 
finished  business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  II — Department  of  De¬ 
fense — Office  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense — Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page 
376,  line  2,  after  the  word  “conclusive”, 
to  strike  out  “$11,000,000”  and  insert 
“$11,300,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  III — Department  of  the 
Army — Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army — Contingencies  of  the  Army,”  on 
page  378,  line  2,  after  the  word  “pur¬ 
poses”,  to  strike  out  “$51,978,000”  and 
insert  “$51,878,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “General  Staff  Corps — Field  ex¬ 
ercises,”  on  page  378,  line  16,  after  the 
word  “property”,  to  strike  out  “$5,500,- 
000”  and  insert  “$5,350,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Finance  Department — Finance 
Service,  Army — Pay  of  the  Army,”  on 
page  380,  line  7,  after  the  word  “enlist¬ 
ment”,  to  strike  out  “$1,448,660,000”  and 
insert  “$1,447,660,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Travel  of  the  Army,”  on  page 
381,  line  23,  after  the  word  “personnel”, 
to  strike  out  “$75,000,000”  and  insert 
“$76,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Finance  Service,”  on  page  382, 
line  22,  after  “(61  Stat.  493)”,  to 
strike  out  “$28,410,000”  and  insert 
“$29,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Quartermaster  Corps — Quar¬ 
termaster  Service,  Army — Welfare  of  en¬ 
listed  men,”  on  page  383,  line  16,  after 
the  word  “personnel”,  to  strike  out 
“$8,000,000”  and  insert  “$8,362,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Subsistence  of  the  Army,”  on 
page  385,  line  6,  after  the  word  “prices”, 
to  insert  “and  without  unduly  increas¬ 
ing  future  United  States  market  prices” ; 
and  in  line  9,  after  the  word  “of”,  to 
insert  “highly.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Regular  Supplies  of  the  Army,” 
on  page  386,  line  5,  after  the  word  “irri¬ 
gation”,  to  strike  out  “$100,000,000”  and 
insert  “$107,247,258.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Clothing  and  equipage,”  on 
page  387,  line  8,  after  the  word  “intern¬ 
ment”,  to  strike  out  “$90,000,000”  and 
insert  “$93,853,365.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Incidental  expenses  of  the 
Army,”  on  page  388,  line  3,  after  the 
word  “sites”,  to  strike  out  “$95,000,000” 
and  insert  “$101,998,313.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Transportation  Corps — Trans¬ 
portation  Service,  Army,”  on  page  388, 
line  17,  after  the  word  “activities”,  to 
strike  out  “$290,000,000”  and  insert 
“$289,960,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Signal  Corps — Signal  Service 
of  the  Army,”  on  page  391,  line  3,  after 
the  word  “thereof”,  to  strike  out 
$157,500,000”  and  insert  “$158,248,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Medical  Department — Medical 
and  Hospital  Department,”  on  page  392, 
line  19,  after  the  word  “institutions”,  to 
strike  out  “$54,913,000”  and  insert  “$54,- 
883,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Corps  of  Engineers — Engineer 
Service,  Army,”  on  page  393,  line  20, 
after  the  word  “for”  to  strike  out  “$300,- 
176.000”  and  insert  “$304,187,500”;  and 
in  the  same  line,  after  the  amendment 
just  above  stated,  to  insert  a  colon  and 
the  following  proviso:  “ Provided ,  That 
the  sum  of  $2,000,000  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  ‘Engineer  Service,  Army,’  fiscal  year 
1947,  shall  remain  available  until  June 
30,  1951,  for  the  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  contracts  executed  there¬ 
under  prior  to  July  1,  1947.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was/  at  the  top 
of  page  394,  to  insert: 

MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  military  installations,  and  facilities 
for  the  Army,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of 
June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.), 
without  regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  including  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  $95,318,585,  to 
remain  available  until  expended:  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  $661,400  of  the  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  under  this  head  in  the  Military 
Functions  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  are  here¬ 
by  made  available  for  construction  author¬ 
ized  by  the  act  of  October  27,  1949  (Public 
Law  414) . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Ordnance  Department — Ord¬ 
nance  Service  and  supplies,  Army,”  on 
page  395,  line  8,  after  the  word  “Office”, 
to  strike  out  “$621,559,000”  and  insert 
“$647,327,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Chemical  Corps — Chemical 
Service,  Army,”  on  page  396,  line  10, 
after  the  word  “ranges”,  to  strike  out 
“$36,000,000”  and  insert  “$37,300,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Army  training,”  on  page  396, 
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line  21,  after  the  word  “for”,  to  strike 
out  “$7,930,000”  and  insert  “$7,830,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “United  States  Military  Acad¬ 
emy — Maintenance  and  operation,”  on 
page  398,  line  4,  after  the  words  “in  all”, 
to  strike  out  “$5,200,000”  and  insert 
“$5,120,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Civilian  components— Army 
National  Guard,”  on  page  400,  line  3, 
after  the  word  “supplies”,  to  strike  out 
“$212,400,000”  and  insert  “$210,500,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Organized  Reserves,”  on  page 
401  line  11,  after  the  word  “stocks”,  to 
strike  out  “$115,000,000”  and  insert 
“$114,525,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Army  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,”  on  page  402,  line  14,  after 
the  numerals  “1952”,  to  strike  out  “$25,- 
000,000”  and  insert  “$24,900,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Departmental  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses— Salaries,  Department  of  the 
Army,”  on  page  405,  line  8,  after  the 
word  “services”,  to  strike  out  “$3,265,- 
000”  and  insert  “$3,368,271.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  9,  after  “Office  of  Chief  of  Staff”, 
to  strike  out  “$6,354,700”  and  insert 
“$6,576,203.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  10,  after  “Adjutant  General’s 
Office”,  to  strike  out  “$9,477,400”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$9,777,200.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  11,  after  “Office  of  Inspector 
General”,  to  strike  out  “$197,600”  and 
insert  “$203,880.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  12,  after  “Office  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General”,  to  strike  out  “$577,- 
100”  and  insert  “$595,375.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  14,  after  “Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Finance”,  to  strike  out  “$1,437,800”  and 
insert  “$1,483,202.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  15,  after  “Office  of  the  Quarter¬ 
master  General”,  to  strike  out  “$6,767,- 
400”  and  insert  “$6,981,504.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  405, 
line  17,  after  “Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Transportation”,  to  strike  out  “$2,850,- 
000”  and  insert  “$2,940,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  19,  after  “Office  of  the  Chief 
Signal  Officer”,  to  strike  out  “$2,379,600” 
and  insert  “$2,455,821.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  21,  after  “Office  of  Chief  of  Spe¬ 
cial  Services”,  to  strike  out  “$56,800”  and 
insert  “$58,636.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  22,  after  “Office  of  the  Provost 
Marshal  General”,  to  strike  out  “$112, 
500”  and  insert  “$116,038.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
405,  line  24,  after  “Office  of  the  Surgeon 
General”,  to  strike  out  “$2,400,000”  and 
insert  $2,475,873.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  405, 
line  25,  after  “Office  of  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers”,  to  strike  out  “$3,636,200”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$3,751,028.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4C6, 
line  1,  after  “Office  of  Chief  of  Ord¬ 
nance”,  to  strike  out  “$3,776,400”  and 
insert  “$4,137,696.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4C6, 
line  2,  after  “Office  of  Chief,  Chemical 
Corps”,  to  strike  out  “$792,700”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$317,707.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  406, 
line  3,  after  “Office  of  Chief  of 
Chaplains”,  to  strike  out  “$131,100”  and 
insert  “$128,478.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Contingent  expenses,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army,”  on  page  406,  line  6, 
after  “government”,  to  strike  out 
“$9,000,000”  and  insert  “$9,970,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  IV — Department  of  the 
Navy — Navy  Personnel,  general  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  407,  line  24,  after  the 
word  “salaries”,  to  strike  out  “$50,000,- 
0C0”  and  insert  “$60,533,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Military  personnel,  Marine 
Corps,”  on  page  408,  line  8,  after  the 
word  “training”,  to  strike  out  “$200,301,- 
700”  and  insert  “$200,923,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Marine  Corps 'troops  and  fa¬ 
cilities,”  on  page  409,  line  6,  after  the 
word  “salaries”,  to  strike  out  “$80,699,- 
000”  and  insert  “$82,354,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Aircraft  and  facilities,”  on 
page  409,  line  17,  after  the  word  “sala¬ 
ries”,  to  strike  out  “$536,226,000”  and 
insert  “$532,226,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Ships  and  facilities,”  on  page 
411,  line  14,  after  the  word  “salaries”,  to 
strike  out  “$415,282,000”  and  insert 
“$411,782,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Ordnance  and  facilities,”  on 
page  412,  line  16,  after  the  wTord  “sala¬ 
ries”,  to  strike  out  “$177,088,000”  and 
insert  “$181,665,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Medical  care,”  on  page  413, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “salaries”,  to 
strike  out  “$38,212,000”  and  insert 
“$37,862,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Civil  engineering,”  on  page 


414,  line  10,  after  the  word  “salaries”,  to 
strike  out  “$35,178,000”  and  insert 
“$34,778,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
414,  after  line  11,  to  insert: 

PUBLIC  WORKS 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  naval  Installations,  and  facilities  for 
the  Navy,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of  June 

16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459),  and  the  act  of  June 

17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.);  major 
repairs  and  improvements  to  the  Davisville 
pier.  Naval  Base,  Newport,  R.  I.;  furniture 
for  public  quarters;  personnel  in  the  Bureau 
of  Yards  and  Docks  and  other  personal  serv¬ 
ices  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation;  and  engineering  and  architec¬ 
tural  services  as  authorized  by  section  3  of 
the  act  of  April  25,  1939  (34  U.  S.  C.  556); 
$62,928,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  to  the  committee  amendment 
I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  414, 
line  24,  after  the  word  “expended”  and 
before  the  period,  it  is  proposed  to  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  “Provided,  That  the 
funds  appropriated  by  the  act  of  June 
25,  1948  (62  Stat.  1027),  for  construction 
of  two  new  storehouses  at  Adak,  Alaska, 
may  be  used  for  the  conversion  of  ex¬ 
isting  facilities,  if  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  determines  such  action  w'ould  re¬ 
sult  in  a  savings  to  the  Government.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  am  informed  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  save  the  Government  over 
$4,500,000.  Public  Law  653  of  the  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress  authorized  the  Navy  to 
construct  two  storehouses  at  a  cost  of 
$5,000  000.  The  first  increment  of  $1,- 
300,000  has  been  appropriated.  Since 
then  it  has  been  determined  that  sur¬ 
plus  Army  transit  sheds  could  be  con¬ 
verted  to  provide  the  needed  storehouses. 
The  Facilities  Review  Board  and  the 
Comptroller  General  indicated  that  ad¬ 
ditional  authorization  would  be  required 
for  the  Navy  to  utilize  its  funds  for  the 
conversion  of  the  sheds.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  do  this.  The  Navy  esti¬ 
mates  that  the  $1,300,000  already  appro¬ 
priated  would  be  sufficient  to  take  care 
of  the  entire  matter,  making  a  saving 
of  $4,500,000  in  estimated  costs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

question  recurs  on  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 

agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Research,”  on  page  415,  line  11, 
after  the  word  “expended”,  to  strike  out 
“$43,383,000”  and  insert  “$43,083,000.” 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Service-wide  supply  and  fi¬ 
nance,”  on  page  416,  line  8,  after  the 
word  “salaries”,  to  strike  out  “$200,000,- 
000”  and  insert  “$209,292,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Service-wide  operations,”  on 
page  417,  line  1,  after  the  word  “salaries”, 
to  strike  out  “$94,261,000”  and  insert 
“$100,281,000.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  to  the  committee  amendment 
I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated,  and  I 
also  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to  the 
next  committee  amendment.  After 
action  on  the  amendments  I  shall  ex¬ 
plain  their  effect. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  417, 
line  2,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$100,- 
281,000”  and  insert  “$99,281,000.” 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Island  governments,”  on  page 
417,  line  6,  after  the  word  “Islands”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,500,000”  and  insert  “$785,- 
000.” 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  to  that  amendment  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  417, 
line  6,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$785,- 
000”,  and  insert  “$1,785,000.” 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  the  effect  of  the  two  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  committee  amendments 
just  agreed  to  is  to  reduce  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  service-wide  operations  by 
$1,000,000,  and  to  increase'  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  island  governments  by  the 
same  amount. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was',  under  the 
heading  “Title  V — Department  of  the  Air 
Force — Acquisition  and  construction  of 
real  property,”  on  page  419,  after  line  12; 
to  strike  out: 

For  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  “Second  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,”  or  authorized  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  this  head  by  the  “National  Military 
Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,”  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $25,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  419, 
after  line  18,  to  insert: 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  military  installations,  and  facilities 
for  the  Air  Force,  as  authorized  by  the  act 
of  March  30,  1949  (Public  Law  30,  81st  Cong.) , 
the  act  of  October  27,  1949  (Public  Law  415, 
81st  Cong.),  the  act  of  May  11,  1949  (Public 


Law  60,  81st  Cong.),  and  the  act  of  June  17, 
1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.) ,  without 
regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734,  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  including  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles,  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $164,784,000,  of  which 
$25,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  un¬ 
der  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  or  authorized  to  be 
transferred  to  this  head  by  the  National 
Military  Establishment  Appropriation  Act, 
1950. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Maintenance  and  operations,” 
on  page  422,  line  4,  after  the  word  “other¬ 
wise”,  to  strike  out  “$1,010,000,000”  and 
insert  “$1,027,662,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Air  National  Guard,”  on  page 
426,  line  16,  after  the  word  “owned”,  to 
insert  “or  State-owned”;  in  line  17,  after 
the  word  “any”,  to  strike  out  “State  or”; 
and  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
“subdivision”,  to  strike  out  “thereof”  and 
insert  “of  a  State.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Salaries  and  expenses,  admin¬ 
istration,”  on  page  427,  line  18,  after  the 
word  “station”,  to  strike  out  “$55,- 
620,000”  and  insert  “$58,545,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  I — General  provisions,” 
on  page  441,  after  line  23,  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  626.  No  payment  shall  be  made  from 
appropriations  in  this  chapter  to  any  officer 
on  the  retired  lists  of  the  Regular  Army, 
Regular  Navy,  Regular  Marine  Corps,  or  Reg¬ 
ular  Air  Force,  who  for  himself,  or  for  others 
is  engaged  in  the  selling  of,  or  contracting 
for  the  sale  of,  or  negotiating  for  the  sale  of, 
to  any  agency  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
any  war  materials  or  supplies. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  442, 
line  6,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
“627”  to  “626.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  442, 
line  10,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  “628”  to  “627.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  442, 
line  22,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  “629”  to  “628.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  443, 
line  3,  to  change  the  section  number  from 
“630”  to  “629.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  now  finished,- 1  think,  the  chapter 
which  we  have  been  considering  this 
morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  was 
the  last  committee  amendment  in 
chapter  X. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  most  people  will  agree  that  the  best 
way  to  reduce  expenditures  is  to  reduce 
individual  items.  A  general  across-the- 
board  percentage  cut  hits  all  agencies 
affected  equally  even  though  there  is 
bound  to  be  more  fat  in  some  agencies 
than  in  others.  This  method  is  called  a 
meat-ax  approach  because  the  cutting  is 
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done  with  a  broad  blade  and  the  actual 
severing  is  accomplished  by  brute  force. 
You  cannot  trim  off  excess  fat  with  a 
meat  ax — it  cuts  in  a  straight  line  across 
the  lean  as  well  as  the  fat. 

CUTTING  APPROPRIATIONS  SHOULD  BE  DONE  CARE¬ 
FULLY - WITH  A  SURGEON’S  KNIFE 

Trimming  selected  items  more  closely 
resembles  the  use  cf  a  surgeon’s  knife. 
A  surgeon’s  knife  is  extremely  sharp  and 
fat  can  be  trimmed  neatly  without  cut¬ 
ting  into  the  lean.  Thus  the  fat  in  an  in¬ 
dividual  bureau  can  be  cut  back  without 
harming  the  bureau  itself. 

The  surgeon’s  knife  method  is  the  one 
I  have  been  trying  to  use.  In  trying  to 
be  selective,  I  have  made  68  separate 
proposals  for  reductions  so  far.  The 
amounts  of  these  cuts  have  ranged  from 
$1  to  $263,483,000.  When  added  together 
they  would  have  made  a  total  reduction 
of  three-fourths  of  a  billion  dollars  be¬ 
low  the  amounts  in  the  bill  before  us  and 
nearly  a  billion  below  the  budget.  I  have 
not  finished  these  efforts  to  make  selec¬ 
tive  cuts.  I  will  have  a  great  many  more 
proposals  before  we  finish  this  bill.  And 
yet  almost  every  time  I  start  to  apply 
the  knife,  sharp  and  delicate  though  it 
is,  the  Senate  has  gently  but  no  less  defi¬ 
nitely  placed  a  sheath  over  the  blade. 
“Put  that  thing  down,”  they  say,  “you’re 
liable  to  hurt  somebody.” 

First,  may  I  say  that  I  blame  myself 
most  of  all  for  my  failure  to  get  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  accept  the  many  selective  cuts 
which  I  have  proposed.  The  cause,  I 
think,  has  been  a  good  one  but  there  has 
apparently  been  something  in  my  man¬ 
ner  and  methods  which  has  offended 
many  of  my  colleagues.  If  I  have  shown 
any  smug  self-righteousness,  may  I  as¬ 
sure  the  Senate  that  it  was  unintentional 
and  I  most  sincerely  beg  the  pardon  of 
my  colleagues.  I  happen  to  dislike  self- 
righteousness  most  of  all,  because  it 
shuts  off  the  possibility  of  growth  and  is 
essentially  uncharitable  to  others  and  if 
I  have  sinned  in  this  respect,  as  some  of 
my  colleagues  obviously  think,  I  shall  try 
to  rid  myself  of  this  fault  in  the  future. 

I  can  only  wish  that  abler,  better,  more 
conciliatory,  and  more  experienced  men 
than  I  had  taken  up  this  battle  who  could 
have  carried  it  through  with  greater  suc¬ 
cess  and  who  would  not  have  aroused  the 
hard  feelings  which  I  apparently  have 
done.  There  are  very  many  such  men 
in  the  Senate,  but,  unfortunately,  they 
have  not  come  forward  in  this  instance. 
As  is  too  often  the  case,  the  team  has 
had  to  depend  on  a  scrub  and  second- 
rater  who  has  failed  to  do  justice  to  the 
cause  which  he  tried  to  represent.  I 
only  hope  that  the  burden  will  be  as¬ 
sumed  next  year  by  better  men  and  then 
I  shall  be  glad  to  step  back  and  let  them 
take  the  lead  and  serve  myself  only  as 
a  dishwasher  and  possibly  a  factual  hod- 
carrier  for  their  efforts.  I  would  do  this 
all  the  more  gladly  because  it  has  been 
extremely  unpleasant  for  me  to  get  up 
again  and  again  to  move  a  reduction  in 
appropriations  and  to  feel  that  I  was 
incurring  the  displeasure  of  colleagues 
whom  I  respect. 

But  while  I  wish  to  take  my  full  share 
of  the  blame  for  the  failure  of  our  body 
to  make  selective  economies,  I  am  in- 
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dined  to  believe  that  the  causes  for  this 
failure  lie  far  deeper  than  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  faults,  real  though  these  are. 
organization  of  senate  makes  selective  cuts 

DIFFICULT 

In  the  first  place,  it  is  clear  that  the 
very  organization  of  the  Senate  makes 
selective  economies  difficult,  if  not  im¬ 
possible.  For  the  members  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  having  thrashed 
these  issues  out  and  having  arrived  at 
a  recommendation,  feel  bound  in  loy¬ 
alty  to  each  other  to  defend  the  items 
for  which  big  appropriations  are  being 
asked.  We  have  seen  many  times  rank¬ 
ing  minority  members  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Subcommittees  rising  to  defend 
specific  figures  and  insisting  that  the  ap¬ 
propriations  cannot  be  cut  by  a  single 
dollar.  Then  I  have  also  noticed  that 
the  Senators  who  are  interested  in  the 
appropriations  under  a  given  chapter  in 
the  bill  are  generally  on  the  floor  in  force 
when  that  chapter  is  up  for  considera¬ 
tion.  Thus,  the  Senators  from  the 
farming  States  were  present  in  large 
numbers  when  the  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  chapter 
VI,  came  up  and  overwhelmingly  de¬ 
feated  my  proposal  to  reduce  these  ap¬ 
propriations.  I  was  similarly  bowled 
over  as  I  tried  to  reduce  specific  items  for 
roads  by  $100, COO, COO  in  this  time  of  great 
stress.  Similarly,  when  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Interior  Department,  chap¬ 
ter  VII,  were  under  consideration  and 
I  tried  to  cut  $90,000,000  for  reclamation 
and  reduce  other  items,  I  saw  large  num¬ 
bers  of  Senators  on  the  floor  from  the 
mountain  and  semiarid  States  who  natu¬ 
rally  resisted  these  cuts.  When  the 
rivers  and  harbors  section,  chapter  IX, 
which  is  euphoniously  referred  to  as  the 
civil  functions  of  the  Army  appropria¬ 
tion  came  up,  I  looked  about  me  and  saw 
the  serried  ranks  of  the  Senators  from 


the  regions  of  the  Gulf,  the  lower  Missis¬ 
sippi,  the  Missouri,  and  the  Arkansas 
Rivers.  These  men  believe  in  all  good 
faith  in  the  projects  which  would  benefit 
their  communities  and  were  strong  in 
their  support  of  the  recommended 
appropriations. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Senators 
whose  interests  were  not  immediately 
involved  in  the  making  of  the  specific 
appropriations,  and  whose  interests  were 
only  general  in  that  they  primarily  rep¬ 
resented  taxpayers  tended  not  to  be  on 
the  floor — with  many  honorable  excep¬ 
tions,  of  course — when  these  items  came 
up  for  consideration.  This  was  perfectly 
natural,  excusable,  and  perhaps  inevi¬ 
table.  For  them  to  have  stayed  on  the 
floor  and  joined  in  the  fight  item  by  item 
would  have  required  not  only  many 
hours  but  actually  may  days  of  dull, 
dreary  work,  besides  the  weeks  of  study 
and  prepai'&.tion  required.  In  the  mean¬ 
time,  they  would  have  had  to  miss  many 
vital  committee  meetings,  fall  behind  on 
their  heavy  correspondence,  arouse  the 
ire  of  constituents  by  not  seeing  them 
when  they  called,  and  go  through  a  very 
unpleasant  process  to  no  apparent 
avail.  The  special  interests  were  there¬ 
fore  concentrated  and  determined,  while 
the  general  interests  were  scattered,  dif¬ 
fused,  and  unorganized.  It  is  small  won¬ 
der,  therefore,  that  no  cuts  were  made. 

Secondly,  our  procedures  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  make  it  very  difficult  for  us  to  con¬ 
sider  an  appropriations  bill  intelli¬ 
gently  on  the  floor.  For  again  and  again, 
while  we  were  considering  specific  chap¬ 
ters,  Senators  would  rise  and  speak  at 
length  for  hours  on  some  perfectly  ex¬ 
traneous  subject.  This  wore  out  and 
discouraged  many  who  were  anxious  to 
take  part.  I  would  humbly  suggest — 
and  as  a  new  Member  I  do  so  humbly — 
that  we  would  make  more  progress  if 


we  were  to  accept  a  rule  of  germane - 
ness  so  that  up  to  a  given  hour,  say  5 
o’clock,  we  would  only  consider  and 
speak  upon  the  subject  before  the  House 
and  then  after  that  hour,  let  any  Sena¬ 
tor  speak  on  any  subject  about  which 
he  felt  a  concern,  whether  that  question 
be  sex  perverts  in  the  Government,  For¬ 
mosa,  Kamchatka,  or  Timbuctoo.  We 
would  get  infinitely  more  work  done  un¬ 
der  such  a  rule  and  yet  Senators  would 
still  have  the  right  of  free  and  unlim¬ 
ited  debate. 

Finally — and  I  say  this  with  timidity — 
I  have  come  to  suspect  that  those  who 
urge  the  superiority  of  selective  cuts 
to  the  meat-ax  method  of  general  cuts 
tend  to  lose  some  of  their  enthusiasm  for 
the  selective  method  when  it  is  actually 
employed.  The  suspicion  occurs  to  me 
also  that  possibly  one  reason  why  some 
Senators  prefer  the  method  of  general 
cuts  is  because  if  they  vote  for  specific 
cuts,  they  incur  the  wrath  of  special 
interest  groups  while  if  they  vote  for 
general  cuts,  they  get  popular  credit 
for  standing  for  economy  and  thus  com¬ 
pel  the  President  and  the  executive  de¬ 
partments  to  bear  the  popular  oppro¬ 
brium  of  making  the  specific  economies 
to  carry  out  the  broad  sweeping  and  in¬ 
definite  reductions  of  10  percent,  15 
percent,  or  20  percent,  for  which  the 
swingers  of  the  meat  ax  have  voted. 
If  I  am  uncharitable  in  these  surmises, 
I  hope  that  my  colleagues  and  the  pub¬ 
lic  will  pardon  me. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  list  of  the 
proposals  for  reductions  which  I  have 
proposed,  their  amounts,  and  references 
to  their  explanations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


Itemized  reductions  in  omnibus  appropriations  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  proposed  by  Senator  Douglas 


Department,  agency,  and  purpose  of  funds 


Legislative  branch:  New  Senate  Office  Bldg 
Department  of  State: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ 

Institute  of  Inter-Atnerican  Affairs: 

Expenses: 

Cash . _ . . . 

Contract  authorization _ _ 

Department  of  Commerce: 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration:  Salaries,  expenses  . 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board . 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce:  Salaries 

and  expenses . . 

Field  Office  Service . . . IIIIIIIIIIIIII” 

Patent  Office:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . . 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads:  Postwar  highways _ 

Weather  Bureau:  Salaries  and  expenses 
Department  of  Treasury: 

Office  of  Administrative  Services:  Salaries . 

Bureau  of  Accounts:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Bureau  of  Customs:  Salaries  and  expenses . 

Bureau  of  Narcotics:  Salaries  and  expenses.. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing:  Salaries  and"  ex" 

penses . . . . . 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation:  Salaries  and"  "ex-" 

penses...... _ _ 

Federal  Security  Agency,  Office  of  Education:  Salaries 

and  expenses . . . . . . . 

Public  Health  Service,  Hospital  Construction  Service: 

Salaries  and  expenses.. . . . . . . 

Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Union:  General  fund  appro¬ 
priation . . . . 

General  Counsel:  Salaries  and  expenses . . . 


Appropriation 
for  fiscal  year 
1950 

Amount  voted 
by  House 

Amount  in 
Senate  bill 

Budget  esti¬ 
mate 

Proposed  reduction 

For  reasons 
see  Congres¬ 
sional  Rec¬ 
ord,  p.  No.  — 

Below  Senate 
bill 

Below  budget 

None 

None 

$10, 000, 000 

$10, 000,  000 

$10, 000, 000 

$10, 000, 000 

10096 

$78, 152, 000 

$77,  300, 000 

78,  300, 000 

78,  731, 000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 431, 000 

<*) 

4, 751, 600 

5, 500, 000 

5, 000, 000 

6,  500, 000 

500, 000 

2, 000, 000 

10221 

None 

None 

7, 000, 000 

14, 000, 000 

2, 000, 000 

9, 000, 000 

10221 

94, 402,  000 

97, 000, 000 

99,  775,  000 

104,  250,  000 

2, 775, 000 

7, 250, 000 

10222 

3, 620,  500 

3,  400,  000 

4,  000,  000 

4, 323,  000 

600,  000 

923,  000 

10223 

4, 923,  500 

6, 000, 000 

5, 300,  000 

5, 620,  000 

300,  000 

620,  000 

10224 

2,  079,  500 

2,  050,  000 

2,  155,  000 

2, 155,  000 

105,  000 

105,  000 

10224 

10, 825, 000 

11,300,000 

11,  530,000 

-  11,760,000 

230,  000 

460,  000 

10224 

385,  000,  000 

405,  000,  000 

385,  000,  000 

426,  000,  000 

100,  000,  000 

141,  000,  000 

10225 

24, 179, 000 

24,  447, 000 

24,  897,  000 

26, 100, 000 

450,  000 

1,  653,  000 

10234 

1,150,  000 

1, 160,  000 

1,  207, 000 

1,  207,  000 

47, 000 

47,  000 

10298 

1,725,000 

1,  875, 000 

2, 029, 000 

2, 029, 000 

154, 000 

334,  000 

10299 

35, 150, 000 

36,  500, 000 

36,  806, 360 

36, 973, 000 

306, 360 

473, 300 

10299 

1,  610,  000 

1,  750, 000 

1, 908, 000 

1,  933,  000 

158, 000 

183, 000 

10299 

15, 660, 000 

15, 500, 000 

16, 835, 000 

16, 935,  000 

1, 335, 000 

1, 435, 000 

10300 

25,  775, 000 

26, 000,  000 

26,  700, 000 

27,  1(50,  000 

6, 700, 000 

7, 100, 000 

10323 

1, 900, 000 

1, 900, 000 

2, 023,  420 

2, 168, 600 

123,420 

268, 600 

11012 

1, 132,  257 

1, 357, 000 

2, 107, 000 

2, 807, 000 

750, 000 

1, 450, 000 

11013 

200, 000 

200, 000 

300, 000 

375, 000 

100,000 

175, 000 

11013 

455, 068 

511, 100 

535, 100 

567, 100 

24,000 

56. 000 

11014 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Department.,  agency,  and  purpose  of  funds 


Department  of  Agriculture: 

Bureau  of  Agriculture  Economics  (economy  investiga¬ 
tion) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Crop  and  livestock  estimate  and  data  on  farm  construc¬ 
tion. . . . . . . . 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Homo  Economics: 

Salaries  and  expenses _ _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Animal  Husbandry:  Salaries  and  expenses... 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry _ 

Bureau  of  Agriculture  and  Industrial  Chemistry . 

Forest  development:  Roads  and  trails . 

Flood  control . _ . . . 

Sugar  Act _ . . . . . . 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry:  Field  crops.. . . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine:  Insect 

and  plant  disease  control . . . . __ 

Forest  Service:  Protection  and  management _ 

Forest  Service:  Acquisition  of  land . . . 

Marketing  Service:  Newsservice . . . . 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  Operating  and 

administrative  expenses _ _ _ 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Administrative  ex¬ 
penses . . . . . . . . 

Farmers  Home  Administration:  Salaries  and  expenses.. 

Office  of  Solicitor  A. _ _ _ _ _ 

Department  of  Interior: 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  :  Management  of  land _ 

Construction _ _ 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs:  Welfare _ _ 

Bureau  of  Reclamation:  General  investigations.. . 

Construction . . . . . . 

Bureau  of  Reclamation:  General  administrative  ex¬ 
penses... . . . . 

National  Park  Service:  Maintenance  and  rehabilitation 

of  physical  facilities _ _ _ _ 

Construction _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service:  Investigation  of  resources _ 

Construction . . . . . . . . . . 

Executive  Office,  Bureau  of  Budget:  Salaries  and  expenses.. 
'Philippine  Alien  Property  Administration:  Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses.  . . . . . . . . . 

Civil  Service  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses . . 

General  Services  Administration: 

Advance,  planning  of  public  works,  contract  authority.. 

Operating  expenses . . . . 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  General  expenses. . 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission:  Salaries  and  expenses. 

Smithsonian  Institution:  Salaries  and  expenses _ 

Maritime  Commission:  Ship-construction  subsidies  (con¬ 
tract  authority) . . . . . . . 

Operating  differential  subsidies . . . . 

Rivers,  harbors,  and  flood  control  and  navigation  projects: 
Limitation  on  additional  technical  expenses . . . 

Rivers  and  harbors  projects _ _ _ ». . 


Flood  control  and  navigation  projects.. 
Flood  control: 

Mississippi  River . 


Sacramento  River. 


Appropriation 
for  fiscal  year 
1950 

Amount  voted 
by  House 

Amount  in 
Senate  bill 

Budget  esti¬ 
mate 

Proposed  reduction 

For  reasons 
see  Coxores- 

SIOXAL  REC- 

Below  budget 

bill 

ORD,.p.  No.  — 

$2, 621, 000 

$2, 600, 000 

$2, 720, 000 

$2, 915,  600 

$120,000 

$315. COO 

10534 

2,  SI  7, 900 

2,  725, 000 

2. 904, 000 

3, 378, 000 

179, 000 

653,  COO 

10534 

1,  749,  200 

1,500,000 

1,  763, 200 

2,  217,  200 

263,  200 

717.  200 

10536 

2,  248,  200 

2, 250, 000 

2,319,000 

2,  519,  700 

69,  000 

269, 700 

]  0536 

1,613,  300 

1,  600,  000 

1,  735,  000 

1, 899, 300 

135, 000 

299,  300 

10538 

3,  395,  625 

7,  750,  000 

8,  500,  000 

8,  SIS,  800 

750,  000 

1,068,  £00 

10.539 

10, 348,  000 

10,  348,  000 

12, 000, 000 

.  12,465,000 

6,  COO.  000 

6,  4 '’5.  COO 

10541 

9, 500,  000 

10,  750,  000 

9,  880,  ono 

11,700,000 

1,090,000 

2, 820, 000 

10." 1 1 

60,000,000 

60,  000,  COO 

63,  750,  COO 

67, 500,  000 

3,  750,  COO 

7, 560,  C60 

10542 

3, 446,  800 

3,  400,  000 

3,  475,  000 

3,  638,  300 

75,  COO 

238, 300 

10539 

4, 651, 000 

4, 185, 900 

4,651,000 

4,  752,  000 

465, 100 

see,  mo 

(i) 

26,  SCO,  000 

26,  890, 000 

29,  320,  300 

30,  270,  500 

2, 430,  SCO 

3  .iso  yn 

0) 

401,  000 

100,  000 

401,  000 

700,  000 

301,000 

600,  000 

0 

1, 900,  000 

2, 050,  000 

2, 187,  000 

2,  274,  300 

137,  000 

224,  300 

0 

6, 054,  000 

6, 854, 000 

7,  204,  060 

7,  450,  000 

350,  000 

£05, 0C0 

(0 

15,  000,  000 

16,  000,  000 

•  16, 350, 000 

10,  750,  000 

350,  000 

750, 000 

0 

26, 149,  000 

27,  700,  COO 

29,  000,  000 

30,  000,  000 

1, 300, 000 

2, 309. 000 

1 10547 

2, 364,  000 

2,  450,  000 

2,  675,  GCO 

3,  070,  000 

225,  0C0 

620, 000 

10549 

6,  215,200 

6, 756, 800 

7,127.  810 

8,  650,  000 

371,010 

1, 893, 200 

10665 

2  200, 000 

600, 000 

800, 000 

*  1,600,000 

200, 000 

*  200,  000 

10666 

32,  535,  906 

37,929,000 

40, 252, 328 

40,  48-3,  975 

2,323,328 

2.  554,  975 

10667 

4,950,000 

5,150,000 

6,  500, 000 

7,  800,  000 

2, 150, 000 

3.  500, 000 

10732ff. 

•  333, 961, 638 

297, 467, 000 

*  294,  713, 000 

325, 966,  500 

90,  713,000 

121,  966,  500 

10737S. 

4, 300, 000 

7, 000,  COO 

7, 400,  000 

7,  800,  000 

400,  000 

800,  COO 

11008 

6, 990.  262 

7,  250.  COO 

7, 448, 100 

7,470,000 

198,100 

220, 000 

11009 

14, 595, 813 

20,  542,  000 

19,  667,  000 

22,  767,  000 

4, 637, 000 

7,767,  000 

11009 

3, 324,  200 

3,  900,  000 

4, 125,000 

3, 900,  000 

800, 000 

575,  000 

11009 

1,  797,  100 

2,  401,  000 

2,423,450 

2, 376,  000 

623, 450 

576,  000 

11010 

3, 300,  000 

3,  386, 000 

3, 412, 000 

3,  486,  000 

20,000 

ICO,  000 

11159 

250,  000 

160, 000 

215, 000 

215,  000 

55,  000 

55, 000 

11159 

16,  000, 000 

15,  201,  913 

15, 761, 913 

16, 560,  000 

500,  000 

1, 298, 087 

11159 

17,  000,  000 

32, 000, 000 

27, 000, 000 

40,  000,  000 

10,  000,  000 

23,  000, 000 

11159 

76,  500, 000 

82,  725,  000 

84,  725,  000 

6,  225, 000 
113,  000 

8,  225, 600 
113,  000 

11159 

11159 

9,  600,  000 

9,  889,  600 

10,  002,  600 

lo;  002^  600 

6,  750,  000 

6, 130,  000 

6,  330,  000 

6,  425,  000 

200,  000 

295,  000 

11159 

2,  300,  000 

2,  606,  490 

2,  770,  000 

2,  770,  000 

163,  510 

163,  5i0 

11159 

(«) 

„  0 

•  26, 450, 000 

1,450,000 

64,875,000 
» 30, 108, 000 

1, 600, 000 

0 

93, 380,  000 

0 

41, 100,  000 

3,  658, 000 

960,000 

*41,000,000 
11,  721,  000 

0 

11160 

11159 

11360 

11336-11337 

11359-11360 

0 

197, 985, 690 

185, 878, 000 

341, 055, 000 

221,  244,  500 

240, 714, 000 

130,  495, 000 

149, 964, 000 

11363-11366 

11336-11337 

366, 406, 400 

436, 933, 000 

478, 447, 000 

263, 483, 000 

304, 997, 000 

11359-11360 

11383-11366 

67,000, 000 

65, 000, 000 

66, 778, 000 

72, 000, 000 

40, 078, 000 

45,300,000 

11336-11337 

11359-11360 

11363-11366 

11333-11337 

3,  COO,  000 

2, 700, 000 

2, 524, 500 

2, 805, 000 

1,514,500 

1,  795, 000 

11359-11360 

11363-11366 

•  Motion  for  reconsideration  pending. 

>  Contract  authorization. 

•  Plus  $300,000  in  contract  authorizations. 

•  Plus  $8,339,700  in  contract  authorizations. 

•  Plus  $3,000,000  in  contract  authorizations. 

•  Extended  contract  authority. 

>  No  comparable  figure. 

•  Approximate — no  comparable  figure.  — 

•  Plus  $55,209,000  in  reappropriations. 

On  other  proposals  for  limitations,  amounts  cannot  be  computed.  Total  number  of  items,  68;  total  amount  of  proposed  reductions  below  Senate  committee  recommendations, 
$746,571,478.  Total  amount  of  proposed  reductions  below  budget  estimates,  $943,426,972. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Now,  Mr.  President, 
I  am  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  knives 
are  dangerous.  But,  with  a  deficit  of 
$5,000,000,000  facing  us  even  before  the 
Korean  situation,  a  major  surgical  op¬ 
eration  was  even  then  in  order.  With 
the  present  international  crisis,  which  is 
not  a  possibility  but  actually  upon  us, 
such  an  operation  is  already  well  under 
way  and,  while  increasing  taxes  are 
needed,  we  simply  must  cut  civilian  ex¬ 
penses  as  well.  For  we  are  confronted 
with  needs  far  greater  than  combatting 
inflation.  Manpower  and  resources  are 
needed  for  our  very  security,  and  if  we 


precommit  ourselves  to  huge  expendi¬ 
tures  for  nonessential  items,  what  hap¬ 
pens  when  we  find  we  should  have  been 
using  these  resources  to  protect  our  own 
safety? 

MAY  HAVE  TO  RESORT  TO  A  MEAT  AX 

For  this  reason,  since  I  have  not  had 
what  would  be  called  marked  success  in 
my  attempts  to  use  a  surgeons’  knife,  I 
shall  probably  be  forced  to  resort  to  the 
good  old  meat  ax. 

In  my  office  this  morning  I  looked  at 
a  surgeons’  scalpel  and  at  a  meat  ax,  and 
I  debated  for  some  time  whether  I 
should  bring  those  two  instruments  to 


the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  decided  that 
it  would  be  somewhat  undignified  to  do 
so.  Therefore,  following  the  example  of 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ty- 
dings]  I  will  say  that  I  have  them  here  in 
a  suitcase.  If  anyone  wishes  to  look  at 
them,  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  show  them, 
and  admission  will  be  by  ticket  only. 

The  use  of  the  surgeon’s  knife  requires 
great  care  and  I  can  certainly  vouch  for 
its  being  difficult  and  time  consuming. 
The  meat  ax  is  easy.  Just  raise  it  above 
your  head  and  come  down  on  the  bu¬ 
reaus  with  .  a  resounding  whack.  But 
before  doing  this — being  reluctantly 
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pushed  into  wielding  an  unscientific 
meat  ax — 

A  “sharp  meat  ax  wielded  with  care’’ 

I  intend  to  try  one  more  approach; 
namely,  a  very  sharp  meat  ax  wielded 
with  care. 

I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  for 
myself  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Kem]  and  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams!  which  I  shall  call 
“The  sharp  meat  ax  wielded  with  care.” 
It  is  a  substitute  for  the  committee 
amendment  striking  out  the  Thomas- 
Taber  features  of  the  House  bill. 

Section  1001  of  this  amendment  reads: 

Reductions  in  appropriations  contained  in 
this  act  are  hereby  made  in  the  sum  of  $1,- 
000,000,000.  Such  reductions  shall  he  made 
in  the  following  manner: 

I  may  say  that  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  pro¬ 
poses  a  reduction  of  $800,000,000  across 
the  board.  Our  amendment  proposes  a 
reduction  of  $1,000,000,000,  and  orders 
those  reductions  to  be  made  in  selected 
areas. 

This  I  quote  from  the  first  part  of  this 
amendment: 

(a)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
supplies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  for  Federal  aid  postwar  highways, 
shall  be  reduced  by  $500,000,000 :_  Provided, 
That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  empowered  to  make  such  reduc¬ 
tions  among  the  departments  and  agencies 
In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the  most 
efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and 
resources  consistent  with  prevailing  needs 
for  an  adequate  national  defense  and  a  sound 
national  economy. 

FIVE- HUNDRED- MILLION -DOLLAR  REDUCTION  IN 
CONSTRUCTION  ITEMS 

Thus,  the  one-half  of  the  reduction 
would  be  made  on  civilian  construction. 
Most  of  it,  of  course,  would  have  to  be 
taken  from  rivers,  harbors,  navigation, 
flood  control,  reclamation  projects,  and 
highways,  but  not  necessarily  all  of  it. 
Throughout  the  bill  we  find  a  great  many 
construction  items  which  could  be  re¬ 
duced.  Furthermore,  part  of  these  re¬ 
ductions  would  be  made  from  supplies 
and  materials,  most  of  which  go  for  con¬ 
struction,  but  by  no  means  all  of  it. 

Paragraph  (a)  therefore  specifically 
gives  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  the 
power  to  make  these  cuts,  but  it  also 
specifies  the  areas  whom  which  reduc¬ 
tions  are  to  be  made.  Paragraph  (a) 
also  charges  the  Budget  Bureau  with  the 
responsibility  to  see  that  these  cuts  are 
made  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for 
the  most  efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s 
manpower  and  resources  consistent  with 
prevailing  needs  for  an  adequate  national 
defense  and  a  sound  national  economy. 

The  total  amounts  budgeted  lor  con¬ 
struction — and  on  this  point  Members  of 
the  Senate  should  consult  page  13  of 
Summary  of  Obligations  by  Objects,  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget — for 
nonexempt  items,  the  exemptions  being 
listed  in  section  1002  of  my  amendment, 
is  about  $1,040,000,000. 


Total  budgeted  amounts  for  supplies 
and  materials  which  are  nonexempt  in 
my  amendment  is  about  $820,000,000. 
The  total  amount  in  the  bill  for  Federal 
aid  postwar  highways  will  be  between 
$405,000,000  and  $385,000,000  depending 
on  the  final  figure  adopted  in  conference. 
This  makes  a  total  of  about  $2,225,000,- 
000  from  which  the  $500,000,000  reduc¬ 
tion  provided  for  in  paragraph  (a)  would 
be  drawn.  This  is  a  22-percent  reduc¬ 
tion  below  the  budget  although  since 
some  reductions  have  already  been  made 
in  the  bill  before  us,  the  actual  cut  would 
amount  to  about  25  percent  in  this  area. 

FIVE- HUNDRED -MILLION -DOLLAR  REDUCTION  IN 
ADMINISTRATIVE  EXENSE 

The  rest  of  the  billion-dollar  reduction 
or  the  other  five  hundred  million  is  made 
in  pragraph  (b),  which  reads: 

(b)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
personal  services,  travel,  transportation  of 
things,  communications  services,  rents  and 
utilities,  printing  and  reproduction,  other 
contractual  services,  and  equipment  shall  be 
reduced  by  $500,000,000  which  reduction  shall 
be  made  among  the  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  a  pro-rata  basis:  Provided,  That 
reductions  in  personnel  shall,  where  practi¬ 
cable,  be  made  by  eliminating  a  total  of  5 
percent  of  the  personnel  provided  for  in  the 
President’s  budget  and  the  filling  of  a  total 
of  not  more  than  one-half  of  all  vacancies 
which  occur  by  reason  of  death,  resignation, 
or  otherwise:  Provided  further,  That  the  re¬ 
ductions  provided  for  in  this  subsection 
among  the  departments  shall  be  made  on  a 
department-wide  basis  and  the  secretaries 
of  the  departments  are  empowered  by  means 
of  transfer  and  adjustments,  to  keep  the 
agencies  within  their  respective  depart¬ 
ments  at  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  is  empowered,  by  means  of  trans¬ 
fers  and  adjustments  to  administer  the  re¬ 
ductions  provided  for  in  this  subsection 
among  the  nondepartmental  and  independ¬ 
ent  agencies  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide 
for  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  that  hereafter,  the  amount  of  annual 
leave  for  Government  employees,  including 
employees  of  the  Postal  Service,  shall  be  at 
the  rate  of  20  days  per  year  and  the  amount 
of  sick  leave  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  12  days 
per  year  for  classified  and  wage-board  em¬ 
ployees  (except  that  no  annual  leave  nor 
sick  leave  shall  be  granted  to  any  Govern¬ 
ment  employee  who  has  not  been  in  con¬ 
tinuous  Government  service  for  at  least  1 
calendar  year) . 

This  paragraph  apportions  a  $500,000,- 
000  reduction  among  the  departments 
and  agencies  on  a  pro-rata  basis.  But  it 
specifies  the  areas  where  the  reductions 
are  to  be  made  so  that  Congress  would 
not  be  completely  abdicating  the  power 
of  appropriations. 

Paragraph  (b)  would  empower  the 
secretaries  of  the  various  departments, 
however,  to  maintain  a  maximum  of  ef¬ 
ficiency  by  means  of  transfers  and  ad¬ 
justments  between  the  various  bureaus 
within  the  respective  departments.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  would  have  this 
power  with  respect  to  the  nondepart¬ 
mental  and  independent  agencies,  some 
of  which  may  be  too  small  to  completely 
absorb  these  cuts  by  themselves  while 
others  can  absorb  more  than  their  pro¬ 
rated  share. 


The  total  amounts  budgeted  for  those 
items  in  the  nonexempt  agencies  in  the 
categories  from  which  reductions  would 
be  made  are  approximately  as  follows: 


Personnel  _ $3,  560,  000,  000 

Travel _  138,  000,  000 

Transportation  of  things —  42,  000,  000 

Communications  _ 35,  000,  000 

Rent  and  utility  services _  103,  000,  000 

Printing  and  reproductions.  28,  000,  000 

Other  contractual  services _  347,  000,  000 

Equipment _  293,  000,  000 


Total _  4,  551,  000,  000 


Thus,  the  $500,000,000  reduction  would 
amount  to  a  cut  of  about  11  percent  of 
the  total  amounts  budgeted  for  these 
purposes.  However,  since  the  amounts 
provided  for  in  the  bill  before  us  are 
somewhat  less  than  the  budgeted 
amounts  the  actual  reduction  would  be 
closer  to  12  or  12%  percent. 

PERSONNEL  REDUCTIONS 

Reductions  in  personnel  are  to  be  made 
by  eliminating  5  percent  and  then  filling 
only  one-half  the  vacancies  to  accom¬ 
plish  further  reductions. 

This  amendment  differs  very  sharply 
from  the  Thomas-Taber  and  the  Jensen 
amendments,  because  the  combination  of 
the  Thomas-Taber  and  Jensen  amend¬ 
ments  in  the  House  provided  for  filling 
only  one-tenth  of  the  vacancies,  with  a 
cut  of  10  percent  superimposed  upon  this. 
This  would  mean  a  reduction  in  person¬ 
nel  of  over  30  percent  by  the  end  of  the 
year  and  an  average  cut  for  the  year  of 
over  20  percent.  My  proposal  is  for  a 
cut  of  5  percent,  and  then  for  filling  only 
one-half  of  the  vacancies. 

I  may  say  that  my  initial  estimate  of  a 
cut  of  5  percent  is  built  up  from  two 
items,  first,  eliminating  the  2  percent  of 
Government  employees  who  are  the  most 
inefficient;  then,  if  we  cut  the  leave  of 
classified  and  wage-board  employees 
from  26  working  days  to  20,  or  a  cut  of 
from  five  and  a  half  calendar  weeks  to 
four  calendar  weeks,  and  reduce  sick 
leave  from  3  weeks  to  2%  weeks,  we  effect 
a  saving  of  around  3  percent  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  governmental  employees.  So  that 
by  dismissing  the  most  inefficient  2  per¬ 
cent,  and  reducing  Government  leave, 
which  will  save  3  percent,  we  can  effect 
a  personnel  reduction  of  5  percent,  and, 
in  addition  to  that,  fill  only  half  the 
vacancies  which  occur. 

With  increasing  needs  for  manpower 
in  the  Defense  Establishment  and  war 
production,  I  cannot  believe  this  would 
work  any  great  hardship  on  the  workers 
themselves.  The  displaced  workers 
would  be  able  to  find  jobs  elsewhere. 
They  would  be  transferred  from  the  de¬ 
partments  which  are  overstaffed  into 
agencies  of  the  national  defense  or  into 
private  jobs  which  will  be  understaffed. 
The  net  result  would  be  a  transfer  from 
places  where  the  employees  are  less  effi¬ 
cient  into  places  where  they  are  more 
efficient. 

This  is  especially  true  since  only  5  per¬ 
cent  are  to  be  subject  to  a  reduction  in 
force  while  other  personnel  reductions 
would  be  made  by  filling  only  one-half  of 
the  vacancies  which  occur  because  of 
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death,  resignation,  or  otherwise.  Per¬ 
sonnel  turn- over  is  about  26  percent  so 
that  filling  one-half  of  the  vacancies 
which  occur  during  1  year  would  amount 
to  about  7  percent. 

When  this  is  combined  with  the  5  per¬ 
cent  eliminated  by  a  reduction  in  force 
we  would  have  a  total  over-all  reduction 
for  the  first  year  of  12  percent.  The 
paragraph  contains  the  qualifications 
“insofar  as  practicable”  to  allow  for  ex¬ 
ceptional  cases  where  turn-over  is  at  an 
unusually  high  rate  or  where  the  pro¬ 
vision  would  work  a  hardship  on 
agencies  in  keeping  staffed  with  key  per¬ 
sonnel.  Meanwhile,  personnel  generally 
is  only  one  of  several  categories  where 
reductions  would  be  made.  It  may  be 
that  some  agencies  would  prefer  to  make 
greater  cuts  in  travel  or  other  categories 
and  less  in  personnel.  This  flexibility 
would  operate  with  respect  to  all  the 
areas  selected  for  reductions  since  the 
location  of  soft  spots  may  vary  from 
agency  to  agency. 

REDUCE  AND  EQUALIZE  ANNUAL  AND  SICK  LEAVE 

While  reductions  in  personnel  would 
ordinarily  be  made  to  the  extent  of  12 
percent,  actual  manpower  would  be  re¬ 
duced  only  about  10  percent.  This  is 
true  because  reducing  the  annual  and 
sick  leave  of  classified  and  wage-board 
employees  to  20  days  would  mean  that 
each  employee  so  reduced  would  put  in 
about  3  percent  more  actual  working 
time.  Since  postal  workers’  leave  would 
be  increased,  however,  the  net  gain  in 
actual  hours  worked  per  employee  would 
be  only  about  2  percent,  which  can  be 
subtracted  from  the  cut  of  12  percent  to 
make  a  net  manpower  reduction  in  the 
civilian  agencies  of  10  percent.  Further¬ 
more,  the  leave  provision  would  apply  to 
all  Government  employees,  whether  they 
work  for  agencies  in  the  exempt  or  non¬ 
exempt  categories.  This  would  increase 
the  manpower  in  the  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  and  other  agencies  which  are  doing 
work  vital  to  national  defense. 

I  have  previously  presented  the  case 
for  setting  annual  leave  at  20  days,  and 
I  will  not  burden  the  Senate  with  further 
arguments  on  this  point.  I  will  simply 
say  that  20  working  days,  or  1  month 
with  week  ends,  is  long  enough  for  a 
vacation,  and  is  still  very  liberal  in  com¬ 
parison  with  that  given  by  private  em¬ 
ployers.  This  would  still  be  better  than 
the  leave  given  by  994yioo  percent  of  pri¬ 
vate  employers.  The  present  26  days  of 
leave  is  excessive,  because  that  number 
of  days,  on  a  basis  of  a  5-day  week,  is 
5  Vs  weeks.  When  there  are  added  15 
days  of  sick  leave,  which  makes  41  days, 
and  8  holidays,  making  49  days,  plus  the 
other  days  of  leave  on  the  occasions  of 
visits  of  Brazilian  and  other  Presidents 
and  when  the  weather  is  hot,  the  total 
leave  given  to  Government  workers  is 
much  larger  than  appears  on  its  face. 
It  is  unjustified  at  any  time,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  in  the  period  which  is  close  to  a 
national  emergency. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  merely  wish  to  ask 
a  question.  I  did  not  hear  the  beginning 
of  the  Senator’s  address.  Is  the  pro¬ 


posal  the  Senator  is  now  speaking  of  a 
general  over-all  cut  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  furnish  the  Senator  a  copy  of  my 
address 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  have 
it.  Does  the  distinguished  Senator  set 
out  item  by  item  what  he  intends  to  cut? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  all  the  chapters? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh,  no;  it  is  a  gen¬ 
eral  cut,  but  it  is  to  be  applied  to  spe¬ 
cific  areas.  In  brief,  it  calls  for  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $500,000,000  on  construction,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  materials,  and  $500,000,000  on 
transportation,  personal  services,  com¬ 
munications,  and  so  forth.  The  cuts  are 
divided  in  that  manner.  The  total  cut 
is  $1,000,000,000,  or  approximately  $200,- 
000,000  greater  than  that  provided  in  the 
so-called  Bridges-Byrd  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  want  to  be¬ 
labor  this  matter.  I  am  trying  to  get 
the  picture.  Would  the  proposed  cut 
apply  to  all  construction  projects 
throughout  all  the  chapters  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WTIERRY.  And  the  same  is  true 
with  respect  to  transportation? 

.  Mf.  DOUGLAS.  Personnel  and  trans¬ 
portation  and  other  areas.  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  be  given  a  copy  of  my  ad- 
dress. 

Mn  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  lor  one  more  question,  please? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  cut  to  be  made 
by  the  department  heads,  or  does  the 
Senator  in  his  amendment  provide  for 
the  cuts? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Within  the  depart¬ 
ments  the  personnel  and  other  cuts  are 
to  be  made  by  the  departments.  For 
the  nondepartmental  and  independent 
agencies  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  will 
make  the  apportionment  of  the  person¬ 
nel  and  other  cuts.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  wilt  make  the  cuts  for  construc¬ 
tion  materials  and  supplies.  But  there 
are  certain  standards  which  we  lay  down 
which  will  direct  them  in  doing  this, 
namely,  on  the  personnel  item  a  5  per¬ 
cent  cut  in  the  number  of  persons  aided 
by  a  reduction  in  annual  leave  and  then 
filling  only  one-half  of  the  vacancies 
which  occur. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  another  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the.  head  of  the 
department  be  the  one  who  can  use  his 
best  judgment  as  to  where  the  cut  is  to 
be  applied? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  On  everything  except 
construction. 

Mr.  WPIERRY.  That  is  what  I  want 
to  know.  Does  the  Senator  provide  for 
the  cut  on  construction  by  items  then, 
or  does  the  department  head  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  chapter  of  the  bill  make 
the  cuts? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  makes  the  construction  cut  of 
$500,000,000.  The  Bureau  is  directed  to 
cut  materials,  construction  and  supplies 
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for  the  nondefense  and  the  nonexempt 
agencies  $500,000,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  So  the  Senator’s 
amendment  applies  only  to  appropria¬ 
tions  for  construction  outside  of  military 
needs? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Oh,  yes.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  the  list  of  exemptions  is 
very  similar  to  that  provided  for  in  the 
so-called  Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions  which  I  shall  men¬ 
tion  later. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  As  I  understand,  the 
Senator’s  amendment  provides  for  a  cut 
of  $500,000,000  in  construction,  and  so 
forth,  and  a  cut  of  $500,000,000  on  trans¬ 
portation  and  personal  services  and  so 
forth. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  So  the  amendment 
provides  for  a  total  cut  of  $1,000,000,000? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  my  genial 
friend  from  Nebraska  for  his  inquiries. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said  the  present  26 
days  of  leave  is  excessive,  because  it  is 
not  measured  by  calendar  days  but  by 
work  days.  It  amounts  therefore  to  5  Vs 
weeks.  It  should  be  lowered  in  normal 
times,  but  our  manpower  needs  to  main¬ 
tain  adequate  defense  make  it  espe¬ 
cially  imperative  that  we  make  this 
change  immediately. 

The  leave  provision  also  increases  the 
postal  workers  from  15  to  20  days.  In 
the  future,  the  national  manpower  sit¬ 
uation  will  force  postal  workers  to  work 
harder  and  I  believe  it  worth  while  to 
give  them  a  month’s  vacation.  Leave 
provisions  should  be  equalized  anyway 
within  the  Government  service. 

CONGRESS  WOULD  DECIDE  WHERE  TO  CUT  WHILE 
ALLOWING  ADMINISTRATIVE  FLEXIBILITY 

The  reduction  provided  by  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  my  amendment 
are  made  while  providing  two  safe¬ 
guards.  First.  The  areas  where  the  re- 
reduetions  are  to  be  made  are  deter¬ 
mined  by  Congress.  Thus  Congress  de¬ 
termines  where  the  reductions  are  to  be 
made.  It  does  not  merely  turn  the 
problem  over  to  the  administrative 
agencies.  Second.  Flexibility  to  allow 
efficient  administration  is  allowed.  I  do 
not  assert  that  this  is  any  final  answer. 
Reducing  expenditures  should  be  car¬ 
ried  out  selectively  item  by  item. 

That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  do 
without  much  success,  but  to  the  best 
of  my  ability,  during  the  past  two  weary 
weeks.  But  I  assert  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  preferable  to  an  across- the- 
bodrd  percentage  cut,  and  that,  if  it  is  a 
meat  ax,  it  is  a  sharp  meat  ax  wielded 
with  care. 

EXEMPTIONS 

The  exemptions  provided  are  the  ob¬ 
vious  ones.  They  are  similar  to  those 
provided  for  in  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  with  a  few  important  exceptions. 
Foreign  aid,  which  is,  in  my  judgment, 
a  defense  expenditure,  is  exempt.  The 
Post  Office  is  only  exempt  in  its  expend¬ 
itures  for  railroad  transportation  of  the 
mail.  The  Post  Office  is  included  ex- 
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cept  for  railway  mail  transportation.  I 
shall,  however,  if  others  of  my  colleagues 
do  not  do  so,  offer  a  specific  amendment 
on  the  question  of  railway  mail  trans¬ 
portation  costs. 

I  would  also  exempt  subsidies  where 
the  amounts  paid  are  set  by  law.  This 
will  prevent  agencies  from  making  their 
reductions  in  subsidies  and  then  coming 
back  for  deficiency  appropriations.  I 
would  also  exempt  the  Coast  Guard, 
which  is  now  an  agency  of  war  and  na¬ 
tional  defense,  and  not  merely  an  agency 
of  domestic  administration. 

I  have  made  no  provisions  for  reduc¬ 
ing  loans.  I  am  afraid  that  under  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  a  department 
might  make  its  total  10  percent  reduc¬ 
tion  by  holding  up  2  or  3  large  loans 
such  as  those  given  by  REA  or  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration.  If  this  were 
done,  no  waste  would  be  eliminated  at 
all. 

I  would,  however,  urge  that  all  loans 
be  scrutinized  very  carefully  and  that 
only  those  which  will  be  in  the  national 
interest  be  given. 

The  Thomas-Taber  and  Jensen 
amendments  have  been  thoroughly  dis¬ 
cussed  and  I  will  not  burden  the  Senate 
with  further  talk  about  them.  They  are 
both  too  inflexible  and  they  would  be 
administratively  difficult. 

In  appealing  to  the  Senate  favorably 
to  consider  my  amendment,  I  ask  that 
Senators  read  the  amendment.  I  have 
additional  copies  at  my  desk.  I  shall  also 
be  happy  to  talk  to  anyone  who  desires 
more  information  and  will  welcome  all 
who  care  to  join  me  in  sponsoring  it. 
Any  Senator  who  wants  to  add  his  name 
to  the  amendment  will  be  welcome. 

In  closing  I  will  simply  say  that  I  have 
spent  a  great  deal  of  time  studying  these 
appropriations,  and  while  the  surgeon’s 
knife  approach  of  carefully  cutting  indi¬ 
vidual  items  is  best,  I  believe  this  amend¬ 
ment,  which  is  a  sharp  meat  ax  wielded 
with  care  is  preferable  to  a  blunt  meat 
ax  of  an  across-the-board  percentage 
cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  amendment  offered  by  my¬ 
self,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
KemI,  and  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Williams]  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  ordered  printed  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  on  pages  444,  445,  and  446  by  the 
committee  amendment,  insert  the  following: 

"CHAPTER  X-A - GENERAL  REDUCTION  IN 

APPROPRIATIONS 

"Sec.  1001.  Reductions  in  appropriations 
contained  in  this  act  are  hereby  made  in  the 
sum  of  $1,000,000,000.  Such  reductions 
shall  be  made  in  the  following  manner: 

“(a)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
supplies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  for  Federal  aid  postwar  highways 
shall  be  reduced  by  $500,000,000:  Provided, 
That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budg¬ 
et  is  empowered  to  make  such  reductions 
among  the  departments  and  agencies  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the  most  efficient 
use  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and  resources 
consistent  with  prevailing  needs  for  an  ade¬ 
quate  national  defense  and  a  sound  national 
economy. 

"(b)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
personal  services,  travel,  transportation  of 


things,  communications  services,  rents  and 
utilities,  printing  and  reproduction,  other 
contractual  services,  and  equipment  shall 
be  reduced  by  $500,000,000  which  reduction 
shall  be  made  among  the  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  on  a  pro  rata  basis:  Provided, 
That  reductions  in  personnel  shall,  where 
practicable,  be  made  by  eliminating  a  total 
of  5  percent  of  the  personnel  provided  for 
in  the  President’s  budget  and  the  filling  of  a 
total  of  not  more  than  one-half  of  all  vacan¬ 
cies  which  occur  by  reason  of  death,  resigna¬ 
tion,  or  otherwise:  Provided  further,  That 
the  reductions  provided  for  in  this  subsec¬ 
tion  among  the  departments  shall  be  made 
on  a  department-wide  basis  and  the  secre¬ 
taries  of  the  departments  are  empowered, 
by  means  of  transfers  and  adjustments,  to 
keep  the  agencies  within  their  respective  de¬ 
partments  at  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  is  empowered,  by  means 
of  transfers  and  adjustments  to  administer 
the  reductions  provided  for  in  this  subsec¬ 
tion  among  the  nondepartmental  and  inde¬ 
pendent  agencies  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
provide  for  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  hereafter,  the  amount  of 
annual  leave  for  Government  employees,  in¬ 
cluding  employees  of  the  postal  service,  shall 
be  at  the  rate  of  20  days  per  year  and  the 
amount  of  sick  leave  shall  be  at  the  rate  of 
12  days  per  year  for  classified  and  wage- 
board  employees  (except  that  no  annual 
leave  nor  sick  leave  shall  be  granted  to  any 
Government  employee  who  has  not  been  in 
continuous  Government  service  for  at  least 
one  calendar  year) . 

"Sec.  1002.  The  reductions  provided  for  in 
this  chapter  shall  not  apply  to  the  following 
(except  that  the  annual-  and  sick-leave  pro- 
visios  shall  apply  to  all  classified  and  wage- 
board  employees  and  postal  workers). 

“(a)  Chapter  X,  chapter  X-B  and  the 
amount  appropriated  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials 
Stockpiling  Act  of  July  23,  1946; 

"(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter 
VIII  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  headlines  "Compensation  of  the 
President,"  "The  White  House  Office," 
"Emergency  Fund  for  the  President,"  and 
"Executive  Mansion  and  Grounds.” 

“(c)  Appropriations  for  the  atomic-energy 
program; 

“(d)  Trust  funds; 

“(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations 
excluding  those  made  available  in  this  act 
(1)  for  administrative  expenses  and  (2)  by 
appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury; 

“(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the 
Veterans’  Administration)  for  furnishing 
medical  and  hospital  services  and  domiciliary 
care,  excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses 
not  directly  connected  with  the  operation 
of  a  specific  hospital,  dispensary,  or  clinic, 
and  (2)  expenses  for  employee  health  service 
programs; 

“(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for 
payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior 
appropriations  or  authorizations,  and  obli¬ 
gated  balances  of  reappropriations; 

"(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by, 
receipts; 

“(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  law-enforcement  agencies, 
including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturaliration  Services,  and  the  Secret  Serv¬ 
ice;  or  fc/r  the  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  such  other 
officers  and  employees  of  other  agencies 
whose  duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelli¬ 
gence  operations  (including  funds  trans¬ 
ferred  pursuant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act  of 
June  20,  1949;  63  Stat.  211),  or  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or 
detention  of  persons  suspected  or  convicted 
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of  offenses  against  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
United  States; 

"(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program 
of  the  Veterans’  Administration,  excluding 
(1)  administrative  expenses  not  directly  con¬ 
nected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hos¬ 
pital,  dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and  (2) 
expenses  for  employee  health  service  pro¬ 
grams; 

“(k)  Grants  (other  than  those  for  Federal- 
aid  postwar  highways),  subsidies,  and  con¬ 
tributions  where  amounts  are  determined 
by  laws; 

“(1)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment 
of  or  contributions  toward  pensions,  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  annuities  and  benefits, 
employee’s  death  or  injury  benefits,  or  other 
items  of  a  similar  nature; 

"(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards, 
and  indemnities. 

“(n)  Appropriations  for  the  Coast  Guard, 
and 

“(o)  The  amount  appropriated  to  the  Post 
Office  Department  for  railroad  transporta¬ 
tion  of  the  mail.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  insert  in  lieu  of  the  matter 
stricken  by  the  committee  amendment 
on  pages  444,  445,  and  446,  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk, 
which  I  now  ask  to  have  read  and  made 
the  order  of  business. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry  first,  please. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  required  to  have  the  amendment 
made  the  pending  business  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  amendment  runs  into  an¬ 
other  chapter? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes;  it 
would  be  out  of  order  to  consider  the 
amendment  in  its  present  form,  because 
it  relates  both  to  the  chapter  which  we 
are  just  finishing  and  the  following 
chapter,  which  has  not  been  stated  and 
is  not  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes.  I  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  amendment  being  printed 
and  to  have  it  lie  on  the  table  to  be  of¬ 
fered  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  proper  time  will 
come  in  just  about  a  fraction  of  a  second. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  make  the  point  of 
order,  Mr.  President,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  would  not  be  in  order  as  a 
portion  of  it  relates  to  the  next  chap¬ 
ter,  which  is  not  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  associate 
myself  with  what  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  stated  about  the  necessity  of 
reducing  the  nonmilitary  expenses  of 
the  Government.  I  have  voted  for  most, 
if  not  all,  of  the  selective  amendments 
proposed  by  him.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  performed  a 
fine  public  service  in  his  effort  to  make 
a  selective  reduction  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  I  think  he  has  some  qualms 
about  the  results  to  some  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  of  what  he  has  done,  but  I  wish 
to  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  the  way  in 
which'  he  has  used  the  scalpel  has  been 
so  skillful  that  it  has  left  no  scars.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  that. 
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So  I  hope  he  will  continue  his  efforts. 
I  believe  that  time  will  show  the  great 
necessity  for  the  Congress  to  do  what  the 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  is  seeking 
to  have  done. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor;  and  in  order  that  the  Senator 
may  propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry, 
I  have  to  yield  first. 

Mr.  President,  no  chapter  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  is  now  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  at  this  time,  I  believe.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  Senate  pass  over  chapter 
X-A  and  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  chapter  X-B. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  now  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  for  a  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  let  me  inquire 
why  the  Senator  wishes  to  pass  over 
chapter  X-A,  which  logically  would  come 
before  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  merely  asking 
that  it  be  passed  over  temporarily. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  it  not  be  well 
to  consider  chapter  X-A  now? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  reason  why  I 
think  the  subject  matter  of  chapter  X-A 
or  the  subject  matter  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  himself,  has  been  discussing 
should  properly  be  taken  up  by  us  at 
the  end  of  the  bill  is  that  before  an 
amendment  such  as  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment  or  the  so-called  Douglas 
amendment  is  considered  by  the  Senate 
it  seems  tp  me  the  Senate  should 
proceed  to  consider  the  foreign-aid 
section  of  the  bill,  and  should  see 
whether  a  cut  is  to  be  made  in  that 
section  of  the  bill.  Then  we  can  con¬ 
sider  as  the  last  chapter,  the  one  to 
which,  really,  eithei*the  so-called  Doug¬ 
las  amendment  or  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment  would  apply. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
foreign-aid  section  of  the  bill  can  be 
dealt  with  by  means  of  amendments  of¬ 
fered  either  to  chapter  X-A  or  chapter 
X-B. 

I  may  say  that  I  am  very  much  pleased 
with  what  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has 
said.  Unless  I  am  abusing  his  compli¬ 
ments,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  think  the 
amendment  should  not  be  know  sole¬ 
ly  as  mine,  but  should  be  known  as 
the  Kem- Williams -Douglas  amendment. 
Then  we  shall  have  awaiting  our  con¬ 
sideration  both  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  Kem-Williams-Douglas 
amendment — thus  indicating  that  a  fine 
spirit  of  nonpartisanship  urge  for  econ¬ 
omy  pervades  this  Chamber. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  that 
spirit,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
chapter  X-A  of  the  bill  be  passed  over 
temporarily,  for  the  reasons  already 
stated. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  am  not  satis¬ 
fied  in  my  own  mind  that  that  would  be 


the  proper  course.  It  pains  me  very 
much  to  have  to  object,  but  I  am  afraid 
I  shall  have  to  object. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
my  request  is  an  absolutely  constructive 
one.  There  are  many  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  would  like  to  have  all  the 
chapters  of  the  bill  considered  before 
the  amendment  now  known,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  has  said,  as  the  Doug- 
las-Kem  amendment  or  before  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  is  considered 
and  adopted,  if  one  of  them  is  adopted, 
depending  upon  whichever  one  is.  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Senate  to  have  merit. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  proper  time  to 
consider  them  is  after  the  bill  has  been 
amended  in  all  other  respects,  at  which 
time  we  shall  have  before  us  the  bill  in 
its  entirety,  and  then  we  can  consider 
whether  to  make  an  over-all  cut. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  am  not  able  to  ob¬ 
tain  unanimous  consent  for  the  purpose 
I  have  requested,  I  shall  move  that  the 
Senate  temporarily  pass  over  chapter 
X-A  of  the  bill,  and  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  chapter  X-B.  I  sup¬ 
pose  that  I  must  include  in  the  motion 
a  date,  so  as  to  provide  that  chapter 
X-A  be  taken  up  at  a  time  certain. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Ml'.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Arizona,  if  he  wishes 
to  propose  a  modification  of  my  request 
or  make  a  motion. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  the  distinguished  junior  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  not  object  to  the  re¬ 
quest  that  we  temporarily  pass  over 
chapter  X-A  of  the  bill,  because  before 
we  pass  upon  the  amendments  calling 
for  over-all  reductions,  I  believe  we 
should  know  just  what  other  provisions 
the  bill  is  going  to  contain. 

So,  Mr.  President,  personally  I  think 
we  should  take  up  the  ECA  chapter  of 
the  bill,  and  then  should  proceed  to  con¬ 
sider  the  amendment  which  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson]  has  proposed,  and  should 
dispose  of  it.  After  having  done  that, 
and  after  we  know  what  other  provi¬ 
sions  the  bill  is  going  to  contain,  we  shall 
be  better  able  to  pass  upon  other  amend- 
meiqts  which  may  be  offered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor.  I  yielded  to  the  Senator,  did 
I  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  if  I  may  do 
so  without  prejudice  to  my  right  to  the 
floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  certainly  welcome. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  I  should  state  what  is  the  real  issue 
behind  this  parliamentary  maneuvering : 
We  are  really  jockeying  to  see  whether 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment  shall  be 
acted  on  first  or  whether-  the  Kem- 
Douglas  amendment  shall  be  acted  on 
first. 

I  have  no  personal  feeling  about  this 
matter,  but  I  have  going  on  within  me  a 
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real  mental  and  ethical  struggle,  which 
I  wish  to  have  resolved  in  the  easiest 
manner  possible. 

I  regard  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment 
as  the  worst  possible  way  in  which  to  cut 
the  budget.  However,  the  need  for  cut¬ 
ting  the  budget  is  so  great  that  if  all 
other  methods  fail,  then,  with  certain 
qualifications,  I  shall  be  compelled  to 
vote  for  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment. 
But  I  do  not  wish  to  do  so  unless  first 
we  have  exhausted  every  other  alter¬ 
native. 

I  am  approaching  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment  with  the  same  alacrity  that 
a  cat  exhibits  when  it  is  grabbed  by  the 
tail  and  is  pulled  backward  across  a  thick 
rug,  at  which  it  claws  energetically,  doing 
its  utmost  to  resist.  In  short,  as  each 
amendment  is  defeated,  I  find  myself 
nearer  and  nearer  the  rapids  and  nearer 
and  nearer  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident — 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  permit  me  to 
continue? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  not  imposing  the  guillotine  upon  me; 
I  thank  him  for  his  characteristic  cour¬ 
tesy.  The  point  I  want  to  make  is  this: 
I  have  tried  selective  cuts  and  have  not 
been  successful.  However,  I  think  a 
blunt,  meat-ax  approach  like  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  is  wrong. 
With  reservations,  however,  I  will  be 
forced  to  vote  for  it  if  we  fail  in  all  other 
attempts  to  reduce  expenditures.  *But 
before  voting  for  it  I  would  like  to  pre¬ 
sent  my  general  amendment  which  calls 
for  a  larger  cut,  and  which  specifies  the 
areas  where  the  cuts  are  to  be  made. 
That  is  why  I  wish  to  have  my  amend¬ 
ment  called  up  first.  I  think  it  is  a  much 
better  way  for  Congress  to  make  re¬ 
ductions.  * , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  state  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  if  the  unanimous-consent  request  is 
agreed  to,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  will  •  occupy  exactly  the 
same  position  which  it  will  occupy 
otherwise. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Would  it  be  the  first 
to  be  acted  upon? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes;  the 
first  to  be  acted  upon - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  whole  issue.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  am 
satisfied. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  In  order 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  to  be  first  considered,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  would  have  to  be  the 
first  Senator  to  obtain  the  floor  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  that 
is  a.  very  important  point.  So  the  ques¬ 
tion  will  be  which  Senator  obtains  the 
floor  first. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor,  have  I  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  my  motion  is  acted 
upon  favorably,  that  will  mean  that  fee 
Senate  will  proceed  to  take  up  the  ECA 


11480 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  July  28 


chapter  of  the  bill.  So  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  not  be 
prejudiced  in  that  case.  In  such  event 
he  will  be  just  as  well  off  at  the  time 
when  he  wishes  to  present  his  amend¬ 
ment  as  he  is  now.  He  does  not  have 
the  floor  now.  If  he  agrees  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request,  then  it 
will  simply  be  a  question  of  which 
amendment  comes  up  first.  If  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  is  offered  first, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  can  move  to 
strike  out  the  language  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  insert  the  language  of  the 
Douglas-Kem  amendment;  or  if  the 
Douglas-Kem  amendment  is  offered  first, 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment  could  be 
offered  as  a  substitute  for  it. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  will 
not  object  to  the  requested  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  for  he  is  always 
charitable  and  courteous,  and  wishes  to 
go  along  in  a  good  bipartisan  spirit. 

However,  the  motion  already  has  been 
made  to  postpone  until  Wednesday  of 
next  week,  for  final  consideration,  chap¬ 
ter  X-A  of  the  bill. 

So  far  as  the  handling  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  is  concerned,  that  will  depend  on 
which  Senator  obtains  the  floor  and 
which  amendment  prevails,  either  the 
sc-called  Douglas-Kem  amendment  or 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  the  mo¬ 
tion. 

Now  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  acting 
majority  leader.  Let  me  say  now  that 
If  I  may  obtain  unanimous  consent,  I 
shall  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  classified  as  associated 
with  any  jockeying  in  favor  of  one  side 
or  another  side,  so  far  as  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  concerned.  I  did  not  have 
that  in  mind.  I  supported  the  course 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
because  I  thought  it  was  the  most  or¬ 
derly  way  to  proceed.  . 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Although  I  favor 
temporarily  laying  aside  chapter  X,  I 
certainly  would  resist  a  motion  to  take 
it  up  at  a  definite  time.  I  do  not  think 
that  would  be  the  proper  procedure. 

I  think  we  should  lay  it  aside  temo- 
rarily,  and  then  proceed. 

Of  course,  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  just  about  as 
quick  on  the  jump  as  is  the  minority 
leader - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  He  is  better,  Mr. 
President.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  In  other  words, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  should  be  able 
to  obtain  the  floor. 

So  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  agree  to  the  request  to  temporarily 
lay  aside  this  chapter  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  be  very  obliging.  I  have  a  very  co¬ 
operative  mood  at  all  times*  and  par¬ 
ticularly  this  afternoon. 

If  we  can  reach  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  that  when  we  take  up  chapter 
X-A  of  the  bill,  my  amendment  will  be 


the  first  order  of  business,  I  shall  be 
very  glad,  indeed,  to  agree  to  the  re¬ 
quested  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  I  have  the 
floor  now - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
the  floor;  I  yielded  for  a  question  or,  if 
there  was  no  objection,  for  a  comment. 
Do  I  not  have  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  be  fair - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  wish  to  be  fair  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  why 
do  not  both  Senators  be  fair  to  me,  and 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  once  again  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Illinois,  providing  I  do  not  preju¬ 
dice  my  rights  to  the  floor.  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  I  may  do  so. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  there  are  two  very  important 
amendments  pending. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  to  those  amend¬ 
ments,  it  was  generally  understood  we 
would  finish  the  committee  amendments 
and  would  then  consider  the  two  amend¬ 
ments  because  they  are  in  the  nature  of 
new  matter.  They  are  probably  the  two 
most  important  amendments,  and  I  was 
wondering  whether,  under  this  arrange¬ 
ment,  we  would  go  on  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Oh,  certainly. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  And  finish  the 
committee  amendments? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  My  motion  is  to  tem¬ 
porarily  pass  over  chapter  X-A,  and  I 
feel  that  the  majority  leader  should  then 
bring  up  the  so-called  Douglas-Kem 
amendment,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  bill, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  already  stated — 
that  if  cuts  are  made,  in  the  ECA  items, 
it  will  then  be  necessary  to  adjust  the 
so-called  over-all  cut  amendment, 
whichever  one  prevails. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  makes  a  differ¬ 
ence. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  only  time  that 
could  be  done  would  be  following  the 
conclusion  of  the  bill,  at  which  time  each 
and  every  Senator  will  have  his  right  to 
the  floor.  I  have  to  make  a  motion, 
however,  to  postpone  it  to  a  day  certain. 
I  did  so  Wednesday.  I  should  like  to 
modify  that  motion  to,  say,  Monday,  and 
when  Monday  comes,  if  we  are  not  ready 
for  it,  we  shall  have  to  modify  it,  I  pre¬ 
sume,  and  extend  it  for  a  longer  period. 
I  do  not  want  to  delay  passage  of  the 
pending  bill,  but  the  motion  necessitates 
a  day  certain.  I  shall  make  the  motion 
on  Monday. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  ’ 
Senator  first  want  to  let  the  Chair  put 
the  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  objected  to  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  be  thoroughly'obliging,  thoroughly 
cooperative  in  all  respects  on  these  mat¬ 
ters,  and  I  am  willing  to  withdraw  my 
objection. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  fine. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  But  I  hope  that  the 
Chair  or  whoever  may  be  occupying  the 
chair,  will  cast  his  glance  all  around  the 
Chamber  when  it  comes  time  to  recog¬ 
nize  Senators,  when  this  matter  comes 
up. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  with¬ 
draw  the  motion  I  made,  and  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  for  his  coopera¬ 
tion.  But  I  do  not  want  the  glancing 
part  of  the  argument  to  prevail  upon  the 
occupant  of  the  chair  when  the  time 
comes  to  consider  chapter  X-A. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  merely  said  I  hoped 
the  eyes  of  the  Presiding  Officer  would 
describe  a  semicircle — an  arc,  so  to  speak, 
and  that  he  would  not  ignore  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois  when  the  proper 
time  came. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Chapter  X-A  will  be  passed  over. 
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lment  of  FOREIGN-FLAG  VESSELS  Ill 
JNITED  STATES  WATERS 

Che  PRESIDING  OFFICER 
in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
ate  fee  amendment  of  the  House  of  ; 
resen\atives  to  the  bill  (S.  385$ 
authorize  the  President  to  contr 
anchorage  and  movement  of  flreign- 
flag  vessels  in  waters  of  the  United  States 
when  the  national  security  of  thfe  United 
States  is\  endangered,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  was  to  strikeiout  all  af¬ 
ter  the  enacting  clause  and  jfisert: 

That  section  1  of  title  II  of  trfe  act  of  June 
15,  1917  (40  Sfet.  217;  U.  S.  «,  title  50,  sec. 
191) ,  is  amended  by  adding  a/  the  end  there¬ 
of  the  following\iew  paragraph : 

“Whenever  the'^  Presiden/^  finds  that  the 
security  of  the  United  Styes  is  endangered 
by  reason  of  actual  or  threatened  war,  or 
invasion,  or  insurrection  or  subversive  ac¬ 
tivity,  or  of  disturbance  or  threatened  dis¬ 
turbances  of  the  intlyffiational  relations  of 
the  United  States,  thJT President  is  author¬ 
ized  to  institute  sugn' measures  and  issue 
such  rules  and  regulations — 

“(a)  to  govern  tlje  anchorage  and  move¬ 
ment  of  any  foreign-flag  vessels  in  the  terri¬ 
torial  waters  of  tlj£  United ’States,  to  inspect 
such  vessels  at  any  time,  To  place  guards 
thereon,  and,  if /necessary  in,  his  opinion  in 
order  to  securejeuch  vessels  fipm  damage  or 
injury,  or  to  prevent  damage  o^injury  to  any 
harbor  or  wg/cers  of  the  United  States,  or 
to  secure  th^  observance  of  rights  and  obli¬ 
gations  of  the  United  States,  may  take  for 
such  purposes  full  possession  andteontrol  of 
such  vessels  and  remove  therefronsl  the  offi¬ 
cers  and  /rew  thereof,  and  all  othe$  persons 
not  especially  authorized  by  him  tq  go  or 
sremain /n  board  thereof; 

;  “(b)  ft o  safeguard  against  destruction,  loss, 
r  injfiry  from  sabotage  or  other  subversive 
cts,  accidents,  or  other  causes  of  similar 
atijte,  vessels,  harbors,  ports,  and  watjer- 
ront  facilities  in  the  United  States,  the 
anal  Zone,  and  all  territory  and  water,  con¬ 
tinental  or  insular,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States.  \ 
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waternational  free  port.  It  reached  its 
crescendo  at  Yalta,  where  We  attempted  to 
pin%down  prior  elusive  Soviet  promises  to 
take  tip  arms  against  Japan.  The  negotia¬ 
tions  about  future  action  against  the  Japa¬ 
nese  wefe  interspersed  with  discussions  of  the 
peace  settlement  and  the  German  question  in 
Europe,  anft^their  political  implications  were 
made  secondly  to  the  President’s  prime  ob¬ 
jective  at  Yaltk — “the  brave  new  world,”  the 
establishment  of , the  basic  framework  of  the 
United  Nations.  \ 

For  all  these  reasons — and  because  of  a 
fundamental  military  as  well  as  political 
misconception — Russia  held  the  whip  hand, 
and  the  United  States  representatives  placed 
themselves  in  the  amazingposition  of  “giving 
away”  territories  which  did  not  belong  to 
us,  and  of  undertaking  to  seVire  concessions 
which  impaired  the  sovereignfS  of  a  friendly 
Allied  state.  The  political  misconception, 
so  obvious  now,  should  have  been  apparent 
then;  it  was  not  to  our  interest,  ar  the  in¬ 
terests  of  China  or  of  the  world,  %p  make 
Russia  a  Pacific  power;  it  was  not  \o  our 
interest  to  -  beg  or  barter  for  Russia’s  'feptry 
into  the  Pacific  war.  \ 

Nor  should  military  considerations  have 
affected  this  political  judgment.  At  the  time 
of  Yalta,  Japan  was  already  beaten — not  by1 
the  atomic  bomb,  which  had  not  yet  been 
perfected,  not  by  conventional  bombing,  then 
just  starting,  but  by  attrition  and  blockade. 
The  home  islands  were  severed  from  the 
Empire  by  our  conquest  of  the  Philippines 
and  the  Marianas,  and  the  submarine  and 
surface  blockade  already  had  brought  the 
pinch  of  hunger  and  the  stress  of  severe 
raw  material  shortages  to  Japan.  Even  be¬ 
fore  Jhe  first  bomb  was  dropped  by  our  B-29’s 
on  the  Japanese  home  islands,  the  enemy 
aircraft  industry  was  disrupted  and  on  the 
decline;  shortages  due  to  the  blockade  and 
a  chaotic  program  of  decentralization,  dis¬ 
persion,  and  underground  development, 
badly  carried  out,  already  had  reduced  se¬ 
verely  the  output  of  Japanese  factories.  The 
full  seriousness  of  the  Japanese  plight  was 
not  then,  of  course,  completely  understood. 
Our  military  men  were  preoccupied  and  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  fierceness  of  the  Japanese 
defense;  the  tactical  situation  obscured  the 
hopeless  strategic  position  of  Japan,  and 
some  of  our  commanders  took,  therefore,  far 
too  pessimistic  a  view.  Mistakes  in  intelli¬ 
gence,  or  rather  in  evaluation,  also  con¬ 
tributed  to  an  erroneous  assessment  of  Japa¬ 
nese  intentions  and  capabilities.  We  feared 
that  even  after  the  main  Japanese  islands 
had  been  conquered,  the  enemy  resistance 
would  continue  on  the  continent  of  Asia  with 
the  much-vaunted  Kwantung  Manchurian 
Army  as  its  core.  J 

Yet,  our  intelligence  officers  in  Wash¬ 
ington  and  throughout  the  Pacific  or 
months  had  been  identifying  units  of 
the  Kwantung  Army  and  of  its  ait  sup¬ 
port  which  had  been  transferred  from 
that  quiet  area  to  various  battle  sectors. 

By  late  1944  it  was — or  should  have 
been — apparent  that  whatj  remained  of 
the  Kwantung  Army  was  largely  com¬ 
posed  of  green  conscripts  and  second- 
rate  troops,  with  virtually  no  air  sup¬ 
port,  incapable  of  a  prolonged  cam¬ 
paign;  it  had  been  bled  white  to  provide 
reinforcements  for  other  fronts.  We 
also  confused  Japanese  capabilities  with 
Japanese  intentions.  We  believed  the 
Japanese  would  resist  to  the  last  man, 
no  matter  how  hopelessly  beaten. 

These  beliefs,  which  were  comletely  er¬ 
roneous — • 

Mr.  President,  whose  beliefs  were  erro¬ 
neous?  Those  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
which  has  just  issued  the  scurrilous 
sheet  to  which  I  have  referred.  We  pro¬ 
vided  them  with  money  enough.  Heav¬ 


en  knows,  there  were  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  available  to  them.  But 
apparently,  as  this  military  expert  says, 
the  Democratic  administration  knew 
nothing  of  the  results  of  that  terrible  sit¬ 
uation  which  arose,  which  gave  Russia 
a  part  of  Manchuria  and  turned  over  to 
Russia  the  Kurile  Islands  and  North 
Korea.  I  continue: 

These  beliefs,  which  were  completely  erro¬ 
neous,  influenced  materially  the  politico¬ 
miltary  approach  made  at  Yalta.  They  were 
not  held,  at  the  time,  by  all  our  experts;  but 
they  were,  unfortunately,  the  controlling 
opinions. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator  re¬ 
call  that  but  2  or  3  weeks  ago  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  when  the  Senate  w&s 
discussing  military  assistance  to  Korea, 
it  was  brought  out  that  last  year  the 
Senate  voted  an  appropriation  of 
[0,600,000  for  a  military  mission 
rea,  and  that  not  one  dime  of  it  h; 
bel&  spent  all  last  year,  and  that  after 
the  investigation  was  started  the  start¬ 
ling  information  was  brought  forth  that 
$200  halL  been  charged  againstathe  ac¬ 
count  anddhat  the  $200  was  fo/the  pur¬ 
pose  of  rehabilitating  $30,00®'  worth  of 
signal  wire  tflat  was  to  W  shipped  to 
Korea,  which  "has  not  even  yet  reached 
Korea?  The  $200  represents  the  com¬ 
plete  history  of  w\at  tjjrfs  administration 
spent  in  Korea  dtajfig  the  last  fiscal 
year.  Does  the  Segftjtor  know  that? 

Mr.  LANGER.  JTuilvw  it  only  too  well. 
It  is  one  of  tha/great  tragedies  of  our 
time.  In  my  ^reading,  Mis,  President,  I 
now  want  toAkip  over  a  little  and  come 
to  another  j^art  of  this  book.  written  by 
the  military  expert  for  the  New  York 
Times,  tyfio  received  the  Pulitzhr  prize, 
Hansou’W.  Baldwin.  I  want  to  indicate 
the  division  among  those  high  in  au1 
ity  iti  the  United  States  for  the  pur; 
of/showing  that  while  our  boys 
ping  the  men  appointed  under 
lemocratic  administration  could  not 
even  agree  among  themselves.  At  page 
82,  Mr.  Baldwin  says: 

General  Marshall  was  then  convinced  that 
an  invasion  of  the  Japanese  main  islands 
was  essential,  and  he  insisted  that  help  from 
Russia  on  the  mainland  of  Asia  was  neces¬ 
sary.  Admiral  King  seemed  to  share  this 
view.  But  there  were  divergences  of  opinion 
as  to  the  necessity  of  this  operation;  Admiral 
William  D.  Leahy,  who  feared  the  cost  in 
casualties  of  invasion,  and  who  correctly  as¬ 
sessed  the  crippling  effect  of  the  blockade 
on  Japan,  opposed  the  invasion.  The  com¬ 
promise  eventually  reached — a  sensible  one — ■ 
was  to  prepare  for  invasion,  but  in  the  mean¬ 
time  to  utilize  the  blockade  and  air  bombard¬ 
ment  to  the  utmost  to  bring  Japan  to  her 
knees.  ♦ 

These  strategic  differences — and  a  failure 
to  appreciate  fully  the  hopeless  strategical 
position  of  Japan — colored  the  military 
thinking  at  Yalta  and  helped  to  lead  to 
indefensible  political  arrangements. 

There  you  have  it,  Mr.  President. 
That  is  the  kind  of  leadership  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  at  that  time.  I  continue: 

“Certainly,”  as  the  Washington  Post  has 
commented,  “the  Chiefs  of  Staff  made  a 
blunder  to  advise  Roosevelt  and  Churchill 


at  Yalta  that  Japan  would  last  18  month^ 
after  VE-day.  Our  military  men  underrated 
Japan  at  the  beginning  of  the  war,  JJien 
overrated  it,  and  refused  to  see  the  patent 
fact,  obvious  to  the  Navy,  that  Japan  was 
through  even  while  the  brass  hats  wpre  meet¬ 
ing  at  Yalta.” 

Yet  at  Yalta — and  even  at  tSe  Potsdam 
Conference  in  July  1945,  when  Hitler  lay  dead 
and  dishonored  near  the  ruintfof  his  bunker 
in  Berlin  and  the  Third  R/ich  was  broken 
and  shattered — one  montp  before  the  sur¬ 
render  of  Japan,  there  waft  still  many  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  were  interested  primarily  in  get¬ 
ting  a  firm  commitment  from  Russia  to  enter 
the.  Pacific  war. 

This  mistaken  policy  stemmed  in  part  from 
the  basic  politiijkl  misconceptions  outlined 
at  the  beginning  of  this  book,  in  part  from 
strategic  misconceptions,  some  of  them 
based  on  inadequate  logistical  planning.  As 
General  Deane  points  out  in  his  book,  our 
planners  /were  obsessed  with  two  ideas — to 
bring  Russia  into  the  Pacific  war  and  to 
utilizaTtussian  territory  as  bases  for  our  war 
effort  against  Japan.  Repeatedly,  General 
De@frie  and  other  United  States  representa- 
ves  had  pressed  Soviet  leaders  long  before 
for  permission  to  utilize  Russian  ter¬ 
ritory  as  air  bases  for  our  attacks  on  Japan. 
Yet  the  cart  was  put  before  the  horse — we 
made  diplomatic  representations  for  this  per¬ 
mission  before  we  had  estimated,  logistically, 
the  value  of  such  bases  to  us. 

The  author  then  goes  on  to  tell  how 
utterly  useless  those  bases  would  have 
been  to  us.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  remainder  of  page  84,  page  85, 
and  pag6  86  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Our  attempts  to  get  firm  Soviet  commit¬ 
ments  about  the  war  against  Japan  reached 
a  preliminary  crisis  in  October  1944,  more 
than  4  months  before  Yalta,  when  Churchill 
and  a  British  entourage  visited  Moscow. 
General  Deane  describes  the  resulting  con¬ 
ferences  which  he  attended  as  the  principal 
American  military  representative.  Stalin 
reiterated  his  intention,  first  announced  to 
Cordell  Hull  at  Moscow  in  October  1943,  then 
more  or  less  formalized  at  Tehran,  of  enter¬ 
ing  the  Pacific  war,  said  he  needed  3  months 
after  VE-day  to  stockpile  supplies  in  Siberia, 
declared  that  the  United  States  could  have 
air  bases  and  one  naval  base  in  the  Far  East; 
but  added  that  “if  the  United  States  and 
reat  Britain  preferred  to  bring  Japan  to  her 
ees  without  Russian  participation,  he  was 
y  to  agree.”  Furthermore,  there  was  a 

_ aitem  of  additional  supplies  that  Russia 

wouli^  require  to  help  her  build  up  a  2 
monthi’  reserve  in  Siberia.  All  in  all,  Stalin 
said  the  Russians  would  need  more  than 
1,000,000  \ms  of  cargo,  and  they  must  be 
delivered  by  June  30,  1945,  the  deliveries  to 
be  in  addition  to  those  already  being  made 
under  the  fourth  lend-lease  protocol.  In 
Moscow,  in  194$;  Stalin  made  many  glowing 
promises,  but,  “difcspite  these  promises,  the 
end  result  was  th*^  the  Russians  got  their 
supplies  and  the  United  States  got  nothing 
except  a  belated  and  ld^t-minute  Russian  at¬ 
tack  against  the  Japanese.” 

As  the  Soviets  stalled  ion  their  promises 
and  we  delivered  supplies,  \he  months  drew 
on  into  the  winter  of  1944-45;  and  at  Yalta, 
in  February,  President  Roosevelt,  pressed  by 
the  United  States  Chiefs  of  Staff,  again  took 
up  the  questions  of  bomber  baseSkjn  Siberia 
and  the  date  of  Russian  entry  into  the  Pacific 
war.  Stalin  again  agreed  in  principle,  and 
set  the  date  at  3  months  after  victory  in 
Europe  had  been  won.  He  said  the  United 
States  could  establish  bases  in  the  Komso- 
molsk-Nikolaevsk  area  and  eventually  in 
Kamchatka.  But  he  got  down  in  bladk 
and  white  his  price:  The  Curzon  line\ 
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4or  the  eastern  border  of  Poland,  the 
feurilq  Islands  and  controlling  economic 
anU  strategic  concessions  in  Manchuria. 
(Stain’s  Manchurian  price  for  Russia’s 
entry  *  into  the  Pacific  war  had  first 
been  broached  apparently  with  no  grave  ob¬ 
jections  'tyi  our  part,  at  Tehran  in  Decem¬ 
ber  1943,  Just  a  few  days  after  Roosevelt, 
Churchill,  and  Chiang  Kai-shek  had  agreed 
in  the  Cairo  declaration  that  Manchuria  and 
Formosa  should, be  restored  to  China.) 

But  it  was  not  until  the  spring,  when  Ger¬ 
many  was  at  her  last  gasp  and  Japan  near 
the  end,  that,  in  the'words  of  General  Deane, 
“it  was  found  that  tfie  net  increase  that 
would  result  from  putting  four  groups  of 
B-29’s  in  the  Amur  RivSr  district  would  be 
1.39  percent  of  the  total  tomb  tonnage  we 
could  place  on  Japan  without  using  Russian 
bases.”  This  was  convincing  proof,  adds 
Deane,  “that  the  slight  increase- >jn  our  bomb¬ 
ing  effort  and  the  advantage  <3f  an  added 
direction  of  approach  for  our  bonfbcr  forma¬ 
tions  were  not  at  all  commensurate'*with  the 
logistical  effort  involved  in  establishing  our 
forces  in  Siberia.  U, 

A  little  late — after  more  than  3  yeaf^of 
United  States  participation  in  the  war  al^d 
numerous  major  concessions  to  Russia,  con\ 
cessions  which  were  to  affect  the  peace — to'' 
be  making  this  ABC  logistical  discovery.  By 
then  Russia  had  most  of  the  supplies  she  had 
demanded;  and  she  had  carefully  recorded 
the  secret  concessions  of  Yalta. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
now  to  pay  my  respects  to  a  Democratic 
convention.  The  convention  that  met 
and  nominated  President  Roosevelt  for  a 
third  term.  I  say  that  everyone  of  the 
delegates  at  that  Democratic  convention 
who  voted  to  break  the  traditional  two 
terms  for  the  President  of  the  United 
States  should  hang  his  head  in  shame 
for  having  foisted  upon  this  country  for 
a  third  term  a  man  who  ultimately,  ac¬ 
cording  to  this  military  expert  of  the 
New  York  Times,  brought  ruin  to  the 
United  States  of  America.  Oh,  they 
wanted  to  win,  Mr.  President.  They 
said,  “We  can  elect  Mr.  Roosevelt  for  a 
third  term.”  I  talked  to  some  of  the 
delegates  from  North  Dakota  upon  their 
return  home.  The  substance  of  what 
they  said  to  me  upon  their  return  was, 
“Sure,  he  should  not  have  been  nom¬ 
inated.  But  we  want  to  win.  We  can 
win  with  Roosevelt.”  In  substance  they 
said,  “To  hell  with  the  Constitution,’^ 
which  does  not  specifically  prohibit 
“To  hell  with  George  Washington,”  \y!io 
said  that  two  terms  were  enough.  /We 
have  got  to  hold  our  jobs,  and  X,y  hold 
them  we  will  break  away  from  \ye  two- 
term  tradition.  So  those  delegates  to 
the  Democratic  national  convention  sold 
the  country  in  order  to  gay /  what  little 
miserable  political  advantage  they  could 
secure  by  nominating  him  instead  of 
nominating  some  othej/one  of  the  great 
Democrats  who  were  Ca  ndidates  at  that 
convention  and  tltay  had  many  good 
ones — able,  efficient,  God-fearing  men 
who  Would  hav^heen  good  Presidents. 

There  is  on^thing  I  say  to  the  ever¬ 
lasting  glory,  of  Jim  Farley.  If  every¬ 
thing  else  about  Jim  Farley  is  forgotten 
as  the  yeayfe  go  by,  one  thing  will  forever, 
in  my  opfnion,  cause  him  to  be  remem¬ 
bered  as  a  patriotic  American,  namely, 
that  he  dared,  at  the  risk  of  obscurity, 
whiirn  I  hope  will  never  come  to  him,  to 
fight  the  third  term.  Of  course,  after 
the  Democrats  had  won  a  third  term  for 
Mr.  Roosevelt,  they  wanted  him  for  a 


fourth  term.  Why?  To  protect  their 
jobs.  What  happened  to  him  in  his 
fourth  term?  I  have  here  a  book  writ¬ 
ten  by  the  great  military  expert  of  the 
New  York  Times  telling  what  happened 
to  Mr.  Roosevelt  in  his  fourth  term. 
Here  is  what  he  did.  Thousands  and 
thousands  of  American  boys  paid  with 
their  lives  for  that  un-American  demo¬ 
cratic  convention  because  the  Democrats 
wanted  to  win. 

I  remember,  Mr.  President,  sitting  in 
the  House  Chamber  at  the  joint  session 
when  Mr.  Roosevelt  canie  back.  I  saw 
him  only  a  few  short  weeks  before  he 
died.  Anyone  looking  at  him  knew  he 
had  only  a  few  short  weeks  to  live. 

Here  is  what  the  New  York  Times 
military  expert  says: 

Russia  drove  a  hard  bargain  at  Yalta. 
Stalin  promised  to  enter  the  war  against 
Japan  within  an  estimated  90  days  after  the 
end  of  the  war  against  Germany,  but  for  it 
he  got  the  Kurile  Islands,  all  of  Sakhalin, 
half  interest  in  the  railways  in  Manchuria, 
Port  Arthur,  a  Russian-controlled  “free  port” 
in  Dairen,  and  thus  strategic  hegemony  in 
important  nbrtheast  Asia.  j 

\  "It  is  my  belief,”  writes  Sherwood —  / 

Jifind  you,  Mr.  President,  of  all  rfhe 
apolpgists  for  Mr.  Roosevelt,  even  Smer- 
woocLsaid :  / 

“It  Amy  belief,”  writes  Sherwood,  “that 
Roosevelt  would  not  have  agreed  ter that  final 
firm  commitment  had  it  not  been  that  the 
Yalta  Conference  was  almost  arc  an  end  and 
he  was  tired'Vnd  anxious  t</ avoid  further 
argument.  I  \elieve  that  She  was  hopeful 
that  when  the  time  cameyto  notify  the  Chi¬ 
nese,  he  would  8ls  abl^to  straighten  the 
whole  thing  out  witb  Oniang  Kai-shek — but 
that  hope,  of  course,  jfes  not  realized.” 

Of  course  the  /fery'^ck  Mr.  Roosevelt 
was  “tired.”  / 

So,  Mr.  Prudent,  because  there  were 
at  the  Denqydcratic  Conversion  a  lot  ci 
weak  menr  who  wanted  tt*  win,  wha 
wanted  t®  get  a  few  more  votekby  nomi¬ 
nating /'Roosevelt  for  President  for  a 
third Jferm,  they  were  willing  to  take  this 
man/and  sell  out  the  country.  That  id 
wh$  a  sick  man  went  to  Yalta,  a  bjanj 
Vmo,  in  the  absence  of  the  Secretary' oj 
Estate,  and  without  even  his  knowledge 
gave  away  the  countries  and  the  advanl 
tages  which  I  have  already  named. 
That  is  why  we  today  have  our  boys 
fighting  for  their  lives  in  Korea — and 
why  our  beloved  country  is  facing  ruin 
and  destruction. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  de¬ 
tain  the  Senate  a  long  time,  but  I  should 
like  to  invite  the  attention  of  Senators 
to  the  bottom  of  page  87  of  this  great 
book,  from  which  I  read  the  following : 

The  fault  was  doubly  grievous.  We  not 
only  hurt  our  own  interests  and  those  of  a 
friendly  ally,  but  at  Yalta — inferentially,  at 
least — we  broke  our  pledged  word  to  that  ally. 
For  at  Cairo  in  1943,  before  the  Tehran  con¬ 
ference  and  after  Stalin  had  told  Hull  in 
Moscow  that  Russia  would  enter  the  Facific 
war,  we  promised  publicly  the  restoration 
of  Manchuria  to  China.  And  to  a  pragmatic 
politician,  Russian  control  of  Port  Arthur 
and  a  half  interest  in  the  Manchurian  Rail¬ 
ways  could  only  mean  Soviet  strategic  he¬ 
gemony  over  Manchuria. 

Nor  was  this  all.  During  the  discussions. 
It  was  suggested  by  President  Roosevelt  that 
perhaps  the  Russians  ought  to  have  a  com-  | 
mercial  outlet  to  the  Persian  Gulf;  and  may-  ; 
be  the  Trans-Iranian  Railway,  vifilt  by  Amer-  ] 


lean  engineers,  with  the  help  of  American 
capital,  ought  to  be  partially  owned  by  Rus¬ 
sia,  or  at  least  Russia  should  have  certain 
transit  rights.  Fortunately  wiser  cotaisel 
soft-pedaled  the  proposal,  and  Stalta,  ap¬ 
parently  suspicious,  showed  no  interest. 

No  wonder  Stimson  wrote  that  Jpe  meet¬ 
ing  at  Yalta  dealt  “a  good  deal  je  altruism 
and  idealism  instead  of  stark  realities.” 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  witl^this  terrible 
record  staring  the  Dentaratic  Party  in 
the  face,  in  a  time  of  w pk,  when  our  boys 
are  dying  in  Korea,  w^en  we  are  sending 
thousands  of  unprepared  and  untrained 
boys  to  Korea,  thanJemocratic  National 
Committee  chooses  this  time,  of  all 
times,  to  issue  apolitical  pamphlet  which 
is  being  circulated  all  over  the  country 
attacking  tt*e  Republicans.  The  Demo¬ 
crats  come  upon  this  floor  and  ask  for 
Republican  cooperation.  They  say, 
“Please,  please,  Republicans,  we  have  got 
this  cduntry  into  a  hell  of  a  mess,  and  we 
neejt  help.  Please,  please,  and  please 
cope  to  our  aid  and  help.  Please,  please, 
and  please  vote  for  these  bills.”  Within 
,T2  hours  after  we  give  them  help,  Mr. 
President,  they  issue  a  shameful  pam¬ 
phlet,  a  political  pamphlet,  published  by  . 
the  Democratic  National  Committee, 
misrepresenting  and  lying  about  the  Re¬ 
publicans. 

I  suppose  that  tomorrow  or  the  next 
day,  or  the  day  after  that,  they  will  be 
standing  up  again  in  the  Halls  of  Con¬ 
gress  asking  for  the  cooperation  of  the 
Republicans,  and  saying,  “Do  what  you 
can  to  get  us  out  of  this  terrible  situa¬ 
tion  which  has  been  brought  about  be¬ 
cause  of  the  fact  that  the  Democratic 
Party  did  not  have  good  leadership.” 
And  for  all  of  this  the  people  in  the  last 
analysis  can  thank  that  Democratic  con¬ 
vention  that  broke  the  second-term  tra- 
di^oii)igiB.iid  regretfully  think  back  on 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  FLANDERS  obtained  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Before 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  proceeds,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  first  committee 
amendment  in  chapter  X-B,  on  page 
447  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  about  consider  a  new  chapter 
in  the  bill,  a  very  important  one,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered 
to  their  names : 


Brewster 

Douglas 

Graham 

Bricker 

Dworshak 

Green 

Bridges 

Eastland 

Gurney 

Butler 

Ecton 

ELyden 

Byrd 

Ellender 

Hendrickson 

Capehart 

Ferguson 

Hickenlooper 

Chapman 

Flanders 

Hill 

Chavez 

Frear 

Hoey 

Connally 

Fulbright 

Holland 

Cordon 

George 

Humphrey 

DonneU 

Gillette 

Hunt 

1950 

co: 

Ives 

McKellar 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Jenner 

Magnuson 

Sparkman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Malone 

Stennis 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Maybank 

Taft 

Kefauver 

Mundt 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Kem 

Murray 

Thye 

Langer 

Myers 

Tydings 

Lehman 

Neely 

Watkins 

Lodge 

O’Conor 

Wherry 

Lucas 

O’Mahoney 

Wiley 

McCarran 

Pepper 

Williams 

McCarthy 

Robertson 

Young 

McClellan 

Russell 

McFarland 

Smith,  Maine 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  in  dis¬ 
cussing'  the  next  chapter  and  its  subdi¬ 
vision  marked  “X-B,”  which  has  to  do 
with  foreign  aid,  being  the  portion  of 
the  bill  beginning  on  page  447,  we  have 
more  or  less  reached  an  agreement  to 
vote  on  chapter  X-B  and  all  amendments 
thereto  on  Monday  next.  So  I  am  gojng 
to  submit  a  unanimous-consent  request 
in  line  with  my  understanding  of  what 
we  have  been  discussing  and  considering 
for  the  last  few  moments  while  the  quo¬ 
rum  call  was  being  had. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  on  Monday  next,  beginning  at 
2  p.  m.,  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote  upon 
chapter  X-B,  foreign  aid,  page  447,  and 
all  amendments  thereto;  that  following 
the  disposition  of  that  chapter  and  the 
amendments  thereto,  and  not  later  than 
•3  hours  thereafter,  the  Senate  vote  upon 
the  amendment,  to  be  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  in¬ 
volving  Spain;  that  no  amendments 
which  are  not  germane  shall  be  offered; 
and  that  under  the  agreement  the  right 
to  raise  points  of  order  shall  not  be 
waived. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
the  substance  of  the  proposal,  and  it  will 
be  written  up  by  the  Parliamentarian. 

Mr.  KEM  and  other  Senators  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KEM.  Let  me  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
did  not  provide  for  a  division  of  the  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  modify  my  request  by 
including  in  it  a  provision  that  on  Mon¬ 
day  next,  the  time  between  12  noon  and 
2  p.  m.  shall  be  divided  equally  between 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Kem] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellar.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Did  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  mean  to  include  a 
provision  for  division  of  the  time  avail¬ 
able  for  consideration  of  the  amendment 
to  be  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  perhaps  the 
time  on  the  amendment  to  be  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  should  be  di¬ 
vided  equally  between  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellar], 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the 
Chair  ask  a  further  question;  Did  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  mean  to  include  in 
his  unanimous -consent  request  a  provi¬ 
sion  in  regard  to  all  motions,  in  addition 


to  all  amendments  offered  or  which  may 
be  offered? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes,  we  can  include  the 
word  "motions,”  .too;  that  will  be  per¬ 
fectly  satisfactory. 

EIGHT  BILLION  FROM  PEACETIME  BUDGET  FOR 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE - TOTAL  OF  $21,545,000,000 

FOR  DEFENSE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object — and  I  may  say 
that  I  have  no  intention  of  objecting 
to  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement — if  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  yield,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]. 

UNANIMOUS  CONSENT 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
for  that  purpose,  if  I  may  obtain  consent 
to  that  effect.  I  so  request. 

The  '  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  he  be  permitted  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  to  permit  him 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska.  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

INCREASE  PROPOSED  REDUCTION  OF  DOMESTIC 
EUDGET  FROM  15  TO  20  PERCENT 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  whether  he  would  consent  to  in¬ 
creasing  the  percentage  of  the  proposed 
reduction  of  the  peacetime  domestic 
budget,  but  without  any  relationship  to 
the  $6,080,000,000  for  veterans’  services 
and  benefits  or  the  $5,625,000,000  for 
interest  and  service  on  the  public  debt 
or  the  $13,545,000,000  for  the  national  de¬ 
fense,  but  to  have  it  apply  to  the  re¬ 
maining  $17,189,000,000  of  the  domestic 
budget.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Nebraska  whether 
he  will  consent  to  amend  his  amend¬ 
ment  to  provide  for  a  20-percent  cut, 
rather  than  a  15 -percent  reduction,  in 
the  domestic  budget,  which  is  covered  in 
the  portion  of  the  bill  discussed  yes¬ 
terday. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  reply  without  prejudicing  the  right 

'of  the  majority  leader  to. the  floor - 

.  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  yielded  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

•  Mr.  WHERRY.  Then,  Mr.  President, 
let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  what  I  am  sure  he  is 
attempting  to  do  is  to  increase  the  pro¬ 
posed  reduction  under  the  so-called 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  from  15  to  20 
percent.  That  amendment  includes  all 
the  exemptions — and  a  few  pore,  so  far 
as  that  is  concerned — that  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  just  listed  or  that  he 
would  wish  to  list.  However,  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  willing  to  give  the  Senate  a  chance 
to  vote  on  a  proposed  20-percent  re¬ 
duction. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  have  already 
requested  that  the  reduction  proposed  in 
the  amendment  be  increased  to  15  per¬ 
cent.  Therefore,  a  further  amendment; 
so  as  to  change  the  percentage  from 
15  to  20,  would  constitute  an  amendment 
In  the  second  degree. 

If  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  check 
over  the  proposed  amendments,  I  am 


quite  sure  he  will  find  that  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler] 
proposed  an  amendment,  in  his  own 
right,  to  provide  for  a  20-percent  re¬ 
duction. 

So  I  shall  be  glad  to  join  with  the  two 
Senators  in  an  amendment  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  same  result,  but  which  still  will 
not  jeopardize  the  standing  of  my 
amendment. 

Mr. '  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
aware  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  I 
should  like  to  join  with  him  in  sponsor¬ 
ing  it  with  the  5 -percent  increase — mak¬ 
ing  a  total  of  20  percent.  In  fact,  I  had 
intended  to  offer  such  an  amendment 
myself,  but  I  now  want  to  join  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MALONE.  So  we  shall  join  in 
sponsoring  that  amendment. 

TRANSFER  $3,000,000,000  FROM  ECA  TO  NATIONAL 
DEFENSE  FUND 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  will  yield  further - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  have  intended,  and 
I  believe  this  is  the  proper  place,  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  ECA  provision  in 
the  appropriation  bill.  The  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  is  not  entirely  clear 
at  the  moment  how  the  amendment  may 
be  made,  but  it  will  be  worked  out.  It  is 
an  amendment  to  transfer  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Fund  or  at  least  to  dis¬ 
pense  with  the  $3,000,000,000,  or  approxi¬ 
mately  $3,000,000,000,  now  available  or 
being  made  available  to  ECA  nations. 

ECA  NATIONS  120  PERCENT  RECOVERED 

We  are,  of  course,  all  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  the  ECA  nations  are  approxi¬ 
mately  120  percent  recovered,  on  the 
basis  of  the  1937-38  index  of  industrial 
development,  and  that  this  is  a  peace¬ 
time  development  that  we  have  been 
financing.  There  may  have  been  some 
question  over  the  last  3  years  as  to  the 
necessity,  but  now  there  can  be  none.  It 
is  impossible  to  develop  peacetime  in¬ 
dustry  while  we  are  engaged  in  a  war¬ 
time  development. 

The  two  things  are  not  compatible.  I 
shall  propose  an,  amendment  v/hich  will 
propose  to  dispense  entirely  with  the 
$3,000,000,000  or  such  an  amount  as  may 
be  available  to  ECA  under  this  bill.  But 
what  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
w-ants  to  do  is  to  make  that  money  avail¬ 
able,  to  be  included  in  the  $10,030,000,000 
defense  fund  requested  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States — I  do  propose  such 
an  amendment. 

TWENTY-PERCENT  REDUCTION - $3,600,000,000 — - 

$500,000,000  PUBLIC  WORKS  FUND 

With  the  20-percent  reduction  in  the 
$17,189,000,000  of  the  domestic  budget, 
this  approximately  $3,000,000,000  and 
the  $1,150,000,000  for  the  arming  of  the 
Atlantic  Pact  nations — which  should  be 
included  in  one  budget;  then  add  the 
$500,000,000  appropriated  for  public 
works — the  additional  $8,000,000,000  is 
available  for  the  national-defense  fund. 
We  will  give  the  junior  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  [Mr.  Douglas]  something  to  really 
vote  for — the  amendment  will  propose  to 
dispense  with  the  public  works  entirely, 
of  $500,000,000,  except  such  amounts  as 
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the  President  may  believe  to  be  really 
emergency  work  until  this  Congress  con¬ 
venes  again  in  January  1951. 

It  could  mean  only  a  few  months’  de¬ 
lay  at  most — and  by  that  time  the  situ¬ 
ation  should  clarify  so  we  will  know  ex¬ 
actly  what  is  needed. 

UNIVERSAL  TRAINING 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
joined  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
early  in  1949  in  the  introduction  of  a 
universal  training  bill. 

This  legislation  has  since  been  buried 
in  a  democratically  controlled  commit¬ 
tee — such  legislation  is  needed  to  protect 
this  Nation  and  to  protect  the  boys 
through  better  knowing  their  business 
and  protect  themselves  in  combat. 

EIGHT  BILLION  DOLLARS  OF  THE  PRESIDENT’S 
TEN  BILLION  REQUEST 

Certainly  there  will  be  no  public  works, 
except  emergency  works,  during  this  pe¬ 
riod,  so  that  with  the  amount  allocated 
to  such  works,  it  adds  up  to  $8,000,000,- 
CC0  available  for  the  $10,000,000,000  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  here¬ 
by  offers  such  amendment.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  first 
answer  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  the 
parliamentary  inquiry  is,  Who  has  the 
floor?  I  believe  I  have  the  floor,  ap¬ 
pearances  to  the  contrary  notwithstand¬ 
ing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  thinks  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
is  correct.  The  Chair  was  perhaps  in 
error  in  recognizing  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  gladly  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  yielded  solely  for 
the  purpose  stated. 

Mr.  LUCAS,  Mr.  President,  we  have 
not  finished  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  yet,  and  I  have  been  stand¬ 
ing  here  yielding  to  Senators,  hoping  we 
might  get  it  accomplished.  I  did  not 
think  I  had  lost  the  floor,  otherwise  I 
should  have  taken  my  seat. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  bear  with  the 
Chair  for  a  moment,  it  seems  that  the 
consent  request  could  be  worked  out 
shortly. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  gladly  yield  for 
that  purpose,  with  the  understanding 
that  I  do  not  lose  my  position  on  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  later  recognize  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  answer 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  by  simply  say¬ 


ing  that  under  the  parliamentary  situa¬ 
tion  there  will  be  no  reason  why  he  can¬ 
not  offer  the  kind  of  amendment  he  has 
been  discussing  here,  as  I  understand. 
Certainly  I  shall  have  no  objection. 
What  I  should  like  to  do  is  to  get  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  on  its 
way  and  get  the  Senate’s  confirmation 
on  it. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  J  do  of¬ 
fer  such  an  amendment,  to  be  properly 
written  by  the  clerk  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not 
going  to  object  to  the  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  requested  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  but  I  should  like  to  propound  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  After  the  Senate  con¬ 
cludes  work  on  the  ECA  chapter,  what 
else  will  be  left  in  the  appropriation  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  there  ara  still 
some  chapters  of  the  appropriation  bill 
that  have  not  been  acted  on,  and  that 
after  the  consideration  of  the  committee 
amendments,  if  any,  to  those  chapters 
which  have  not  been  acted  on,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  then  take  up  amendments  of¬ 
fered  by  individual  Senators. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  and  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  that  what  I  had  in  mind 
was  this:  Chapter  V  has  been  concluded, 
with  the  exception  of  the  items  of  health 
and  cancer  research  funds,  the  heart  in¬ 
stitute,  mental  hygiene,  and  dental  ac¬ 
tivities.  I  was  wondering  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  in  making  his  unanimous-consent 
request,  to  conclude  with  the  bill  on  that 
particular  date? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  finish 
the  bill  then,  if  possible,  but  that  situa¬ 
tion  is  perhaps  more  or  less  in  the  lap 
of - 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  gods? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  more  or  less  psr- 
hap  in  the  lap  of  Senators,  as  to  when 
we  shall  get  through  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  merely  wanted  to 
know  in  order  to  get  ready  for  the  items 
in  chapter  5  which  have  not  been 
concluded. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  we  run  out  of  some¬ 
thing  to  do,  the  Senator  can  certainly 
offer  amendments  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  find  myself  in  a  rather  peculiar 
situation.  I  had  already  spoken  to  the 
leader  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  several 
days  ago.  I  understood  that  the  final 
vote  would  not  come  up  until  Tuesday 
or  perhaps  Thursday.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
whether  that  is  true.  I  am  particularly 
interested  in  the  vote  on  the  10-percent 
over-all  reduction,  with  the  exceptions 
enumerated,  and  I  am  interested  in  the 


passage  of  the  bill.  I  had  therefore 
planned  to  be  absent  Monday,  and  to  re¬ 
turn  Tuesday  morning.  Apparently  I 
shall  lose  my  opportunity  to  vote  on  the 
Spanish  loan,  which  I  would  favor,  be¬ 
cause  I  feel  that  Spain  is  decidedly  in 
the  world  picture.  I  know  of  nothing 
else  to  be  done  except  to  carry  out  my 
obligations  already  incurred.  But  I 
should  like  an  answer  to  this  question: 
Certainly  the  Senator  does  not  expect  a 
vote  on  final  passage  or  on  the  10-percent 
cut  until  Tuesday,  at  any  rate,  does  he? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Probably  not  until 
Wednesday.  I  do  not  know,  but  we  hope 
we  may  get  a  vote  on  Tuesday,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  we  shall  not  vote  on  it  on  Monday, 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Therefore,  I  shall  not 
object. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  will  the  clerk 
please  read  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest,  as  far  as  we  have  gone?  If  he 
has  not  been  able  to  reduce  it  to  writing 
yet,  I  should  like  to  ask:  Did  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  request  that  on  amend¬ 
ments  pending  or  which  may  be  offered, 
5  minutes  be  allowed  to  each  side  on  each 
amendment?  I  do  not  anticipate  that 
any  amendments  will  be  offered,  but  I 
think  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
should  contain  such  a  provision. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
was  not  included.  The  Chair  will  advise 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  that  was 
not  included  in  the  unanimous-consent 
request. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  majority  leader 
will  modify  his  request  to  include  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  on  each  amendment  pending 
or  to  be  offered,  5  minutes  shall  be  al¬ 
lowed  on  each  amendment  to  each  side, 
I  think  it  will  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is, 
5  minutes  to  each  side,  on  each  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.*  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  at  this  time  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request? 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  want  to  be  sure 
that  the  last  request  of  the  majority 
leader  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  divi¬ 
sion  of  time  prior  to  2  o’clock. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  would  the  Chair 
state  in  substance  what  the  request  is? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  endeavor  to  state  his  under¬ 
standing  of  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest.  It  is  that  on  Monday  next  the 
time  shall  be  divided  from  the  conven¬ 
ing  of  the  Senate  until  2  o’clock  between 
the  proponents  and  the  opponents,  the 
time  to, be  controlled,  respectively,  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar]  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Kem]  ;  that  at  2  o’clock  a  vote  shall 
be  taken  upon  any  amendment  pending 
or  that  may  be  offered,  or  on  any  mo- 
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tions,  with  5  minutes  allowed  to  each  side 
for  debate  on  any  such  amendments  or 
motions;  that  the  requirements  of  the 
unanimous-consent  request  as  proposed 
are  that  amendments  must  be  germane, 
that  any  right  to  raise  a  point  of  order 
is  not  involved  or  limited  by  the  request ; 
that  upon  disposition  of  the  matters 
which  will  come  on  for  vote  at  2  o’clock 
an  additional  3 -hour  period  shall  be 
allowed  for  debate  on  the  amendment  to 
be  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  relating  to  the 
giving  of  aid  to  Spain. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  suggest  it  is  to  be 
not  later  than  3  hours  thereafter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not 
later  than  3  hours  after  the  vote,  which 
will  begin  at  2  o’clock,  the  vote  will  also 
begin  upon  the  amendment  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  and  the  time  will 
be  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Kellar]  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran]  as  to  that  second  period 
of  time,  and  the  5 -minute  limitation  on 
debate  to  apply  to  any  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  thereto. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  I  understand  that  the 
succinct  statement  made  by  the  Chair 
relates  to  chapter  X-B  and  has  no  refer¬ 
ence  to  any  other  portion  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  The  Chair  intended 
to  state  that. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  And  we  shall  not  only 
vote  on  amendments,  but  on  the  chapter 
itself  after  we  make  disposition  of  the 
amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
is  correct. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  unanimous-consent  agreement,  as 
subsequently  reduced  to  writing,  is  as 
follows; 

Ordered,  That  on  the  calendar  day  of 
Monday,  July  31,  1950,  at  the  hour  of  2 
o’clock  p.  m„  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided,  on  any 
amendment  or  motion  that  may  he  pending 
or  that  may'be  offered  to  the  committee 
amendment  beginning  on  page  447  and  ex¬ 
tending  down  to  and  including  page  461,  in¬ 
clusive,  being  Chapter  X-B— Foreign  aid,  to 
the  bill  H.  R.  7736,  the  general  appropriation 
bill  for  1951 :  Provided,  That  no  amendment 
that  is  not  germane  to  the  subject  matter 
shall  be  in  order  and  that  points  of  order 
may  not  be  waived  under  the  agreement. 

Ordered  further,  That  the  time  between  12 
o’clock  noon  and  2  o’clock  p.  m.  shall  be 
divided  equally  between  those  favoring  and 
those  opposed  to  the  committee  amendment 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  Mr.  McKel¬ 
lar  and  Mr.  Kem. 

Ordered  further,  That  after  said  hour  of  2 
o’clock  p.  m.,  debate  on  any  amendment  or 


motion  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceeding  10 
minutes,  to  be  equally  divided  between  the 
mover  thereof  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations. 

Ordered  further,  That  with  reference  to 
the  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
Mr.  McCarran,  providing  that  $100,000,000  of 
the  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  assist¬ 
ance  to  Spain,  debate  shall  be  limited  not  to 
exceed  3  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  Mr.  McCarran  and  Mr. 
McKellar. 

Ordered  further,  That  upon  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
McCarran,  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote,  with¬ 
out  further  debate,  upon  the  committee 
amendment,  whether  amended  or  not. 

Ordered  further,  That  after  the  period  for 
debate  on  the  so-called  McCarran  amend¬ 
ment  has  expired,  debate  upon  any  amend¬ 
ment  thereto  shall  be  limited  to  not  exceed¬ 
ing  10  minutes  to  be  equally  divided  between 
the  mover  thereof  and  Mr.  McCarran. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  to  the  cur¬ 
rent  chapter  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and 
lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
agreed  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee,  provided  I  may  do  so  without 
losing  my  right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
may  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President, 
chapter  X-B  of  the  bill  appropriates 
money  for  foreign  aid.  This  part  of  the 
bill  probably  will  give  rise  to  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  as  it  involves  the  question 
of  money  and  aid  extended  to  foreign 
governments. 

Last  year  we  appropriated  the  enor¬ 
mous  sum  of  $5,513,890,000  for  foreign 
aid.  The  estimate  for  this  year  is  about 
$650,000,000  less  and  amounts  to  $4,855,- 
073,729.  The  House  did  not  pass  on 
these  items  of  foreign  aid  at  all,  although 
the  House  took  the  lead  in  having  a  uni¬ 
fied  appropriation  bill.  We  need  not  in¬ 
quire  as  to  why  the  House  left  out  of  the 
bill  these  huge  gifts  to  foreign  countries, 
but  we  shall  go  ahead  and  keep  the  for¬ 
eign-aid  chapter  in  with  the  other  ap¬ 
propriation  chapters. 

The  committee  recommends  a  much 
smaller  sum  than  the  amount  authorized 
for  foreign  aid  for  fiscal  year  1951.  The 
committee  has  allowed  the  sum  of  $4,- 
522,158,729,  which  is  approximately  a 
billion  dollars  less  than  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  fiscal  year  1950,  and  is  $332,915,- 
000  below  the  budget  estimate.  The 
committee  thinks  that,  under  all  of  the 
circumstances,  it  is  justified  in  making 
this  reduction. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  refer  briefly  to 
some  of  the  larger  items  of  foreign  aid  in 


this  chapter.  The  largest  single  appro¬ 
priation  is  to  the  ECA.  The  budget  esti¬ 
mate  for  ECA  is  $2,657,700,000  and  the 
committee  recommends  that  the  esti¬ 
mate  be  cut  10  percent  to  provide  an 
appropriation  of  $2,391,930,000.  This 
amount  is  $1,236,450,000  under  the  1950 
appropriation.  The  committee  also 
agreed  to  allow  ECA  to  use  the  1950 
carry-over  funds  of  approximately  $277,- 
000,000.  The  committee  arrived  at  these 
recommendations  after  very  careful  con¬ 
sideration  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
approve  of  them. 

The  next  large  item  in  the  chapter  is 
for  mutual-defense  assistance.  The 
committee  was  unanimous  in  recom¬ 
mending  the  full  amount  of  the  budget 
estimate  of  $1,678,023,729. 

On  the  funds  for  International  De¬ 
velopment,  commonly  referred  to  as 
point  4,  the  committee  originally  recom¬ 
mended  an  appropriation  of  $10,000,000 
in  this  chapter.  I  would  like  to  make  it 
clear  to  the  Senate  that  the  $10,000,000 
recommended  is  in  addition  to  other 
funds  for  point  4  programs  carried  under 
the  Department  of  State  appropriations 
in  chapter  III. 

In  the  Department  of  State  appropria¬ 
tions  under  the  Institute  of  Inter-Ameri¬ 
can  Affairs,  the  committee  recommends 
an  appropriation  of  $5,000,000  and  in  the 
appropriation  for  International  In¬ 
formation  and  Educational  Activities 
there  is  an  appropriation  of  $2,600,000, 
for  point  4  programs. 

Since  the  committee  recommended 
the  appropriation  of  $10,000,000  in  this 
chapter  for  point  4,  I  have  conferred 
with  the  President,  and  I  have  also  re¬ 
ceived  a  letter  from  the  President  urging 
that  the  appropriation  of  $10,000,000  be 
increased  to  the  full  amount  of  the 
budget  estimate  of  $26,900,000.  The 
President  told  me  that  the  amount  of 
$10,000,000  was  not  enough  in  his  opinion 
as  we  were  at  war  and  more  funds  would 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  program 
to  the  best  advantage  of  our  defense.  I 
at  once  submitted  the  request  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee  and  we  have 
reconsidered  it  and  the  committee  has 
voted  to  allow  the  President  the  amount 
of  money  he  asked  for,  namely,  $26,900,- 
000  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
point  4  program  which  the  President 
recommended  and  the  Congress  has 
agreed  to.  We  are  at  war,  the  President 
is  our  Commander  in  Chief,  and  the 
committee  thinks  that  we  should  leave 
no  stone  unturned  to  back  him  up.  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  agree  with  our 
recommendations. 

There  are  several  other  items  in  this 
chapter  which  I  will  not  explain  in  de¬ 
tail  since  they  are  referred  to  in  our 
committee  report.  I  do,  however,  Mr. 
President,  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
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insert  in  the  record  a  table  which  I  have 
had  prepared  by  the  staff  showing  the 
individual  appropriation  items,  the 


amounts  for  1950,  the  amounts  of  the 
budget  estimates,  and  the  amounts 
recommended  by  the  committee. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Comparative  statement  of  appropriations  for  1950,  budget  estimates  and  amounts  recommended  in  the  bill  for  1951 


Appropriations, 

1950 

Budget  estimate, 
1951 

Committee 

recommendation 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— )  Senate  bill  compared  with— 

Appropriations,  1950 

Budget  estimate,  1951 

Amount 

Percent 

Amount 

Percent 

Funds  appropriated  to  the  President: 

Economic  Cooperation  Administration . . 

1  $3, 628, 380, 000 
45, 000, 000 
110, 000, 000 

» 814, 010, 000 

912,  500, 000 

(s> 

4,000,000 

8  $2, 657,  700, 000 

$2, 391, 930, 000 

-$1, 236, 450, 000 
-45, 000, 000 
-20, 000, 000 
+12,  500,  000 
+10, 000,  000 
+864, 013,  729 

-624,  500, 000 

+27, 000, 000 
+20,  705, 000 

34.1 

-$265, 770, 000 

10.0 

Assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Korea _ _ _ 

International  children’s  welfare  work . . . 

International  development  (point  IV) . 

Mutual  defense  assistance . .. . .  - 

Department  of  Defense,  Department  of  the  Army,  civil 

functions:  GARIOA . . . . . — _ 

Department  of  State: 

Government  in  occupied  areas  of  Germany . 

Aid  to  Palestine  refugees . . 

Grand  total . . -. . 

100,000,000 
15,000,000 
26, 900, 000 

4  1, 678, 023, 729 

320, 000, 000 

30, 000, 000 
27,  450, 000 

99,000,000 
12,  500, 000 
10, 000, 000 

4  X,  678, 023,  729 

288, 000, 000 

27,000,000 

24,705,000 

18.2 

106.1 

68.4 

517.6 

—10,1)00, 000 
-2,  500, 000 
-16,  900, 000 

-32,000,000 

-3, 000, 000 
-2, 745, 000 

10.0 

16.7 

62.8 

10.0 

10.0 

10.0 

5, 513,890,000 

4, 855, 073, 729 

4, 522, 158,  729 

-991, 731, 271 

17.9 

-332, 915, 000 

6.85 

i  In  addition,  loan  authority  in  the  amount  of  $150,000,000  or  a  total  of  $3,778,380,000. 

s  Original  submission  in  H.  Doc.  No.  479  was  in  the  amount  of  $2,950,000,000.  Revised  estimate  submitted  in  S.  Doc.  176  in  the  amount  of  $2,657,700,000. 
8  In  addition,  contract  authority  in  the  amount  of  $500,000,000. 

4  Includes  $455,523,729  for  liquidation  of  piior-year  contract  authority,  S.  Doc.  No.  194. 

•  Formerly  under  “Government  and  relief  in  occupied  areas.” 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  first  committee 
amendment  to  chapter  X-B. 

The  first  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  447,  to  insert: 

Chapter  X-B— Foreign  Aid 

TITLE  I - FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE 

PRESIDENT 

Economic  cooperation 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  carry  out  the  provisons  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  April  19,  1949  (Public  Law  47), 
and  as  further  amended  by  the  act  of  June 
5,  1950  (Public  Law  535),  including  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  (not  to 
exceed  $30,000);  hire  of  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles;  maintenance  and  operation  and  hire 
of  aircraft;  payment  of  damage  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  trans¬ 
portation  of  privately  owned  automobiles; 
entertainment  (not  to  exceed  $20,000) ;  ex¬ 
change  of  funds  without  regard  to  section 
3651  of  the  Revised  Statutes;  and  loss  by 
exchange;  $2,391,930,000,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $50,000  shall  be  available  for  expendi¬ 
tures  of  a  confidential  character  (other  than 
entertainment)  under  the  direction  of  the 
Administrator  or  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
who  shall  make  a  certificate  of  the  amount 
of  each  such  expenditure  which  he  may  think 
it  advisable  not  to  specify,  and  every  such 
*  certificate  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient 
voucher  for  the  amount  therein  specified: 
Provided,  'That  this  appropriation  shall  be 
consolidated  and  merged  with  funds  here¬ 
tofore  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1S48,  as 
amended,  and  such  consolidated  appropria¬ 
tion  may  be  used  during,  the  fiscal  year  1951 
within  the  limitations  herein  specified: 
Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  $15,- 
255,000  of  such  consolidated  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951,  bf  which  not 
more  than  $25,000  shall  be  available  to  the 
Administrator  for  any  further  action  he  may 
consider  advisable  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  section  115  (f)  of  the  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided, 
further,  That  not  to  exceed  $600,000,000 
shall  be  available  for  transfers  under  section 
111  (d)  of  the  Eionomic  Cooperation  Act  of 
1943,  as  amended:  Provided  further,  That  no 


part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall 
be  expended  in  a  manner  that  will  permit 
any  of  the  local  currency  equivalents,  derived 
therefrom  in  compliance  with  section  115 
(b)  (6)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of 
1348,  as  amended,  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  any  recipient  country  so  long  as  any  de¬ 
pendent  area  of  such  country  fails  to  comply 
with  any  treaty  to  which  such  dependent 
area  and  the  United  States  are  parties. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President.  I 
wish  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  in  connection  with  chapter  X-B, 
to  lines  17  to  24,  on  page  448,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  the  words  “Provided,  further.” 
This  section  relates  to  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  encountered  under  the 
ECA  by  certain  American  merchants  in 
Morocco. 

Those  difficulties  stem  from  treaty  ^in¬ 
terpretations,  as  I  understand,  relating 
to  treaties  of  this  country  with  France 
and  with  Morocco  and  the  relations  be¬ 
tween  France  and  Morocco. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  object,  under 
any  circumstances,  to  this  provision  in 
this  chapter  of  the  bill.  I  would  object 
to  anything  which  used  an  incident 
which,  however  serious,  is  yet  of  com¬ 
paratively  small  proportions,  as  a  means 
by  which  the  work  of  the  ECA  to  sup¬ 
port  the  Republic  of  France  might  be 
removed.  It  seems  to  me,  from  all  I  can 
learn,  that  there  are  two  elements  of 
the  situation.  One  element  is  that  the 
problem  is  one  which  should  be  solved, 
if  not  by  negotiation,  by  international 
judicial  action.  Furthermore,  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  a  modus  vivendi  has  been 
arranged  and  is  in  process  of  develop¬ 
ment  with  some  success,  and  that  ,  the 
situation  is  improving  as  time  goes  on. 

Mr.  President,  the  remarks  I  have 
made  I  would  make  under  any  circum¬ 
stances,  but  at  this  point  I  raise  a  point 
of  order  as  to  the  language  which  I  have 
just  defined  as  commencing  with  the 
word  “Provided”  on  line  17  of  page  448, 
through  line  24  of  the  same  page.  This 
seems  to  me  to  be  very  clearly  legisla¬ 
tive  material  in  an  appropriation  bill, 
and  therefore  I  raise  the  question  as  to 
whether  it  belongs  in  the  bill  at  all. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  raises  a  point  of 
order  to  that  portion  of  chapter  X-B 
of  the  bill  beginning  with  the  third  word 
on  line  17  of  page  448  and  going  down 
to  the  end  of  line  24  on  the  same  page. 
Does  any  Senator  wish  to  be  heard?  If 
not,  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  is 
prepared  to  rule. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  the  point 
of  order  should  lie,  and  the  point  of  order 
is  sustained. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  amendment,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  me 
and  also  a  memorandum  relating  to  the 
subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Wiley’s 
statement  and  the  memorandum  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Wiley 

MOROCCAN  AMENDMENT  MUST  BE  ENACTED  IN 
GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS  BILL 

Mr.  President,  there  is  pending  before  the 
Senate  an  amendment  written  into  this  bill 
by  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  in 
connection  with  ECA  appropriations  for  the 
next  fiscal  year.  Under  this  amendment, 
which  I  originally  proposed  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr. 
McKellar],  and  which  he  fortunately  ac¬ 
cepted,  provision  will  be  made  at  long  last 
for  protection  of  American  business  interests 
in  Morocco. 

I  have  taken  the  floor  on  several  occasions 
since  early  1949  in  order  to  protest  the  de¬ 
plorable  discrimination  against  American 
business  interests  in  Morocco. 

In  all  this  time  we  have  had  one  long  series 
of  exchanges  of  correspondence  and  talks 
with  State  Department  officials.  Time  after 
time  we  have  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Department  abuses  of  the  Moroccan  Treaty 
by  which  French  officials  have  deliberately 
favored  French  business  interests  in  direct 
contradiction  with  treaties.  Time  after  time 
we  have  been  given  assurances  by  the  State 
Department  that  the  abuses  would  come  to 
an  end,  that  legislation  would  not  be  essen¬ 
tial,  and  time  after  time  assurances  and 
pious  promises  have  been  shown  not  to  be 
worth  the  paper  they  were  printed  on. 

For  the  fourth  time  a  protective  amend¬ 
ment  is  now  before  the  Senate,  and  it  is  my 
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earnest  hope  that  this  amendment  as  writ¬ 
ten  in  the  Appropriations  Committee  will  be 
retained  on  the  floor,  taken  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee,  and  thereafter  retained  in 
the  final  conference  report. 

To  do  otherwise  would  he  to  encourage 
other  countries  deliberately  to  break  their 
treaties  with  the  United  States  and  delib¬ 
erately  to  discriminate  against  American 
businessmen. 

I  shall  not  take  the  further  time  to  review 
a  history  of  this  situation,  but  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  have  placed  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  at  this i  point  a  further 
memorandum  on  the  problem,  reviewing  it 
historically. 

Memorandum 

The  Morocco  Treaty  violations  were  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  by  correspondence  back  in  1947 
and  1948.  We  were  told  that  the  Department 
of  State  was  investigating  and  would  take 
appropriate  steps. 

Two  representatives  of  Americans  in  Mo¬ 
rocco  called  on  me  early  in  1949.  They 
had  documentation  and  other  evidence  to 
show  that  the  French  had  assessed  illegal 
taxes  and  customs  against  them,  had  seized 
their  .goods,  denied  them  the  right  to  com¬ 
pete  in  many  businesses,  refused  them  a 
share  in  ECA  business,  and  in  general  tried 
to  force  them  out.  The  French  had  finally 
placed  embargoes  on  almost  all  American 
goods,  while  giving  preferred  treatment  to 
Argentina,  Bulgaria,  Czechoslovakia,  Hun¬ 
gary,  and  others. 

I  knew  this  kind  of  thing  was  prevalent 
in  outrightly  owned  French  colonies  but 
Morocco  is  not  a  colony,  it  is  an  “autonomous 
country  under  the  rule  of  a  Sultan”  (Willard 
Thorp’s  affidavit 'in  U.  S.  District  Court,  Oct. 

4,  1949).  I  know  that  our  treaties  with 
Morocco  guaranteed  our  citizens  and  trade 
equal  treatment  with  those  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  and  that  they  fixed  duties  and  taxes. 
I  put  the  representatives  of  the  Afnerican 
group  in  Morocco  in  touch  with  Secretary 
Acheson  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee  Room  and  he  directed  Mr.  Ernest  Gross 
to  investigate  and  fix  the  matter  up. 

At  that  time  at  a  conference  on  March  24, 
1949,  the  State  Department  agreed  that  il¬ 
legal  taxes  and  customs  overcharges  would 
be  refunded  and  other  redress  given,  that 
is,  that  all  treaty  violations  which  were  not 
considered  by  the  Department  as  connected 
with  the  dollar  shortage  would  be  ended, 
before  acceptance  of  the  embargo  decree 
would  be  considered. 

The  President  of  the  American  Trade  As¬ 
sociation  of  Morocco  reported  this  decision 
to  me  and  to  other  members  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  in  writing.  The  ar¬ 
rangement  has  never  been  denied  by  the 
Department.  It  was  reported  to  Morocco  by 
a  cable  cleared  with  a  Department  official. 
Because  of  these  promises,  and  because  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  Committee  told  the  Senate  “We  are 
sending  a  top  man  *  *  *  to  investigate 

all  these  cases,  and  if  there  is  any  discrim¬ 
ination  or  any  violation  of  fundamental 
rights  of  Americans,  they  will  be  corrected, 
and  corrected  promptly”  (p.  3950,  Congres¬ 
sional  Record,  April  5,  1949).  I  am  sure 
that  the  distinguished  chairman  was  rely¬ 
ing  on  State  Department  promises  when  he 
made  that  statement — because  of  all  this 
legislation  proposed  to  end  the  Moroccan 
abuses  was  defeated  on  this  floor  on  April 

5,  1949.  As  soon  as  .it  was  defeated  the 
promises  were  ignored  and  on  June  10,  1949, 
the  State  Department  gave  temporary  assent 
to  the  Moroccan  embargoes  with  none  of  its 
conditions  fulfilled. 

In  August  of  1949  this  was  all  repeated. 
Mr.  Ernest  Gross,  then  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  wrote  on  July  29  (Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord,  p.  10975,  August  4,  1949) :  “The  Depart¬ 


ment  has  repeatedly  recognized  that  Ameri¬ 
can  businessmen  have  specific  legitimate 
grievances  in  French  Morocco  that  should  be 
remedied.”  He  listed  “failure  to  allocate 
to  Americans  a  reasonable  amount  of  dollar 
exchange.  The  employment  of  delaying  tac¬ 
tics  in  granting  import  licenses  for  goods 
Americans  needed  for  the  maintenance  of 
enterprises  they  were  operating  *  *  * 

the  assessment  of  customs  duties  on  the 
basis  of  arbitrary  valuations  of  imports;  the 
assessment  of  consumption  taxes  *  *  * 

and  other  matters  such  as  the  failure  to  in¬ 
stall  telephones,  furnish  adequate  gasoline 
rations,”  etc. 

Mr.  Gross  emphasized  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  objective  is  to  assure  an  appropriate 
measure  -of  protection  to  these  Americans  in 
Morocco.  The  able  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  stated:  “At  this  very  time  American 
representatives  are  engaged  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  France  in  ironing  out  legitimate 
complaints  which  have  been  made  against 
the  French  treatment  of  American  business¬ 
men”  (p.  11034,  Congressional  Record,  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1949).  Legislation  was  again  de¬ 
feated  in  the  Senate  on  August  5,  1949. 
Again,  when  the  chance  of  action  by  Con¬ 
gress  was  past,  the  Department  abandoned 
its  “appropriate  measure  of  protection”  and 
ruled,  at  a  public  hearing  to  investigate  the 
matter  on  September  27  that  both  treaty 
violations  and  the  fact  that  Americans  have 
been  subject  to  discrimination  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  import  controls  were  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  meeting.  On  December  31, 
assent  for  an  indefinite  period  was  given  to 
the  embargoes  and  to  almost  all  other  vio¬ 
lations  on  the  basis  of  a  compromise  agree¬ 
ment  of  September  4,  the  terms  of  which 
were  broken  as  soon  as  it  was  signed. 

When  the  ECA  authorization  was  pending 
this  spring,  Members  of  the  Senate  for  the 
third  time  considered  an  amendment  to 
end  the  campaign  against  our  citizens  and 
our  trade  in  Morocco.  Again,  the  State  De¬ 
partment  claimed  that  the  situation  was 
being  effectively  handled.  A  majority  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  decided  that 
“in  view  of  the  arrangements  *  *  * 

made  with  the  French  Government,”  legis¬ 
lative  remedy  “was  not  necessary”  (Foreign 
Relations  Committee  report,  p.  22).  Despite 
this  decision,  an  amendment  finally  passed 
the  Senate  on  May  5,  1950.  As  a  member  of 
the  Senate-House  conference,  I  was  skepti¬ 
cal  of  the  promises  made  in  a  reassuring  let¬ 
ter  dated  May  5,  1950,  from  Administrator 
Hoffman  and  a  State  Department  memo¬ 
randum  confirming  it,  to  the  effect  that  con¬ 
sultative  machinery  had  been  set  up  and  was 
operating  successfully  to  handle  American 
complaints.  The  conference  accepted  these 
assurances,  decided  that  the  Connally 
amendment  could  be  invoked  in  case  the 
consultative  machinery  failed,  and  the  Mo¬ 
rocco  amendment  was  again  defeated. 

A  letter  from  the  president  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  Morocco,  in 
May,  listed  11  specific  legitimate  grievances, 
including  most  of  those  cited  by  Mr.  Gross  a 
year  ago  and  many  others  and  stated  that  the 
situation  was  worse  than  ever.  He  said  that 
“conferences  between  consular  and  resi¬ 
dency  officials  involve  the  same  personnel 
and  lead  to  the  same  frustrating  results  even 
though  they  are  now  called  deliberations  of 
a  mixed  commission.”  The  State  Depart¬ 
ment’s  own  opinion  of  its  consultative  ma¬ 
chinery,  which  had  served  to  defeat  legisla¬ 
tion,  dwindled  once  the  legislation  was  de¬ 
feated.  The  Department’s  report  of  June  5, 
1950,  to  the  Appropriations  Committee 
stated: 

“Our  consul  at  Rabat  has  done  an  excel¬ 
lent  and  conscientious  job  in  bringing  about 
such  solutions  as  are  possible  from  the  con¬ 
sultative  meetings.  The  administrative 
tactics  of  the  French  officials,  however,  con¬ 
tinue  to  delay  the  results  and  to  multiply 
the  minor  discriminations  *  *  *  the 
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consultative  machinery  has  not  been  suc¬ 
cessful  in  solving  larger  problems  touching 
French  policy.” 

The  only  excuse  which  has  been  offered 
by  the  State  Department  for  its  failure  in 
Morocco  for  a  year  and  a  half  is  that  the 
French  program  is  necessitated  by  Morocco’s 
dollar  shortage.  Official  statistics  show  that 
the  import  and  export  embargoes  have  ac¬ 
tually  raised  Morocco’s  dollar  imports  by  50 
percent,  lowered  her  dollar  exports  by  30 
percent,  and  brought  her  trade  deficit  to  an 
all-time  high.  They  have  shifted  import 
profits  from  independent  Americans  to 
French  cartels  and  other  favored  French  in¬ 
terests.  They  have  given  preference  in 
trade  not  only  to  France  but  to  every  nation 
having  a  bilateral  agreement  with  France, 
and  that  includes  Czechoslovakia,  Poland, 
Hungary,  etc.  While  Morocco’s  total  dollar 
imports  are  at  an  all-time  high,  the  United 
States  share  of  Morocco’s  trade  has  decreased. 
Dollar  purchases  from  non-United  States 
sources  have  almost  doubled.’  (Moroccan 
Government  Statistical  Bulletin,  April  15, 
1950.) 

Of  all  the  treaty  violations  complained  of, 
only  import  embargoes  are  in  any  way  con¬ 
nected  with  Morocco’s  dollar  position. 

Furthermore,  the  Department  of  State  told 
the  conference  that  the  Hickenlooper  amend¬ 
ment,  stating  that  treaties  remain  in  full 
force  until  changed  with  Senate  ratification, 
was  not  necessary.  It  has  always  claimed  it 
was  not  setting  our  treaties  aside.  That  same 
Department’s  memorandum  to  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  (p.  258  of  the  hearings) 
states  “Some  of  the  complaints  that  they 
(Americans)  have  made  appear  to  be  based 
on  the  original  treaty  position  rather  than 
on  failure  of  the  French  to  live  up  to  the 
terms  of  their  agreement  with  the  United 
States.”  The  clear  meaning  is  that  the  De¬ 
partment’s  agreement  of  December  31,  1949, 
has  set  aside  the  treaties  assuring  equal 
rights,  on  which  Americans  relied  when  start¬ 
ing  business  in  Morocco. 

Not  one  tangible  result  has  come  from  all 
this  State  Department  shilly-shallying.  Not 
1  cent  has  been  reimbursed.  Moroccan  laws 
limiting  American  business  activities  still  are 
in  force.  Trade  with  every  nation  on  earth 
is  preferred  to  ours. 

The  Moroccan  abuses  are  before  the  Senate 
for  the  fourth  time,  ffiie  State  Department 
is  no  longer  claiming  that  it  will  end  them. 
Instead,  it  is  now  trying  to  quibble  about 
whether  the  violations  which  it  admitted  and 
protested  for  almost  2  years  are  discrimina¬ 
tory.  It  can  stall  another  2  years  while  de¬ 
bating  that.  If  it  intended  to  act  under  the 
terms  of  the  Connally  amendment  it  has  had 
nearly  3  months  in  which  to  do  so.  It  has 
stated  in  its  memorandum  of  July  11  that 
“it  is  understood  steps  are  being  taken  to 
create  a  more  favorable  atmosphere,”  that 
action  by  Congress  would  be  “drastic  and  in¬ 
apt”  and  would  damage  our  relations  with 
France.  Just  how  much  further  does  it  wish 
to  go,  in  our  pursuit  of  a  favorable  atmos¬ 
phere?  I  do  not  believe  that  our  relations 
abroad  were  ever  improved  by  a  policy  of 
weakness,  which  only  makes  us  ridiculous. 
I  think  this  farce  has  continued  long  enough 
and  hope  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  on  page 
447,  line  18, 1  move  to  strike  out  “$2,391,- 
930,000”  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$2,450,000,000.”  This  is  an  amendment 
in  the  second  degree.  The  Senator  from 
Missouri,  instead  of  increasing  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation,  as  I  have 
suggested,  desires  to  decrease  it.  There¬ 
fore  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this 
chapter  X-B,  for  purposes  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  may  be  considered  as  a  part  of  the 
original  text  of  the  bill. 
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July  28 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  is  pending  now.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri  wishes  to  offer  his 
amendment  now,  he  may  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  is  itself  open  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  ask 
that  my  amendment  be  considered  on 
Monday. 

Mmaas&ssssiffi* 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  Resident,  if 
no  other  Senator  wishes  to  address  the 
Senate,  I  move  that  the  Senat&gproceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  busi¬ 
ness.  \ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  ihe 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  executive 
business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
land  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  the  nomination 
of  Vice  Adm.  Edward  L.  Cochrane, 
United  States  Navy  (retired) ,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Board, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  MURRAY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

Paul  M.  Herzog,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board; 
and 

Ewan  Clague,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  a 
Commissioner  of  Labor  Statistics. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS,  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services: 

Joseph  Frederick  Green,  a  graduated  cadet 
of  the  United  States  Military  Academy,  for 
appointment  as  second  lieutenant  in  the 
United  States  Air  Force. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  then 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  tt 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar 
will  be  stated. 

ADVISORY  BOARD  FOR  THE  POST  OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  J.  H.  Allen,  of  Florida,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Advisory  Jfoard  for  the 
Post  Office  Department. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  i/mination  is  con¬ 
firmed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  / wish  to  make  a  few 
brief  remarks  wjrh  respect  to  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  MryAllen.  I  know  that  the 
Presiding  Officer  will  bear  me  out  when 
I  say  that  JO r.  Allen  is  one  of  the  out¬ 
standing  businessmen,  not  only  of  Flor¬ 
ida,  but/of  the  whole  country.  He  is 
not  oi fi#  competent,  but  he  is  devoted  to 
the  public  interest.  I  can  assure  the 
Senate  that  Mr.  Allen’s  service  in  the 
portion  to  which  he  has  been  nomi- 
r  *ted  will  be  illustrious,  distinguished, 
and  in  the  public  interest. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
land  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  thinks 
tiis  colleague. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  remaining  nominations  to 
the  Advisory  Board  for  the  Post  Office 
Department  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ob¬ 
ject. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  understand  that 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  desires  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Morris  L.  Ernst,  of  New  York,  to  go 
over.  I  move  that,  with  that  exception, 
the  other  nominations  to  the  Advisory 
Board  for  the  Post  Office  Department  be 
^considered  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there- 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  remaining  nominations  to  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  for  the  Pest  Office  Depart¬ 
ment,  with  the  exception  of  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  Morris  L.  Ernst,  of  New  York, 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read’ 
foundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  \yith- 
ouVobjection,  the  nominations  of  post¬ 
masters  are  confirmed  en  bloc/'  That 
completes  the  Executive  Calendar. 
5GISLATIVE  SESSIQN 

Mr.  McijARLAND.  Miy  President,  I 
move  thatNfie  Senate  Proceed  to  the 
consideration^  legislative  business. 

The  motionVas  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  resumed  i^ie  consideration  of  leg¬ 
islative  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  /  Xr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  ajhencvnent  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  gild  ask  t\at  it  be  printed 
and  lie  on  tips  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  receivecP^nd  printed, 
and  wil/lie  on  the  table. 

RECESS 

McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  S. re- 
&ss  until  12  o’clock  noon  on  Mon\iy 
■'next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  _ 
o’clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  Monday,  July  31,  1950, 
at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


/ 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the 
Senate  July  28  (legislative  day  of  July 
20),  1950: 

Federal  Maritime  Board 
Vice  Adm.  Edward  L.  Cochrane,  United 
States  Navy  (retired),  to  he  a  member  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Board  for  the  term  expiring 
June  30,  1952. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  July  28  (legislative  day  of 
July  20),  1950: 

Advisory  Board  for  the  Post  Office 
Department 

To  be  members  of  the  Advisory  Board  for 
the  Post  Office  Department 
J.  H.  Allen,  of  Florida. 

Daniel  W.  Bell,  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Frank  M.  Folsom,  of  New  York. 


Alfred  E.  Lyon,  of  New  York. 

Robert  L.  Thornton,  of  Texas. 

Charles  A.  Ward,  of  Minnesota. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Morris  F.  Watson,  Montevallq 
Jacob  L.  Slaughter,  Pine  Hil, 

CALIFORNIA 

Helen  G.  Walters,  Brockjway. 

Rita  P.  Patton,  Idyllwjffd. 

Ben  B.  Rodgers,  Milaftas. 

Bernard  G.  ProksclurPollock  Pines. 

Betty  Jo  Gilliam, /Bloat. 

Sallye  F.  Bartlow;1  Valley  Center. 

COLORADO 

Schuyler  C.  Parker,  Durango. 

/  FLORIDA 

Luther  W  Reel,  Eloise. 

Edna  Qowen  Smith,  Hilliard.  / 
Wilevjteird,  Live  Oak. 

LynjjrH.  Thames,  Osprey. 

H;/fy  Gordon  Higel,  Sarasota. 

GEORGIA 

Estelle  M.  Jacques,  Baconton. 

HAWAII 

Toshihiro  Nakagawa,  Kunia. 

Adolph  S.  K.  Leong,  Lahaina. 

IDAHO 

Ellwood  R.  Werry,  Shoshone. 

ILLINOIS 

Bruna  R.  Gherardini,  Bulpitt. 

Louis  J.  Frooninckx,  Jr.,  Clifton. 

INDIANA 

Vernice  L.  Larkin,  Cloverdale. 

Richard  C.  Walker,  Granger. 

Charles  Donald  Manaugh,  Hanover. 
Kenneth  E.  Romine,  Mentone. 

Helen  M.  Cox,  Oaklandon. 

Thomas  M.  Gray,  Otwell. 

Arvil  Weilbaker,  Palmyra. 

Louise  W.  Broyles,  Pittsboro. 

John  E.  Brewer,  Summitville. 

James  L.  Wall,  Winchester. 

IOWA 

James  Lawrence  Klauer,  Akron. 

Woodrow  J.  Shearer,  Columbus  Junction. 
Leroy  W.  Threde,  Lake  Park. 

Fernando  Gianni,  Melcher. 

KANSAS 

Carl  N.  Couch,  Atlanta. 

Yoland  L.  Faris,  Elmdale. 

Charles  Dwain  Duecy,  Galesburg. 

John  C.  Bowman,  Garnett. 

Ruel  Lazarus,  Norwich. 

KENTUCKY 

^Austin  V.  Thompson,  Moreland. 

William  F.  Gibson,  Whitesburg. 

LOUISIANA 

Rofl^-t  W.  Gandy,  Jr.,  Tallulah. 

MAINE 

Irma  J.\jott,  Southwest  Harbor. 

MARYLAND 

Melvin  H.  dowers,  Lilypons. 

Michael  Keemui,  Patuxent  River. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

James  E.  Rogers,  ^t'-st  Bridgewater. 

Daniel  F.  Cahill,  Lawrence. 

Ralph  Howard  BryaV,  South  Lancaster. 
Edmund  L.  HannaforcVWellfleet. 

MICHIGAI 

Donald  M.  Brown,  Addiso? 

William  Bombyk,  Applegatl 
William  R.  Shortridge,  Big  b1| 

Robert  J.  Gitersonke,  Bridgmar 
Gust  C.  Burandt,  Coldwater. 

Elmer  L.  Wittenberg,  Constantine? 

Merle  E.  Kinney,  Davisburg. 

John  T.  Fahey,  Goodells. 

Charles  R.  LaClair,  Hemlock. 

Leon  C.  Stewart,  Hersey. 
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\  The  Senate  met  at  J2  o’clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  F.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  assistant 
minister.  Foundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

We  would  lift  our  eyes  unto  the  hills 
eternal,  knowing  that  our  help  comes 
from  Thee,  O  God.  We  would  laud  and 
hallow  Thee  for  Thou  art  good  and  hast 
done  us  good.  We  have  had  at  Thy 
hand  bountiful  benefits  all  our  days. 
Thy  sunlight  has  made  our  path  day¬ 
light.  The  dark  night  has  hacHts  star; 
and  when  our  need  was  great  oulsnight 
has  had  its  sun. 


( Legislative  day  of  Thursday,  July  20,  1950) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Snader,  its  assistant 
reading  clerk,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  157)  authorizing  the 
Department  of  Justice  of  the  United 
States  to  recognize  and  to  award  to  out¬ 
standing  courageous  young  Americans  a 
medal  for  heroism  known  as  the  Young 
American  Medal  for  Bravery,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  it  was  signed  by  the 
Vice  President. 

LEAVES  OF  ABSENCE 


„  ,  .  _  ,  ,  .  ,  On  request  of  Mr.  Wherry,  and  by 

Remembeung  Thy  past  benefits,  grafrt  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Tobey  was  ex- 
us  to  rely  upon  Thy  sure  mercy  as  we  \cused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions  of 
take  up  the  opportunities  of  this  new  ihe  Senate  today(  Tuesday,  and  Wednes¬ 


day.  Help  us  that  in  all  our  ways  we 
might  acknowledge  Thee,  knowing  that 
Thou  wilt  direct  our  paths. 

“Set  our  feet  on  lofty  places; 

Gird  our  lives,  that  they  may  be 
Armored  with  all  Christ-like  graces 
In  the  fight  to  keep  men  free. 

Grant  us  wisdom,  grant  us  courage, 
That  we  fail  not  man  nor  Thee.” 

Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Lucas,  and  by  unan¬ 
imous  consent,  the  reading  of  the  Jour¬ 
nal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  July 
28,  1950,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT- 
APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  Evi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  wer^'com- 
municated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr  Miller, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  and  ha^mnounced 
that  on  July  28,  1950,  the^esident  had 
approved  and  signed  thprollowing  acts: 

S.  1049.  An  act  for  thp^elief  of  Amy  Alex- 
androvna  Taylor  and  Jffyrna  Taylor; 

S.  1779.  An  act  fo^rhe  relief  of  Phil  Meyers, 
also  known  as  GtfnVIeyers; 

S.  1792.  An  j/£t  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Nicholas  Eatphaniades  and  Wanda  Julia  -■ 
Epiphaniapes; 

S.  207?vAn  act  for  the  relief  of  Francisco  | 
Gonzplez  Perez;  and 

SfY 864.  An  act  to  authorize  certain  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  the  Department  of 
‘’’Justice,  and  for  other  purposes. 


da>4 

On  request  of  Mr.  McFarland, .and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Oklahoma  was  excused  from  attendance 

tUth  aresina  nf  Ua<?  Senate, Jamarrow. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  on 
page  447,  line  18,  to  strike  out  “$2,391,- 
930,000”  and  insert  “$2,450,000,000.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  As  I  understand,  un¬ 
der  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
the  time  between  now  and  2  o’clock  is 
divided-  equally,  to  be  controlled  respec¬ 
tively  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  McKellar]  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  KemL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  understood  that 
we  will  start  to  vote  at  2  o’clock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  time  between  now  and  2 
o’clock  is  divided  equally  between  and 
controlled  by  the  two  Senators. 


i 


Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up  my 
amendment,  and  I  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  refer  to  his  amendment  to  the 
Hayden  amendment? 

Mr.  KEM.  No ;  it  is  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
cannot  offer  an  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  at  this  time.  It  must 
be  to  the  so-called  Hayden  amendment. 
Otherwise  it  would  be  an  amendment  in 
the  third  degree. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  suppose  it  does  not  make 
any  difference  in  the  final  analysis. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  first 
vote  would  come  to  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Hayden  amendment. 
Therefore  the  Senator  would  get  the 
same  result. 

Mr.  KEM.  Yes.  I  have  no  objection 
to  its  being  so  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  wish  his  amendment  to  be 
stated? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  have  my 
amendment  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  447, 
line  18,  in  lieu  of  “$2,391,930,000”  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  “$1,950,000,000”;  on 
page  448,  in  line  2,  beginning  with  the 
word  "Provided”,  to  strike  out  all  to  and 
including  the  words  “limitations  herein 
specified:”,  in  line  7,  page  448;  on  page 
448,  lines  8  and  9,  to  strike  out  the  word 
“consolidated.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  notice  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment  is  in  three  parts. 
Does  the  Senator  wish  to  have  each  part 
considered  separately,  or  all  of  them  en 
bloc? 

Mr.  KEM.  En  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr;  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  As  I  understand,  the 
Senator  has  offered  an  amendment  to 
the  Hayden  amendment.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  Hayden  amendment  raises 
the  appropriation  from  $2,331,000,000  to 
$2,450,000,000. 
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Mr.  KEM.  The  purpose  of  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  decrease  the  appropriation  by 
the. amount  provided  in  my  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  fixed  the  amount  proposed  by 
his  amendment,  so  that  if  it  is  applied 
to  the  $2,450,000,000,  there  will  result  the 
saving  contemplated  by  him? 

Mr.  KEM.  My  amendment  is  drawn 
as  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  is  really  an  amend* 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment. 
Under  the  parliamentary  situation  it 
had  to  be  offered  to  the  Hayden  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wonder  whether  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  is  so  drawn  so  as  to  bring  the 
reduction  down  to  the  figure  of  $1,950,- 
C00.000? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  have  it 
considered  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  first 
vote  would  come  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  30  minutes. 

As  Senators  will  note,  the  amendment 
I  offer  would  reduce  the  amount  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  Administration  for  the  fiscal  ending 
June  30,  1951,  to  $1,950,000,000.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  amendment  would  elimi¬ 
nate  from  the  appropriation  bill  the  sum 
of  $276,761,473,  which  was  carried  over 
from  last  year’s  appropriations.  The 
total  saving  effected  by  this  amendment 
would  be  $718,691,473,  or  a  saving  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,000  000,000  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  budget  estimate. 

I  should  like  to  invite  attention  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  fact  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  in  no  way  affect  the  appro- 
priations  for  assistance  to  the  Republic 
of  Korea,  the  military-aid  program,  or 
several  other  programs  included  in  the 
foreign-aid  section  of  the  pending  meas¬ 
ure.  My  amendment  applies  solely  to 
the  economic-aid  program  for  western 
Europe. 

The  unexpended  balance  for  the  fiscal 
year  1950,  which  amounts  to  more  than 
$276,000,000,  is  the  amount  that  was  ap¬ 
propriated  to  the  ECA  but  not  used  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  12  months.  I  see  no  justi¬ 
fication,  Mr.  President,  for  its  being  re- 
appropriated.  As  I  have  said  before, 
Administrator  Hoffman  is  to  be  congrat¬ 
ulated  on  making  this  saving.  But  the 
amount  should  be  a  saving  to  the  United 
States.  Merely  because  a  saving  was 
made  in  1  year  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  made  available  in  another  year. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  time  for  real¬ 
ism.  It  is  a  time  for  us  to  think  and 
act  in  the  light  of  things  as  they  are. 
It  is  a  time  to  reject  and  repudiate  all 
unrealizable  and  visionary  plans  and 
schemes.  It  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
the  amount  provided  in  the  bill  for  for¬ 
eign  aid  is  unrealistic  in  view  of  the  po¬ 
sition  in  which  we  now  find  ourselves 
both  from  a  financial  and  military  point 
of  view.  Cur  national  debt  is  more  than 
$257,000,000,000.  Even  if  $10,000,000,- 
000  would  cover  the  added  cost  of  the 
Korean  war  during  the  present  fiscal 
year,  the  deficit,  in  the  absence  of  an  in¬ 


crease  in  taxes,  would  amount  to  approx¬ 
imately  $17,000,000,000. 

It  is  no  wonder,  Mr.  President,  that 
our  foreign  friends  cannot  understand 
why  we  are  not  paying  our  own  debts, 
or  at  least  balancing  our  budget,  instead 
of  paying  their  debts  and  building  at 
the  cost  of  the  American  taxpayers,  ex¬ 
pensive  improvements  all  over  western 
Europe,  with  the  exception  of  Spain. 

A  few  days  ago  the  ECA  released  its 
report  to  the  Advisory  Board.  In  this 
-report,  on  page  21,  there  is  an  interesting 
table  entitled  “Counterpart  Fund  With¬ 
drawals  by  Purpose,  in  Dollar  Equiva¬ 
lents,  as  of  May  31.” 

This  table  contains  a  breakdown  of 
the  purposes  for  which  ECA  has  permit¬ 
ted  the  participating  countries  to  spend 
the  Marshall  plan  matching  funds,  the 
so-called  counterpart  funds.  $1,042,- 
000,000  worth  of  counterpart  funds  have 
been  used  to  retire  the  debts  of  several 
Marshall  plan  countries.  The  amount 
thus  used,  it  will  be  noted,  is  in  excess  of 
a  billion  dollars.  $558,000,000  worth  have 
gone  for  electric,  gas,  and  power  projects 
in  Marshall-plap  countries;  $331,000,000 
worth  for  agriculture  and  forestry; 
$224  000,000  worth  for  railroads;  $196,- 
000,000  worth  for  manufacturing  estab¬ 
lishments;  $57,000,000  worth  for  roads, 
waterways,  and  harbors;  $208,000,000 
for  housing;  $75  000,000  worth  for  mer¬ 
chant  and  fishing  fleets. 

From  a  military  standpoint  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  not  in  the  interest  of  our  boys  on 
the  fighting  front  for  us  at  this  time  to  be 
giving  away  critical  materials,  vast  quan¬ 
tities  of  things  that  may  be  necessary  to 
prosecute  the  war.  The  kinds  of  mate¬ 
rials  I  have  in  mind  are  $200,000,000 
worth  of  industrial  materials  produced 
in  the  United  States,  including  iron, 
steel,  aluminum,  copper,  zinc,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  chemicals.  Those  materials  the 
ECA  proposes  to  send  to  western  Europe 
in  the  year  for  which  provision  is  now 
being  made.  ECA  also  proposes  to  give 
away  $448,700,000  worth  of  industrial 
machinery  and  equipment;  $7,500,000 
worth  of  rubber  and  rubber  products; 
and  more  than  $77,000  000  worth  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  are  increasing 
our  own  debt  day  by  day,  and  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  we  continue  the  shipment  to 
Marshall  plan  countries  of  vast  quanti¬ 
ties  of  critical  war  materials  which  we 
ourselves  might  well  need  before  too  long. 

Not  only  that,  Mr.  President,  but  we 
are  facing  the  specter  of  inflation.  Noth¬ 
ing  will  feed  the  fires  of  inflation  more 
than,  first,  the  issuing  of  obligations  of 
the  Government  to  cover  a  deficit;  sec¬ 
ond,  creating  a  shortage  in  the  avail¬ 
able  supply  of  goods.  The  large  appro¬ 
priations  for  foreign  aid  in  the  pending 
bill  will  have  a  direct  effect  in  both  re¬ 
spects. 

Mr.  President,  I  sometimes  think  the 
people  back  home  in  their  thinking  are 
a  bit  ahead  of  those  of  us  who  sit  here  in 
the  Halls  of  Congress.  Sometimes  it  is 
difficult  to  see  the  forest  for  the  trees.  A 
few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter  from  one 
of  my  fellow  citizens  in  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
He  describes  himself  as  “a  little  man,  a 
cab  driver  and  my  wife  is  a  waitress,  but 
we  can  read,  and  listen  and  wonder.  We 


are  beginning  to  see  why  we  must  pay 
such  exorbitant  taxes,  and  beginning 
to  wonder  what  kind  of  men  are  leading 
us.” 

Then  he  says: 

Do  you  blame  us?  Where  does  Congress 
get  the  Idea  the  rank  and  file  of  the  people 
are  in  favor  of  the  Marshall  plan?  They  are 
not  now,  and  never  have  been.  I  talk  to 
over  30  passengers  every  night,  and  not  1  in 
20  is  in  favor  of  it,  and  the  ones  who  are,  have 
relatives  over  there.  There  is  something  de¬ 
cidedly  smelly  about  the  whole  aid-to- 
Europe  program. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  had  occasion  be¬ 
fore  to  refer  to  shipments  of  war  mate¬ 
rials  by  Marshall-plan  countries  to  Rus¬ 
sia  and  her  satellites.  This  is  an  iron¬ 
ical  situation.  It  was  hardly  to  be  ex¬ 
pected,  in  view  of  our  overgenerous  gifts 
of  economic  aid  to  the  participating 
countries.  However,  the  facts  are  plain, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  have  never  been 
denied. 

For  instance,  it  has  been  frequently 
said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the 
Marshall-plan  countries  have  96  sepa¬ 
rate  trade  treaties  with  Russia  and 
other  countries  behind  the  iron  curtain. 
Great  Britain,  for  example,-  has  bilateral 
trade  agreements  with  Russia,  Czecho¬ 
slovakia,  Finland,  Hungary,  and  Poland. 
Pursuant  to  these  treaties  a  wide  variety 
of  materials,  many  of  them  potential 
articles  and  materials  of  war,  are  being 
constantly  shipped  by  the  Marshall-plan 
countries  to  Russia  and  the  satellites. 

On  July  17  I  put  into  the  Record  a 
table  of  shipments  of  war  materials  from 
Great  Britain,  Belgium-Luxemburg,  and 
France,  to  Russia.  The  information  in 
these  tables  was  furnished  me  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  The  orig¬ 
inal  tables  covered  only  the  year  1949. 
The  Department  of  Commerce  later  fur¬ 
nished  me  additional  information  cover¬ 
ing  shipments  made  to  Russia  and  the 
satellites  from  the  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries  during  the  first  4  months  of  1950. 
I  have  now  some  further  information 
which  covers  the  month  of  May  this  year, 
bringing  the  information  approximately 
up  to  date.  This  information  shows 
that  a  great  deal  of  such  material  is 
being  shipped,  and  the  shipments  of 
certain  materials  are  at  a  constantly 
accelerated  rate. 

I  have  emphasized  the  shipments  of 
war  materials  from  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries  to  Russia  because  I  believe  it  is  a 
very  important  matter.  It  is  important 
to  know  whether  our  boys  who  are  hav¬ 
ing  to  face  tanks  in  Korea,  which  are  su¬ 
perior  to  any  we  have  on  that  front,  are 
facing  equipment  which  has  been  fabri¬ 
cated  from  goods  shipped  to  Russia  by 
our  allies.  * 

The  Department  of  Commerce  has 
furnished  me  with  information  showing 
that  in  one  case  war  materials  imported 
into  Great  Britain  have  been  reexported 
to  Russia  and  the  satellites.  During  the 
5  months  which  ended  May  31,  1950, 
more  than  $2,633,900  worth  of  machine 
tools  were  exported  by  Britain  to  Russia, 
Finland,  Poland,  and  Czechoslovakia. 
Four  hundred  fifty-four  thousand  five 
hundred  and  thirty- eight  dollars  worth 
of  these  tools  were  exported  during  the 
month  of  May  alone.  That  is  new  in¬ 
formation,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
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During  the  5  months  which  ended  May 
21,  1950,  Britain  reexported — note  this, 
Mr.  President — reexported  more  than 
$67,320  worth  of  machine  tools.  Ma¬ 
chine  tools  are  being  given  to  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  under  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  the  time  is 
limited,  and  I  suggest  that  the  eminent 
Senator  from  Vermont  secure  time  from 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar],  I  know  the  views  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  on  this  matter  very 
well,  and  I  think  he  belongs  on  the  other 
side. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  intend  simply  to 
raise  a  question  as  to  the  information 
the  Senator  has  just  given. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  decline  to  yield  at  this 
time.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  later. 

In  connection  with  our  own  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  item  in  the  appropriations  bill 
for  foreign  aid,  I  believe  the  Senate  will 
be  interested  in  some  figures  which  I 
have  obtained  from  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  respecting  the  number  of  ships, 
combatant  and  otherwise,  which  the 
United  States  turned  over  to  Russia  dur¬ 
ing  World  War  II.  I  have  been  surprised 
at  the  lack  of  success  which  the  admin¬ 
istration  has  had  in  securing  the  return 
of  those  ships. 

These  figures  show  that  we  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Russians  585  naval  craft  of 
various  types,  and  that  459  of  those  naval 
craft  are  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Rus¬ 
sians,  and  reported  to  be  in  operable 
condition.  We  have  been  able  to  get 
back  from  Russia  only  28  ships.  Others 
were  reported  as  lost,  damaged,  and 
stuck  in  the  ice. 

Of  the  96  American  merchant  ships 
which  Russia  had  at  the  end  of  the  war, 
84  are  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Rus¬ 
sians,  and  presumably  in  usable  condi¬ 
tion.  We  have  had  returned  to  us  seven 
tankers  and  one  old  cargo  vessel.  Mer¬ 
chant  ships  which  the  Russians  retained 
include  36  Liberty  ships. 

The  naval  craft  which  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Russians  include  3  ice 
breakers,  28  frigates,  77  minesweepers,  78 
large  submarine  chasers,  62  small  sub¬ 
marine  chasers,  205  torpedo  boats,  36 
LCI’s,  that  is,  landing  craft-infantry,  17 
LCT’s,  that  is  landing  craft  tanks;  2 
LCV’s,  that  is  landing  craft  vehicle,  2 
LCS’s,  that  is  landing  craft  support,  54 
LCM’s  that  is  landing  craft  mechanized, 

4  floating  repair  shops,  15  river  tugs,  6 
pontoon  bridges,  1  motor  launch,  1  plane 
personnel  boat. 

The  ships  we  have  been  able  to  get 
back  consist  of  only  1  ice  breaker  and 
27  frigates. 

My  information  is  that  a  request  has 
been  made  by  the  State  Department  for 
the  return  of  only  217  of  the  naval  ships, 
and  there  has  been  no  request  whatever 
that  any  of  the  merchant  ships  be 
returned. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  in  passing, 
that  I  think  several  questions  should  be 
answered  by  the  State  Department. 
Why  have  we  not  been  able  to  get  any 
more  of  our  ships  back?  Who  deter¬ 


mined  that  a  request  for  our  merchant 
ships  should  not  be  made?  Who  has 
been  conducting  the  negotiations  for 
the  return  of  a  part  of  the  naval  ships 
with  so  little  success?  The  soft  policy 
against  Russia  at  Yalta,  Potsdam,  and 
since,  has  played  a  major  part  in  plac¬ 
ing  the  United  States  in  the  unfortunate 
position  in  which  it  finds  itself  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  want  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  why  I  think  that  is  very 
significant.  That  has  to  do  with  the 
ability  of  the  Marshall-plan  countries  to 
defend  themselves.  On  July  27  Mr. 
Winston  Churchill  was  reported  as 
speaking  in  the  House  of  Commons,  as 
follows : 

"It  looks  as  if  there  is  at  present  no  effec¬ 
tive  defense  in  western  Europe  beyond  the 
Channel.”  He  said  that  unless  government 
spokesmen  could  prove  otherwise,  he  be¬ 
lieved  “the  preparations  of  the  western  union 
to  defend  itself  certainly  stand  on  a  far  lower 
level  than  these  of  the  South  Koreans.” 

In  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  July 
23  there  appears  a  very  interesting  ar¬ 
ticle,  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  from 
Frankfurt,  Germany,  written  by  Wes 
Gallagher.  I  shall  quote  from  it  in  part : 

If  war  comes  between  the  west  and  Rus¬ 
sia,  the  United  States  will  have  to  fight  and 
pay  the  lion’s  share  of  it. 

A  glimpse  at  western  Europe’s  defenses  to¬ 
day  shows  them  not  only  feeble  and  inade¬ 
quate,  but  with  little  prespect  of  real 
strengthening  in  the  future. 

President  Truman’s  request  Wednesday  for 
$10,000,000,000  more  for  defense  means  each 
American  taxpayer  will  be  paying  nearly  50 
cents  out  of  each  dollar  for  defense.  No 
western  European  is  paying  more  than  25 
cents  on  each  dollar  and  most  of  them  far 
less  for  their  defense. 

There  are  varied  reasons  why  some  nations 
are  not  paying  more.  Many  suffered  such 
heavy  war  damages  they  have  had  to  devote 
their  attention  to  rebuilding  economically. 
Prance  cannot  get  large  defense  budgets 
through  its  strife-torn  assembly  without 
fumbling  the  government. 

Budgets  of  seven  of  the  main  nations  of 
western  Europe  show  less  than  $4,000,000,000 
will  be  spent  on  arms  this  year.  This  com¬ 
pares  with  $25,000,000,000  being  spent  by  the 
United  States,  which  represents  48  percent 
of  the  total  United  States  Government  ex¬ 
penditures. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  at  this  time  that 
there  be  inserted  in  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks  a  table  of  the  compara¬ 
tive  defense  budgets  of  these  countries, 
all  in  dollars. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Comparative  defense  budgets 
[All  in  dollars] 


Nation 

For  defense 

Percent 1 

Britain . . 

$2, 186, 800, 000 

1, 200, 000, 000 
223, 000, 000 
163,  662,  520 
123,  000,  000 
48, 000, 000 
40, 000, 000 

20 

France . 

18.  9 

Netherlands _ 

25 

Belgium . . . . 

11 

Italy  2  _ 

6.5 

Denmark _ 

16.5 

12.5 

1  Percentage  of  total  budget. 

2  Total  Italian  defense  budget  is  $538,380,000,  but  major 
^portion  goes  to  civil  aviation,  veterans  administration, 

housing,  etc. 

Mr.  KEM.  Then  to  continue  from 
Mr.  Gallagher’s  dispatch: 

Even  if  all  the  western  European  nations 
would  put  aside  their  sovereignty,  increase 
their  budgets  and  push  building  up  of  their 


defenses,  military  men  estimate  it  would 
takes  a  minimum  of  2  and  probably  4  years  to 
build  adequate  forces  to  balance  current 
Russian  power. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  find  ourselves 
having  loaned  to  Russia  during  World 
War  I  a  tremendous  armament  of  naval 
ships  and  a  great  fleet  of  merchant  ships. 
We  have  had  no  success  or  practically 
none  in  getting  those  ships  back,  al¬ 
though  many  of  them,  as  I  have  just  said, 
are  understood  to  be  in  sound  operable 
condition.  In  other  words,  they  are  in 
condition  to  be  used  against  the  United 
States:  and  now  we  propose  to  continue 
to  build  hydroelectric  plants,  railroad 
terminals,  railroads,  aqueducts,  bridges, 
and  military  highways  in  western  Eu¬ 
rope,  where  in  the  course  of  time,  if  Mr. 
Churchill  is  correct,  and  if  what  Mr.  Gal¬ 
lagher  says  is  true — the  ability  of  the 
countries  of  western  Europe  to  defend 
themselves  to  protect  these  gifts  of  ours 
will  be  somewhat  dubious. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  have  al¬ 
lowed  myself  30  minutes,  and  I  should 
prefer  to  continue  with  my  speech. 
Then,  if  some  time  remains,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from 
Utah  and  to  the  able  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri  declines  to  yield  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  more  about  the  way  our 
money  is  being  spent.  As  I  have  said, 
I  think  this  is  a  time  for  realism.  Yet, 
Mr.  President,  the  Washington  Evening 
Star  for  July  15  revealed  that  ECA  is  in 
the  night-club  business  in  Rome;  we  are 
reported  as  helping  to  pay  the  rent  for  a 
swank  Roman  night  club.  According  to 
the  Evening  Star’s  report,  the  club  is  re¬ 
plete  with  creamy  furniture,  sumptuous 
decorations,  and  a  doorman  clothed  in 
green  and  gold.  Someone  may  say  that 
the  amount  involved  in  that  undertaking 
is  small— only  $15,000.  However,  Mr. 
President,  $15,000  would  pay  for  a  155- 
millimeter  howitzer  so  badly  needed  in 
the  front  lines  in  Korea  today. 

So,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  issue  before  the  Senate  today  is  a 
rather  clean-cut  one,  namely,  is  it  to  be 
funds  for  creamy  furniture  in  a  night 
club  in  Rome  or  funds  for  a  gambling 
casino  in  Le  Havre — also  being  built  with 
ECA  funds — or  is  it  to  be  money  for  guns 
and  modern  equipment  for  our  boys  in 
the  front  lines  in  Korea  today?  As  Mr. 
Truman  has  said,  “You  have  got  to  make 
up  your  minds.  It  is  one  or  the  other.” 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  course 
of  events,  I  think  it  is  out  of  order  for  us 
to  make  commitments  to  the  extent  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  bill  for  economic  aid  in 
western  Europe  at  this  time. 

If  my  amendment  is  adopted,  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  the  United  States  will  be  saved, 
and  will  have  available  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  in  excess  of  $700,000,000;  and  still 
the  ECA  will  have  available  for  its  pro¬ 
gram  in  western  Europe  the  princely 
sum  of  $1,950,000,000. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  inquire  whether  the  Sen- 
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ator’s  time  is  exhausted.  If  it  is  not,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  a  question  in  his 
time. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  have  I  con¬ 
sumed  my  30  minutes?  I  think  I  have 
about  done  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  has  approximately  1  minute  remain¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  KEM.  Then  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  if  he  was  say¬ 
ing,  a  few  minutes  ago,  that  $67,000,000 
worth  of  machine  tools  had  been  ex¬ 
ported  from  America  to  England  and 
that  the  identical  machine  tools  were  re¬ 
exported  from  England  to  Russia. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  said  that  at  the  same 
time  that  we  were  giving  machine  tools 
to  Great  Britain,  machine  tools  were  be¬ 
ing  exported  by  Great  Britain  to  Russia 
and  the  satellites.  I  said,  further,  that 
the  records  show  that  in  the  month  in 
question,  England  imported  an  amount 
of  machine  tools  which  subsequently 
were  exported — the  same,  identical  ma¬ 
chine  tools — to  Russia  and  the  satellites. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  The  Senator  from 
Missouri  did  not  give  the  figures  for  that 
transaction,  did  he? 

Mr.  KEM.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Were  those  the  fig¬ 
ures  for  the  same,  identical  machine 
tools? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  shall  be  glad  to  repeat 
them. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  That  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  I  was  asking. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  were  Marshall  plan  machine  tools, 
but  they  were  identical  machine  tools 
shipped  from  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Sixty-seven  million 
dollars’  worth,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  KEM.  It  was  $67,000  worth,  I  be¬ 
lieve. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Oh,  then  I  feel  con¬ 
cerned,  but  not  quite  as  much  concerned 
as  I  feared  I  was  going  to  be. 

Mr.  KEM.  t  shall  repeat  my  state¬ 
ment,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont.  During  the  5  months  ended 
May  31, 1950,  more  than  $2,633,900  worth 
of  machine  tools  were  exported  by  Brit¬ 
ain  to  Russia,  Finland,  Poland,  and 
Czechoslovakia — $454,538  worth  of  these 
tools  were  exported  during  the  month  of 
May  alone. 

During  the  5  months  which  ended  May 
31,  1950,  Britain  reexported  more  than 
$67,320  worth  of  machine  tools,  and  ma¬ 
chine  tools  are  being  given  to  Britain  un¬ 
der  the  Marshall  plan. 

Does  that  clear  up  the  matter? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  That  answers  the 
question,  yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri  has  used  31  minutes. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  discuss  the  amendment  I  have  offered 
to  the  committee  amendment  on  page 
447  in  line  18,  namely,  to  strike  out 
“$2,391,930,000”  and  insert  “$2,450,- 
000,000.” 


I  should  like  to  state  that  when  this 
item  was  under  study  by  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  it  received  very 
careful  consideration.  Upon  recom¬ 
mendation  by  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellar],  we  voted  an  amount  of  $2,- 
500,000,000.  On  that  question,  on  a 
record  vote,  the  result  showed  11  in  favor 
and  10  opposed. 

It  had  been  suggested  by  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  that  the  amount 
should  be  $2,450,000,000;  and  at  that 
time  I  moved  to  reconsider,  in  order  that 
we  might  have  a  more  nearly  unanimous 
committee  report.  That  was  done;  and 
by  a  vote  of  17  to  3  the  amount  was  fixed 
at  $2,450,000,000. 

Subsequently,  a  few  days  later,  a  mo¬ 
tion  was  made  to  cut  the  appropriation 
by  10  percent  under  the  budget  estimate. 
The  action  on  that  question  resulted  in 
the  further  reduction  of  $58,070,000 
which  leaves  the  amount  that  now  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  bill. 

It  is  to  restore  the  appropriation  in 
the  amount  voted  in  the  committee  by 
a  majority  of  17  to  3  that  I  have  offered 
the  amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

In  regard  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  to  my 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment — 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  this  point  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  on  what  date  that  vote  was 
taken  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  About  3  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  KEM.  Let  me  inquire  what  day 
of  the  month  it  was. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  On  June  29. 

Mr.  KEM.  That  was  just  2  days  after 
the  operations  began  in  Korea.  Would 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  agree  that  our 
situation  has  taken  on  an  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  aspect  since  that  date? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  and  therefore  I 
am  more  than  ever  convinced  that  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  to  my  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  should  not  be 
adopted,  for  the  following  reasons:  It  is 
a  favorite  maxim  of  Josef  V.  Stalin  that 
“production  wins  wars.”  He  has  made 
that  statement  many  times  from  the 
platform  and  has  repeated  it  in  his  writ¬ 
ings. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  Was  it  not  also  a  favorite 
maxim  of  Lenin’s  that,  “We  shall  cause 
the  Americans  to  spend  themselves  to 
their  destruction”? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Of  course,  everyone 
knows  that  the  Communists  would  like 
to  see  a  financial  panic  in  this  country. 
But  permit  me  to  proceed. 

The  greatest  single  deterrent  to  an  all- 
out  Communist  attack  on  the  peace  of 
the  world  today  is  that  Stalin  and  his 
Politburo  know  that  in  two  world  wars 
the  United  States  has  demonstrated  its 
capacity  to  produce  abundantly  every 
type  of  munitions  and  all  the  material 
needed  to  carry  on  that  kind  of  war. 


The  decisive  factor  is  always  military 
strength  resting  upon  a  firm,  secure 
foundation  of  economic  strength. 

The  critical  importance  of  western 
Europe  to  the  free  world  can  be  illustrat¬ 
ed  with  a  few  figures:  Western  Europe 
has  274,000,000  people.  The  Soviet 
Union  and  its  satellites  in  Europe  have 
approximately  255,000,000  people.  Steel 
capacity  in  western  Europe,  including 
of  course,  that  of  Great  Britain,  is  about 
50,000,000  tons  a  year  as  against  31,000,- 
000  tons  in  all  the  Soviet  sphere.  Coal 
output  in  western  Europe  is  about  one 
and  one-half  times  as  great  as  in  eastern 
Europe,  counting  in  the  Soviet  Republic. 
Western  Europe’s  electric  power  is  now 
almost  five  times  larger  than  that  of 
eastern  Europe,  and  its  system  of  trans¬ 
port  is  infinitely  superior,  as  is  its  level 
of  skills. 

Why  should  we  allow  the  Communists 
to  more  than  double  their  ability  to  de¬ 
feat  us  by  securing  possession  of  these 
industrial  resources  of  western  Europe? 

It  is  only  against  this  background  that 
the  supreme  significance  of  Marshall 
plan  accomplishments  can  be  properly 
appraised.  During  the  first  2  years  of 
its  operation,  it  has  sparked  an  increase 
of  24  percent  in  average  industrial  pro¬ 
duction  for  all  participating  countries. 
This  becomes  all  the  more  dramatic  and 
heartening  when  we  look  at  individual 
figures  for  industries  of  central  impor¬ 
tance  to  defense  production.  There  has 
been,  under  the  Marshall  plan,  a  52- 
percent  rise  in  steel  output,  and  58  per¬ 
cent  for  cement,  along  with  21  percent 
for  electric  power,  and  17  percent  for 
hard  coal.  At  the  same  time,  there  has 
been  a  30-percent  rise  in  the  yield  for  all 
grains,  19  percent  for  fats  and  oils,  and 
16  percent  for  meat. 

Hence  in  the  event  of  a  shooting  war 
on  the  Continent,  western  Europe  is  now 
in  a  much  better  position  to  feed  itself 
without  the  need  to  ship  vast  quantities 
of  American  and  Canadian  foods  in  bot¬ 
toms  that  would  then  be  required  for  war 
materiel. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska?** 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Of  this  whole  alloca¬ 
tion,  how  much  money  is  to  go  for  food? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  point  is  that  we 
do  not  now  have  to  send  wheat  to  Eu¬ 
rope,  because  they  are  producing  it  them- 
seives 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  the  point.  So 
when  the  Senator  says  they  need 
food - 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  the  conditions  had  improved  so  that 
the  European  people  can  feed  themselves, 
but  that  we  can  help  to  improve  their 
economic  position. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  implies  that  we 
need  to  continue  the  same  amount  of 
food  shipments. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  implies  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  implies  less  need  for  food¬ 
stuffs,  as  I  have  just  stated. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  Why  should  we  not 
then  transfer  the  aid  funds  to  military 
needs,  if  food  is  in  abundance  and  cloth¬ 
ing  is  in  abundance? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  heard  me. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  heard  every  word. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  we  can  help  to  create 
a  sound  economic  situation  in  western 
Europe,  with  ability  on  their  part  to  sup¬ 
port  their  armies,  then  they  are  in  a 
much  better  position  to  fight  commu¬ 
nism. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Well,  they  have  food, 
they  have  clothing — what  else  do  they 
need  except  military  equipment?  That 
is  the  point  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
made.  ^ 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Their  need  is  for  more 
steel  and  more  coal  to  use  in  making 
munitions. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  They  are  getting  the 
steel  from  us,  from  which  to  manufac¬ 
ture  the  equipment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No;  they  are  making 
it  themselves. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  say 
now  that  food  and  clothing  are  taken 
care  of,  that  military  equipment  would 
be  the  next  thing  in  order,  so  far  as 
appropriations  are  concerned? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  I  had  to  say  that, 
then  I  would  also  say  that  we  should 
cut  down  in  our  economic  effort  in  the 
United  States  and  put  the  money  into 
arms  and  a  larger  army. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly  our  unnec¬ 
essary  expenditures  should  be  cut  down 
and  transferred  not  only  to  home  but 
also  in  order  to  further  the  national 
defense.  That  is  exactly  the  position  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  taken,  and 
that  is  exactly  what  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  has  been  suggesting. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  to  please  debate  that  question 
in  the  time  of  some  other  Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  declines  to  yield  further. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Marshall  plan  is  developing  an  inte¬ 
grated  economic  power  which  in  turn  is 
giving  rise  to  an  integrated  military 
power  both  of  which  are  being  welded 
with  our  own.  Let  us  never  forget  that 
the  Atlantic  Pact  could  never  have  been 
signed,  or  if  signed,  would  have  been 
meaningless,  unless  the  Marshall  plan 
had  first  revived  and  vitalized  western 
Europe’s  economy;  unless  the  Marshall 
plan  had  first  pushed  back  the  Commu¬ 
nist  thrust  to  take  over;  unless  the 
Marshall  plan  had  made  it  possible  for 
western  Europe  to  turn  out  some  arms 
today,  but  many  tomorrow,  for  its  own 
protection  and  ours. 

Too  sudden  a  diversion  of  Marshall 
plan  aid  from  general  industrial  pur¬ 
poses  to  specific  military  purposes,  at 
this  stage,  would  plunge  western  Europe 
into  that  disorder  from  which  it  has  only 
lately  emerged.  It  would  derange,  for 
the  sake  of  an  immediate  and  piddling 
arms  production,  the  soundness  of  an 
economy  which  promises  prodigious  arms 
production  later  on.  In  this  whole  situ¬ 
ation,  timing  is  the  key.  Let  us  always 
keep  in  the  front  of  our  minds  the  cen¬ 
tral  fact  that  western  Europe  has  be¬ 
come  laboratory  and  pilot  plant  for  a 


United  States  foreign  policy  that  is  bold, 
affirmative,  and  tough-minded.  The 
Marshall  plan  and  the  Atlantic  Pact  are 
the  twin  motors  of  that  foreign  policy 
and  the  forerunners  of  its  application 
elsewhere.  What  has  been  done  in 
western  Europe  can  be  duplicated  wher¬ 
ever  necessary  in  the  rest  of  the  non- 
Communist  world. 

Let  us  therefore,  not  be  guilty  of  the 
murderous  stupidity  of  impairing  the 
Marshall  plan  which  has  proven  its  value 
by  its  deeds,  and  which  against  handi¬ 
caps  has  shown  that  the  ways  of  freedom 
can  win.  The  Marshall  plan  has  pio¬ 
neered  not  only  the  single  greatest  suc¬ 
cess  of  our  foreign  policy  but  has  also 
fashioned  the  formula  for  a  foreign  pol¬ 
icy  that  makes  sense.  It  brings  to  its 
job  an  accumulation  of  skills  and  expe¬ 
rience  that  can  develop  and  extend  that 
formula  around  the  globe.  The  Mar¬ 
shall  plan,  in  its  aims  and  techniques  is 
the  hard  core  of  our  foreign  policy,  tested 
and  tempered.  To  do  it  damage  would 
be  in  Bismarck’s  phrase  “worse  than  a 
crime,  a  blunder”— a  blunder  that  would 
haunt  us  all  our  days. 

Let  me  ask,  how  can  a  starving  people, 
a  dispirited  people,  be  expected  to  fight 
when  they  have  no  incentive  even  to 
live,  much  less  to  fight?  To  the  extent 
that  we  have  restored  and  improved  the 
economic  condition  of  the  people  of 
Europe,  we  have  made  it  possible  for 
them  to  develop  a  fighting  spirit  which 
can  aid  us  in  a  world-wide  defense 
against  the  advance  of  communism. 
My  judgment  therefore  is  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is 
contrary  to  the  best  interest  of  our  own 
national  defense.  I  have  always  said 
that  we  might  practice  altruism,  and 
we  might  well  say  that  we  could  not 
see  people  starved,  but  the  prime  pur¬ 
pose  of  and  the  controlling  reason  for 
the  Marshall  plan  has  been  the  defense 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Any  wavering  of  United  States  in¬ 
terest  in  the  Marshall  plan,  any  crip¬ 
pling  cuts  in  financial  support  for  any 
of  its  interlocking  activities  would  have 
a  disastrous  effect  upon  western  Europe 
today.  For  the  Marshall  plan  is  not 
only  the  sign  and  seal  of  United  States 
partnership  but  also  the  way  by  which 
western  Eurpoe  can  attain  the  strength, 
economic,  political,  moral,  and  military, 
which,  in  today’s  world,  are  the  pre¬ 
cursors  of  peace. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  find  that  I  have  prepared  re¬ 
marks  that  would  require  somewhat 
longer  than  15  minutes  for  delivery. 
Therefore,  I  shall  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  early  part  of  my  statement 
be  incorporated  in  the  Record,  and  that 
I  may  proceed  with  that  part  of  my 
statement  which  I  feel  is  important  to 
the  discussion  which  is  now  under  way. 
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Before  doing  that,  I  may  say  that,  as 
a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  as  one  who  has  watched 
very  closely  the  historic  progress  of 
European  recovery  through  the  ECA 
program,  I  rise  to  oppose  any  further 
reduction  in  the  amount  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  ECA.  I  wish  also  to 
announce  my  support  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]  to  raise  the  amount  of  new 
money  for  economic  cooperation  from 
$2,391,930,000  to  $2,450,000,000.  This 
figure,  added  to  the  estimated  carry¬ 
over  from  fiscal  1950,  would  make  avail¬ 
able  to  ECA  a  total  of  some  $2,727,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  there  be  inserted  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks  the  few  pages  which 
I  shall  pass  over  without  reading. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  portion 
of  the  statement  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

My  support  of  this  figure  rests  on  two 
grounds.  The  first  is  that  sharp  reductions 
have  already  been  made,  and  that  any  fur¬ 
ther  substantial  reduction  this  year  would 
gravely  imperil  the  whole  program. 

My  second  reason  is  that  today,  more  than 
ever,  the  ECA  program  is  a  vital  element  in 
the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Let  me  consider  first  of  all  the  question  of 
reductions.  It  was  anticipated  from  the  be¬ 
ginning  that  the  annual  figures  for  EftA 
would  decrease  at  a  rate  of  about  $1,000,- 
000,000  a  year,  beginning  at  about  $5,000,- 
000,000  and  declining  to  about  $4,000,000,- 
000  in  the  second  year,  $3,000,000,000  in  the 
third,  and  $2,000,000,000  in  the  fourth  and 
last  year. 

We  have  done  better  than  that,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent.  In  the  present  year  the  figure  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Senate,  plus  the  carry-over  from 
fiscal  1950,  was  about  $2,977,000,000.  The 
committee  figure,  as  adjusted  by  the  Hayden 
amendment,  brings  us  to  a  total  of  about 
$2,727,000,000.  This  is  eight  and  three-quar¬ 
ters  percent  below  the  amount  authorized  by 
the  Senate.  It  is  also  over  9  percent  below 
the  $3,000,000,000  originally  forecast  for  the 
third  year  of  the  program. 

Nevertheless,  the  question  has  been  raised 
whether  a  greater  reduction  cannot  safely  be 
made,  in  light  of  the  other  great  demands 
upon  our  economy.  An  amendment  has  been 
proposed  which  would  bring  about  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  available  funds,  as  compared  with  the 
amount  authorized,  of  nearly  35  percent. 
We  have  heard  another  proposal  that  the  en¬ 
tire  program  should  be  abolished.  I  feel 
that  these  proposals  should  be  immediately 
answered. 

There  are  several  points  that  we  must  re¬ 
member.  The  first  is  that  the  ECA  has  been 
so  cooperative  in  cutting  its  earlier  esti¬ 
mates  that  in  light  of  recent  domestic  price 
rises  the  actual  size  of  the  1951  ECA  pro¬ 
gram,  in  terms  of  goods  and  services,  will 
have  to  be  very  substantially  reduced.  A  de¬ 
cline  in  United  States  prices  enabled  the  ECA 
on  May  25  to  submit  a  reduced  estimate  of 
$2,933,000,000,  including  carry-over,  which 
was  1 1/2  percent  below  the  total  authorized  by 
Congress.  The  Hayden  amendment  brings 
us  to  a  total  figure  more  than  7  percent  be¬ 
low  this  final  ECA  estimate. 

But  since  that  final  ECA  estimate  was 
made,  prices  in  this  country  have  advanced 
rapidly.  They  are  already  at  or  beyond  a 
point  where  the  program  originally  planned 
by  ECA  for  the  current  year  would  cost  some 
$300,000,000  more  than  the  revised  estimate. 
In  effect,  the  price  rise  in  this  country,  even 
allowing  for  a  resulting  increase  in  European 
dollar  earnings  through  exports  to  the 
United  States,  has  already  brought  about  a 
further  material  cut  in  the  size  of  the  pro- 
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gram  which  ECA  can  carry  out  this  year. 
We  must  remember  that  fact  in  considering 
any  proposed  new  cuts. 

The  second  fact  which  we  must  remember 
is  that  a  cut  in  ECA  dollar  aid  is  multiplied 
many  times  in  its  dampening  effect  on  the 
European  economy.  In  very  many  instances, 
where  dollar  aid  allows  a  European  business¬ 
man  to  buy  a  key  piece  of  machinery  in  the 
United  States,  or  to  buy  raw  materials  for 
processing  in  his  own  factory,  the  resulting 
increase  in  economic  activity  in  Europe  is 
several  times  the  amount  of  the  dollar  aid 
involved.  These  are  the  multiplying  factors 
which  have  made  it  possible  for  the  total 
economy  of  western  Europe  to  rebound  so 
rapidly  in  the  first  2  years  of  the  program. 
Naturally,  when  the  impact  of  every  ECA 
dollar  is  multiplied  in  this  way,  the  impact 
of  any  reduction  in  the  ECA  program  is  mul¬ 
tiplied  in  the  same  degree.  Thus  a  relatively 
small  reduction  in  this  carefully  calculated 
appropriation  for  ECA  will  have  an  adverse 
effect  on  the  European  economy  far  out  of 
proportion  to  the  amount  of  money  we  save 
in  our  national  budget. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  having  discussed  two  of  the  points, 
I  proceed  now  to  the  next  one. 

The  third  point  I  want  to  stress  is  in 
answer  to  the  argument  that  the  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  countries  no  longer  need  our 
aid  because,  it  is  said,  they  are  already 
better  off  than  they  were  before  World 
War  II.  In  my  judgment  this  is  entirely 
incorrect.  To  be  sure  the  industrial  pro- 
ductior  of  the  participating  countries  is 
now  120  percent  of  the  1938  level.  But 
if  we  are  to  have  the  whole  picture 
clearly  in  mind  we  must  also  remember 
the  following  factors: 

First.  Agricultural  production,  even 
though  the  ECA  program  has  raised  it 
almost  as  dramatically  as  industrial  pro¬ 
duction,  is  still  below  prewar  levels. 

Second.  The  income  from  the  so- 
called  invisible  exports — overseas  in¬ 
vestments,  shipping,  tourism,  banking, 
and  other  services — which  before  the  war 
accounted  for  a  very  significant  share  of 
European  income  and  an  even  larger 
share  of  their  foreign  exchange,  is  now 
a  mere  fraction  of  the  prewar  figure. 

In  studying  this  question  we  have  all 
been  interested  in  raising  that  figure  so 
far  as  we  could,  but  at  the  moment  it  is 
merely  a  fraction  of  the  prewar  figure. 

Third.  To  make  up  for  the  wear  and 
tear  of  the  war  years,  capital  investment, 
as  distinguished  from  consumption,  is 
claiming  a  larger  share  of  current  pro¬ 
duction  than  it  did  before  the  war. 

Fourth.  The  total  population  of  these 
Marshall-plan  countries  has  increased 
considerably  since  1938. 

All  these  factors  add  up  to  the  unde¬ 
niable  fact  that  the  conditions  of  life  in 
these  countries  today  are  still  well  below 
those  cf  1938.  We  cannot  do  away  with 
this  fact  simply  by  ignoring  it.  Dra¬ 
matic  progress  has  indeed  been  made 
since  the  almost  desperate  period  before 
ECA  began,  but  a  great  deal  more  needs 
to  be  done  before  western  Europe  can  go 
ahead  without  dollar  aid. 

Now,  the  three  major  points  which  I 
have  inserted  without  discussing  them, 
I  shall  now  sum  up. 

First.  Because  even  with  the  Hayden 
amendm'ent  we  will  be  making  a  9  per¬ 
cent  cut  in  the  amount  authorized  for 
ECA,  and  because  of  the  sharp  increase 
in  America  prices  in  recent  months  the 


ECA  program  for  fiscal  1951  will  have  to 
be  very  substantially  curtailed  as  com¬ 
pared  with  original  plans — even  if  no 
further  cut  is  made.  That  is  one  of  the 
things  which  have  been  very  clear,  es¬ 
pecially  since  the  Korean  crisis.  Prices 
have  gone  up,  and  further  aid  has  been 
cut  accordingly. 

Second.  Because  of  the  fact  that  every 
dollar  of  ECA  aid  means  several  dollars 
of  new  economic  activity  in  the  partici¬ 
pating  countries  any  reduction  in  a  care¬ 
fully  planned  ECA  program  means  an 
adverse  effect  on  European  recovery  sev¬ 
eral  times  greater  than  the  amount  of 
the  reduction.  Of  course,  that  applies 
also  to  every  dollar  they  get  to  put  into 
plants  to  make  military  materiel. 

Third.  Despite  spectacular  production 
progress  since  the  dark  days  of  1947  the 
conditions  of  life  in  the  ECA  countries 
are  still  well  below  those  of  1938,  and 
much  further  progress  must  be  made  if 
we  are  to  have  stable  economies  in 
Europe. 

The  facts  lead  inevitably  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  reductions  already  made 
are  very  substantial  and  that  if  we  go 
beyond  these  reductions  we  will  jeopard¬ 
ize  the  entire  movement  toward  Euro¬ 
pean  recovery  and  self-reliance,  which, 
Mr.  President,  I  feel  are  an  essential 
part  of  an  all-out  military  activity  in 
those  countries. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  even  if  these 
points  are  agreed  to,  the  question  re¬ 
mains,  What  good  is  this  program  to  us, 
the  American  people?  What  is  it 
worth,  especially  in  light  of  the  new 
military  emergency?  In  concluding  I 
wish  to  address  myself  to  that  question. 

In  my  judgment,  the  ECA  program 
for  European  recovery  is  more  than  ever 
a  vital  element  in  the  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  United  States.  From  the  be¬ 
ginning  this  program  has  been  presented 
to  us,  and  quite  accurately  so,  as  a  meas¬ 
ure  of  defense  against  communism.  I 
may  say  in  passing  that  I  think  it  is  more 
than  that;  I  think  it  is  also  a  positive, 
constructive  program  to  enable  these 
free  peoples  with  whom  we  share  a  com¬ 
mon  civilization  once  again  to  live  de¬ 
cently,  to  maintain  and  develop  their 
free  institutions,  and  once  again  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  free  world  the  tremen¬ 
dous  strength  and  vitality  of  which  they 
are  capable.  But  let  us  for  the  moment 
view  the  ECA  program  simply  as  a  de¬ 
fense  against  communism,  because  even 
though  that  is  the  negative  side  of  the 
picture  it  may  be  a  matter  of  life  and 
death  today.  In  my  judgment  the  im¬ 
portance  of  ECA  from  that  point  of  view 
is  greater  than  ever.  There  are  two  rea¬ 
sons  for  this,  one  political  and  psycho¬ 
logical,  and  the  other  military. 

First,  as  to  the  political  aspect,  it  is 
known  that  people  who  are  hungry  and 
discontented  turn  to  extreme  political 
movements.  That  is  why  the  Commu¬ 
nist  Parties  had  such  tremendous  suc¬ 
cesses  in  France  and  Italy  just  after  the 
war,  and  we  know  what  a  vital  part  the 
passage  of  the  first  ECA  bill  in  1948 
played  in  preventing  the  Communists 
from  winning  the  Italian  election  that 
spring.  Even  in  other  countries,  where 
communism  is  not  numerically  strong  on 
the  surface,  its  potential  power — and 


that  of  other  extremist  groups  with 
which  communism  collaborates  when  it 
is  convenient  to  do  so — is  greatly  en¬ 
hanced  by  the  presence  of  miserable  and 
disaffected  groups  whose  governments 
are  unable  to  improve  their  lot. 

That  is  true  all  over  the  world  today. 
That  is  the  angle  which  the  Russians  are 
using  with  such  terrible  effect. 

The  contribution  which  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram  has  made  in  preventing  these  dis¬ 
astrous  political  developments  can  never 
be  measured,  but  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  that  it  has  been  vitally  important. 
It  has  immeasurably  bolstered  the  po¬ 
litical  and  psychological  defenses  of 
western  Europe.  If  it  is  abandoned  now, 
those  defenses  will  be  in  grave  danger. 

The  second  reason  why  the  ECA  is  vital 
to  our  security  has  directly  to  do  with 
military  defense.  Because  we  in  America 
have  viewed  western  Europe  as  a  stra¬ 
tegically  vital  area — perhaps  the  most 
vital  in  the  world  outside  our  own 
shores — and  because  we  have  seen  that 
Communist  possession  of  this  area  with 
its  great  industrial  power  and  its  long 
Atlantic  coast  line  would  place  us  in  the 
gravest  kind  of  military  danger,  we  ne¬ 
gotiated  and  ratified  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty,  and  we  inaugurated  a  program 
of  military  assistance  to  these  countries. 
Now,  in  the  face  of  the  Korean  crisis,  it 
is  expected  that  this  military  assistance 
program  will  be  greatly  accelerated,  and 
that  a  great  share  of  the  new  equipment 
required  for  the  common  defense  will  be 
manufactured  in  Europe. 

I  desire  to  stress  that  statement.  A 
great  share  of  the  new  equipment  re¬ 
quired  for  the  common  defense  will  be 
manufactured  in  Europe.  That  is  what 
we  will  be  doing  with  the  military- aid 
program  and- the  ECA  program. 

But  this  military-defense  program 
cannot  succeed  unless  these  countries 
maintain  and  increase  their  economic 
health.  At  the  beginning  we  made  it 
clear  that  European  recovery  would  have 
priority  over  the  military  program  under 
the  Atlantic  Pact.  Now,  it  is  obvious  that 
the  priority  has  had  to  be  reversed  under 
the  pressure  of  circumstances.  But  it  is 
as  true  as  ever  that  to  build  up  military 
defense  without  also  building  up  the 
economic  foundations  of  the  countries 
concerned  would  be  like  building  a  struc¬ 
ture  on  sand.  There  is  no  essential  part 
of  the  economy  of  a  country  that  does 
not  contribute  to  its  total  posture  of  mili¬ 
tary  defense.  Roads,  hydroelectric- 
power  projects,  food  production,  manu¬ 
facture  of  steel,  clothing,  and  countless 
other  items  are  basically  necessary  for 
defense.  And  these  are  the  very  sectors 
of  the  European  economy  in  which  the 
ECA  is  capable  of  building  up  production 
and  economic  health. 

In  addition  to  this  basic  relationship 
between  economic  progress  and  defense, 
it  now  appears  essential  that  ECA  should 
contribute  directly  to  military  production 
in  the  participating  countries  by  releas¬ 
ing  counterpart  funds  for  manufacture 
of  military  equipment.  That  is  my  own 
personal  judgment,  and  I  think  it  is  im¬ 
portant  that  we  should  consider  it  at 
once. 

In  light  of  these  facts,  Mr.  President, 
I  think  we  wouid  be  clearly  mistaken  if 
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we  were  to  take  the  view  that  ECA  and 
the  military  program  are  incompatible. 
Far  from  being  in  conflict,  they  vitally 
reinforce  each  other.  Taking  them  both 
together,  in  the  strategically  vital  area 
of  free  Europe,  we  are  now  planning  a 
greatly  expanded  over-all  effort.  Simul¬ 
taneously  we  are  planning  a  shift  in  the 
emphasis  of  that  effort  in  the  direction 
of  greater  military  defense.  I  may  add 
that  this  expanded  effort,  and  this  shift 
in  emphasis,  both  apply  to  the  European 
countries  themselves,  fully  as  much  as 
they  apply  to  the  United  States. 

But  this  shift  in  emphasis  need  not 
mean,  and  must  not  mean,  abandonment 
or  drastic  curtailment  of^cconomic  re¬ 
covery.  Economic  recovery  becomes 
more  essential  than  ever,  viewed  as  an 
integral  part  of  the  political  and  mili¬ 
tary  defense  and  the  military  potential 
of  these  countries,  whose  safety  Is  so 
vital  to  our  own. 

For  these  reasons,  Mr.  President,  I  urge 
the  rejection  of  any  amendment  further 
reducing  the  appropriation  for  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Administration.  In 
my  carefully  considered  judgment,  this 
appropriation  is  a  basic  element  in  the 
defense  and  security  of  the  American 
people  at  this  critical  time. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  If  I  have 
time  to  yield,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  where  he  proposes 
that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  get  the  money  which  he  wants  to 
send  to  western  Europe  for  economic 
aid? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  must 
come  from  all  the  people,  realizing  that 
it  is  a  part  of  our  strategic  defense  in 
his  critical  hour. 

Mr.  KEM.  Does  the  Senator  realize 
that  the  budget  is  out  of  balance,  and 
will  be  more  out  of  balance,  approxi- 
*  mately  $17,000,000,000,  for  the  current 
.year  if  we  appropriate  $10,000,000,000  for 
military  defense? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  does  realize  that, 
but  we  must  tighten  our  belts. 

Mr.  KEM,  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  know  of  any  proposal  to  raise 
that  very  large  amount  of  additional 
money  during  the  current  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  This  year 
and  next  year  I  think  we  can  do  it.  The 
Finafice  Committee  is  now  studying  the 
subject. 

Mr.  KEM.  Just  where  does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  propose  to  get  the  money? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  not 
a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  but 
I  have  discussed  it  with  Senators  who 
are  members  of  that  committee,  and  they 
think  it  can  be  found  on  a  pay-as-you- 
go  basis. 

Mr.  KEM.  Where  can  we  get  this 
enormous  sum  of  money? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  imagine 
it  will  have  to  be  done  by  increasing  in¬ 
come  taxes  all  along  the  line. 

Mr.  KEM.  Does  the  Senator  think  our 
economy  can  stand  such  an  increase  of 
income  taxes? 


All  the  bill  calls  for  on  this  point  is 
$2,000,000,000.  The  military  budget  is 
$13,000,000,000,  plus  $10,000,000,000,  plus 
$4,000,000,000,  the  request  for  which  will 
come  to  us  today. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  understood  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  to  say  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  should  have  priority. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  mili¬ 
tary  certainly  must  have  priority,  but  I 
consider  the  economic  program  which  I 
am  discussing  to  be  a  high  point  in  the 
whole  military  picture.  Without  eco¬ 
nomic  recovery,  we  cannot  have  military 
recovery. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  glad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  ask  the 
Senator  whether  it  is  not  true  that  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  is  against  all  ECA 
appropriations.  He  offers  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  cut  them  a  certain  amount,  but 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  he  is  not  for  any  of 
them,  and  never  has  been? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  cannot 
answer  the  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Texas.  No  doubt  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  can  answer  it 
himself.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  is 
troubled  by  the  enormous  figure  for  mili¬ 
tary  expenditures,  and  overlooks,  it  seems 
to  me,  the  fact  that  for  ECA  it  is  only 
$2,000,000,000  as  against  $20,000,000,000, 
at  a  time  when  this  $2,000,000,000  is  as 
important  to  our  security  program  as  any 
part  of  the  military  program. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  fully  agree  with  what 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  said 
as  to  the  necessity  and  the  importance 
of  the  ECA  program.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  has  been  discussing  our  fight 
against  communism  and  the  urgency  of 
taking  care  of  western  Europe.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  mean  west¬ 
ern  Europe  from  the  standpoint  of  par¬ 
ticular  governments,  or  western  Europe 
as  a  geographic  unit? 

Mr.  SNUTH  of  New  Jersey.  So  far  as 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  con¬ 
cerned,  of  course  the  immediate  matter 
befoi’e  us  at  the  present  time  is  the  ECA 
program  with  respect  to  ECA  countries. 
If  I  gather  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  has  in  mind,  he  is  indicating  that 
we  should  include  all  of  western  Europe. 
I  agree  with  him  that  we  should  consider 
it  as  a  geographic  unit  and  move  right 
in  on  that  basis.  I  would  include  Spain, 
too. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  expired. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I  ask  that  he  be 
granted  one  more  minute  so  that  I  may 
ask  another  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  is 
under  the  control  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  agree  with  me  that  if 
this  fight  against  communism  is  worth 
while,  and  if  the  ECA  program  is  worth 
while — and  I  believe  ECA  as  a  whole  is 
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worth  while— both  Germany  and  Spain 
should  be  included  in  the  program  if  the 
desires  of  the  Senator,  which  he  has 
stated  so  well,  are  to  be  realized. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  In  order 
to  clarify  my  position  I  may  say  that  I 
think  Spain  should  be  included  in  our 
considerations.  So  far  as  the  people  of 
Japan  and  Germany  are  concerned — and 
I  include  Japan  also — I  think  they  too 
should  be  given  the  opportunity  at  least 
voluntarily  to  come  in  and  defend  their 
own  countries  and  civilizations.  They 
should  not  be  made  to  stand  defenseless 
against  being  attacked. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  only  that,  but  the 
geography  which  is  involved  should  be 
considered  as  well.  If  we  are  to  take 
care  of  western  Europe,  how  can  we  carry 
on  the  fight  without  including  Germany 
and  Spain? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  think 
western  Germany  should  be  included, 
and  I  should  like  to  see  all  of  Germany 
included  in  order  to  prevent  the  onrush 
of  communism. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  minority 
leader. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  Kem  amendment  which 
seeks  a  reduction  in  ECA  appropriations 
to  $1,950,000,000.  The  “watchdog  com¬ 
mittee,”  after  an  elaborate  study,  pre¬ 
sented  very  firm  evidence  before  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  in  which  it  rec¬ 
ommended  $2,200,000,000.  If  we  add  the 
amount  of  money  which  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  has  not  used  during  the  last  year, 
which  is  upward  of  $200,000,000,  the 
Kem  amendment  provides  an  amount 
which  comes  close  to  the  amount  which 
the  “watchdog  committee”  felt  was  nec¬ 
essary  for  ECA. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  an  emergency 
exists.  Certainly  I  would  be  willing  to 
appropriate  all  the  money  and  shall  vote 
to  appropriate  all  the  money  that  is  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  military  to  accomplish  the 
mission  in  the  face  of  the  challenge 
which  now  confronts  the  administration 
in  the  Korean  situation.  However,  I  ask 
my  distinguished  colleagues  who  are  ar¬ 
guing  against  the  Kem  amendment,  on 
the  theory  that  we  cannot  cut  any  one 
of  the  projects  covered,  to  turn  to  page 
383  of  the  hearings  on  the  foreign  aid 
appropriations.  There  we  find  listed  22 
projects,  including  Jamaica  irrigation 
project.  Gold  Coast  road  development 
project,  Northern  Rhodesia  road  project, 
and  British  Honduras  road  project.  I 
was  in  British  Honduras  last  year.  That 
project  has  not  even  been  started.  Ail 
that  is  being  done  about  it  is  to  attempt 
to  sell  to  the  people  the  idea  of  British 
Honduras.  Several  hundred  thousand 
dollars  are  asked  for  that  project.  Proj¬ 
ect  after  project  of  similar  character 
could  be  listed.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
'ask  those  who  say  seriously  that  they 
want  to  preserve  "the  resources  of  the 
country  if  they  feel  that  projects  such  as 
that,  which  they  would  not  even  start 
in  this  country  today,  are  more  impor¬ 
tant  to  our  national  defense  than  are  the 
bullets  and  tanks  which  our  soldiers  now 
need?  I  ask  them  to  answer  that  ques¬ 
tion.  That  is  the  whole  thing  in  a  nut¬ 
shell. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  That 
would  apply  to  the  whole  military  budget. 
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We  must  use  money  that  we  do  not 
need  to  spend  on  the  foreign  front  and 
we  must  use  money  that  we  can  spare 
on  the  domestic  front  to  carry  on  mili¬ 
tary  operations.  I  believe  the  expenses 
for  military  operations  will  increase.  By 
way  of  a  thumb-nail  sketch  only,  we 
have  MAP,  $4,200,000,000,  and  if  we  add 
to  that  figure  the  new  military  appro¬ 
priations  which  are  being  asked  and  the 
appropriations  for  foreign  aid,  and  simi¬ 
lar  items,  such  appropriations  will  ag¬ 
gregate  nearly  $30,000,000,000. 

I  appeal  to  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  to  scrutinize  these  projects.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  President  will  scrutinize  them. 
I  would  not  be  at  all  surprised,  when 
he  reviews  the  appropriations  for  for¬ 
eign  aid  and  also  those  for  domestic  pur¬ 
poses,  that  he  will  either  rescind  some 
of  them  or  impound  the  money,  which 
we  need  so  badly  at  this  time  for  our 
military  forces.  That  makes  sense. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  only  15  min¬ 
utes.  However,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  only  a  brief 
question  to  ask  the  Senator.  I  agree 
that  all  of  it  amounts  to  a  lot  of  money. 
It  runs  into  billions  of  dollars.  Making 
these  appropriations  will  hurt  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  However,  unless  we  do, 
what  will  we  have  instead? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  the  first  thing  we  should  do  is  to 
meet  the  challenge  on  the  battlefield. 
Developments  such  as  the  road  project 
in  British  Honduras  can  wait  until  we 
decide  the  issue  in  Korea.  If  we  are 
to  stop  such  projects  in  this  country, 
we  must  stop  them  overseas  as  well.  I 
was  in  British  Honduras  last  year.  To 
complete  that  road  will  take  many  years, 
and  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  pres¬ 
ent  situation  with  which  we  are  faced. 
I  believe  every  Senator  should  see  the 
reasonableness  of  the  situation.  I  do 
not  say  that  we  should  cut  out  all  ECA 
appropriations.  I  say  that  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  “watchdog  com¬ 
mittee”  together  with  cuts  that  can  be 
made  on  projects  such  as  those  I  have 
mentioned,  the  amount  proposed  under 
the  Kem  amendment  can  easily  be  ade¬ 
quate. 

I  rose  to  explain  the  amendment 
which  I  shall  offer,  and  it  is  the  only 
one  I  intend  to  offer.  It  has  to  do  with 
the  sale  of  strategic  materials  to  the 
satellite  countries  and  Russia.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  after  2  o’clock. 
The  purpose  of  the  amendment  was  sug¬ 
gested  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  by 
the  debates  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
participated  in  by  many  Senators,  par¬ 
ticularly  my  good  friend  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Kem],  Its  purpose  would  be  to 
strengthen  section  117  (d) .  That  section 
provides : 

The  Administrator  is  directed  to  refuse 
delivery  insofar  as  practicable,  to  partici¬ 


pating  countries  of  commodities  which  go 
into  the  production  of  any  commodity  for 
delivery  to  any  nonparticipating  European 
country  which  commodity  would  be  refused 
export  licenses  to  those  countries  by  the 
United  States  in  the  interest  of  national 
security. 

So  far  as  I  am  able  to  determine,  no 
organization  has  been  developed  by  the 
ECA  Administrator  to  effectuate  this  re¬ 
quirement.  The  difficulty  which  I  am 
sure  and  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  experienced  in  trying  to  get  sta¬ 
tistics  with  relation  to  western  Europe- 
eastern  European  trade  proves  that 
point.  The  “Watchdog  committee,”  to 
which  I  have  referred  previously,  in  its 
analysis  of  the  ECA  program,  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  March  1950  discussed  this  point 
in  detail.  It  pointed  out  very  forcefully 
the  failure  of  the  ECA  to  obtain  coopera¬ 
tion  from  the  participating  countries, 
as  provided  for  in  section  117  (d).  This 
is  what  the  committee  said.  I  read  from 
their  report: 

The  problem  confronting  Congress  is  the 
fact  that  after  nearly  2  years  the  whole¬ 
hearted  cooperation  of  European  countries 
receiving  American  aid  in  controlling  the 
east-west  trade  has  not  been  obtained.  It 
presumably  could  be  obtained  if  section  117 
(d)  were  strengthened  by  directing  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  withhold  economic  assist¬ 
ance  from  all  countries  which  do  not  sat¬ 
isfy  him  that  they  have  put  into  effect  con¬ 
trols  which  prevent  shipments  of  goods  to 
the  iron-curtain  areas  which  the  United 
States  itself  does  not  permit. 

In  this  connection  it  must  be  recognized 
that  this  problem  might  fall  mare  directly 
into  the  sphere  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
and  its  administration.  Nevertheless,  cer¬ 
tain  countries  receive  economic  assistance 
which  do  not  participate  in  the  foreign  mili¬ 
tary  assistance  program.  The  fundamental 
question  then  remains  as  to  whether  Ameri¬ 
can  dollars  should  go  to  countries  which  do 
not  carry  out  our  policies  concerning  trade 
with  Soviet-dominated  countries. 


Exhibit  A 

Western  European  trade  with 
eastern  Europe 

Total,  1949 


Austria _  $75,  771,  000 

Eelgium-Luxemburg _  115,097,000 

Denmark _  55,  473,  000 

France _ 105,  616,  000 

Germany _  59,  248,  000 

Greece _  4,  780,  000 

Iceland _  8,  662,  000 

Ireland _  288,  000 

Italy _  86,  247,  000 

Netherlands _  107,  002,  000 

Norway _  54,  987,  000 

Portugal _  939,000 

Sweden _  109,  213,  000 

Switzerland _  70,  314,  000 

Trieste _ 36 _  1,891,000 

Turkey _  30,  838,  000 

United  Kingdom _  217,  539,  000 


Grand  total. 


1,  098,  905,  000 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  this  ex¬ 
hibit  shows  the  different  countries  which 
sold  the  goods.  They  include  Bel¬ 
gium — Luxemburg — $115,000,000  worth; 
France,  $105,000,000  worth;  Netherlands, 
$107,000,000  worth;  Sweden,  $109,000,- 
000  worth;  United  Kingdom,  $217,000,000 
worth.  And  there  were  others. 

The  total  for  the  first  3  months  of 
1950,  according  to  the  figures  I  have  been 
able  to  get,  which  are  not  complete,  was 
$186,347,000.  I  am  told  that  the  sales 
are  seasonable  and  that  the  first  3 
months  of  this  year  compare  quite 
favorably  with  the  first  3  months  of 
1949. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  table 
showing  these  exports  be  inserted  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Exhibit  B 


I  have  been  quoting  from  the  report, 
Senate  Document  No.  142.  We  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  a  problem  which  not  only 
I  but  the  other  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  presented  in  great  detail.  I  have 
offered  this  amendment,  which  I  am 
sure  will  strengthen  the  particular  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  basic  ECA  Act  to  which 
it  is  directed,  which  act  was  intended 
to  accomplish  the  very  thing  that  is 
intended  by  the  amendment. 

Certainly  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  what 
we  need.  I  should  like  to  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  point,  because  my  time  is 
tfery  limited,  exhibit  A.  Let  me  state 
that  last  year,  1949,  according  to  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  most  recent  reports, 
which  are  difficult  to  obtain,  the  Office 
of  International  Trade,  Department  of 
Commerce,  shows  that  there  was  $1,098,- 
000,000  worth  of  trade  between  west¬ 
ern  European  and  eastern  European 
countries. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  exhibit  A  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  exhibit 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows ; 


Exports  by  ECA  countries  to  eastern  Europe, 
first  quarter  of  1950 


Austria _ 

Belgium-Luxemburg. 

Denmark _ 

France _ 

Greece _ 

Germany _ 

Iceland _ 

Ireland _ 

Italy _ 

Netherlands  _ _ 

Norway _ 

Portugal _ 

Sweden _ 

Switzerland _ 

Turkey _ 

United  Kingdom _ 


F) 

$19,  603,  000 
12,318,  000 
18,  694,  000 
1,  231,  000 

F) 

1,  489,  000 

F) 

26,  897,  000 
15,  747,  000 
8,  255,  000 
373,  000 
21,541,000 
14,016,000 
3,  651,  000 
42,  532,000 


Total 


186,347,  000 


’Not  available. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
Washington  Star  of  yesterday  there  was 
an  article  relative  to  the  question  I  have 
been  discussing.  One  of  the  paragraphs 
states : 

Leaks,  owing  to  transshipments,  are  heavy 
and  difficult  to  block.  The  United  States  has 
many  checks  on  leaks  and  places  a  great 
share  of  the  responsibility  for  preventing 
them  on  the  American  exporter.  Also  ECA 
investigators  in  Europe  follow  the  goods  to 
their  final  destinations.  Still  transshipments 
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to  the  Soviet  bloc  reportedly  have  been  nu¬ 
merous  in  western  Europe.  A  recent  report 
to  Congress — 

That  is  the  report  of  the  “watchdog 
committee” — 

A  recent  report  to  Congress  stated  that  an 
estimated  $200,000,000  in  goods  had  been 
smuggled  out  of  bizonal  Germany  in  1948. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Does  the  Senator  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  $200,000,000  worth  of  goods 
were  all  strategic  and  critical  materials, 
or  were  they  merely  ordinary  goods? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  With  the  informa¬ 
tion  I  have  at  hand  I  cannot  say  that 
every  bit  of  the  $200,000,000  worth  of 
goods  was  strategic  material.  What  I 
propose  by  my  amendment  is  to  provide 
that  no  ECA  country  shall  be  paid  any 
of  the  funds  if  it  continues  to  ship  to 
Russia  goods  such  as  oil,  steel,  and  espe¬ 
cially  machine  tools  which  can  be  used 
by  the  military  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  war,  and  which,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Missouri  pointed  out  very 
forcifully  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
were  being  shipped  to  Russia  to  be  used 
in  making  more  tools  to  produce  more 
machinery  which  could  be  used  against 
our  forces  in  the  field. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Food,  of  course,  is  a 
war  material. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Does  the  Senator 
really  advocate  the  absolute  stoppage 
of  all  shipments  of  food? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No;  my  amendment 
does  not  provide  for  that  at  all.  Under 
nty  amendment,  if  a  participating  coun¬ 
try  should  ship  food  to  the  Russian 
Army,  they  would  not  get  any  more  food, 
but  so  long  as  England,  for  instance, 
uses  the  food  she  obtained  under  ECA, 
and  did  not  give  it  to  the  Russian  Army, 
there  would  be  no  restriction.  It  is  a 
very  good  amendment,  and  I  hope  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  will  accept 
it,  because  it  provides  only  that  the 
material  which  is  sent  to  a  participating 
country  must  not  be  used  to  help  the 
Russian  forces.  Certainly  everyone 
should  be  for  that.  The  Senator  from 
Arizona  does  not  want  materials  which 
can  be  used  against  American  boys  to 
be  furnished  to  Red  China  through  a 
satellite  country  does  he? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  does  not 
want  to  have  such  materials  shipped  to 
some  other  country,  and  to  go  to  the 
North  Korean  forces  so  as  to  help  them 
defeat  our  boys,  does  he? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  what  I  am 
seeking.  Support  my  amendment,  and 
all  that  will  be  stopped. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  indicated 
that  $200,000,000  worth  of  these  supplies 
were  strategic  materials. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Just  a  moment.  The 
Senator  knows  I  love  him,  he  is  one  of 
my  good  friends,  but  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  never  made  such  a  statement. 
He  showed  that  $200,000,000  worth  of 


goods  were  being  sent  over.  I  did  not  say 
they  were  all  strategic  materials. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  How  much  was?  That 
Is  the  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  find  out.  Our  Intelligence  does 
not  know,  and  I  cannot  find  that  out. 
No  one  can  find  it  out.  I  say  it  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  Administrator  to 
enforce  section  117  (d)  of  the  basic  act. 
If  he  knows  that  goods  are  being  so 
shipped,  he  should  stop  the  shipment  of 
such  materials  to  Russia. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mi-.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  pos¬ 
sibility,  which  I  hope  may  eventuate, 
that  we  and  the  other  free  nations  will 
develop  enough  military  strength  so  that 
in  a  year  or  2  years  we  will  have  such 
great  strength  that  we  will  be  able  to  re¬ 
trieve  the  influence  we  threw  away  in 
1945,  and  that  then  we  can  reasonably 
hope  that  the  free  elements  in  the  satel¬ 
lite  countries  will  have  a  chance,  with 
our  influence,  working  through  the 
United  Nations,  to  regain  their  freedom, 
and  that  the  iron  curtain  will  then  be 
pushed  back  perhaps  to  the  eastern  fron¬ 
tier  of  Poland. 

In  that  situation,  does  not  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  think  it  would  be  a  very 
great  pity  if  we  cut  off  all  our  channels 
of  political  influence  and  all  our  channels 
of  intelligence,  thereby  putting  the  whole 
weight  of  the  war  on  the  backs  of  our 
own  soldiers,  and  ignoring  the  fact  that 
modern  war  is  won  in  part  by  political 
and  economic  means?  The  Senator  does 
not  want  to  bring  about  that  result, 
does  he? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No.  The  Senator 
made  a  very  positive  and  a  very  con¬ 
structive  statement.  I  am  not  at  this 
time  talking  about  the  reduction  amend¬ 
ment,  I  am  talking  about  the  amendment 
I  offer,  referring  to  strategic  materials. 
That  is  what  I  am  discussing.  I  wish 
to  make  the  point  that  my  amendment 
does  not  restrict  in  any  way  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  the  countries  concerned,  so 
long  as  the  countries  do  not  intention¬ 
ally — and  I  emphasize  the  word  “inten¬ 
tionally” — violate  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  117  (d)  of  the  basic  act,  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  they  shall  not  send  strategic 
materials,  knowingly,  to  one  of  the  satel¬ 
lite  countries,  if  it  is  a  potential  enemy. 
The  Senator  agrees  with  that,  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  President,  may  I  have  another  2 
minutes? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  two  more  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  is  recognized  for  two 
more  minutes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  satisfied  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  desires  to 
reach  the  same  objective  I  have  in  mind. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  just  2  min¬ 
utes.  Let  me  complete  this  point,  and 
then  I  will  yield.  I  read  from  the  ar¬ 
ticle  in  the  Washington  Star  of  yes¬ 
terday: 

In  the  interest  of  national  security — 
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And  that  is  what  the  Senator  desires _ 

In  the  interest  of  national  security,  Amer¬ 
ican  officials  believe  technical  information 
as  well  as  strategic  goods  should  be  kept 
from  the  Soviet.  But  in  the  absence  of  cen¬ 
sorship,  the  Nation  has  to  rely  on  a  volun¬ 
tary  control  plan.  The  OIT  has  undertaken 
to  advise  American  businessmen  in  doubt  a3 
to  what  may  be  sent. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  should  like  to 
have  established,  and  it  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  amendment,  would  be  a  co¬ 
ordinated  export  license  system  applica¬ 
ble  to  the  European  countries  which 
work  with  us,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
export  of  strategic  materials,  and  a  co¬ 
ordinated  plan  so  that  these  countries 
will  not  intentionally  export  materials 
which  can  be  used  by  Russia  or  the  sat¬ 
ellite  countries  for  war  purposes. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  understood  that  the 
Senator’s  amendment  was  worded  so 
broadly  that  it  would  stop  virtually  all 
the  export  trade. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  would  go  along  with 
an  amendment  which  would  prevent  the 
sending  of  purely  military  materials,  but 
I  do  not  wish  to  cut  off  our  channels  of 
intelligence  and  make  it  impossible  to 
use  economic  and  political  methods  in 
the  struggle  in  which  we  are  engaged. 
The  President  has  said - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Let  me  read  my 
amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Permit  me  to  finish  this 
thought.  The  President  has  said  that 
one  of  our  aims  is  to  liberate  Korea  and 
that  another  of  our  aims  is  to  become 
strong  enough  to  resist  aggression.  Of 
course,  those  are  two  of  our  aims,  but  I 
think  the  President  could  have  gone  fur¬ 
ther.  I  think  Americans  want  us  to 
regain  the  initiative  and  organize  peace 
in  a  free  world.  That  is  what  I  think 
the  President  ought  to  say.  If  we  take 
young  men  away  from  their  homes  and 
jobs  it  ought  to  be  for  some  great  pur¬ 
pose  :  We  ought  to  accomplish  something 
radically  new  and  that  means  a  type  of 
war  we  have  not  had  before,  because 
it  involves  the  political  and  the  military. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wholeheartedly 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Let  me  read  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield  me  one 
more  minute? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  one  additional  minute. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  read  the 
amendment: 

Provided  further,  That,  during  any  period 
during  which  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  are  actively  engaged  in  hostilities 
while  carrying  out  any  decision  of  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Council  of  the  United  Nations — 

Which  is  the  situation  now — 
no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  used  to  provide  assistance 
to  any  participating  country  which  exports 
or  permits  the  exportation,  to  the  Union  of 
Socialist  Soviet  Republics  or  any  of  its  satel- 
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lite  countries  (including  China  and  northern 
Korea),  of  any  article  or  commodity — 

Which  is  the  language  in  section 
117— 

usable  by,  or  which  may  be  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  any  article  or  commodity  which 
may  be  useful  to,  the  armed  forces  of  the 
Union  of  Socialist  Soviet  Republics  or  such 
satellite  countries. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  seems  to  me  that  in¬ 
cludes  food. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  food  were  used  in¬ 
tentionally  to  help  bolster  the  Russian 
Army  the  Senator  would  not  want  that 
to  be  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
the  amendment,  and  also  the  complete 
article  published  in  the  Star,  part  of 
which  I  read,  but  which  I  did  not  com¬ 
plete. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  article  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

On  page  448,  line  24,  strike  out  the  period 
and  insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  “Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That,  during  any  period  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  are  actively  engaged  in  hostilities 
while  carrying  out  any  decision  of  the  Se¬ 
curity  Council  of  the  United  Nations,  no 
part  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  used  to  provide  assistance  to 
any  participating  country  which  exports  or 
permits  the  exportation,  to  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  or  any  of  its  satel¬ 
lite  countries  (including  China  and  north¬ 
ern  Korea),  of  any  article  or  commodity 
usable  by,  or  which  may  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  any  article  or  commodity 
which  may  be  useful  to,  the  armed  forces 
of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
or  such  satellite  countries.” 

War  Potential  Goods  Reaching  Red  Satel¬ 
lites  Respite  Controls — Flow  op  Mate¬ 
rials  Diminishes,  But  Too  Much  Is  Get¬ 
ting  by.  United  States  Officials  Say 
(By  L.  Edgar  Prima) 

Despite  a  stringent  export  control  system 
here  and  pledges  of  cooperation  from  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  countries,  war-potential  goods 
still  are  being  shipped  behind  the  iron  cur¬ 
tain  from  the  United  States  and  western 
Europe. 

Officials  of  the  State  and  Commerce  De¬ 
partments  and  ECA  say  the  flow  is  being 
cut  down,  but  that  too  much  is  getting  by, 
both  openly  and  secretly. 

Here  are  the  reasons: 

1.  The  Marshall-plan  nations  do  not  have 
a  formal  joint  export  control  set-up.  Most 
have  individual  systems,  none  of  which  is 
as  strict  as  ours,  while  others  apparently 
have  no  controls  worthy  of  the  name. 

2.  Leaks,  owing  to  transshipments,  are 
heavy  and  difficult  to  block.  The  United 
States  has  many  checks  on  leaks,  and  places 
a  great  share  of  the  responsibility  for  pre¬ 
venting  them  on  the  American  exporter. 
Also,  ECA  investigators  in  Europe  follow 
the  goods  to  their  final  destinations.  Still 
transshipments  to  the  Soviet  bloc  reportedly 
have  been  numerous  in  western  Europe.  A 
recent  report  to  Congress  stated  that  an 
estimated  $200,000,000  in  goods  had  been 
smuggled  out  of  bizonal  Germany  in  1948. 
Bizonia  produces  many  strategic  items 
which  the  Russians,  are  willing  to  buy  at 
premium  prices. 

3.  The  customs  systems  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope  are  far  below  the  effectiveness  of  United 
States  customs,  and  some  prohibited  goods 


undoubtedly  are  exported  illegally  by  Amer¬ 
icans  each  year. 

In  this  connection,  an  ECA  official  said, 
“Some  of  the  Marshall-plan  nations  do  not 
have  any  clear  idea  of  what  and  how  much 
some  of  their  exporters  are  shipping.” 

MAJOR  PROBLEM  IS  EUROPEAN 

It  was  stressed  that  the  problem  is  not  so 
much  the  transshipment  of  goods  produced 
in  the  United  States.  This  problem  is  under 
fairly  good  control. 

More  important  are  shipments  of  items 
produced  in  western  Europe  and  sent  to  other 
ECA  countries  or  to  Switzerland  and  then 
to  iron-curtain  nations. 

For  months,  some  legislators,  led  by  Sen¬ 
ator  Kem,  Republican,  of  Missouri,  have  been 
asked  what  the  United  States  is  doing  to 
stop  such  leaks. 

An  opponent  of  ECA,  Senator  Kem  said 
on  July  17  that  Commerce  Department  offi¬ 
cials  made  it  clear  to  him  that  Marshall- 
plan  countries  “still  are  making  substan¬ 
tial  shipments  of  war  materials  to  Russia 
and  her  satellites.” 

He  recommended  that  ECA  Administrator 
Hoffman  be  given  the  power  to  halt  all  ECA 
aid  to  those  countries  permitting  such  ship¬ 
ments. 

Senate  Republican  Leader  Wherry,  who 
plans  to  introduce  an  amendment  to  the 
ECA  portion  of  the  omnibus  appropriations 
bill  tomorrow,  agrees  with  Senator  Kem. 
His  amendment  would  bar  ECA  funds  to  any 
nation  exporting  to  Russia  or  its  satellites 
anything  that  might  become  useful  for  mili¬ 
tary  purposes. 

The  attitude  of  ECA  State  Commerce  De¬ 
partment  official,  howevser,  is  that  such  a 
step  must  be  accompanied  by  “moral  sua¬ 
sion.”  These  nations  are  sovereign  and 
would  resent  our  interference,  they  explain, 

EACH  MUST  MEET  PROBLEM 

Further,  these  officials  hold  that  each  na¬ 
tion  has  to  meet  the  problem  in  light  of  its 
own  trade  and  political  relations  with  the 
Soviet  bloc  as  well  as  its  interest  in  the 
common  security. 

This  explanation  drew  the  sharp  retort  of 
“hogwash,”  from  Senator  Kem.  He  asserted 
that  we  had  no  reluctance  about  interfering 
in  the  Italian  elections  of  1948  nor  in  trying 
to  promote  the  Schuman  plan  for  a  European 
iron-steel  pool. 

The  American  control  system  was  set  up 
in  March  1948  to  check  the  export  of  scarce 
strategic  materials  and  to  halt  all  shipments 
of  such  goods  to  the  Soviet  bloc  as  a  matter 
of  national  security. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  in  charge 
of  the  system.  An  interagency  Advisory 
Committee  on  Requirements  represents  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency,  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Resources  Board,  ECA,  and  the  State, 
Defense,  Interior,  and  Agriculture. 

The  group  helps  with  the  security  review 
of  individual  cases  and  the  strategic  evalua¬ 
tion  of  commodities.  It  approves  the  Posi¬ 
tive  List  of  Commodities,  which  is  broken 
down ’into  the  so-called  1-A  and  1-B  lists. 

1— A  EXPORTS  FORBIDDEN 

Articles  of  greatest  importance  are  in  the 
1-A  category  and  may  not  be  exported  to 
iron  curtain  countries.  They  may  be  shipped 
to  other  countries,  under  license,  however. 

Items  on  the  1-B  list,  of  lesser  importance, 
may  be  exported  to  the  Soviet  orbit  in  certain 
restricted  quantities. 

An  applicant  for  an  American  export  li¬ 
cense  must  furnish  much  specific  informa¬ 
tion  and  faces  criminal  action  for  falsifi¬ 
cation.  He  must  describe  in  detail  the  com¬ 
modity  to  be  shipped.  He  must  name  the 
country  in  which  the  goods  will  be  consumed 
and  the  ultimate  consignee.  He  must  also 
list  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  interested 
parties  (agents,  brokers,  middlemen,  etc.) 
and  give  specific  details  on  the  end-use  of 
the  item  to  be  exported. 
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Marshall  plan  nations  have  been  informed 
of  our  positive  list  and  told  why  controls 
are  important  to  the  common  security. 

“We  meet  with  the  representatives  of 
these  countries  in  informal,  continuing  con¬ 
sultations,”  Wright,  the  State  Department’s 
assistant  chief  of  the  Economic  and  Secu¬ 
rities  staff,  declared. 

NATIONS  ARE  COOPERATING 

“They  know  what  we  want  and  we  are 
working  it  out  on  a  cooperative,  mutual  de¬ 
fense  basis.  We  don’t  feel  we  ought  to  go 
beyond  that,”  he  added. 

(It  has  been  reported  in  some  quarters 
that  the  United  States  brought  the  matter  of 
British  oil  shipments  to  the  Chinese  Reds 
to  the  attention  of  London.  The  shipments 
were  stopped  soon  thereafter.)  — 

Earlier  this  month.  Senator  Kem,  quoting 
data  from  the  Ofice  of  International  Trade, 
told  his  colleagues  that  during  the  first  4 
months  of  1950,  Great  Britain  shipped  to 
Russia  more  than  $1,087,000  worth  of  ma¬ 
chine  tools,  a  tenfold  increase  over  the  same 
period  last  year. 

He  listed  in  detail  the  amounts  of  ma¬ 
chinery,  ball  bearings,  steel-mill  products, 
electrical  goods,  and  even  arms,  sent  to  the 
Soviet  and  its  satellites  by  Britain,  Belgium, 
France,  and  Luxemburg. 

The  Senator  stressed  the  importance  of 
machine  tools  and  Senator  Flanders,  Re¬ 
publican,  of  Vermont,  a  machine-tool  manu¬ 
facturer,  supported  him  in  principle. 

“I  should  like  to  enunciate,  sir,  a  profound 
truth,  which  is  that  the  only  inanimate 
thing  which  reproduces  itself  is  a  machine 
tool,”  Senator  Flanders  said. 

Robert  N.  Golding,  ECA  consultant  and 
former  general  counsel  of  the  congressional 
ECA  watchdog  committee,  had  an  explana¬ 
tion. 

SOME  TOOLS  NONSTRATEGIC 

“There  are  strategic  machine  tools  and 
nonstrategic  machine  tools,”  he  declared. 
“Why,  we  have  some  we’d  be  willing  to  ship 
to  Russia  today  if  she  wanted  them.” 

He  insisted  that  before  one  became 
alarmed  over  a  line  in  a  trade  report  thaFta, 
general  item  had  been  shipped  one  should 
try  to  ascertain  specifically  what  the  item 
was. 

“For  all  we  know  the  electrical  goods  sent 
to  the  Soviet  orbit  by  the  western  Europeans 
might  have  been  light  bulbs.” 

Mr.  Golding  conceded,  however,  that  we 
don’t  get  very  complete  information  on  what 
the  Marshall  plan  countries  ship. 

In  an  interview  at  his  office,  Mr.  Golding 
expounded  on  the  meaning  of  east-west 
trade  for  the  recovery  of  Europe.  Last  year 
it  totaled  $2,600,000,000. 

“If  the  Marshall  plan  countries  are  to  get 
certain  foods  and  raw  materials  from  the 
east  they  must  ship  machinery  and  manu¬ 
factured  goods.  That’s  all  there  is  to  it.  If 
they  don’t,  the  Russians  will  cut  off  the 
trade.  And  the  Europeans  would  look  to  us 
to  supply  the  needed  items,”  he  warned. 

Mr.  Golding  added  that  the  aim  of  east- 
west  trade  should  be  to  increase  the  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  of  western  Europe  in  relation 
to  the  east. 

There  is  one  other  related  problem  which 
the  Commerce  Department  has  under  con¬ 
sideration,  but  for  which  there  is  apparently 
no  real  peacetime  solution.  That  is  the 
control  of  technical  data. 

In  the  interest  of  national  security,  AmeF- 
ican  officials  believe  technical  information 
as  well  as  strategic  goods  should  be  kept 
from  the  Soviet.  But  in  the  absence  of 
censorship,  the  Nation  has  to  rely  on  a  volun¬ 
tary  control  plan.  The  OIT  has  undertaken 
to  advise  American  businessmen  in  doubt  as 
to  what  may  be  sent. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Lehman], 
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Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  since 
we  have  very  limited  time  remaining,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  a 
statement  I  have  prepared  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  legislation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair).  Without  objec¬ 
tion,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Lehman’s  statement  is  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  am,  of  course,  deeply 
gratified  that  the  Appropriations  Committee 
In  the  face  of  the  present  crisis  has  now 
recommended  the  full  appropriation  of 
$26,900,000  for  the  point  4  program.  In  view 
of  the  committee’s  action,  my  amendment 
to  make  this  full  amount  available  for  the 
self-improvement  and  perhaps  even  for  the 
self-preservation  of  democratic  ■  nations  is 
unnecessary.  I  have  never  faltered  in  my 
belief  that  the  full  amount  of  $26,900,000  is 
essential  if  we  intend  to  initiate  and  en¬ 
courage  any  kind  of  a  realistic,  cooperative 
economic  effort  among  nations  which, 
though  friendly  to  us,  and  anxious  to  become 
self-sustaining,  do  not  have  the  organiza¬ 
tional  and  technical  talent  to  use  fully  their 
own  resources. 

As  I  have  said,  I  am  deeply  gratified  that 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  has  acted 
to  restore  the  funds  which  the  President 
recommended  for  implementing  point  4. 

I  would  like  to  take  this  occasion  to  say 
that  I  am  aware  of  the  need  for  economy  in 
Government  expenditures.  I  have  Joined, 
and  will  continue  to  join,  my  efforts  with 
other  members  of  this  body  in  cutting  down 
on  expenditures  for  purposes  which  are  non- 
essential  to  the  security,  operation,  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  this  Nation. 

But  economy  is  simply  a  slogan  if  we  do 
not  balance  our  expenditures  in  such  a  way 
as  to  use  fully  all  the  money  we  are  putting 
into  these  efforts  to  improve  the  welfare  of 
this  Nation  and  insure  its  security. 

We  proposed,  for  instance,  to  spend  up¬ 
ward  of  $30,000,000  for  a  program  of  infor¬ 
mation  and  propaganda  designed  to  convince 
the  peoples  abroad  that  our  motives  are  un¬ 
selfish  and  that  we  do  desire  to  advance  their 
welfare  and  insure  their  security  as  well  as 
our  own.  I  have  urged  an  increase  in  this 
appropriation,  too,  and  it  is  very  likely  that 
we  will  finally  spend  for  this  purpose  far 
more  than  the  amount  now  provided  in  cur¬ 
rent  legislation. 

Speaking  from  a  strictly  selfish  viewpoint, 
we  can  say  that  our  investment  in  the  United 
Nations  has  now  paid  rich  dividends.  The 
peace-loving  nations  of  the  world  have 
thrown  their  moral  weight  and,  in  some 
cases,  their  physical  strength  behind  the 
efforts  to  repel  aggression  in  Korea.  This 
weight  was  and  is  being  exerted  through  the 
United  Nations.  We  dare  not  weaken  that 
organization  by  skimping  or  hedging  on  a 
vital  economic  program  which  is  to  be  car¬ 
ried  out  under  its  auspices. 

In  mid-June  64  nations,  Including  the 
United  States,  met  at  Lake  Success  to  pledge 
funds  for  the  program  of  technical  assist¬ 
ance  to  underdeveloped  areas. 

At  that  meeting  at  Lake  Success  the  United 
States  was  one  of  50  countries  which  pledged 
a  total  of  $20,000,000.  The  United  States 
pledged  $12,000,000.  This  pledge  was,  of 
course,  contingent  upon  a  congressional  au¬ 
thorization  and  appropriation.  That  pledge 
was  made  in  good  faith,  although  the  other 
nations  were  perfectly  aware  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Congress  had  the  last  word  on  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  funds.  I  am  confident  now 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will 
live  up  to  that  solemn  commitment. 

One  of  the  chief  difficulties  in  the  Senate’s 
consideration  of  the  point  4  program  is  per¬ 
haps  our  lack  of  understanding  of  it.  Most 
of  us  have  little  appreciation  of  the  specific 
activities  intended  to  be  carried  out.  We  can 
understand  the  information  program  in 


terms  of  the  Voice  of  America,  but  the  point 
4  program  is  much  less  easy  to  comprehend. 
I  understand  that  the  chief  difficulty  faced 
by  the  Appropriations  Committee  in  consid¬ 
ering  this  proposal  was  the  lack  of  a  concrete 
and  itemized  program. 

Since  this  program  is  an  International  pro¬ 
gram,  based  upon  cooperative  undertakings 
with  other  countries,  no  detailed  and  item¬ 
ized  schedule  of  activities  was  possible  until 
the  nations  Involved  had  been  consulted  for 
their  views  on  what  services  they  required. 

The  contemplated  program  is  in  two  parts : 
A  program  of  activities  through  the  United 
Nations  and  a  program  contemplating  bi¬ 
lateral  arrangements  between  the  United 
States  and  Individual  countries.  No  part  of 
this  point  4  program  is  or  should  be  uni¬ 
lateral.  This  is  not  a  ready-made  program — 
It  must  be  tailored  to  suit  the  interests  and 
requirements  of  the  countries  involved.  The 
basic  theme  of  the  point  4  program  is  the 
extension  of  technical  assistance  in  all  fields 
of  endeavor.  We  intend  to  make  available 
to  foreign  countries  our  own  rich  store  of 
technological  and  scientific  knowledge,  in 
industrial,  agricultural,  public  health,  and 
educational  fields.  We  propose  to  send  ex¬ 
perts  and  advisers,  seeds  and  disease-resist¬ 
ant  strains  of  special  crops,  and  to  export  the 
knowledge  we  have  to  raise  the  standard  of 
living,  to  cut  down  disease  and  epidemics, 
and  to  increase  the  productive  output  of  all 
these  countries. 

For  10  years  the  United  States  has  been 
carrying  on  technical-assistance  programs 
through  the  Institute  of  Inter -American  Af¬ 
fairs  and  under  the  terms  of  Public  Law  402. 
Our  technicians  have  visited  many  countries 
abroad.  This  Institute  of  Inter-American 
Affairs,  in  cooperation  with  Latin-American 
countries,  has  developed  demonstration  proj¬ 
ects  which  have  changed  the  living  condi¬ 
tions  and  the  way  of  life  of  thousands  of 
impoverished  and  disease-ridden  people.  By 
demonstrating  modern  scientific  techniques, 
health  has  been  improved,  working  condi¬ 
tions  made  tolerable,  and  more  and  better 
food  put  into  the  mouths  of  hungry  indi¬ 
viduals. 

American  geological  experts  have  given  ex¬ 
pert  advice  and  made  preliminary  surveys 
which  have  resulted  in  the  location  of  entire 
new  fields  of  critical  ores  and  minerals.  We 
have  shown  how  to  reclaim  wasted  lands,  we 
have  eradicated  .malaria,  we  have  stopped 
epidemics,  we  have  brought  hope  to  areas 
where  hope  was  lost,  we  have  given  stability 
to  governments  struggling  to  rehabilitate 
their  economies. 

I  should  like  to  give  some  specific  exam¬ 
ples:  A  child  health  specialist  of  the  United 
States  Children’s  Bureau,  working  in  the 
town  of  Nuevo  Laredo,  on  the  Mexican  bor¬ 
der,  was  instrumental  over  a  2-year  period  in 
reducing  the  deaths  of  children  under  1  year 
of  age  by  more  than  50  percent.  Clinics  for 
the  treatment  of  yaws,  established  by  the  In¬ 
stitute  of  Inter-American  Affairs  in  Haiti, 
helped  cure  100,000  farm  workers  in  that 
country.  Drainage  work  carried  out  by  the 
Institute  for  the  Control  of  Malaria  made  it 
possible  to  bring  10,000  acres  of  farmland 
back  into  cultivation. 

Pioneer  work  in  this  field  has  also  been 
done  by  the  World  Health  Organization.  In 
one  rich  agricultural  area  in  India  malaria 
had  been  so  severe  that  104  villages  had  been 
totally  abandoned.  World  Health  Organiza¬ 
tion  teams,  in  the  space  of  less  than  1  year, 
succeeded  in  eliminating  infected  mosqui¬ 
toes  from  the  area  surrounding  these  vil¬ 
lages.  Refugee  families  came  back  to  the  vil¬ 
lages  to  bring  back  into  production  lands 
urgently  needed  to  meet  the  tremendous 
food  shortages  facing  India  today. 

The  point  4  program  would  include  not 
only  work  in  the  field  of  health  but  in  the 
development  of  natural  resources. 

Tungsten,  tin,  and  deposits  of  lignite  coal 
adequate  to  support  an  important  mining 
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Industry  have  existed  in  Thailand.  In  that 
country  a  team  of  three  United  States  and 
four  native  geologists  has  just  completed  a 
basic  survey  of  these  resources  as  a  pre¬ 
liminary  to  the  large-scale  developments  of 
these  deposits. 

In  Brazil,  the  cooperative  work  of  United 
States  and  Brazilian  geologists  has  uncovered 
the  largest  manganese  reserves  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  Such  developments 
help  to  meet  the  needs  of  these  countries  as 
well  as  of  the  world  generally,  and  provide 
new  sources  of  Income  and  employment  for 
the  country  in  which  they  are  located. 

In  Liberia,  United  States  technicians  have 
helped  map  out  roads  and  the  timber  sup¬ 
ply,  and  to  open  up  iron  deposits.  American 
agricultural  experts  have  helped  expand  rice 
production  for  the  local  market,  and  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  palm  oil  and  cocoa  for  export. 
In  one  village  near  Monrovia,  the  result  has 
been  to  increase  the  average  cash  income  of 
the  people  from  $5  to  $35  per  person. 

In  El  Salvador,  American  agricultural 
technicians  have  helped  develop  and  dis¬ 
tribute  to  the  farmer  new  corn  varieties 
which  produce  45  to  60  bushels  per  acre,  in¬ 
stead  of  the  old  varieties  which  produced 
only  12  bushels  per  acre. 

In  the  Philippines,  fish  is  second  only  to 
rice  in  the  national  diet.  The  work  of  Ameri¬ 
can  fishery  experts  under  our  technical  aid 
program  for  the  Philippines  is  resulting  in 
replacing  primitive-type  fishing  gear  with 
more  efficient  devices.  The  price  of  fish  to 
the  consumer  has  decreased  because  of  the 
more  plentiful  supply,  and  the  quality  of  the 
marketed  product  is  improving. 

The  rural  education  program  of  the  in¬ 
stitute  of  inter-American  Affairs  in  Bolivia 
has  resulted  in  nearly  doubling  the  number 
of  rural  school  centers.  The  project  has 
directly  or  indirectly  benefited  well  over  half 
a  million  children  and  adults. 

The  impact  of  these  activities  on  the 
economy  and  living  conditions  of  other 
peoples  is  tremendous.  And  they  know  that 
it  is  the  United  States  which  is  cooperating 
with  them  to  make  such  improvement  pos¬ 
sible. 

The  UN,  as  I  have  stated,  has  also  been  at 
work,  through  its  specialized  agencies,  pro¬ 
viding  technical  advice  and  assistance  in 
various  areas  of  the  world.  These  efforts 
have  been  on  a  small  scale  because  the  funds 
available  have  been  small  and  the  number  of 
technicians  available  for  this  work  has  been 
limited.  I  have  already  referred  to  the  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  World  Health  Organization. 
It  is  this  kind  of  work  which  led  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  UN  conference  which  formulated 
that  UN  program,  to  call  it  the  most  con¬ 
structive  program  so  far  prepared  by  the  UN. 

This  then  is  the  point  4  program.  It  is  not 
a  relief  program.  It  calls  for  no  shipment  of 
food,  goods,  or  other  commodities.  It  calls 
for  no  capital  loans  or  grants. 

It  is  simply  a  program  for  the  sending  of 
experts  from  this  country  and  from  other 
countries  to  share  their  technical  knowledge 
with  those  who  have  little  or  none.  It  calls 
for  bringing  to  the  United  States  alert  young 
scientists  and  professionals  from  these  un¬ 
derdeveloped  nations  so  that  they  may  learn 
first-hand  our  methods  and  our  techniques. 

I  have  tried  to  bring  it  out  of  the  half 
light  of  vague  generalities  into  the  full 
light  of  specific  details.  I  have  tried  to  in¬ 
dicate  its  importance  in  the  great  struggle 
which  is  agitating  the  world  today.  I  would 
like  to  say  to  this  Senate  that  the  point  4 
program,  or  even  the  promise  it  holds  forth — 
for  it  will  take  some  time  for  this  program 
to  show  results — may  mean  as  much  in  the 
present  world  struggle  as  the  military  meas¬ 
ures  which  we  must  and  will  take. 

Point  4  establishes  the  essential  frame¬ 
work  for  the  building  of  the  structure  of 
world  peace  for  that  day — and  I  pray  it  may 
come  soon — when  we  will  no  longer  be  forced 
to  think  in  terms  of  war,  of  death,  and  of 
conflict,  and  may  turn  with  full  heart  to 
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goals  of  peace,  freedom,  and  fullness  of  life 
for  ourselves  and  our  fellowmen. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  myself  10  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  somewhat  amazing 
to  me  that  in  this  unusual  hour  of  peril 
to  our  Nation  and  to  other  free  coun¬ 
tries  throughout  the  world,  there  should 
be  offered  amendments  which  would 
emasculate  the  European  recovery  pro¬ 
gram.  If  there  was  ever  a  time  when 
men  should  yield  and  bend,  regardless 
of  their  previous  positions  with  respect 
to  the  European  recovery  program,  it  is 
at  this  particular  hour  in  the  history  of 
our  Republic.  But,  instead  of  that,  we 
find  the  same  Senators  who  have  fought 
the  Marshall  plan  from  the  very  begin¬ 
ning,  still  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  mak¬ 
ing  the  same  kind  of  arguments  against 
this  recovery  program  which  has  done 
so  much  to  place  the  western  European 
democracies  once  again  upon  their  eco¬ 
nomic  feet.  Yet,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Kem] 
and  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
would,  if  they  were  adopted,  absolutely 
destroy  the  European  recovery  program 
in  its  entirety. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  issued  a 
challenge. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
only  10  minutes.  I  ask  the  Senator 
please  not  to  ask  me  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  make 
the  statement  that  whatever  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  may  say  about  his 
amendment  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  at 
present,  as  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  said  and  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  said,  certainly  food  is  war  ma¬ 
terial,  and  if  food  is  sent  to  the  people 
cf  Russia,  or  her  satellites,  even  though 
it  is  not  sent  direct  to  the  army,  it  is 
replacing  food  that  goes  direct  to  the 
Russian  Army.  That  is  a  fact  that  can¬ 
not  be  challenged.  But  to  destroy  all 
the  trade  between  the  east  and  the  west 
in  Europe — and  that  is  exactly  what 
would  be  done  by  the  amendments — is  to 
destroy  the  Marshall  plan.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  this  means  in  no  sense  that  I  am 
for  shipping  real  war  material,  such  as 
planes,  tanks,  and  guns,  to  Russia  or  any 
of  her  satellites.  The  Senators  who 
have  been  against  the  ECA  program 
from  the  beginning  desire  to  destroy  it 
through  the  back  door  if  they  possibly 
can,  by  means  of  the  type  of  emascu¬ 
lating  amendments  they  have  offered. 
They  have  tirelessly  attempted  to  de¬ 
feat  this  program  by  making  it  un¬ 
workable. 

Mr.  President,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
Marshall  plan  at  this  moment,  in  my 
humble  judgment — and  I  think  it  is  the 
judgment  of  the  great  mass  of  Amer¬ 
ican  people — the  European  countries  who 
are  now  the  beneficiaries  of  the  Marshall 
plan  would  be  under  the  iron  and 
tyrannical  heel  of  communism.  If  it 
were  not  for  the  Marshall  plan,  the 
Kremlin,  the  men  of  Moscow,  at  this 
very  moment  would  have  France,  Italy, 


Belgium,  and  the  The  Netherlands, 
Sweden,  Norway,  and  Denmark,  in  their 
tyrannical  and  enslaving  grasp.  Only 
England  would  be  standing  up  against 
the  threat  of  the  infiltration  of  the  com¬ 
munistic  poison.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
the  communistic  threat  throughout  the 
whole  world  at  this  very  moment,  which, 
in  view  of  what  is  now  happening  in 
Korea,  is  very  evident,  for  we  know  who 
is  behind  the  North  Korean  movement, 
we  know  the  power  which  is  behind  it, 
we  find  Senators  still  clinging  to  the  old 
isolationist  stand  in  the  United  States 
Senate,  saying  in  effect  “Give  them  noth¬ 
ing.  Cut  the  appropriations  for  the 
Marshall  plan  down  a  billion  dollars.” 
We  can  live  alone  in  this  atomic  world. 

That  would  destroy  the  plan  in  its 
entirety.  It  would  destroy  the  morale  of 
the  free  people  of  the  countries  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  Never  in  the  history  of 
America  have  we  had  such  need  for 
friends  and  allies  as  we  have  at  this  very 
moment.  This  is  a  crucial  hour,  one  cf 
the  most  dangerous  hours  in  the  history 
cf  America.  Yet  there  are  Senators  who 
seek  to  destroy  a  plan  which  has  done 
so  much  to  keep  communism  from 
spreading  its  poisonous  tentacles 
throughout  the  western  democracies 
having  a  population  of  270,000,000.  We 
need  them  as  our  friends.  We  need  them 
as  our  allies.  We  need  them  at  this 
hour.  We  should  give  them  not  only  the 
kind  cf  assistance  we  give  them  under 
the  Marshall  plan,  but  also  give  them 
military  aid  to  meet  the  challenge  of 
communism,  the  onrush  of  communism, 
which  seeks  to  sweep  oVer  the  world  and 
enslave  us  all. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  talks  about  being  realistic  in  this 
hour.  I  wish  more  Senators  were  as 
realistic  as  those  who  have  been  going 
along  with  the  Marshall  plan  and  the 
military-assistance  program,  the  Atlan¬ 
tic  Pact,  and  all  other  bipartisan  meas¬ 
ures  the  last  few  years  in  our  efforts  to 
find  the  road  to  a  durable  peace.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  has  consistently  advocated  a 
short-sighted  and  ineffectual  foreign 
policy.  His  course  is  not  the  wise  one 
at  this  hour  of  history.  Certainly 
through  aid  to  Turkey  and  Greece,  by 
the  Marshall  plan,  we  have  kept  com¬ 
munism  from  spreading  throughout 
Europe,  as  it  is  in  China  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  we  are  the  ones 
who  are  the  realists  in  this  hour,  and 
that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and 
others  who  join  with  him  in  trying  to 
reduce  the  appropriation  by  $1,000,000,- 
000  are  still  unrealistic,  they  are  still 
living  in  the  McKinley  age  of  40  years 
ago,  believing  that  this  country  can  get 
along  without  the  people  of  western 
Europe. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  says  we 
have  to  see  things  as  they  are.  We  who 
favor  the  Marshall  plan  contend  we  do 
see  things  as  they  are.  As  a  result  of 
what  is  going  on  in  Korea  this  very  mo¬ 
ment  we  contend  we  can  look  into  the 
future  and  see  the  great  dangers  which 
exist  to  the  American  Republic. 


Mr.  President,  the  affair  in  Korea  is 
not  a  local  one.  No  one  knows  what  will 
happen  tomorrow.  A  move  similar  to 
that  in  Korea  may  be  made  in  other 
parts  of  the  world,  followed  by  a  com¬ 
munistic  tirade  such  as  we  have  heard 
against  us  recently.  So  to  reduce  the 
ECA  appropriation  at  this  moment  is 
to  play  directly  into  the  hands  of  Stalin 
and  his  group  cf  international  bandits 
who  run  the  Politburo  in  the  Kremlin 
at  Moscow.  Of  course,  Stalin  would 
like  to  have  that  done.  He  has  never 
wanted  the  Marshall  plan.  He  has 
fought  against  it  from  the  beginning. 
He  would  not  permit  Poland  or  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  or  other  countries  to  come  into 
the  Marshall  plan  because  he  saw  in  the 
Marshall  plan  something  worth  while 
for  the  economic  recovery  of  those  na¬ 
tions  across  the  sea.  Recovery  in  their 
economic  affairs  is  a  direct  aid  and  com¬ 
fort  and  help  to  the  United  States  of 
America. 

Mr.  President,  appropriating  for  ECA 
aid  is  not  throwing  money  down  a  rat 
hole;  this  amendment  is  a  direct  blow 
at  England.  Who  was  it  who  first  came 
to  our  aid  in  Asiatic  waters?  It  was 
England  with  her  fleet.  She  is  also 
sending  ground  troops  to  help  us  along. 
Yet,  for  the  past  months  and  years,  we 
have  heard  tirades  against  socialistic 
England  whenever  we  have  tried  to 
grant  and  loan  her  money  under  the 
ECA  program. 

As  I  said  before  the  Korean  affair  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  when  the  chips 
are  down  in  the  world-wide  conflagra¬ 
tion  in  which  we  may  be  engaged,  we 
will  find  England — regardless  of  the 
kind  of  government  she  has ;  and  no  one 
detests  socialism  more  than  I  do — • 
standing  by  the  side  of  the  United  States 
of  America.  At  the  present  time  she  is 
our  real  ally  in  Europe  and  Asia. 

To  hurt  England  at  this  hour,  through 
cutting  off  money  under  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram,  not  only  will  be  doing  a  disservice 
to  our  western  European  allies,  but  it 
will  be  doing  a  disservice  to  the  safety 
and  security  of  our  own  country.  It  will 
give  aid  and  comfort  to  communism. 

I  repeat  that  at  this  particular  hour  we 
need  all  the  friends  we  can  have.  We 
should  do  nothing  to  disturb  the  rela¬ 
tionship  which  exists  at  this  moment 
with  respect  to  the  ECA  funds  which  we 
are  sending  across  the  water. 

Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Senate  will  not  vote  for  any  of  these 
crippling  amendments.  They  are  emas¬ 
culating  amendments,  designed  to  crip¬ 
ple  the  ECA  to  the  point  w'here  it  cannot 
be  effective,  to  the  point  where  Paul 
Hoffman,  the  great  Administrator,  will 
have  no  possibility  of  administering  it  in 
an  efficacious  way. 

The  Kem  amendment  would  defeat 
our  purposes  in  that  respect  and  would 
disturb  the  morale  of  the  people  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe.,  at  this  time  when  we  in 
America  should  do  everything  within  our 
poor  power  to  raise  and  lift  their  morale. 

So  I  hope  the  Senate  at  this  hour  will 
be  more  realistic  than  it  has  ever  been 
before.  I  hope  Senators  who  in  the  past 
have  voted  against  ECA  appropriations, 
at  this  time  will  give  ECA  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt,  because  ECA  needs  the  co¬ 
operation  of  all  Members  of  the  Senate — 
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America  needs  this  unity  and  the  free 
world  needs  it.  The  Senate  must  rise  to 
a  level  of  high  wisdom.  We  must  reject 
amendments  which  would  bring  utter 
chaos  to  our  friends  abroad. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  how  much 
time  have  I  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seven 
minutes. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  there 
seems  to  be  some  question  about  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  “watchdog”  committee  and 
where  it  came  from.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  report  is 
to  be  found  on  page  265  of  the  hearings 
before  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
and  it  was  given  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  members. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader  would  have  us  believe  that 
those  who  have  not  voted  to  provide 
every  dollar  that  ECA  has  wanted  are 
responsible  for  the  situation  which  exists 
today. 

To  the  contrary,  the  responsibility  for 
the  situation  existing  today  rests  on  the 
present  administration  because  of  its 
policy  in  regard  to  Asia.  No  one  can 
deny  that.  That  is  clearly  demonstrated 
by  the  fact  that  the  policy  in  regard  to 
Asia  the  administration  has  had  up  until 
very  recently  has  now  been  completely 
repudiated,  it  has  adopted  a  policy  en¬ 
tirely  contrary  to  what  its  policy  has 
been. 

3o  far  as  China  is  concerned,  the  ad¬ 
ministration’s  policy  was  to  “wait  until 
the  dust  settles.”  The  administration 
has  followed  a  policy  that  the  situation 
in  China  had  nothing  to  do  with  ECA 
or  with  Korea. 

I  voted  for  China  aid,  I  voted  for 
Korean  aid,  and  I  voted  for  the  sending 
of  military  equipment  to  Korea.  How¬ 
ever,  what  has  the  administration  done 
in  that  connection?  Under  the  military 
assistance  program  of  last  year  this  ad¬ 
ministration  allotted  the  South  Koreans 
only  $2,600,000.  However,  how  much 
did  the  South  Koreans  get?  They  did 
not  get  a  dime’s  worth.  They  finally 
were  allotted  a  little  wire  for  repairs 
which  cost  $200.  It  is  on  the  way  there 
now,  and  has  not  yet  been  paid  for. 

Yet  some  Senators  claim  that  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  what  has  happened  rests 
on  the  shoulders  of  Senators  who  had 
the  nerve  to  stand  on  this  floor  and  ask 
that  such  action  be  justified  or  else  that 
the  policy  be  changed.  What  has  hap¬ 
pened  is  the  fault  of  this  administra¬ 
tion,  Mr.  President,  which  ever  since 
1944  has  followed  a  policy  of  “wait  and 
let  the  dust  settle  in  China.” 

I  voted  againt  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  pf  the  present  Secretary  of 
State,  the  man  who  was  the  architect 
of  that  policy,  and  who  still  is  Secretary 
of  State  and  still  is  the  architect  of 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States, 
and  will  continue  to  be  until  he  has  been 
repudiated  by  the  President.  The  vote 
I  cast  against  the  confirmation  of  his 
nomination  is  the  best  vote  I  ever  cast. 

Why  should  anyone  want  to  vote  for 
money  in  support  of  a  policy  of  the  kind 


I  have  indicated?  Why  should  anyone 
wish  to  support  a  policy  of  “wait  until 
the  dust  settles”?  How  can  anyone  dis¬ 
pute  the  fact  that  today  our  boys  are 
being  attacked  by  troops  using  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies,  including  gasoline, 
which,  under  our  policy,  have  been  al¬ 
lowed  to  go  to  the  Chinese  Reds? 

Mr.  President,  my  amendment  will 
clear  up  such  a  loophole  and  will  make 
it  possible  for  us  to  make  sure  that  no 
further  strategic  materials  will  go  from 
this  country  to  Russia  and  her  satellites, 
in  eastern  Europe  or  Red  China. 

Let  us  be  united  in  stopping  such 
things.  That  is  the  way  to  win  the  war 
in  the  Pacific. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senatbr  from  Nebraska  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally]. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the 
question  before  the  Senate  at  this  time  is 
an  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  relating  to  the  ECA. 

The  minority  leader  has  seen  fit  to 
take  a  considerable  amount  of  his  time 
to  talk  about  political  considerations  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  what  hap¬ 
pened  in  China.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
those  matters.  I  am  willing  to  discuss 
them,  but  they  are  not  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  KemI 
calls  for  a  very  large  cut  in  the  ECA  ap¬ 
propriation. 

Is  the  Senator  from  Missouri  really  in¬ 
terested  in  the  ECA  appropriation,  or  is 
he  endeavoring  to  cripple  ECA  and 
wound  it  and  cut  down  its  appropria¬ 
tion?  I  have  before  me  the  records  of 
the  vote  on  the  original  Economic  Co¬ 
operation  Act  of  1948.  Among  Senators 
who  voted  “nay”  at  that  time,  the  name 
of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  shines  like 
an  evening  star.  When  we  examine  the 
vote  on  the  question  of  the  passage  of 
the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948, 
we  find  that  among  the  “nays”  is  the 
name  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

When  we  examine  the  vote  on  the 
question  of  the  passage  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended, 
among  the  seven  “nays”  is  the  name  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  when  it  came  to 
the  question  of  furnishing  military  as¬ 
sistance  to  Europe,  allied  more  or  less 
with  the  general  principle  of  the  ECA, 
we  find  among  those  voting  “nay”  the 
name  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Missouri. 

And  when  it  came  to  the  question  of 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty,  lining  up  the 
democracies  of  western  Europe  with 
Canada  and  the  United  States  and  other 
countries,  we  find  that  among  those  who 
voted  “nay”  was  the  Senator  from  Mis-  , 
souri. 

Mr.  President,  with  that  sort  of  a 
record  behind  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri — opposing  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  and  the  arms  aid  and  the  ECA — 
can  we  expect  anything  good,  so  far  as 
ECA  is  concerned,  to  come  from  the 
hands  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  who 
has  been  against  it?  Yet  he  appears  as 
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its  friend.  He  wants  to  amend  the  act. 
He  wants  to  cut  the  original  item  as  we 
agreed  upon  it  in  committee  by  about 
$1,000,000,000.  The  proposal  would  cut 
the  amount  of  the  appropriation  in  the 
pending  bill  from  $2,391,930,000  to  $1,- 
950,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  the  time  for 
us  to  halt  or  to  equivocate  on  the  ECA 
program.  A  time  of  peril  is  not  a  time  to 
retreat.  This  is  no  time  to  run  for  cover. 
We  initiated  this  program  to  aid  in  the 
economic  rehabilitation  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope.  We  realized  when  we  did  so  that 
economic  rehabilitation  is,  after  all,  in 
aid  of  military  preparation  and  military 
defense.  Military  defense  cannot  pro¬ 
ceed  except  upon  the  basis  of  a  sound 
economy.  The  reports  from  western 
Europe  regarding  what  has  been  done 
under  ECA  are  astounding,  so  much  so 
that  they  sometimes  shake  one’s  credu¬ 
lity.  Production  in  those  countries  has 
been  vastly  improved;  in  most  cases,  to  a 
point  above  the  prewar  level. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  not  send  to  western  Europe  the 
message  that  we  are  lacking  in  our 
willingness  to  continue  this  program  to 
the  point  of  achieving  its  result. 

Reference  is  made  to  our  solemn  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  Korea  and  Asia.  We  are 
aware  of  those  responsibilities,  but  we 
cannot,  before  the  whole  world,  send 
forth  a  message  that  we  are  weakening, 
that  we  are  unable  to  meet  our  respon¬ 
sibilities,  that  we  are  unwilling  to  keep 
faith  with  the  powers  of  western  Europe 
whom  we  have  assured  of  our  aid 
through  the  ECA  program,  through  the 
Atlantic  Pact,  and  through  the  arms- 
implementation  program.  I  stand  for 
all  those  things. 

Mr.  President,  the  free  governments 
of  Europe,  the  United  States,  and  Can¬ 
ada  are  all  tied  up  with  a  single  faith. 
We  could  not,  if  we  would,  cut  ourselves 
loose  from  them.  If  democracy  is  to 
survive,  the  free  nations  which  advocate 
democracy  must  stand  together,  must 
keep  the  faith,  must  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
grams  designed  to  accomplish  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  democracy  and  freedom,  and 
which  are  designed  to  bring  about  the 
destruction  of  the  evil  and  fatal  policies 
of  communism. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  ^yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  disagree  with  what  the  able  Senator 
from  Texas  has  been  stating  in  his  ca¬ 
pacity  as  chaiAnan  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  but  it  seems  to  me — 
and  I  think  it  important  to  bring  it  up 
at  this  point — that  the  world  is  faced  at 
the  present  time,  as  we  are  meeting  here, 
with  the  necessity  of  having  a  united 
front — one  that  cannot  be  sabotaged — 
with  the  change  which  takes  place  to¬ 
morrow  with  Mr.  Malik  assuming  the 
chairmanship  of  the  Security  Council? 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  able  Senator 
from  Texas,  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  and  the  State  De¬ 
partment  should  be  able  to  work  out 
some  method  or  propose  some  resolution 
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whereby  no  person  may  assume  the 
chairmanship  of  the  Security  Council 
without  first  taking  an  oath  to  support 
the  action  of  the  Security  Council.  To 
invite  or  permit  Mr.  Malik  to  gain  the 
chairmanship  by  rotation  is  like  permit¬ 
ting  a  member  of  the  Capone  crime  syn¬ 
dicate  to  head  the  FBI.  Certainly,  if  we 
are  going  to  do  these  things  which  the 
able  Senator  from  Texas  has  expounded, 
we  should  have  some  additional  coopera¬ 
tion  in  keeping  Mr.  Malik  from  taking 
liis  scat 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  two  more  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  is  recognized  for 
two  more  minutes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  California.  His 
ideas  and  mine  have  gone  along  pretty 
much  together  in  regard  to  foreign  prob¬ 
lems.  However,  to  do  what  the  Senator 
from  California  suggests  would  probably 
require  action  by  the  United  Nations. 
Whether  that  could  be  accomplished  be¬ 
tween  now  and  tomorrow,  when  Mr.  Ma¬ 
lik  takes  over  as  President  of  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Council,  would  be  doubtful.  It 
would  at  least  be  a  very  difficult  under¬ 
taking! 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  desire  to  say  that  I  contacted  Mr. 
Hickerson,  of  the  State  Department,  this 
morning  and  pointed  out  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  is  not  permit¬ 
ted  to  assume  the  Presidency  until  he 
has  taken  an  oath  to  preserve,  protect, 
and  defend  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  seems  to  me 
that  today  the  United  Nations  Security 
Council  could  adopt  the  resolution  that 
no  one  could  assume  the  chairmanship 
without  agreeing  to  uphold  and  defend 
the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  California,  and  if  that  can 
be  accomplished,  I  hope  that  our  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  others  will  advocate  it. 
But,  Mr.  Prqgident,  I  do  not  view  the  re¬ 
turn  of  Mr.  Malik  to  the  United  Nations 
with  any  satisfaction  whatever.  I  can¬ 
not  believe  that  he  is  going  to  take  the 
position  as  head  of  the  Security  Council 
for  any  good  purpose,  so  far  as  the  things 
recently  done  by  the  United  Nations  are 
concerned,  or  so  far  as  its  ultimate  ob¬ 
jectives  are  concerned.  Mr.  Malik  is 
proposing  to  return  to  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  for  some  strategic  purpose.  I  trust 
that  members  of  the  Security  Council 
will,  while  keeping  their  *own  counsel, 
see  to  it  that  he  does  not  undermine  the 
high  purposes  of  the  United  Nations. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Does  not  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  think  that  Mr.  Malik 
has  probably  returned  with  the  express 
purpose  of  confusing  American  public 
opinion  and  weakening  our  whole  mili¬ 
tary  effort? 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator.  I  think  his  return  is  largely 
tied  up  with  propaganda.  Russia  wants 
to  pretend  before  the  world  that  she  is 
the  peace  advocate,  and  that  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  are  the  impe¬ 
rialists.  I  doubt  not,  as  suggested  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts,  that  Malik’s  purpose  is  not  a  good 
one,  but  that  he  is  an  emissary  of  con¬ 
fusion,  distraction,  and  disturbance, 
which  he  hopes  will  spread  throughout 
the  world,  as  a  part  of  Russia’s  propa¬ 
ganda  methods. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  reject  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri.  We  cannot  turn  back  on  the 
course  we  have  charted,  at  this  partic¬ 
ular  juncture  in  world  affairs.  We  want 
unity.  We  want  the  world  to  know  that 
we  stand  just  where  we  stood  before — 
in  unison  with  the  free  nations  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  If  Europe  is  to  survive,  if 
we  are  to  survive,  we  must  stand  together 
for  freedom  and  for  democracy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator -from  Texas  has  expired. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  can  only 
wish  that  those  of  us  who  have  opposed 
ECA  from  the  beginning  had  been  as  suc¬ 
cessful  in  persuasion  as  we  have  been  in 
prophecy. 

I  well  remember  that  when  the  orig¬ 
inal  bill  was  presented  in  this  body  the 
Senator  ffom  Texas  raised  his  voice  until 
the  rafters  of  the  Chamber  re¬ 
sounded — 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  There  were  no  raft¬ 
ers  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
said,  “We  are  voting  for  the  peace  of  the 
world.”  ECA  was  sold  to  us  as  a  policy 
of  insurance  against  war. 

I  well  remember,  Mr.  President,  when 
the  first  bill  was  before  us.  Its  propo¬ 
nents  told  the  Senate,  “You  have  two 
alternatives;  either  pass  this  bill  or  arm 
yourselves  to  the  teeth.”  The  Senate 
passed  the  bill.  The  ink  was  hardly  dry 
on  the  President’s  signature  when  the 
administration  was  back  again,  present¬ 
ing  the  largest  war  budget  in  the  peace¬ 
time  history  of  the  United  States.  We 
voted  for  that  budget.  Then  the  ad¬ 
ministration  came  back  again  and  said, 
“It  is  not  sufficient  to  arm  the  people  of 
the  United  States;  we  must  arm  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  12  nations  of  western  Europe.” 
So  we  did  that.  And  so  on  and  on  and 
on. 

Each  prophecy  has  fallen  short  of  per¬ 
formance.  Each  time  it  has  been  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  majority  leader  and  for 
the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  to  come  back  with 
additional  proposals,  each  time  involv¬ 
ing  the  expenditure  of  vast  sums  of 
money.  It  would  not  have  been  so  bad 
if  we  had  the  money  to  spend,  but  we 
have  been  mortgaging  the  future  of  the 
United  States.  We  have  been  placing  a 
lien  on  the  Nation  to  be  paid  sometime, 
somehow,  by  our  children  and  our  chil¬ 
dren’s  children.  All  the  time  we  have 
been  causing  an  inflation  which  is  rising 
like  a  great  monster  to  plague  us.  The 
people  suddenly  find  that  the  money 
backed  by  the  credit  of  the  United  States 


in  which  they  have  had  faith  does  not 
have  the  purchasing  pow'er  that  they 
thought  it  would  have. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  so  much  about 
the  ECA  bill  that  is  based  on  a  delusion 
that  I  do  not  know  how  to  start  discuss¬ 
ing  it.  Much  is  said  about  the  defense 
of  western  Europe,  and  it  is  contended 
that  if  we  pass  the  bill  we  shall  aid  west¬ 
ern  Europe  in  defending  itself.  I  have 
before  me  the  budget  estimate  for  July 
1,  1950,  to  June  30,  1951,  revised  May  4, 
1950.  Running  through  the  budget  at 
random  I  see  that  the  United  Kingdom 
is  to  have  33  projects  in  19  territories 
which  call  for  specialized  items  of  equip¬ 
ment  from  the  United  States  to  be  used 
in  improving  basic  economic  conditions 
in  the  territories  which  will  lead,  in  time, 
to  further  developmental  activity. 

I  see  that  the  Belgian  Government  is 
to  have  money  for  road  building  and  de¬ 
velopment  projects  in  the  Congo. 

France  is  to  have  money  to  improve 
roads,  to  open  up  new  production  areas 
in  west  and  equatorial  Africa  and  in  the 
Cameroons,  for  the  development  of  soil 
conservation  in  Algeria,  rice  production 
in  Morocco,  and  for  the  development  of 
iron  deposits  in  French  Guinea. 

The  Portuguese  Government  is  to  have 
money  for  the  erection  of  a  livestock 
utilization  plant  in  Angola.  Involved, 
among  other  things,  would  be  a  slaugh¬ 
terhouse,  a  byproducts  plant,  a  quick- 
freeze  cold-storage  plant,  a  steam  and 
power  plant,  and  a  cold-storage  plant 
for  the  distribution  of  meat  products. 
Approximately  6,000  metric  tons  of  meat 
each  year  could  be  supplied  to  Brazza¬ 
ville,  Leopoldville,  and  other  equatorial 
African  markets,  metropolitan  Portugal, 
and  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  Netherlands  is  to  develop  small 
farming  projects  in  Dutch  Guiana,  to 
make  possible  the  immigration  of  Dutch, 
Indo-Europeans,  and  possibly  others  to 
Surinam.  In  Surinam  it  is  proposed  to 
have  a  project  involving  the  reclamation 
of  5,000  hectares  of  coastal  land  on 
which  to  raise  rice  and  other  products. 

All  of  these  projects  are  to  be  paid  for 
by  taxes  on  the  American  people. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has 
expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  Thye]. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
announce  that  what  I  have  recognized 
in  the  European  recovery  program  has 
been  a  good  investment  of  American 
dollars  toward  permanent  peace,  bring¬ 
ing  to  our  side  the  support  of  the  nations 
of  western  Europe  in  our  attempt  to  es¬ 
tablish  permanent  peace  in  the  world. 

The  present  Presiding  Officer  was  with 
me  on  the  visit  which  he  and  I  were 
privileged  to  make  to  nations  of  western 
Europe.  We  traveled  by  car  from 
Frankfurt  across  to  Munich.  We  were 
in  the  company  of  five  other  Members 
of  Congress  who  visited  13  nations  of 
western  Europe.  We  talked  not  only 
with  farmers,  small-business  men,  and 
corporation  executives,  but  with  men 
and  women  in  the  governments  of  those 
countries,  and  we  commenced  to  sense 
that  through  the  ECA  and  the  Atlantic 
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Pact  we  were  rehabilitating  the  best  citi¬ 
zens  and  restoring  to  the  channels  of 
commerce  the  hidden  dollars  of  those 
nations.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  we  were 
enlisting  the  best  efforts  of  Prance,  Italy, 
the  Netherlands,  the  Scandinavian 
countries,  Great  Britain,  and  Greece  in 
an  attempt  to  try  to  rebuild  their  econ¬ 
omies  and  their  governments. 

When  we  visited  Norway  we  found  the 
people  very  enthusiastic.  They  were  re¬ 
building  their  fishing  fleet,  which  meant 
so  much  to  them;  they  were  rebuilding 
their  merchant  marine,  which  meant 
much  to  their  commerce.  It  was  ECA 
dollars  which  made  that  possible. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  returned  to  the 
United  States,  in  speaking  to  citizens  of 
my  State  I  told  them  that  I  thought 
through  ECA  funds  we  had  made  a  good 
start  toward  permanent  and  lasting 
peace. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter  which  I  re¬ 
ceived  today  from  Albert  S.  Goss,  master 
of  the  National  Grange.  I  shall  quote 
only  a  few  words  from  his  letter.  He 
says: 

ECA  as  a  means  of  meeting  the  threat  of 
communism  has  been  an  outstanding  success. 
This  is  not  alone  the  Judgment  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Grange,  but  is  the  unqualified  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  four  national  farm  organiza¬ 
tions  that  inspected  the  work  of  ECA  in  May 
and  June  of  this  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  tHYE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  half  a  minute? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  half  a  min¬ 
ute  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  entire 
letter  from  Mr.  Albert  S.  Goss  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

National  Grange, 

' Washington ,  D.  C.,  July  31,  1950. 
Hon.  Edward  J.  Thye, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Thye:  ECA  as  a  means  of 
meeting  the  threat  of  communism  has  been 
an  outstanding  success.  This  is  not  alone 
the  judgment  of  the  National  Grange,  but 
is  the  unqualified  conclusion  of  the  four 
national  farm  organizations  that  inspected 
the  work  of  ECA  in  May  and  June  this  year. 

The  elements  of  this  outstanding  success 
of  ECA  in  checking  aggressive  communism 
are  the  identical  elements '  needed  to  check 
it  as  the  war  becomes  hotter.  These  ele¬ 
ments  are:  (1)  expanded  industrial  output 
of  Europe:  (2)  agricultural  production  at 
least  equal  to  that  of  prewar;  and  (3)  a  con¬ 
sequent  faith  among  Europeans,  and  a  fear 
among  Communists  that  we  are  determined 
to  continue  unabated  our  opposition  to 
communism  through  ECA. 

The  most  important  task  of  ECA,  and  the 
most  difficult  part  of  its  task,  lies  ahead.  We 
should  not  make  the  fatal  mistake  of  re¬ 
ducing  its  funds  at  this  critical  stage  below 
its  full  needs.  We  anticipate  intensified 
Russian  efforts  in  many  parts  of  the  world 
to  divert  us  from  our  purpose  of  promoting 
sound  European  recovery  before  the  job  is 
completed.  We  hope  that  you  will  give  full 
support  to  the  continuation  of  this  essential 
program. 

Sincerely, 

A.  S.  Goss, 

Master,  the  National  Grange, 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  as  a  Re¬ 
publican  I  rise  to  support  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  with  respect  to  ECA,  and  I  would 
quickly  invite  attention  to  these  points: 

Point  No.  1  is  that  in  my  judgment  the 
recommendations  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  are  in  keeping  with  the  spirit 
and  intent  of  the  great  Republican  plat¬ 
form  of  1948  in  which  we  pledged  to  the 
American  people  that  we  would  keep 
partisanship  at  the  water’s  edge,  so  far 
as  foreign  policy  was  concerned.  In  my 
judgment,  any  attempt  to  cut  the  heart 
out  of  the  ECA  program  by  the  Kem 
amendments  at  this  time  cannot  be  rec¬ 
onciled  with  the  spirit  and  intent  of  that 
plank  of  the  Republican  platform. 

Point  No.  2  is  that  it  can  now  be  stated 
that  in  February,  March,  and  April  1947, 
we  were  nearer  to  war  than  the  American 
people  realized.  I  speak  as  a  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  There  were  many  of  us  in  those 
critical  months  who  expected  the  Rus¬ 
sian  troop  movements  which  were  west¬ 
ward  in  those  days  to  take  Trieste  and 
Italy  by  force,  if  necessary.  The  Con¬ 
gress  took  some  very  quick  action  on  two 
fronts  to  show  Russia  that  we  were  will¬ 
ing  to  defend  the  peace.  We  proceeded 
with  the  appropriations  necessary  to 
strengthen  our  military  defenses  in  Eu¬ 
rope,  and-  we  proceeded  with  ECA.  I 
happen  to  be  one  who  believes  that  ECA, 
as  much  as  has  our  military  appropria¬ 
tions,  strengthened  our  position  in  Eu¬ 
rope.  -I  am  not  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
today  going  to  cast  a  vote  that  will 
weaken  the  position  of  the  allies  we  need 
in  Europe  in  the  critical  months  and 
years  ahead,  because  I  believe,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  Russia  will  try  to  lick  us - 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr  President,  will  the  Sen  - 
ator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Missouri.  I  am  talking 
about  his  amendment  which  I  think  is  an 
undesirable  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  vote  for  an 
amendment  which  would  weaken,  in  my 
opinion,  the  strength  of  my  Nation  in 
the  critical  months  ahead. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  State,  dated  July  27, 1950,  and  a  letter 
from  William  Foster,  Acting  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Economic  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  dated  July  27,  1950. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record> 
as  follows: 

July  27,  1950. 

The  Honorable  Tom  Connally, 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Connally:  I  have  read 
the  letter  which  Mr.  William  C.  Foster,  Acting 
Administrator  tor  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Administration,  is  forwarding  you  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  importance  of  the  appropriation 
for  the  European  recovery  program. 

I  concur  completely  in  Mr.  Foster’s  letter 
and  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  endorse 
his  statements  to  you. 
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You  will  recall  that  this  question  of  the 
importance  of  ECA  funds  was  raised  when 
I  appeared  before  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee  earlier  this  week.  I  should  like  to 
emphasize  again  that  the  mounting  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  of  western  Europe  is  of  para¬ 
mount  importance  to  the  fulfillment  of  the 
policies  which  the  United  States  Government 
has  been  pursuing.  I  cannot  urge  too  strong¬ 
ly  that  the  Congress  take  action  to  provide 
adequate  funds  to  support  this  mounting 
strength. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dean  Acheson. 

Economic  Cooperation 

Administration, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  27,  1950. 
Hon.  Tom  Connally, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Connally:  It  is  expected 
that  the  Senate  will  vote  very  soon  on  the 
appropriation  for  the  European  recovery 
program.  This  vote  and  the  amount  to  be 
appropriated  take  on  new  significance  in 
view  of  the  struggle  in  which  we  are  now 
engaged. 

I  think  it  vital  that  certain  considerations 
be  emphasized  in  advance. 

Vast  new  expenditures  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  are  called  for  and  in  light  of  this  cir¬ 
cumstance  all  proposed  appropriations  must 
be  strictly  scrutinized  so  that  resources  can 
be  husbanded  for  the  most  essential  needs. 
But  among  such  needs  high  priority  must 
be  given  to  the  sums  required  for  maintain¬ 
ing  the  economic  strength  of  our  friends 
and  increasing  their  military  strength  as 
well. 

It  is  important  to  recollect  that  early  in 
1948  the  Communist  threat  to  western  Eu¬ 
rope  was  a  clear  and  present  danger.  The 
Marshall  plan  has  not  only  so  far  prevented 
this  threat  from  being  translated  into  ac¬ 
tion,  but  has  greatly  increased  the  strength 
of  western  Europe  to  resist  the  danger.  The 
continued  need  for  world-wide  strength  to 
prevent  further  aggression  and  to  preserve 
the  peace  is  apparent. 

It  is  this  strength  which  the  current  vote 
on  ECA  will  decisively  affect.  -It  is  this 
strength  which  obviously  must  be  made  up 
out  of  the  resources  of  the  whole  free  world 
and  not  the  United  States  alone.  And  the 
rest  of  the  free  world,  particularly  the  free 
nations  of  western  Europe,  are  now,  as  a 
result  of  Marshall  aid,  in  a  position  to  con¬ 
tribute  substantially  to  that  end. 

What  are  the  political,  phychological,  and 
economic  changes  in  the  OEEC  nations  that 
two  and  a  quarter  years  with  ERP  aid  have 
accomplished  and  which  justify  that  state¬ 
ment? 

Those  changes  include :  A  greatly  increased 
industrial  and  agricultural  production;  an 
attainment  of  reasonable  internal  financial 
stability;  a  political  stability  allowing  for 
freely  chosen  democratic  governments  with 
constantly  declining  totals  of  Communist 
voters;  the  sharp  reduction  of  arbitrary  re¬ 
strictions  on  intra-European  trade;  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  the  European  Payments  Union 
with  its  promise  of  convertibility  within  Eu¬ 
rope;  and  a  steadily  growing  belief  by  the 
people  of  Europe  in  their  own  future. 

Without-  the  assistance  furnished  by  this 
country  through  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act, 
this  strong  economic  base  could  not  have 
been  built.  And  a  strong  economy  and  stable 
society  is  the  foundation  of  military  strength. 
In  the  months  ahead,  this  economic  base 
will  have  to  bear  a  far  heavier  load  as  the 
free  nations  of  western  Europe  build  up  their 
military  strength.  It  is,  therefore,  more  es¬ 
sential  than  ever  that  ECA  assistance  be  con¬ 
tinued  so  that  the  European  economy  can 
carry  the  load  of  rearmament,  as  well  as  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  maintenance  of  a  decent 
standard  of  living. 
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It  is  clear  that  such  a  continuation  of  ECA 
assistance,  together  with  mutual  defense 
assistance,  will  guarantee  more  security  and 
a  greater  increase  in  military  strength  for 
each  United  States  dollar  that  is  spent  than 
we  could  possibly  achieve  relying  on  United 
States  production  alone. 

This  multiplying  effect  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  many  times  over  the  past  2  years  in 
the  industrial  field.  For  example,  electric 
power  capacity  in  western  Europe  has  vastly 
increased  since  April  1948.  This  increase  re¬ 
sults  mainly  from  expansion©  of  plants 
through  capital  investment,  of  which  about 
95  percent  was  contributed  by  the  European 
countries  themselves,  and  only  5  percent  from 
ECA  dollars.  Yet  without  this  5  percent  in 
dollars  the  development  could  not  have  been 
built.  Similarly,  in  military  items,  though 
the  ratio  of  total  production  to  dollar  in¬ 
vestment  may  not  be  so  dramatic,  the  effect 
of  each  dollar  made  available  to  Europe  will 
be  multiplied  many  times. 

In  this  connection  and  because  of  our  own 
military  effort,  question  has  been  raised  re¬ 
garding  future  use  of  local  currency  counter¬ 
part  funds.  While  it  is  clear  that  in  some 
countries  at  least  a  portion  of  the  counter¬ 
part  could  well  be  directed  toward  expand¬ 
ing  facilities  to  be  used  for  production  of 
military  equipment,  there  are  many  in¬ 
stances  where  present  use  of  counterpart 
should  be  maintained  best  to  help  attain  this 
new  objective.  For  instance,  where  the  ma¬ 
jor  portion  of  a  nation’s  counterpart  is  now 
being  released  for  such  purposes  as  develop¬ 
ment  of  electrical  energy  supply,  improve¬ 
ment  of  basic  transportation  facilities,  such 
as  roads  and  railroads,  or  increasing  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  important  seaports,  these  develop¬ 
ments  can  contribute  substantially  and  di¬ 
rectly  to  increasing  production  for  military 
purposes  or  to  the  movement  of  troops  and 
supplies.  It  is  true,  moreover,  that  wise  use 
of  counterpart  will  further  increase  the  mul¬ 
tiplying  effect  to  which  I  referred  and  our 
efforts  will  be  directed  to  that  end. 

Up  to  this  point  the  Marshall  plan  has  been 
chiefly  concerned  with  building  resistance 
to  communism  within  certain  of  the  par¬ 
ticipating  countries;  from  now  on  equal  em¬ 
phasis  must  also  be  given  to  building  resist¬ 
ance  to  aggression  from  without.  But  in 
either  case  the  proved  principle  of  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  is  applicable;  that  American  aid 
brings  increased  returns  when  coupled  with 
self-help  and  mutual  aid  by  the  participat¬ 
ing  countries.  On  the  other  hand,  with¬ 
drawal  of  adequate  support  by  the  United 
States  would  result  in  almost  immediate  eco¬ 
nomic  disruption  of  the  western  European 
nations.  * 

Therefore,  I  urge  in  the  national  interest 
and  in  order  effectively  to  wage  the  peace, 
that  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  the  members 
of  ycur  committee,  all  of  whom  are  so  aware 
of  these  dangers,  press  for  a  fully  adequate 
amount. 

The  Marshall  plan  is  firmly  identified  in 
the  European  mind  as  the  symbol  of  United 
States  partnership  in  attaining  peace  and 
strength.  Any  sharp  curtailment  of  Mar¬ 
shall  aid  might  well  be  profoundly  misun¬ 
derstood  as  Indicating  a  loss  of  United 
States  interest  in  the  economic  stability  of 
Europe.  However,  a  further  endorsement  by 
the  Senate  will  give  confidence  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  hope  for  the  future  to  the  entire 
free  world. 

Sincerely  yours, 

William  Foster, 

Acting  Administrator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
hour  of  2  o’clock  having  arrived,  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  the 
Senate  will  proceed  to  vote  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  question,  which  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri 


[Mr.  KemI  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  an 
amendment  which  I  should  like  to  of¬ 
fer  at  the  proper  time.  It  refers  to  the 
first  section  of  chapter  X-B,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  as 
it  now  stands.  Would  I  be  precluded 
from  offering  an  amendment  to  that 
section  after  action  is  taken  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  amendment  would  not  be  in 
order  until  the  amendment  proposing  to 
change  the  figures  is  disposed  of.  After 
that  is  disposed  of  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
absence  of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Anderson 

Hayden 

Malone 

Benton 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Bricker 

Hill 

Morse 

Bridges 

Holland 

Mundt 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Byrd 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Connally 

Kefauver 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.'J. 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Langer 

Stennis 

Ellender 

Leahy 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Flanders 

Lodge 

Thye 

Frear 

Lucas 

Tydings 

George 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McClellan 

Wherry 

Graham 

McFarland 

Williams 

Green 

McKellar 

Young 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  The  Chair  will  state  the 
question  before  the  Senate.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  KemI  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden],  inserting  the  figure  $1,950,000,- 
000,  in  lieu  of  $2,450,000,000,  and  strik¬ 
ing  out  certain  language  on  page  448, 
lines  2  and  8. 

Mr.  LUCAS  and  Mr.  WHERRY  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ful- 
bright],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Hoey],  the  Senators  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely], 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
McMahon],  and  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  pub¬ 
lic  business. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 


Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pep¬ 
per]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  JennerL  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote  "yea.” 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  SchoeppelL 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  would  vote  “yea.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Fulbright],  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Myers],  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Pepper],  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  would 
vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Darby],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Donnell],  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel], 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr  Van- 
denberg],  and  the.Senator  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Ecton]  is  detained  because  of  attendance 
at  the  funeral  of  a  close  personal  friend 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  who  is  ab¬ 
sent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
would  vote  "yea”  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen¬ 
ner]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore],  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Sena-" 
tor  from  West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  12, 
nays  59,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 12 


Butler 

Frear 

Martin 

Byrd 

Kem 

Mundt 

Capehart 

Langer 

Wherry 

Dworshak 

Malone 

NAYS— 59 

Williams 

Anderson 

Flanders 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Benton 

George 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Bricker 

Graham 

Kefauver 

Bridges 

Green 

Kerr 

Chapman 

Gurney 

Knowland 

Chavez 

Hayden 

Leahy 

Connally 

Hendrickson 

Lehman 

Cordon 

Hickenlooper 

Lodge 

Douglas 

Hill 

Lucas 

Eastland 

Holland 

McCarran 

Ellender 

Humphrey 

McClellan 

Ferguson 

Ives 

McFarland 

1950 
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McKellar 

Robertson 

Taft 

Magnuson 

Russell 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Maybank 

Sal  tons  tall 

Thye 

Morse 

Smith,  Mains 

Tydings 

Murray 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Watkins 

O’Conor 

Sparkman 

Young 

O’Mahoney 

Stennis 

NOT  VOTING— 

-25 

Aiken 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Cain 

Kilgore 

Taylor 

Darby 

Long 

Thomas,  Utah 

Donnell 

McCarthy 

Tobey 

Downey 

McMahon 

Vandenberg 

Ecton 

Millikin 

Wiley 

Fulbright 

Myers 

Withers 

Hoey 

Neely 

Hunt 

Pepper 

So  Mr.  Kem's  amendment  to  Mr.  Hay¬ 
den’s  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  recurs  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  . 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  my  un¬ 
derstanding  is  that  I  have  10  minutes  on 
the  amendment.  I  shall  take  but  5. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  is  recognized. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  with 
respect  to  the  appropriation  for  ECA,  I 
would  like  to  point  out  how  the  com¬ 
mittee  arrived  at  the  amount  in  the  bill 
of  $2,391,930,000.  When  we  first  consid¬ 
ered  the  amount  in  the  committee  we 
voted  on  a  figure  of  $2,500,000,000  as  rec¬ 
ommended  by  its  chairman,  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  and  the  committee 
agreed  to  this  figure  on  a  vote  of  11  to  10. 
Since  many  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  who  had  voted  against  a  figure  of 
$2,500,000,000  had  indicated  they  would 
support  an  appropriation  of  $2,450,- 
000,000,  the  committee  agreed  to  have  a 
roll-calf  vote  on  the  lesser  amount.  I 
made  the  motion  to  reconsider.  I  did 
not  feel  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  the 
committee  recommending  an  appropria¬ 
tion  which  had  been  agreed  to  in  the 
committee  by  a  margin  of  only  one  vote. 
On  the  vote  in  the  committee  on  an 
amount  of  $2,450,000,000  for  ECA  there 
were  17  yeas  and  3  nays.  So  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  by  a  substantial  majority  rec¬ 
ommended  an  appropriation  of  $2,450,- 
000,000. 

Several  days  later,  on  July  7,  1950, 
when  the  committee  was  in  session  con¬ 
sidering  other  chapters  of  the  bill,  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson] 
made  a  motion  that  all  items  in  the  for¬ 
eign-aid  chapter  which  had  not  been  cut 
at  least  10  percent  under  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  be  cut  10  percent  under  the  budget 
estimate,  exclusive  of  the  funds  for  mu¬ 
tual  defense  assistance.  The  committee 
voted  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  and  it  carried  by  a  vote  of  11 
to  10.  This  meant  that  ECA  would  be 
further  reduced  by  $58,070,000  to  allow 
an  appropriation  of  $2,391,930,000.  This 
is  how  the  figure  was  arrived  at. 

The  following  day  when  the  commit¬ 
tee  was  again  in  session  one  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  who  had  voted  in 
favor  of  the  Ferguson  motion  stated  he 
was  willing  to  move  to  reconsider  and 
restore  the  amount  to  $2,450,000,000,  as 
originally  adopted  by  a  vote  tof  17  to  3. 
It  v/as  agreed  not  to  do  this,  since  the 
report  had  already  been  printed,  and  the 
matter  could  be  considered  further  on 
the  Senate  floor. 


In  view  of  this  background,  and  espe¬ 
cially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  figure 
in  the  bill  of  $2,391,930,000  was  agreed 
upon  by  such  a  close  vote,  I  move  that, 
on  page  447,  line  18,  the  figure  “$2,391,- 
930,000”  be  stricken  and  the  figure 
“$2,450,000,000”  be  inserted  in  lieu  there¬ 
of,  as  approved  by  our  committee  by  17 
out  of  the  20  members. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ful- 
eright],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Hoey],  the  Senators  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely], 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mahon],  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
yf  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner]  .  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  EctonL  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana  would  vote 

“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 

TobeyL  If  present  and  voting,  the 

Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote 

“yea,”  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Fulbrigiit],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Darby],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Donnell],  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin],  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel],  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg],  and  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
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consin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Ecton]  is  detained  because  of  attendance 
at  the  funeral  of  a  close  personal  friend 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers].  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen¬ 
ner]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore]  .  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers],  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  would  vote  “nay”  and  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor¬ 
don]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  42, 


nays  29, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 42 

Anderson 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Benton 

Ives 

Murray 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Kefauver 

Pepper 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Robertson 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Saltonstall 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Smith,  Maine 

George 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Graham 

Lucas 

Sparkman 

Green 

McCarran 

Stennis 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Thye 

Hill 

1  Magnuson 

NAYS— 29 

Tydings 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Martin 

Bricker 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Butler 

Holland 

Russell 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Taft 

Capehart 

Kem 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

Langer 

Williams 

Flanders 

McClellan 

Young 

Frear 

Malone 

NOT  VOTING— 

25 

Aiken 

Hunt 

Schoeppel 

Cain 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Thomas,  Utah 

Darby 

Long 

’  Tobey 

Donnell 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Ecton 

Millikin 

Withers 

Fulbright 

Myers 

Hoey 

Neely 

So  Mr.  Hayden’s  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  before  the  Senate  is  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
to  the  economic  cooperation  provision 
and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  448, 
line  17,  following  the  colon  after  the  word 
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“amended”,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following:  “ Provided  further,  That  after 
November  1,  1950,  no  funds  herein  ap¬ 
propriated  shall  be  made  available  to 
any  nation  of  which  a  dependent  area 
fails  to  comply  with  any  treaty  to  which 
the  United  States  and  such  dependent 
area  are  parties.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Iowa  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  on  last  Friday,  shortly  following 
the  adoption  of  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  vote  today,  at  a  time  when 
at  least  I  and  a  number  of  other  Sena¬ 
tors  were  of  the  firm  opinion  that  no 
particular  action  was  to  be  had  on  the 
economic  cooperation  section  of  the  bill 
on  last  Friday,  a  point  of  order  was 
raised  to  that  portion  of  economic  co¬ 
operation  provision  beginning  after  the 
word  “amended”  on  line  17,  on  page  448, 
striking  the  remainder  of  that  particular 
section. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  my  intention  to 
discuss  any  point  of  order  that  might  be 
to  that  particular  section,  but  I  did  not 
have  the  opportunity  to  do  so  because 
I  was  at  a  meeting  at  that  time  and  had 
not  anticipated  that  such  action  would 
be  taken  then.  Business  has  transpired 
since  the  point  of  order  was  raised,  and 
I  understand  under  the  precedents  that 
an  appeal  cannot  now  be  taken  from  the 
ruling  on  that  point  of  order. 

I  therefore  had  prepared  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk,  and, 
as  it  states,  it  provides  “that  after  No¬ 
vember  1,  1950,  no  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  made  available  to  any 
nation  of  which  a  dependent  area  fails 
to  comply  with  any  treaty  to  which  the 
United  States  and  such  dependent  area 
are  parties.” 

Anticipating  a  point  of  order,  Mr. 
President,  I  should  like  to  say  that  I 
have  tried  to  check  the  amendment  as 
best  I  can  with  the  authorities,  and  the 
best  advice  I  can  secure  is  that  unless 
new  duties  are  imposed  upon  some  ad¬ 
ministrative  official,  such  as  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State,  then  the  amendment  is  in 
order,  and  I  think,  that  no  new  duties 
are  imposed  upon  any  official,  especially 
in  view  of  the  Connally  amendment  to 
the  authorization  act  this  spring,  which 
specifically  provides:  “In  any  case  where 
the  Department  of  State  determines  that 
such  discriminatory  restriction  is  main¬ 
tained  or  imposed,”  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  am  limited 
as  to  time,  I  should  like  to  have  the  en¬ 
tire  Connally  amendment,  which  is  found 
on  page  3  of  Public  Law  535,  the  print 
I  have  in  my  hand,  in  subsection  (n), 
printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

(n)  It  is  the  sense  of  Congress  that  no 
participating  country  shall  maintain  or  im¬ 
pose  any  import,  currency,  tax,  license,  quota, 
or  other  similar  business  restrictions  which 
discriminate  against  citizens  of  the  United 
States  or  any  corporation,  partnership,  or 
other  association  substantially  beneficially 
owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  en¬ 
gaged  or  desiring  to  engage,  in  furtherance 
of  the  purposes  of  this  title,  in  the  importa¬ 
tion  into  such  country  of  any  commodity, 


which  restrictions  are  not  reasonably  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  the  balance  of  payments  con¬ 
ditions,  or  requirements  of  national  security, 
or  are  not  authorized  under  international 
agreements  to  which  such  country  and  the 
United  States  are  parties.  In  any  case  where 
the  Department  of  State  determines  that 
any  such  discriminatory  restriction  is  main¬ 
tained  or  imposed  by  a  participating  coun¬ 
try  or  by  any  dependent  area  of  such  coun¬ 
try,  the  Administrator  shall  take  such  reme¬ 
dial  action  as  he  determines  will  effectively 
promote  the  purposes  of  this  subsection  (n) . 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  have  only  5 
minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
my  amendment  will  particularly  affect 
the  inexcusable  and  unconscionable  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  rights  of  American  citizens 
in  Morocco.  I  opposed  the  insertion  of 
such  an  amendment  last  year  based  upon 
the  solemn  promises  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment  and  of  the  ECA  that  they 
would,  under  the  power  which  they  al¬ 
ready  have  under  the  ECA  Act  and  which 
is  admitted  by  Mr.  Hoffman  and  the 
State  Department,  correct  these  abuses 
and  see  that  American  citizens  doing 
business  in  Morocco  secure  equal,  fair, 
and  equitable  treatment  with  other  na¬ 
tionals  and  in  full  accordance  with 
treaties  which  are  in  existence  between' 
this  country  and  Morocco.  In  spite  of 
its  promises  and  in  spite  of  its  solemn 
assurances,  the  ECA  has  wholly  and  com¬ 
pletely  failed  to  take  action.  In  spite 
of  the  admonition  of  the  Connally 
amendment  this  spring,  the  ECA  has 
done  nothing  to  correct  these  abuses. 
In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  State  De¬ 
partment  itself  has  repeatedly  said  in 
writing  that  Morocco  is  violating  its 
treaty  with  the  United  States,  so  far  as 
American  nationals  are  concerned,  the 
abuses  continue. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  no  longer  feel  con¬ 
strained  to  take  the  word  of  the  State 
Department  or  to  trust  the  assurances 
of  the  ECA  that  it  will  correct  the  mani¬ 
fest  injustices  which  I  think  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  knows  exists. 

I  dislike  the  necessity  of  putting  in 
the  bill  a  mandatory  clause  of  this  kind, 
but  it  is  the  only  way  by  which  to  get 
action  by  the  State  Department  and  the 
ECA — which  not  only  is  charged  from 
the  standpoint  of  its  patriotism,  but  is 
directly  charged  under  the  Connally 
amendment  of  this  spring,  with  taking 
action  to  correct  those  abuses.  However, 
those  two  great  departments  have  wholly 
and  utterly  failed  and  refused  to  do 
anything  to  correct  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  supported  ECA, 
and  I  am  still  supporting  ECA. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  expired. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  in  order 
until  the  committee  amendment  in  line 
18  has  been  adopted? 

.The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  My  amendment  is  an 
amendment  to  perfect  the  committee 
amendment,  which  we  agreed  will  be 
treated  as  though  it  were  the  text  of  the 
bill.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  have  a 
final  decision  on  that  question  of  the 
adoption  of  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  is  offered 
as  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is  not 
this  amendment  subject  to  a  point  of 
order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  point  of 
order  has  been  made. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
overrules  the  point  of  order,  because  it 
seems  to  the  Chair  that  the  amendment 
is  a  limitation  on  the  appropriation, 
based  upon  the  provisions  of  the  ECA 
Act,  as  passed  by  the  Congress,  and  with 
particular  reference  to  what  is  known 
as  the  Connally  amendment  to  that  act, 
which  stipulates  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Department  of  State  to  consider  and 
determine  whether  there  has  been  any 
violation  of  a  treaty  agreement.  The 
amendment  merely  provides  that  if  there 
has  been  such  a  violation,  the  appropri¬ 
ation  shall  not  be  available.  The  Chair 
thinks  the  amendment  is  a  limitation, 
and  overrules  the  point  of  order. 

This  question  is  subject  to  debate  for 

5  minutes  by  any  Senator  who  desires  to 
occupy  that  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  is  available? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Five  minutes 
is  available  to  any  Senator  who  wishes  to 
discuss  this  question. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  vote  is  taken  on  the  amendment,  I 
wish  to  read  one  or  two  paragraphs  from 
the  letter  of  the  Acting  Administrator  of 
ECA  in  regard  to  the  amendment: 

In  the  first  place,  I  believe  that  the  pro¬ 
viso  is  wholly  unnecessary.  It  is  adopted 
from  an  amendment  proposed  to  and  reject¬ 
ed  by  the  Congress  this  year  in  the  course  of 
considering  the  authorizing  legislation  for 
ECA.  At  that  time  it  was  pointed  out  that  a 
procedure  had  been  established  in  Morocco 
last  December  for  consultation  between 
American  and  French  authorities  to  deal 
with  complaints  of  discrimination  against 
American  businessmen.  Since  that  time  al¬ 
most  all  the  specific  complaints  concerning 
such  discrimination  have  been  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  consultative  group.  An  investiga¬ 
tion  just  completed  on  the  ground  in  Mo¬ 
rocco  shows  that  this  new  procedure,  which 
involved  some  delays  in  its  early  stages,  has 
been  speeded  up  considerably  within  the  last 

6  weeks  and  that  the  majority  of  the  com¬ 
plaints  of  the  American  businessmen  have 
been  satisfied.  This  consultative  machinery 
makes  it  possible  for  cases  of  discrimination 
to  be  established  and  identified,  and  the  au¬ 
thority  expressed  in  the  Connally  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  ECA  Act  enables  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Economic  Cooperation  to  take 
such  action,  including  suspension  of  dollar 
assistance  or  refusal  to  release  franc  funds, 
as  is  suited  to  the  particular  situation. 

In  the  second  place  the  proviso  would,  in 
its  operations,  be  seriously  damaging.  It 
would,  of  course,  be  wholly  contrary  to  the 
basic  theory  thqt  the  program  is  based  on 
cooperation  among  the  free  countries  and 
not  on  coercion  by  the  United  States,  but 
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quite  apart  from  this,  the  actual  operation 
of  the  proviso  would  be  ruinous  to  the  carry¬ 
ing  out  of  the  recovery  program  for  Prance, 
for  it  is  at  France  that  the  provision  is  di¬ 
rected.  As  I  have  noted  above,  ECA  is  now 
in  a  position  to  deal  with  discriminations 
against  American  businessmen,  taking  such 
measures  as  are  best  suited  to  meet  and  cure 
the  discriminati6n  complained  of. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  .  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  simply  like  to 
say  to  the  Senator,  if  I  may  do  so,  that 
without  passing  at  all  on  the  justice  or 
the  injustice  of  the  situation  or  the 
question  of  whether  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  has  been  sufficiently  diligent  in 
connection  with  this  matter,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  amendment  goes  against 
one  feature  of  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act,  a  feature  which  is  vital  to  the  en¬ 
tire  conception  of  ECA,  namely,  that  the 
recipient  nations  under  the  Marshall 
plan  must  get  all  their  imports  from  soft 
currency  areas,  wherever  it  is  possible  to 
do  so — whereas  this  amendment  would 
require  that  France  get  imports  in  dol¬ 
lar  areas.  If  we  once  admit  that  prin¬ 
ciple,  then  the  entire  ECA  Act  is  in  dan¬ 
ger  of  being  converted  into  a  subsidy  for 
American  products. 

For  that  reason,  I  intend  to  oppose 
the  amendment,  although  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  State  De¬ 
partment  has  been  dilatory  in  dealing 
with  this  subject. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  further  from  the 
letter  of  the  acting  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration : 

The  suggested  proviso  would  go  far  beyond 
this  and  might  require  a  complete  cessation 
of  aid  to  the  whole  French  Union,  a  sanc¬ 
tion  wholly  out  of  proportion  to  the  circum¬ 
stances.  The  proposed  amendment  to  the 
authorizing  legislation,  which  was  rejected 
by  the  Congress,  would  have  operated  to 
freeze  the  entire  franc  counterpart  fund. 
The  present  proviso  is  apparently  designed 
with  the  same  sanction  in  mind.  However, 
presumably  in  an  eSort  to  justify  its  inclu¬ 
sion  in  an  appropriation  bill,  it  has  been 
recast  so  as  to  affect  the  expenditure  of 
appropriated  dollars  as  well.  Hence  it  might 
operate  to  shut  off  all  aid  in  an  effort  to  in¬ 
sure  that  no  local  currency  counterpart  fund 
can  be  created  for  the  ultimate  benefit  of  the 
French  recovery  effort.  This  would  be  an 
even  more  drastic  penalty  and  one  directly 
opposed  to  the  whole  spirit  and  purpose  of 
the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  di¬ 
rected  at  France.  France  is  in  the 
throes  of  economic  recovery.  France  is 
in  a  perilous  condition,  so  far  as  the 
world  situation  is  concerned.  Surely  the 
Congress  does  not  want  to  do  anything 
which  would  adversely  affect  France  in 
her  economic  recovery  at  this  particular 
time.  So  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Is  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  aware  that  last  year  I 
went  along  with  the  exact  position  which 
is  set  forth  in  the  letter  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  been  reading,  doing  so 
based  upon  the  promises  of  the  State 


Department  and  of  the  ECA  that  they 
would  correct  the  situation  and  that 
they  had  the  power  to  correct  it? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  know 
nothing  about  that,  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  State  Department  has  been 
diligent  or  has  not  been  diligent. 

My  point  is  that  if  the  acting  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  ECA  is  correct  in  the  letter 
I  have  been  reading,  which  he  has  sent 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas — so  far  as 
the  amendment  is  concerned — and  I 
believe  he  is  correct — then  if  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  cripple  France  at  this  stage  of  the 
game  in  her  economic  recovery,  by  means 
of  adopting  an  amendment  of  this  kind, 
we  shall  be  striking  a  serious  blow,  in 
my  opinion,  against  the  entire  Marshall- 
plan  recovery  program. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Illinois — because 
a  year  ago  I  felt  that  there  was  some 
validity  to  the  point  made  by  the  State 
Department — whether  he  believes  that 
even  the  ECA  Act  can  set  aside  a  treaty 
which  has  been  ratified  between  two  sov¬ 
ereign  governments,  and,  of  course,  in 
that  connection  ratified  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  or  whether  the 
Senator  believes  that  any  law  can  set 
aside  a  treaty. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No;  I  do  not  agree  at 
all  that  a  law  can  set  aside  a  treaty. 

But  I  say,  and  repeat  what  I  said  a 
moment  ago,  that  regardless  of  any  tech¬ 
nical  arguments  which  might  be  made 
about  the  treaty  aspect  of  the  case,  we 
are  in  a  rather  serious  situation.  Re¬ 
gardless  of  any  technicalities  which 
might  be  raised  with  respect  to  whether 
or  not  a  treaty  has  been  violated  or  has 
not  been  violated,  it  seems  to  me  that  in 
this  case  we  should  rely  upon  the  word 
of  the  acting  Administrator,  when  he 
says  definitely  that  this  amendment  will 
injure  the  recovery  program  in  France. 
Certainly  if  we  injure  the  recovery  pro¬ 
gram  in  France,  we  shall  be  doing  a  dis¬ 
service  to  the  entire  ECA  program  and 
shall  be  impairing  it. 

This  is  the  time,  it  seems  to  me,  when 
we  ought  to  stand  firmly  back  of  the 
ECA  program  and  should  defeat  amend¬ 
ments  which  would  in  anywise  cripple  it 
in  any  part  whatever.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hickenlooper] 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland!  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hoey],  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  McMahon], 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 


The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr] 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr] 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr! 
Cain],  the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Darby],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Donnell],  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin],  the  senior 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr! 
Tobey],  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg],  and  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate.  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoep- 
pel]  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Ec- 
ton]  is  detained  because  of  attendance 
at  the  funeral  of  a  close  personal  friend 
and  if  present  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  43, 
nays  29,  as  follows: 


YEAS — 43 


Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

O’Conor 

Bricker 

Hill 

Russell 

Bridges 

Ives 

Saltonstall 

Butler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Byrd 

Kem 

Sparkman 

Capehart 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Chavez 

Langer 

Taft 

Cordon 

1  Lehman 

Thye 

Dworshak 

McCarran 

Tydings 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Wherry 

George 

Martin  • 

Williams 

Gillette 

Maybank 

Young 

Gurney 

Morse 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

NAYS— 29 

Anderson 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Benton  • 

Holland 

McKellar 

Chapman 

Humphrey 

Magnuson 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

Douglas 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Mahoney 

Flanders 

Kefauver 

Pepper 

Frear 

Kerr 

Robertson 

Fulbright 

Leahy 

Smith,  Maine 

Graham 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Green 

Lucas 

NOT  VOTING— 

24 

Aiken 

Hunt 

Neely 

Cain 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Taylor 

Donnell 

Long 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

McCarthy 

Tobey 

Eastland 

McMahon 

Vandenberg 

Ecton 

Millikin 

Wiley 

Hoey 

Myers 

Withers 

So  Mr.  Hickenlooper’s  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  as  amended. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
offered  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment,  which  has  been  printed, 
and  which  is  lettered  “E.”  I  desire  to 
call  up  the  amendment  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  448, 
line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
period  and  insert  a  colon  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “Provided  further,  That,  dur¬ 
ing  any  period  during  which  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  are  actively 
engaged  in  hostilities  while  carrying  out 
any  decision  of  the  Security  Council  of 
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the  United  Nations,  no  part  of  the  funds 
appropriated  in  this  paragraph  shall  be 
used  to  provide  assistance  to  any  par¬ 
ticipating  country  Which  exports  or  per¬ 
mits  the  exportation,  to  the  Union  of  So¬ 
viet  Socialist  Republics  or  any  of  its  sat¬ 
ellite  countries  (including  China  and 
Northern  Korea) ,  of  any  article  or  com¬ 
modity  usable  by,  or  which  may  be  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  any  article  or 
commodity  which  may  be  useful  to,  the 
armed  forces  of  the  Union  of  Soviet  So¬ 
cialist  Republics  or  such  satellite  coun¬ 
tries.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Nebraska  is  recognized  for  5  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  desire  to  use  all  my  time  now.  The 
amendment  has  been  discussed.  If  there 
is  to  be  opposition,  I  should  be  glad  later 
to  use  the  time  allotted  me.  If  there  is 
no  opposition  to  the  amendment,  I  am 
ready  to  vote  on  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  npnes: 


Anderson 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Benton 

Hayden 

Malone 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Bricker 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Bridges 

Hill 

Morse 

Butler 

Holland 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Saltonstall 

Douglas 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Dworshak 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Kncwland 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Banger 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Leahy 

Taft 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Frear 

Lodge 

Thye 

Fulbright 

Lucas 

Tydings 

George 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McClellan 

Wherry 

Graham 

McFarland 

Williams 

Green 

McKellar 

Young 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry], 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  My  point  of  order  is 
that  the  amendment  as  offered  imposes 
additional  duties  on  ECA  in  that  it  must 
find  that  some  countries  which  would  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  recovery 
program  are  exporting  or  permitting  the 
exportation  to  the  Union  of  Soviet  So¬ 
cialist  Republics  of  any  article  or  com¬ 
modity  which  may  be  useful  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  or  satellite 
countries.  It  would  impose  a  duty  upon 
the  Administrator  which  is  not  now  au¬ 
thorized  by  law. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  yield. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Chair  rules  with  reference  to  the 
point  raised  I  should  like  to  modify  the 
amendment  by  inserting  in  line  10,  after 
the  word  “including”  the  word  “Com¬ 
munist”  so  that  it  will  read  “Communist 
China  and  Northern  Korea.”  The  word 
“Communist”  is  not  now  included  in  the 
amendment.  I  should  like  to  modify  it 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  President,  is  the  point  of  order 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  open 
for  consideration? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  debatable? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is.  It  lies 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  section 
117  (d)  of  the  basic  act  provides: 

The  Administrator  is  directed  to  refuse 
delivery  insofar  as  practicable  to  participat¬ 
ing  countries  of  commodities  which  go  into 
the  production  of  any  commodity  for  deliv¬ 
ery  to  any  nonparticipating  European  coun¬ 
try  which  commodity  would  be  refused  ex¬ 
port  licenses  to  those  countries  by  the  United 
States  in  the  interest  of  national  security. 
Whenever  the  Administrator  believes  that 
the  issuance  of  a  license  for  the  export  of 
any  commodity  to  any  country  wholly  or 
partly  in  Europe  which  is  not  a  participat¬ 
ing  country  is  inconsistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  provisions  of  this  title,  he  shall 
so  advise  the  department,  agency,  or  officer  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  ex¬ 
ercising  the  authority  with  respect  to  such 
commodity  granted  to  the  President  by  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  act  of  July  2,  1940  (54  Stat.  714) , 
as  amended,  and,  if  differences  of  view  are 
not  adjusted  by  consultation,  the  matter 
shall  be  referred  to  the  President  for  final 
decision. 

The  next  section  deals  with  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  assistance. 

Mr.  President,  the  watchdog  commit¬ 
tee,  on  page  16  of  its  report,  stated  very 
emphatically  as  follows: 

The  problem  confronting  Congress  is  the 
fact  that  after  nearly  2  years  the  whole¬ 
hearted  cooperation  of  the  European  coun¬ 
tries  receiving  American  aid  in  controlling 
east-west  trade  has  not  been  obtained.  It 
presumably  could  be  obtained  if  section  117 
(d)  were  strengthened  by  directing  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  withhold  economic  assistance 
from  all  countries  which  do  not  satisfy  him 
that  they  have  put  into  effect  controls  which 
prevent  shipments  of  goods  to  the  iron- 
curtain  areas,  which  the  United  States  itself 
does  not  permit. 

In  this  connection  it  must  recognized  that 
this  problem  might  fall  more  directly  into 
the  sphere  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
and  its  administration.  Nevertheless,  cer¬ 
tain  countries  receive  economic  assistance 
which  do  not  participate  in  the  foreign  mili¬ 
tary-assistance  program.  The  fundamental 
question  then  remains  as  to  whether  Ameri¬ 
can  dollars  should  go  to  countries  which  do 
not  carry  out  our  policies  concerning  trade 
with  the  Soviet-dominated  countries. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  argu¬ 
ment  should  go  to  the  point  of  order, 
not  to  the  merits. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  arguing  the 
point  of  order,  Mr.  President.  In  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  watchdog  committee  there  is  a  limi¬ 
tation  as  to  what  the  money  can  be  spent 
for  if  the  policy  is  not  carried  out. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  legislation  in  an 
appropriation  bill. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

The  watchdog  committee  report  sug¬ 
gests  an  amendment  to  the  basic  act, 
which  has  not  been  ratified  by  Congress. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand.  How¬ 
ever,  I  say  that  that  is  the  basis  for  this 
amendment,  which  is  not  an  affirmative 
amendment  but  a  limitation  upon  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  requiring  that  no  assist¬ 
ance  be  given  to  countries  which  do  not 
carry  out  in  principle  what  is  inherent 
in  the  basic  act. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
is  trying  to  ask  a  question  on  the  point 
of  order.  Does  the  Senator  concede  or 
does  he  take  the  position  or  is  it  his 
opinion  that  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  impose  additional  duties  on 
the  Administrator  of  the  ECA  or  anyone 
connected  with  it? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  hear  the  Senator  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  required  un¬ 
der  the  basic  act. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  point  to  the  language  in  the 
basic  act  which  requires  such  action? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  '  Section  117  (d). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  read  it  again? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Section  117  (d)  pro¬ 
vides  : 

The  Administrator  is  directed  to  refuse 
delivery,  insofar  as  practicable,  to  partici¬ 
pating  countries  of  commodities  which  go 
into  the  production  of  a  commodity  for  de¬ 
livery  to  any  nonparticipating  European 
country  which  commodity  would  be  refused 
export  licenses  to  those  countries  by  the 
United  States  in  the  interest  of  national 
security. 

The  section  continues  in  provision 
after  provision  with  respect  to  what  the 
Administrator  shall  do.  It  is  my  opin¬ 
ion  that  the  Administrator  has  not  done 
it,  even  though  it  is  provided  for  in  the 
tocisic  £ict 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Would  not 
those  articles  be  subject  to  refusal  of 
export  licenses?  , 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  difficulty  is  not 
primarily  with  export  licenses  issued 
here.  The  difficulty  is  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  is  not  requiring  the  same  pre-' 
caution  in  export  licenses  from  ECA 
countries  to  Russia.  Therefore  I  am 
asking  that  the  provision  of  the  basic 
act  be  carried  out  insofar  as  licenses 
to  those  countries  are  concerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
is  undertaking  to  determine  under  the 
basic  act  which  shipments  from  cooper¬ 
ating  countries  to  noncooperative  coun¬ 
tries  are  in  such  category  that  export 
licenses  would  not  be  granted  for  the 
shipment  of  those  specific  article  into  a 
noncooperating  country. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  basic  provision 
is  that  licenses  shall  be  refused  by  the 
Administrator  for  the  same  articles  for 
which  we  refuse  export  licenses  in  Amer¬ 
ica  in  direct  shipments  to  Russia  or 
satellite  countries. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the 
point  regarding  which  the  Chair  is  mak¬ 
ing  inquiry.  What  identical  articles  are 
involved  in  this  amendment  on  which 
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our  country  would  not  issue  export 
licenses? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  They  are  all  strategic 
articles,  on  which  a  board  passes.  The 
Secretary  of  Commerce  sits  on  that 
board.  The  Defense  Department  is  also 
represented.  In  the  past  6  weeks  the 
board  has  begun  to  tighten  up  on  many 
of  these  strategic  materials,  such  as  oil, 
which  are  finding  their  wTay  into  satellite 
countries. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  point  c  at  that  in  reading  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  watchdog  committee  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  indicated 
that  the  committee  recommended  that 
the  basic  law  be  changed  or  modified, 
and  that  is  what  his  amendment  seeks 
to  do.  In  other  words,  he  is  seeking  to 
legislate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  regular  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
is  listening  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  “watchdog  com¬ 
mittee”  clearly  indicates  that  the  law  as 
it  now  stands  is  not  satisfactory  to  the 
committee,  and  that  it  should  be 
changed.  That  is  what  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  is  trying  to  do.  The  law  which 
he  quoted  states  that  the  Administrator 
shall,  so  far  as  practicable,  do  certain 
things.  The  Senator  would  specifically 
require  the  Administrator  to  do  those 
things  v/hether  he  believed  them  to  be 
practicable  or  not. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  respectfully  dis¬ 
agree  with  my  colleague  from  Arizona. 
I  again  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
I  read  the  basic  act,  section  117  (d), 
which  sets  forth  what  we  are  attempting 
to  do  here - 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  has  read 
from  the  report  of  the  “watchdog  com¬ 
mittee.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  let 
me  finish?  In  support  of  the  fact  that 
I  felt  there  was  need  for  this  amend¬ 
ment  I  quoted  from  the  “watchdog  com¬ 
mittee”  report.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  knows  that  a  legislative  act  can 
be  amended.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  is  not  attempting  to  write  legis¬ 
lation  into  an  appropriation  bill,  any 
more  than  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Hickenlooper]  was  attempting  to  leg¬ 
islate  in  an  appropriation  bill.  I  pro¬ 
pose  a  restriction  or  a  limitation  in  an 
appropriation  which  has  been  written 
into  the  law  already. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  on 
sound  ground  so  far  as  the  amendment 
is  concerned.  If  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  does  not  agree  with  it,  that  is  an¬ 
other  thing.  Certainly  the  point  of  or¬ 
der  does  not  lie  against  my  amendment 
if  we  proceed  on  the  established  prece¬ 
dents.  It  is  restriction  on  a  legislative 
act,  which  does  not  call  for  affirmative 
action  beyond  what  is  already  provided 
in  the  act  itself.  That  is  the  reason  I 
read  the  act. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  limitation 
on  an  appropriation,  if  it  changes  an 
existing  law  or  imposes  additional  duties 
on  an  administrative  officer,  would  not 
necessarily  be  in  order.  The  question 
before  the  Chair  is  not  an  easy  one 
to  decide.  The  question  before  the 
Chair  is  whether  this  restriction  im¬ 


poses  any  additional  duties  upon  the 
Administrator  of  the  ECA  or  any  other 
officer  with  respect  to  the  satellite  coun¬ 
tries,  the  Soviet  Union,  Communist 
China,  or  North  Korea. 

The  Chair  would  like  to  take  a  little 
time  to  consult  the  Parliamentarian  with 
respect  to  that  question,  because  the 
Chair  is  undecided  about  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  say  a  word  on  the 
point  of  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  hear  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  basic  act,  as  read 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  definitely 
states  that  the  Administrator  shall  do 
certain  things  insofar  as  practicable.  I 
emphasize  the  words  “insofar  as  prac¬ 
ticable.”  Under  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  the  Administrator  is  directed  to  do 
certain  things.  When  that  direction  or 
authorization  is  added  to  the  duties  of 
the  Administrator  we  are  giving  addi¬ 
tional  duties  to  him  which  he  did  not 
have  under  the  basic  act.  In  other  words, 
he  can  take  certain  action  now,  so  far  as 
practicable,  in  connection  with  the  dis¬ 
position  of  certain  articles  from  one 
country  to  another.  The  decision  is  up 
to  him.  Under  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  the  Administrator  would  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  do  certain  things  whether  he 
wanted  to  do  them  or  not.  Certainly 
that  would  involve  the  imposition  of  ad¬ 
ditional  duties. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  May  I  say  another 
word  before  the  Chair  makes  his  de¬ 
cision? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  listen  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  V/HERRY.  I  maintain  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  narrows  the  act.  The 
present  provisions  of  section  117  (d)  are 
very  much  broader  that  what  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  is  attenuating  to 
do  with  his  amendment.  All  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  would  do  would  be  to  withhold 
funds  from  countries  which  have  not 
conformed  to  the  provisions  of  the  basic 
act  with  regard  to  strategic  materials 
only.  The  basic  act  is  much  broader. 
It  applies  to  all  commodities  which  go 
into  the  production  of  any  commodity 
for  delivery,  and  so  forth.  All  I  am  ask¬ 
ing  for  is  enforcement  of  the  act  with 
respect  to  strategic  materials,  because 
if  we  cannot  get  compliance  on  the 
broader  scale,  certainly  we  want  it  on 
strategic  materials,  because  the  time  is 
here  when  all  of  us  ought  to  be  unani¬ 
mous  in  directing  the  Administrator  to 
refuse  to  permit  strategic  materials  such 
as  oil  to  be  sent  to  ECA  countries  and 
then  to  be  sold  by  them  to  satellite  coun¬ 
tries  or  to  Russia,  to  be  used  against  our 
boys.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  is 
narrowing  the  obligations  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  apply  only  to  strategic  ma¬ 
terials.  If  the  Administrator  had  com¬ 
plied  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  there 
would  be  no  need  for  the  amendment  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  just  a  word  on  the  question 
of  the  limitation.  It  is  fundamental 
that  a  limitation  is  purely  negative.  It 
cannot  direct,  it  cannot  enlarge,  it  can¬ 
not  change  the  responsibilities  or  the 
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duties  of  the  administrator  under  the 
original  provision.  So  that  if  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  in  any  wise  adds  to  the 
duties  or  the  obligations  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  it  is  out  of  order.  That  is  all  I 
care  to  say. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  basic 
act  provides  that  the  ECA  Administrator 
shall  act  “so  far  as  practicable.”  That 
gives  him  discretion  to  determine 
whether  it  is  practicable  to  supply  to 
the  countries  concerned  goods  which 
may  be  exported  by  them  to  nonpartici¬ 
pating  countries  and  used  for  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  arms  or  supplies  which  might 
be  useful  to  them  in  any  conflict  with 
us.  That  is  the  effect  of  it. 

The  amendment  probably  requires  the 
ECA  Administrator  to  be  a  little  more 
alert  in  carrying  out  that  duty.  The 
Chair  thinks  that  the  basic  Act  would 
prevent  him  from  providing  any  assist¬ 
ance  to  a  country  which  shipped  or  per¬ 
mitted  the  shipment  of  any  goods  to 
Russia  or  a  satellite  country  which 
might  be  used  by  them  in  any  military 
operation  against  us.  That  gives  the 
Administrator  considerable  discretion 
and  latitude,  whereas  the  amendment 
probably  restricts  his  discretion,  and 
makes  it  more  mandatory  for  him  to  do 
these  things. 

The  Chair  does  not  see  any  “fatal  in¬ 
firmity,”  as  Chief  Justice  Hughes  once 
described  a  law  on  which  he  was  passing, 
between  the  amendment  and  the  basic 
law,  and  the  Chair  therefore  overrules 
the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  Five  minutes 
may  be  used  by  any  Senator  who  desires 
to  speak  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  are  detained  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hoey],  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  McMahon], 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  public  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long]  ,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Darby],  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Donnell],  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Millikin ] ,  the 
senior  Senator  frcm  Kansas  [Mr. 
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Schoeppel],  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg],  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  and 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoep¬ 
pel]  would  each  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator,  for  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  33, 
nays  39,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 33 


Brewster 

George 

Malone 

Bricker 

Gillette 

Martin 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

Morse 

Butler 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pepper 

Cordon 

Kem 

Taft  . 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Watkins 

Ecton 

Langer 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Williams 

Fulbright 

McClellan 

NAYS— 39 

Young 

Anderson 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Benton 

Holland 

Maybank 

Chapman 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

Saltonstall 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Flanders 

Leahy 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Frear 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Graham 

Lodge 

Stennis 

Green 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Thye 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Tydings 

NOT  VOTING — 24 

Aiken 

Jenner 

Russell 

Cain 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Long 

Taylor 

Donnell 

McCarthy 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

McMahon 

Tobey 

Eastland 

Millikin 

Vandenberg 

Hoey 

Myers 

Wiley 

Hunt 

Neely 

Withers 

So  Mr.  Wherry’s  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  amendment  lettered  “B”  of 
July  28,  1950,  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  448,  line 
24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  period 
at  the  end  of  the  sentence  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following:  “ Provided 
further.  That  in  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended,  the  President  shall 
encourage  the  cooperating  nations  to 
forgive  indebtedness  incurred  with  one 
another  during  World  War  II,  or  to  delay 
payments  on  such  indebtedness  for  so 
long  a  period  as  United  States  assistance 
shall  be  required  for  the  debtor  nation.” 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
take  31/2  minutes  of  my  5  minutes  my¬ 
self. 

During  World  War  II  the  United  States 
Government  extended  $48,700,000,000  in 
grants  and  credits  to  its  allies,  the  major 
portion  of  which  was  in  lend-lease. 

In  the  same  period  other  nations  ex¬ 
tended  minor  credits  to  allied  nations 
to  carry  out  the  successful  prosecution 
of  the  war. 

The  United  States  looks  for  repayment 
of  only  minor  sums  out  of  the  vast 
amount  of  World  War  II  aid  extended. 
Where  it  seeks  repayment  at  all,  it  has 
been  most  willing  to  grant  indefinite 
delay  so  as  to  occasion  no  hardship  to 
former  allies. 


As  we  now  undertake  economic  aid 
and  the  rearming  of  several  nations  in 
the  mutual-defense  assistance  program, 
this  Nation  finds  that  some  of  the  re¬ 
ceiving  nations  are  saddled  with  rela¬ 
tively  heavy  debts  incurred  during  World 
War  II  for  military  supplies. 

Great  Britain,  for  instance,  extended 
aid  to  the  Netherlands,  France,  Greece, 
and  Turkey  during  World  War  II.  Now 
it  seeks  repayment  of  these  wartime 
loans.  Other  nations,  likewise,  extended 
World  War  H  credits. 

It  would  seem  only  just  that  repay¬ 
ment  of  World  War  II  indebtedness 
should  be  postponed  during  such  time 
as  the  United  States  is  called  upon  to 
equip  debtor  nations  with  military  sup¬ 
plies  or  furnish  economic  aid. 

The  nations  that  have  been  aided  so 
generously  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  now  to  be  lenient  to  nations 
that  contracted  military  debts  in  the  last 
war. 

Repayment  of  World  War  n  military 
debts  at  this  time  may  retard  the  recov¬ 
ery  of  a  debtor  nation  or  delay  military 
preparedness  needed  now. 

Turkey,  for  instance,  owes  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  approximately  £30,000,000.  This 
amount  is  not  large  in  the  British  econ¬ 
omy.  It  represents  a  major  obligation 
in  terms  of  the  Turkish  economy.  The 
gold  reserves  of  Turkey  have  been  drawn 
down  from  approximately  $208,000,000  in 
1947  to  approximately  $165,000,000  today. 
We  are  called  on  to  aid  Turkey,  both 
through  ECA  and  through  military  as¬ 
sistance. 

At  the  same  time  we  are  aiding  Great 
Britain. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  economic  assistance  or  of 
the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  of 
1949  we  ought  to  encourage  the  forgive¬ 
ness  or  postponement  of  World  War  II 
debts  contracted  between  participating 
nations  because,  in  the  end,  the  money 
comes  from  the  United  States,  anyway. 

This  amendment  does  not  direct  the 
President  to  take  any  action  that  would 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  sover¬ 
eignty  of  other  nations.  It  does  not  re¬ 
quire  him  to  impose  any  intolerable  bur¬ 
den  upon  any  other  nation.  It. only  ex¬ 
presses  the  sense  of  Congress  that  he 
should  encourage  nations  receiving  our 
aid  to  lessen  the  load  which  debtor  na¬ 
tions  carry  today  because  of  credits  ex¬ 
tended  during  the  wartime  period. 

In  effect  the  amendment  merely  asks 
the  President  to  use  his  good  offices  to 
see  if  this  can  be  brought  about.  I  think 
it  is  a  sound  thing  because,  if  we  are 
aiding  Turkey,  and  she  owes  money  to 
Great  Britain,  and  if  Great  Britain  is 
pressing  Turkey  for  collection,  then  cer¬ 
tainly  the  money  will  come  out  of  the 
United  States  both  ways. 

Therefore,  I  think  the  amendment  is 
Very  sound. 

I  yield  1  minute  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  associate  myself  with  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  pointing  out  that  this  is  not  a 
mandate  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  but 
this  is  an  effort  on  our  part  by  amend¬ 
ment  which  asks  the  President  to  en¬ 
courage  our  associates  in  ECA  to  give 


the  same  kind  of  treatment  to  other 
countries  in  the  Marshall-plan  program 
with  regard  to  World  War  H  indebted¬ 
ness  that  we  in  the  United  States  our¬ 
selves  are  extending  to  our  associates  in 
the  Marshall-plan  program.  It  seems  to 
me  that  is  simply  injecting  an  element 
of  realism  into  this  whole  business.  The 
amendment  simply  assures  that  each  of 
the  members  of  the  Marshall-plan  pro¬ 
gram  shall  receive  the  same  considera¬ 
tion  from  other  creditor  countries  as  the 
United  States,  in  turn,  has  extended  to 
such  creditor  nations  as  are  debtor  na¬ 
tions,  insofar  as  our  own  books  are 
concerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  South  1  kota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  to  the  point  of  con¬ 
cluding  my  sentence. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  next  half  minute  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
as  I  view  the  amendment  I  see  in  it  only 
a  direction  for  cooperation.  It  is  quite 
in  the  spirit  of  all  the  things  we  are  try¬ 
ing  to  do  witty  our  allies  and  our  friends 
the  world  over.  I  think  the  amendment 
is  entitled  to  the  support  of  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  body. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
hardly  know  what  the  amendment 
means.  I  do  not,  of  course,  intend  to 
cast  any  reflection  on  my  friend  from 
New  Hampshire.  It  seems  to  require  the 
President  to  do  something  which  is  cer¬ 
tainly  not  in  order  on  this  appropriation 
bill,  as  I  believe,  and  I  make  a  point  of 
order  against  it.  The  idea  of  our  asking 
other  nations  to  forgive  each  other  their 
debts  is  remarkable  indeed.  Such  a 
provision  certainly  ought  not  to  be  on 
an  appropriation  bill  which  authorizes 
so  much  money  to  be  given  to  other  na¬ 
tions.  By  this  bill  we  are  appropriating 
money  for  certain  foreign  nations. 
The  Senator’s  amendment  would  ask 
other  nations  to  forgive  debts  owing  to 
them.  How  can  we  ever  expect  to  col¬ 
lect  any  of  the  money  we  have  loaned 
other  nations  or  given  to  other  nations 
after  we  make  a  statement  such  as  is 
proposed  by  the  amendment?  It  seems 
to  me  the  amendment  is  subject  to  a 
point  of  order.  If  it  is  not  subject  to  a 
point  of  order,  it  ought  to  be  voted  down, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  voted  down,  and  not 
put  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  under¬ 
stands,  does  he  not,  that  we  are  ad¬ 
vancing  money  to  Turkey  for  economic 
aid  and  military  aid,  for  example.  If 
Turkey  is  being  forced  by  Great  Britain 
to  pay  old  war  debts,  similar  to  war  debts 
owing  to  us  and  such  as  we  have  in  large 
part  forgiven,  it  will  only  mean  that  we 
will  be  furnishing  money  to  Great  Brit¬ 
ain,  and  then  she  will  get  more  money 
by  siphoning  off  some  we  provide  for 
Turkey.  The  amendment  does  not  di¬ 
rect  the  President  to  do  anything.  It 
simply  asks  him  to  use  his  good  offices  to 
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stop  demands  for  payments  owing  to 
them. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  the  Senator  feels 
as  he  does  with  respect  to  forgiveness  of 
debt,  why  does  he  not  introduce  a  bill 
covering  that  point?  Why  does  he  pro¬ 
pose  to  hang  such  an  amendment;  onto 
this  appropriation  bill?  It  seems  to  me 
the  amendment  is  out  of  place  in  every 
sense  of  the  word.  I  believe  it  is  not  in 
order  on  an  appropriation  bill,  and  I 
hope  the  Chair  will  hold  that  it  is  not  in 
order.  If  the  Chair  does  not  hold  that 
it  is  not  in  order,  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
vote  down  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is 
ready  to  rule  on  the  point  of  order.  The 
amendment  does  not  limit  the  appro¬ 
priation  carried  in  the  bill.  But  it  does 
issue  a  direction  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  encourage  the  cooperat¬ 
ing  nations  to  forgive  indebtedness  in¬ 
curred  with  one  another  during  World 
War  II,  or  to  delay  the  payments  of  such 
indebtedness  so  long  as  we  are  furnish¬ 
ing  money  to  any  of  these  countries. 
Presumably  the  President  could  by  nego¬ 
tiation,  by  taking  up  an  issue  of  that  sort 
with  the  other  nations,  encourage  them 
to  do  that  thing.  But  he  is  not  required 
to  do  it.  It  is  entirely  within  his  own 
judgment  as  to  whether  or  not  he  shall 
undertake  it. 

This  amendment  says  he  shall  do  it; 
therefore,  he  is  directed  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  proceed  with  negotiations  with 
all  these  countries,  to  see  whether  they 
will  forgive  the  indebtedness  to  them  by 
other  countries  or  postpone  its  payment. 

The  Chair  thinks  that  amounts  to  is¬ 
suing  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  a  directive  that  is  not  contem¬ 
plated  by  any  present  law.  Therefore 
the  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  in  or¬ 
der  to  be  consistent,  I  appeal  from  the 
Chair’s  decision  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is,  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  Senate? 
[Putting  the  question.] 

The  “ayes”  appear  to  have  it;  the 
“ayes”  have  it,  and  the  Chair’s  ruling  on 
the  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

The  committee  amendment  is  open  to 
further  amendment. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  the  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  which  I  have  sent  to  the 
desk 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  448 
of  the  committee  amendment,  before  the 
period  in  line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
a  comma  and  the  following  proviso: 
“Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used 
to  provide  assistance  to  any  participat¬ 
ing  country  which,  in  the  opinion. of  the 
President,  has  failed,  refused,  or  neglect¬ 
ed  to  support  the  United  Nations  in  the 
Korean  war  by  supplying  armed  person¬ 
nel,  materials  of  war,  or  services.” 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  is  very  plain  in  its  purpose  and  in 
its  direction.  Today  we  are  in  a  war. 
It  may  be  called  a  police  action;  but  to 


the  men  who  are  fighting  and  dying 
over  there  in  Korea,  trying  to  stop  that 
Communist  aggression  and  conquest,  it 
is  war.  Officially  it  is  a  war  of  the 
United  Nations,  but  with  ther  United 
States  doing  the  fighting.  That  is  the 
situation  up  to  this  hour. 

Other  members  of  the  United  Nations 
have  been  called  upon  to  furnish  as¬ 
sistance  in  fighting  personnel,  materials, 
and  services.  Some  of  them  have  most 
modestly  responded;  others  have  done 
nothing  as  yet  to  assist.  There  has  not 
been  up  to  now  the  enthusiastic  re¬ 
sponse  and  support  which  is  necessary 
and  that  we  have  the  right  to  expect  and 
demand. 

I  do  not  believe  we  should  be  expected 
to  spend  millions  of  dollars,  nor  should 
we  tolerate  it,  to  build  up  the  economy 
of  any  country  participating  in  the  ECA 
program  if  that  country  is  able  and 
should  fail  or  refuse,  as  a  member  of 
the  United  Nations,  to  furnish  either 
fighting  personnel,  war  materials,  or 
services  in  this  conflict. 

This  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  simply  provides  that  if  any 
country  participating  in  and  a  recipient 
of  ECA  founds  fails,  refuses,  or  neglects 
to  furnish  either  fighting  personnel,  war 
materials,  or  services,  then,  when  such 
country  fails  to  do  so,  if  in  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  opinion  that  country  could  do  so, 
the  President  in  his  discretion  can  stop 
the  spending  of  ECA  funds  in  that  coun¬ 
try  and  for  that  government. 

Mr.  President,  that  should  be  done. 
That  is  all  the  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  provides.  It  is  not 
compulsory;  it  leaves  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Someone  has  said,  “We  ought  not  say 
that  now  out  loud;  that  we  should  tell 
them  that  in  a  whisper  when  we  give 
them  the  money.” 

Well,  Mr.  President,  let  us  tell  it  to 
them  now  in  the  language  of  this  bill. 
Let  us  whisper  it  loud  enough  so  that 
when  the  President  says,  “Give  us  some 
help,”  these  countries  will  know  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  back  of 
the  President,  giving  him  our  moral 
support,  and  that  the  Congress  and  the 
people  of  this  Nation  do  not  want  this 
ECA  money — which  is  appropriated  by 
us  to  help  in  the  fight  against  commu¬ 
nism — to  be  spent  in  countries  which 
wi]l  not,  when  the  crisis,  the  real  test 
comes,  stand  up  and  be  counted  in  the 
fight  against  communism. 

There  is  all  there  is  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
enthusiastically  to  support  and  endorse 
in  full  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  battle  call  has  already  been 
sounded;  it  was  sounded  more  than  a 
month  ago.  Our  men  are  actually  fight¬ 
ing  and  dying  on  the  battle  line.  The 
blue-and-white  flag  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  has  been  unfurled,  representing  a 
new  forward  step  in  international  affairs. 
However,  we  are  the  only  country  whose 
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men  are  actually  fighting  and  giving 
their  blood  and  dying  on  the  battle  line. 

The  operation  of  the  amendment  will 
not  be  arbitrary,  for  it  leaves  discretion 
with  the  President.  There  is  plenty  of 
time  to  put  the  amendment  into  opera¬ 
tion,  and  there  is  plenty  of  time  for  these 
nations  to  have  advance  notice. 

It  seems,  to  me  that  this  is  the  test; 
this  is  it. 

All  these  years  we  have  been  charged 
with  having  been  the  cause  of  the  failure 
of  the  League  of  Nations.  Now  we  have 
taken  a  leading  part  in  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  and  today  we  are  on  the  battle  line. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  the  test; 
and  no  one  who  is  acting  in  good  faith 
in  connection  with  the  recovery  program 
can  object  to  this  step. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield  1  minute 
to  the  S°nat,or  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  endorse  wholeheartedly  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Today  we  have  a  new  kind  of  citizen¬ 
ship — citizenship  in  the  United  Nations. 
Every  member  of  the  United  Nations  is 
in  effect  a  citizen  of  the  United  Nations, 
and  in  time  of  war  they  can  be  classi¬ 
fied  only  one  way  or  the  other;  they  are 
either  for  the  new  nation  of  which  they 
are  a  citizen  or  they  are  against  it.  In 
a  case  of  this  sort,  when  a  country  gives 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy,  that  coun¬ 
try  is  guilty  of  treason,  to  all  effects  and 
purposes. 

I  think  the  time  has  come  when  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  through 
their  Senate  and  their  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  should  speak  and  be  heard 
as  advising  the  President  that  we  ex¬ 
pect  that  the  citizens  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  the  members  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  will  take  either  one  side  or  the 
other  in  the  great  conflict  now  going  on 
in  Korea,  the  aggression  of  the  North 
Koreans  against  the  South  Koreans.  In 
this  conflict,  all  nations  who  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  Nations  must  demon¬ 
strate  that  they  are  either  for  or  against 
the  United  Nations.  Those  who  give  aid 
and  comfort  against  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  are  in  effect  themselves  guilty  of 
acts  of  aggression.  They  should  not  be 
given  aid  by  the  United  States  of  Ameri¬ 
ca  when  we  are  trying  to  fight  commu¬ 
nism  not  only  in  Korea  but  in  other  parts 
of  the  world. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  the  vote  is  taken  on  the  amendment, 
I  ask  that  it  be  again  stated  by  the 
clerk,  so  that  all  Senators  will  under¬ 
stand  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  wants  the 
amendment  again  stated  by  the  clerk, 
and  I  yield  that  much  time — if  it  does 
not  take  all  the  remaining  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  restate  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  4 '8, 
before  the  period  in  line  24,  it  is  proposed 
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to  insert  a  comma  and  the  following: 
"Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used 
to  provide  assistance  to  any  participat¬ 
ing  country  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
President,  has  failed,  refused,  or  neg¬ 
lected  to  support  the  United  Nations  in 
the  Korean  War  by  supplying  armed 
personnel,  materials  of  war,  or  services.” 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  would  be  willing  to  let  the  amend¬ 
ment  go  to  conference,  to  be  considered 
there.  I  think  it  is  subject  to  a  point 
of  order,  but  if  the  Senator  is  willing  to 
let  it  go  to  conference,  we  will  accept  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  thank  the  able 
Senator.  Of  course,  it  will  have  to  go 
to  conference,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing 
that  it  go  to  conference.  But  I  hope  it 
will  be  retained  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that 
the  amendment  is  subject  to  a  point  of 
order.  However,  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  will  not  raise  the  point.  I  do  not 
raise  it  because  I  am  confident  that  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas,  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  is  facing  in  the  right  direction  so 
far  as  the  United  Nations  Organization 
is  concerned,  and  insofar  as  all  men  who 
believe  in  the  free  way  of  life  are  con¬ 
cerned. 

I  should  like  to  advise  the  Senate  that, 
at  the  first  meeting  we  had  with  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Cab¬ 
inet,  and  high  members  of  the  military, 
the  Army  and  the  Navy,  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI,  and  I, 
at  that  very  first  meeting,  advocated 
this  very  thing.  We  thought  it  was  very 
necessary  that  all  nations  partiicpating 
in  the  United  Nations  Organization 
show  their  good  will  and  their  intention 
of  going  along  with  us  by  doing  some¬ 
thing  along  this  line.  Since  that  time, 
the  nations  have  indicated  their  will¬ 
ingness  to  help,  and  I  think  it  is  a  source 
of  something  really  worth  while  for  the 
United  Nations  and  the  free  world  to 
have  all  these  nations  doing  something 
which  they  can  do  for  the  free  world, 
something  which  indicates  that  they  are 
with  us  in  this  fight.  That  is  what  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  is  aiming  to  ac¬ 
complish,  by  giving  the  President  the 
power  to  do  the  things  enumerated. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  merely  want  the 
other  countries  to  know  that  we  are  fur¬ 
nishing  this  money,  and  that  the  eyes 
of  America  are  upon  them.  We  want  to 
know  whether  they  are  ready  to  stand 
up  and  be  counted  to  the  extent  of  their 
ability,  whenever  a  crisis  comes.  If  not, 
I  do  not  favor  spending  time  or  money 
with  them. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  a  moment.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  further  observation  with 
respect  to  certain  countries  sending  mili¬ 
tary  and  other  forms  of  aid.  We  must 
realize,  when  we  think  of  the  59  nations 
of  different  languages  and  different 


types  of  munitions,  and  so  forth,  so  far 
as  military  aid  from  them  is  concerned, 
it  could  become  a  liability  rather  than 
an  asset.  At  the  same  time,  they  can 
furnish  materials  or  articles  that  will  be 
of  aid  in  connection  with  this  crisis. 
They  could  send  troops,  even  though 
they  could  not  speak  our  language,-  to  be 
used  for  example  in  bringing  out  those 
who  are  wounded,  or  for  certain  kinds  of 
field  duty,  or  to  do  something  in  the 
rear  of  the  front  lines,  so  far  as  menial 
services  are  concerned.  I  think  that  is 
what  the  American  people  desire. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  what  we 
want. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  This  is  a  step  in  the 
right  direction,  and  I  certainly  shall  not 
object  to  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  says  there  have  been  promises 
and  expectations  held  out.  Will  the 
Senator  be  more  specific?  We  have 
promises,  but  the  only  things  that  are 
definite  I  think  are  that  Australia  is 
sending,  or  offering  to  send,  4,500  trained 
combat  troops;  Thailand,  4,000  soldiers; 
and  Bolivia,  30  officers. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  know  what  30 
officers  from  Bolivia  could  do  in  Korea. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  not  referring 
particularly  to  them.  But  let  us  be  as 
specifiic  as  we  can  as  to  what  has  ac¬ 
tually  been  put  on  the  line,  or  sent,  or 
representations  made  that  it  will  be 
sent  at  any  particular  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  England  is  now  preparing  to  send 
6,000  infantrymen,  engineers,  and  ar¬ 
tillery.  They  will  all  be  foot  soldiers. 
It  is  my  understanding  Australia  is 
sending  foot  soldiers,  and  that  another 
nation  is  probably  sending  some. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCA.S.  I  shall  yield  in  a  mo¬ 
ment.  I  am  now  quoting  from  memory, 
but  I  know  that  there  are  countries 
which  have  expressed  a  willingness  to 
do  what  is  being  suggested  here.  The 
more  we  can  discuss  it  and  the  more  the 
Congress  becomes  interested  in  such  a 
program,  the  better  it  will  be  for  our 
own  country,  and  the  better  for  all  the 
peoples  concerned. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Does  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  think  that  the  subject  ought  to  be 
debated  more  at  length,  and  that  it  is 
unfortunate  when  it  comes  up  under  the 
10-minute  rule? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  might  debate  it  at 
great  length,  and  go  along  with  every¬ 
thing  said  in  furtherance  of  it.  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

ASSISTANCE  FROM  AUSTRALIA— EDI¬ 
TORIAL  FROM  THE  SYDNEY  DAILY 

TELEGRAPH 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  received 
by  air  mail  from  Australia  an  editorial 
which  appeared  in  one  of  the  leading 
Australian  papers.  I  think  it  is  a  splen¬ 
did  editorial.  It  points  up  what  the 
people  of  Australia  should  do.  They 
should  back  up  the  United  States,  now 
that  the  United  States  is  asking  for  sup¬ 
port  in  the  United  Nations,  or  through 


the  United  Nations  Organization.  And, 
Mr.  President,  because  the  discussion  re¬ 
lates  directly  to  what  nations  should  do 
in  support  of  the  United  Nations  and  the 
United  States  in  this  Korean  crisis,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  editorial  would  be 
very  timely,  if  it  were  permitted  to  be 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  as  part 
of  the  discussion  of  this  over-all  ques¬ 
tion.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
editorial  may  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Listen,  Mr.  Menzies!  Old  Friends  Are  Call¬ 
ing  for  Help 

If  the  gentlemen  in  Canberra  have  the 
vaguest  idea  of  this  Nation’s  best  interest, 
they  will  announce,  without  any  more  beat¬ 
ing  about  the  bush,  that  Australia  will  sup¬ 
port  the  hard-pressed  Americans  in  Korea 
with  a  division  of  land  troops  and  more 
squadrons  of  fighting  planes. 

The  reasons  why  we  should  give  this  aid, 
without  hedging,  should  be  obvious  to  every 
Australian  who  remembers  how  we  felt  in 
1941  when  this  country  lay  wide  open  to 
invasion. 

If  the  Americans  are  swept  out  of  Korea 
and  Formosa  the  Russian  front  will  be 
triumphant  throughout  Asia. 

Whatever  friends  we  have  still  on  the 
Asiatic  Continent  will  desert  us. 

Then  Australia  will  be  far  out  on  a  lonely 
limb. 

UNO  and  collective  security — the  alliance 
of  free  peoples — will  die. 

And  the  first  nation  to  suffer  from  that 
death  will  be  white  Australia. 

Of  all  nations,  this  one  depends  on  the  aid 
of  others — and  especially  on  American  aid. 

What  saved  us  from  battle  on  our  soil  and 
eonquent  in  the  last  war  except  American 
help? 

Not  a  thing. 

Can  we  expect  similar  help  again — as  we 
will  certainly  need  it  again — if  we  let  the 
Koreans  murder  Americans  in  another  Dun¬ 
kerque  without  doing  everything  we  can  to 
help  avert  so  terrible  a  disaster? 

The  Americans  are  closely  watching  all 
the  peoples  who  have  given  flowefy  lip-serv¬ 
ice  to  UNO  in  the  last  few  years  and  have 
received  in  return  generous  United  States 
aid. 

If  these  peoples  sit  on  the  sidelines  now, 
while  Americans  die  in  an  outnumbered 
struggle,  many  American  people  will  argue 
that  they  would  be  wiser  to  spend  their 
money  on  themselves  and  let  the  rest  of  the 
world  sink. 

That  might  be  a  foolish,  emotional  reac¬ 
tion  in  the  long  run,  but  it  would  be  under¬ 
standable. 

We  are  told  that  some  British  people  en¬ 
joy  the  spectacle  of  Americans  fighting  while 
Britain  for  once  is  at  peace. 

That  is  a  stupid  satisfaction,  which  is  like¬ 
ly  to  be  very  short-lived. 

For  only  one  thing  keeps  Britain  or  any  of 
us  at  peace  at  this  moment— Russia’s  fear  of 
American  industrial  strength  backing  up  a 
solid  British-American  front. 

Those  who  crow  over  the  United  States’ 
embarrassment  in  Korea  are  helping  to  smash 
that  front — a  job  on  which  Moscow  has  spent 
millions  of  her  propaganda  funds. 

They  would  have  their  happiest  day  of  all 
time  at  the  Kremlin  if  the  Korean  strug- 
ble  ended  with  Americans  feeling  that  Brit¬ 
ain  and  her  Dominions  had  let  Americans 
down. 

For  that  would  damage  the  only  military 
and  political  combination  which  may  draw 
a  line  to  Russian  ambitions. 

To  forestall  this  blow  to  our  friendship 
with  the  United  States  we  and  the  rest  at 
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the  British  Commonwealth  must  show  that 
we  are  prepared  to  give  as  freely  and  as  gen¬ 
erously  as  we  expect  Americans  to  give  when 
we  are  in  difficulties. 

This  is  a  moment  for  action  which  counts 
only  the  needs  of  our  friend. 

If  we  let  that  friend  call  to  us  in  vain  new 
we  can  expect  no  answer  to  our  own  appeals 
when  our  time  comes  to  face  the  yellow  flood. 

PRIME  MINISTER  OF  AUSTRALIA  TO 
VISIT  THE  SENATE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact,  since  Australia  has 
been  mentioned,  that  tomorrow,  at  2  or 
2:15,  the  Prime  Minister  of  Australia  is 
to  be  the  guest  of  the  Senate,  and  is  to 
deliver  a  brief  address.  The  Chair  hopes 
all  Senators  will  be  present  to  greet  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  is  in  this  country  to 
confer  with  our  Government  regarding 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  assistance 
Australia  may  give  in  the  Korean  situa¬ 
tion. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  have  one  additional  minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  this 
same  question  was  raised  in  the  commit¬ 
tee,  and  we  were  told  by  those  from  the 
Department  of  Defense  that  there  was  a 
parallel  situation  in  a  number  of  coun¬ 
tries,  that  is  to  say,  that  the  President  or 
the  Premier  could  not  commit  his  coun¬ 
try  without  referring  the  matter  to  the 
legislature,  and  that  that  was  gping  on 
all  the  time.  Reports  have  been  made 
that  help  will  come,  but  the  announce¬ 
ment  could  not  be  made  at  this  time,  be¬ 
cause  the  legislatures  of  the  countries 
had  not  approved  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator,  I  think,  is 
correct  about  that.  It  will  require  some 
time.  In  other  words,  we  happened  to 
have  our  troops  in  Japan,  nearby.  We 
are  sending  them,  and  also,  of  course, 
some  from  this  country.  But  other 
countries  are  sending  troops<fand  they 
are  on  the  way,  as  I  understand. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  again  expired.  All  time 
has  expired  on  this  amendment. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan]  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  accepted  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
amendment  is  agreed  to.  The  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  is  still  open  to  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  me  may 
be  read  at  this  time. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  chapter 
X-B,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  after 
line  3,  on  page  447,  down  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  line  17;  and,  at  the  proper  place  in 
chapter  XI,  insert  an  amount  equal  to 
the  sum  stricken  from  the  chapter  X-B, 
to  be  used  for  defense  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

SUGGESTED  10-POINT  PROGRAM  FOR  WINNING  THE 
WAR 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  no  one 
believes  that  the  $10,400,000,000  cur¬ 
rently  requested  by  the  President  is  any¬ 
thing  but  a  start.  However,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  not  yet  outlined  what  is  in¬ 
volved  in  the  police  action  which  he  in¬ 
augurated  without  requesting  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  Congress,  except  through  ad¬ 
ditional  appropriations. 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  suggesting  a  10-point  program 
and  an  outline  for  emergency  procedure. 
Only  cne  amendment  is  needed.  The 
remaining  nine  can  be  brought  about 
through  Executive  order. 

First,  transfer  ECA  funds  to  the  war 
chest. 

Second,  stop  the  pressure  from  our 
State  Department  to  recognize  Commu¬ 
nist  China. 

Third,  stop  Marshall-plan  countries 
from  arming  Russia  and  her  satellites. 

Fourth,  call  on  England  and  France 
to  cancel  their  separate  nonaggression 
pacts  with  Russia. 

Fifth,  reduce  our  domestic  Govern¬ 
ment  budget  by  20  percent  and  add 
three  and  one-half  billion  dollars  to  the 
war  chest. 

Sixth,  transfer  to  the  war  chest  the 
$500,000,000  available  for  domestic 
peacetime  public  works. 

Seventh,  transfer  to  the  war  chest  the 
one  and  one-fourth  billion  dollars  avail¬ 
able  for  military  assistance  to  foreign 
countries  and  unify  our  military  efforts. 

Eighth,  remove  from  the  State  De¬ 
partment  Dean  Acheson  and  his  satel¬ 
lites. 

Ninth,  establish  a  definite  foreign  pol¬ 
icy,  describe  the  areas,  and  name  the 
nations  whose  integrity  we  must  cur¬ 
rently  protect  for  our  own  ultimate  safe¬ 
ty,  and  notify  the  world  and  our  own 
people  what  we  mean  to  protect. 

Tenth,  appropriate  the  necessary 
funds  to  build  a  national-defense  or¬ 
ganization,  spearheaded  by  an  Air  Corps 
and  a  submarine  fleet  that  will  be  notice 
to  the  world  and  to  our  own  people  that 
we  can  enforce  our  commitments. 

Mr.  President,  supporting  the  10-point 
program,  I  submit  the  following: 

First.  Transfer  ECA  funds  to  the  war 
chest.  ECA  assistance  for  building  up 
European  peacetime  industry  was  to  be 
a  peacetime  endeavor.  While  we  must 
pay  for  a  new  war,  our  people  cannot  be 
expected  to  carry  the  burden  of  16  for¬ 
eign  countries  on  their  backs. 

Second.  Stop  pressure  from  our  State 
Department  to  recognize  Communist 
China.  My  fellow  Senators  will  recall 
that  Mr.  Acheson  told  us  that  the  United 
States  would  not  use  its  veto  power  to 
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block  United  Nations’  recognition  of  the 
Communist  regime  in  China.  Appar¬ 
ently,  this  was  the  last  official  act  on  the 
part  of  our  State  Department  before  the 
Soviets  started  their  attack  on  South 
Korea.  We  cannot,  with  any  degree  of 
consistency,  fight  communism  on  the 
one  hand  and  recognize  it  on  the  other. 

Third.  Stop  the  16  Marshall  plan 
countries  from  arming  Russia  and  her 
satellites  through  the  96  trade  treaties 
which  have  been  made  between  those 
countries.  We  should  take  every  reason¬ 
able  means  to  see  to  it  that  the  96  trade 
treaties  are  canceled  immediately. 

NINETY-SIX  TRADE  TREATIES  WITH  RUSSIA  AND 
IRON -CURTAIN  COUNTRIES 

The  16  Marshall  plan,  ECA  nations, 
have  96  important  trade  treaties  with 
Soviet  Russia  and  such  iron  curtain 
countries  shipping  them  everything  they 
need  to  consolidate  their  gains  and  to 
make  war. 

Both  England  and  India,  through  their 
spokesmen,  Bevin  and  Nehru,  have  said 
that  they  intended  to  remain  neutral, 
they  wanted  to  trade  with  Russia  and 
the  Communist  countries. 

Now,  these  same  nations,  erstwhile  al¬ 
lies,  and  other  nations,  have  recognized 
Communist  China  without  consulting 
this  Nation,  at  least  without  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  being  informed,  thus  leading 
us  into  a  foreign  policy  not  only  distaste¬ 
ful  but  which  may  be  definitely  danger¬ 
ous. 

Therefore,  it  is  high  time  that  the 
State  Department  discharge  their  consti¬ 
tutional  responsibility  and  make  up  their 
mind  and  inform  the  American  people 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
just  what  our  foreign  policy  should  be 
before  iteis  too  late.  It  is  later  than  we 
think. 

A  list  of  the  96  trade  treaties  which 
the  16  Marshall  plan  countries  has  made 
and  which  are  in  good  standing  at  this 
time  will  be  found  on  page  846,  in  the 
Congressional  Record  of  January  24, 
1950. 

Fourth.  Call  on  England  and  France  to 
cancel  forthwith  their  nonaggression 
pacts  with  Soviet  Russia.  It  is  time  for 
the  countries  which  we  have  befriended 
to  choose  sides. 

NONAGGRESSION  PACTS 

I  shall  quote  briefly  from  a  nonaggres¬ 
sion  pact  signed  by  Anthony  Eden,  rep¬ 
resenting  Britain,  and  V.  Molotov,  rep¬ 
resenting  Communist  Russia.  This 
treaty,  signed  by  these  two  men  repre¬ 
senting  their  respective  countries  of 
Britain  and  Russia,  which  is  still  in  full 
force  and  effect,  contained  two  signifi¬ 
cant  articles.  Article  6  in  the  Soviet- 
Britain  Pact  provides: 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  ren¬ 
der  one  another  all  possible  economic  assist¬ 
ance  after  the  war. 

Article  7  reads : 

Each  high  contracting  party  undertakes 
not  to  conclude  any  alliance  and  not  to  take 
part  in  any  coalition  directed  against  the 
other  high  contracting  party. 

Mr.  President,  those  provisions  read 
startlingly  like  the  North  Atlantic  Pact. 
Since  they  have  pacts  now  with  both  the 


No.  150 - 4 


11520 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  July  31 


Soviet  Empire  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  they 
could  lose  in  any  emergency  which  might 
occur  later.  They  have  signed  up  with 
both  Russia  and  the  United  States. 

In  the  treaty  signed  by  Mr.  Molotov, 
again,  and  Mr.  Bidault,  representing 
France,  which  was  signed  in  Moscow,  the 
two  articles  corresponding  with  the  two 
just  read  taken  from  the  British  Empire 
and  the  Russian  Empire  treaty,  are 
article  5  and  article  6.  Article  5  of  the 
French-Russian  nonaggression  pact 
reads : 

The  high  contracting  parties  undertake 
not  to  conclude  any  alliance  and  not  to  take 
part  in  any  coalition  directed  against  either 
of  the  high  contracting  parties. 

Article  6  reads: 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  ren¬ 
der  each  other  every  possible  economic  assist¬ 
ance  after  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  both  these  nonaggres¬ 
sion  pacts  are  in  full  force  and  effect. 
All  the  95  trade  treaties  mentioned  in  the 
debate  today  are  in  full  force  and  effect, 
meaning  that  the  parties  are  continu¬ 
ing  at  all  times  to  send  all  the  material 
necessary  not  only  to  Russia  to  consoli¬ 
date  her  gains  in  eastern  Europe  and  in 
Communist  China,  and  to  make  war 
quietly  and  secretly,  as  they  have  in  the 
past  in  China  and  Indochina  and  the 
Malayan  States  and  the  rest  of  the  Far 
East,  but  they  are  sending  them  mate¬ 
rial  to  make  war  on  the  United  States  of 
America,  if  they  have  that  idea  in  their 
minds.  The  State  Department  and  the 
bipartisan  group  in  this  body  sold  that 
idea,  that  Russia  was  and  is  our  poten¬ 
tial  enemy,  thoroughly  to  the  United 
States  Senate  during  the  first  session  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress,  atid  all 
through  the  second  session  of  the  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress. 

Fifth.  Reduce  our  strictly  domestic 
Government  budget  by  20  percent  and 
transfer  the  amount  saved  to  the  war 
chest.  This  would  not  take  one  penny 
from  national  defense,  the  stockpiling 
of  atomic  energy,  veterans’  aid,  or  inter¬ 
est  on  the  public  debt.  It  would  simply 
reduce  by  20  percent  the  domestic  spend¬ 
ing  which  is  in  no  way  connected  with 
those  items.  Let  us  look  at  our  budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year: 

National  defense _ $13,  545,  000,  000 

Veterans’  services  and 

benefits  _  6,  080,  000,  000 

Interest  Qn  public  debt _  5,  625,  000,  000 

Remaining  _  17, 189,  000,  000 


Total  -  42,439,000,000 

We  would  save  $3,500,000,000  by  re¬ 
ducing  the  seventeen -billion  item  by  20 
percent.  It  has  been  pointed  out  by 
the  committee  headed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Virginia  how  a 
saving  of  more  than  this  could  easily  be 
made  on  our  domestic  spending. 

The  administration  says  the  people 
must  tighten  their  belts.  Speaking  of 
curbs  for  civilians,  how  about  some  curbs 
for  the  Government  as  well?  If  ordinary 
citizens  must  cut  down  on  butter  in  favor 
of  guns,  why  not  render  some  lard  out 
of  the  bureaucratic  jobs  also? 

Another  Member  of  this  body  from 
across  the  aisle,  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas,  able  chairman 


of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments, 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  could  easily  tighten  its  belt. 
In  his  report,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  warned  that  “this  tremendous 
rising  cost — of  government — is  indica¬ 
tive  of  a  fixed  permanent  trend  that 
cannot  be  ignored  or  remain  unchal¬ 
lenged.”  And  he  added  that  this  pro¬ 
vides  a  “warning  of  compelling  force 
against  our  proceeding  with  reckless  in¬ 
difference  to  enact  more  and  more  laws 
expanding  present  governmental  serv¬ 
ices  and  instigating  new  programs 
creating  additional  governmental  obli¬ 
gations  that  will  add  billions  annually  to 
the  already  swollen  costs  of  govern¬ 
ment.” 

The  necessity  of  more  economy  in  gov¬ 
ernment  is  greater  now  than  it  was 
then. 

The  1951  budget  still  covers  up  much 
of  the  waste,  duplication,  payroll  pad¬ 
ding,  and  inefficiencies  exposed  by  the 
Hoover  Commission,  Byrd  committee 
and  other  survey  agencies  in  their  nu¬ 
merous  reports.  These  add  up  to  billions 
of  dollars  of  possible  savings.  All  in  all 
there  is  room  for  economizing  if  the 
Congress  has  the  guts  to  do  it. 

Sixth.  Transfer  to  the  war  chest  the 
one-half  billion  dollars  available  for  do¬ 
mestic  peacetime  public  works.  Worthy 
as  are  our  peacetime  public  works,  our 
taxpayers  cannot  be  expected  to  pay  the 
cost  or  furnish  the  necessary  manpower 
during  the  war  emergency.  In  wartime 
such  works  are  unnecessary,  and  in  fact, 
undesirable.  Our  money  and  our  man¬ 
hours  should  be  devoted  to  the  war  effort. 
This  five  hundred  million  should  be 
transferred  to  the  military  program. 

Seventh.  Transfer  to  the  war  chest 
the  one  and  one-fourth  billion  dollars 
available  for  military  assistance  to  for¬ 
eign  countries.  Our  own  expanded  mili¬ 
tary  program  must  be  upon  a  basis  of 
defending  the  nations  whose  integrity  is 
important  to  our  ultimate  safety.  Our 
military  efforts,  however,  should  be  uni¬ 
fied.  Otherwise  we  might  very  well  be 
delivering  arms  to  areas  which  will  fall 
into  the  hands  of  our  enemies.  Coun¬ 
tries  which  we  have  been  arming  have 
shown  little  concern  for  our  present  pre¬ 
dicament  and  are  still  sending  potential 
war  materials  to  Russia  and  her  sat¬ 
ellites. 

Eighth.  Remove  from  the  State  De¬ 
partment  Dean  Acheson  and  his  satel¬ 
lites  who  were  responsible  for  the  bun¬ 
gling  in  foreign  policy  which  brought  this 
country  to  its  present  plight.  It  is  im¬ 
perative  that  we  remove  these  men  be¬ 
fore  other  serious  mistakes  are  made. 

There  are  many  well-informed  people 
who  believe  that  the  primary  aim  of 
Stalin  and  his  Politburo  in  the  Kremlin 
is  the  economic  destruction  of  the  United 
States,  that  war  with  America  is  second¬ 
ary  and  an  alternative  that  will  be 
avoided,  if  possible,  and  postponed  as 
long  as  possible  if  it  is  unavoidable.  The 
view  in  the  Kremlin  is  that  the  capital¬ 
istic  United  States  is  the  keystone  to  the 
entire  capitalistic  system,  and  that  if 
that  keystone  can  be  brought  down,  the 
whole  western  economic  system  in 
Europe,  in  North  and  South  America, 


and  what  is  left  of  it  in  Asia  and  Africa 
will  crash. 

The  spearpoint  of  Soviet  Russian  po¬ 
litical,  ideological,  economic,  and  mili¬ 
tary  strategy  to  attain  this  objective, 
according  to  well-informed  people  who 
hold  this  belief,  is  continual  war  alarms 
on  the  world -encircling  front  of  Ameri¬ 
can  commitments,  calling  for  ever-in¬ 
creasing  appropriations  of  vast  sums  of 
money  in  the  United  States  for  arma¬ 
ments  and  war  preparations,  and  in 
Britain,  France,  Greece,  Turkey,  Persia, 
and  other  countries  dependent  upon 
America  for  economic  and  financial  aid 
and  military  support. 

Stalin’s  orders  are  reported  to  be  to 
bring  about  the  collapse  of  America’s 
capitalistic  economy  through  war  alarms, 
enormous  appropriations  calling  for  ever 
higher  taxes,  dislocation  and  disruption 
of  normal  business,  and  ever-increasing 
demands  by  other  countries  dependent 
on  American  financing  for  aid  and  arm¬ 
aments,  thus  building  up  gigantic  na¬ 
tional  debts.  % 

In  Washington  the  administration  is 
unwittingly  playing  Stalin’s  game  today, 
just  as  it  has  done  since  the  day  of  un¬ 
conditional  surrender. 

In  war,  the  side  which  holds  the  ini¬ 
tiative  to  determine  the  time  and  place 
of  action  has  a  tremendous  advantage 
over  the  foe.  In  the  present  war  in 
Korea,  the  initiative  is  held  by  Soviet 
Russia,  which  can  determine  the  time 
and  place  of  action.  Korea,  Formosa, 
French  Indochina,  Hongkong,  Pakis¬ 
tan,  Iran,  Turkey,  Greece,  Yugoslavia, 
Germany — any  of  these  might  have  been 
selected  as  the  arena  of  battle.  Any  of 
these  places  might  be  chosen  for  the 
next  battle  in  a  prolonged,  costly  and 
irritating  war. 

The  Russian  holds  the  initiative  be¬ 
cause,  in  a  word,  at  Yalta  and  Potsdam, 
Russia’s  initiative  was  confirmed,  and 
more  recently  it  has  been  strengthened 
in  the  persistent  effort  of  Great  Britain, 
India,  and  the  State  Department  to  have 
Soviet  China  recognized  by  the  UN. 

Now,  another  point  in  regard  to  the 
blunders  of  Acheson  and  his  satellites: 

It  is  announced  now  that  President 
Truman  is  seeking  a  big  war  stockpile 
of  strategic  war  materials.  Had  the 
State  Department  had  a  little  foresight, 
this  pushing  of  stock  piling  would  not 
have  waited  until  now.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  State  Department’s  foreign- 
trade  policy  has  shut  down  approximate¬ 
ly  70  percent  of  the  American  mines 
which  were  producing  strategic  war 
minerals. 

On  the  Senate  floor,  on  March  7  of 
this  year,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  read  an  obituary  notice  on  five 
strategic  metals — mercury,  antimony, 
tungsten,  manganese  and  chromite — es¬ 
sential  in  peacetime  and  doubly  essen¬ 
tial  in  wartime — the  production  of  which 
ceased  as  a  direct  result  of  State  De¬ 
partment  foreign-trade  policy. 

The  administration  would  like  for 
everyone  to  overlook  the  civilian  blun¬ 
ders  by  Truman’s  Secretary  of  State 
Dean  Acheson  which  left  the  profes¬ 
sional  fighting  leaders  hamstrung  and 
drained  of  resources  when  the  admin¬ 
istration  reversed  itself  suddenly  and  told 
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the  military  to  defend  an  area  which  the 
White  House  and  the  State  Department 
had  formally  declared  would  not  be  de¬ 
fended. 

In  the  American  intervention  in 
Korea,  under  the  circumstances  it  oc¬ 
curred,  it  seems  to  me  that  administra¬ 
tion  policy  overrode  the  sound  judgment 
of  the  American  chiefs  of  staff.  Gen¬ 
erals,  admirals,  soldiers,  airmen  and  sea¬ 
men  are  expected  to  make  good  the 
blunders  of  statesmen. 

American  boys  are  paying  the  penalty 
in  bloodshed  in  Korea  today  because  of 
incompetence  and  lack  of  foresight  on 
the  part  of  our  State  Department.  We 
can  charge  to  the  State  Department  the 
agreement  concerning  Berlin  which  did 
not  provide  for  egress  or  ingress  by 
western  power  personnel.  We  can  also 
charge  the  State  Department  with  the 
handing  over  of  Manchuria  to  Soviet 
Russia.  We  can  charge  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment  the  steps  leading  to  the  Ko¬ 
rean  situation.  The  people  responsible 
for  the  foreign  policy  have  been  weak 
or  worse.  If  we  are  to  win  this  war 
and  regain  our  prestige  in  the  world, 
these  persons  must  be  removed. 

Ninth.  Establish  a  definite  foreign 
policy. 

(a)  We  should  determine  the  areas  in 
the  world — in  Europe,  Africa,  Asia,  the 
South  Seas,  and  the  Western  Hemi¬ 
sphere — which  are  important  to  our  ulti¬ 
mate  safety.  We  should  determine  the 
countries  whose  integrity  is  important 
to  us.  For  127  years  the  Monroe  Doc¬ 
trine  has  worked.  This  Nation  decided 
127  years  ago  that  the  integrity  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  was  important  to 
us.  Now,  apparently,  the  integrity  of 
other  areas  is  important  to  us.  Let 
Government  officials  in  whom  the  peo¬ 
ple  have  confidence  decide  what  those 
areas  are. 

(b)  We  should  name  all  such  areas 
and  all  countries  so  that  everyone  will 
know  exactly  what  we  will  fight  to  pro¬ 
tect.  This  will  give  us  a  good  chance  to 
stay  out  of  trouble.  Our  own  people  are 
entitled  to  know  what  we  are  fighting 
for.  The  general  opinion  today  is  that 
Russia  would  not  have  started  the  Ko¬ 
rean  push  if  the  Kremlin  had  known  we 
would  fight  to  protect  the  Republic  of 
Korea. 

(c)  We  should  build  a  defense  organ¬ 
ization,  spearheaded  by  an  air  corps  and 
submarine  fleet  of  such  strength  that  the 
world  will  realize  we  can  enforce  our 
pronouncements. 

Now,  a  little  late,  the  administration 
approved  universal  military  training. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  calling  for  universal  military 
training  2  years  ago,  and  the  bill  was 
buried  in  an  administration-controlled 
committee.  Now,  after  a  little  fifth-rate 
country  gives  the  United  States  one  de¬ 
feat  after  another,  the  administration 
wakes  up  to  the  need  of  the  very  thing 
they  chose  previously  to  ignore. 

There  has  been  stupidity  all  along. 

Out  in  Korea  young  Americans,  lack¬ 
ing  adequate  arms,  training,  and  rein¬ 
forcements,  are  being  killed.  And  they 
are  not  being  helped  a  bit  by  those  who 
chose  to  ignore  the  bill  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training. 


As  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
stated  when  introducing  the  bill: 

Universal  training  offers  the  only  method 
through  which  we  could  insure  a  sufficient 
number  and  dispersal  of  trained  military 
manpower  without  overburdening  the  coun¬ 
try’s  economy  through  the  maintenance  of  a 
huge  standing  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and 
Marine  Corps. 

He  also  suggested  that  our  young  men 
should  be  trained  for  their  own  survival 
when  the  emergency  arrives. 

Tenth.  Mr.  President,  I  will  close  with 
a  brief  reference  to  the  enormous 
amount  of  money  we  have  appropriated 
for  national  defense.  Where  did  the 
forty-eight  and  one-half  billion  dollars 
go?  Since  the  close  of  World  War  II 
Congress  has  appropriated  forty-eight 
and  one-half  billion  dollars  for  national 
defense,  and  yet  we  meet  ignominious  de¬ 
feat  at  the  hands  of  little  Korea.  What 
v/as  the  forty-eight  and  one-half  billion 
supposed  to  provide  for  us?  Surely 
something  better  than  we  seem  to  have. 

Let  me  read  to  you  a  brief  editorial 
which  appeared  in  the  July  27  edition 
of  the  New  York  Journal-American: 

The  Administration’s  Duty 

President  Truman  is  asking  Congress  to 
provide  $10,486,976,000  in  new  military  funds, 
and  to  meet  part  of  the  requisition  by  levy¬ 
ing  $5,000,000,000  in  new  or  increased  taxes. 

The  President  wants  the  $10,000,000,000 
because,  as  the  little  war  in  Korea  suddenly 
demonstrated,  cur  national  defense  is  in¬ 
adequate,  although  we  have  expended  in  4 
years  of  peace  $50,000,000,000  for  military 
purposes. 

Our  unreadiness  to  meet  promptly  a  so- 
called  police  action  in  an  area  as  limited  as 
South  Korea  indicates  that  the  administra¬ 
tion  has  made  no  wise  use  of  the  immense 
funds  it  has  already  had. 

So  the  administration  wants  more  money 
to  do  what  it  should  have  done  before. 

And,  of  course,  Congress  will  assign  the 
funds,  if  no  better  way  can  be  found. 

But  there  is  a  better  way — or  at  least  one 
that  should  have  priority. 

For  how  has  it  happened  that  the  admin¬ 
istration  now  calls  for  war  taxes  to  meet  its 
military  needs? 

Actually,  we  have  continued  on  a  war-tax 
basis  all  .during  the  peace — or  cold-war — 
period. 

The  excise  war  taxes  have  never  been  re¬ 
pealed  or  reduced. 

The  personal  income  and  corporation  taxes 
have  remained  at  high  levels. 

Payroll  taxes  still  flow  into  the  Treasury. 

Consequently,  new  war  taxes  must  be 
added  to  the  war  taxes  already  in  effect, 
which  have  been  retained  ever  since  the  last 
war  ceased. 

This  happens  partly  because  of  the  New 
Deal’s  gross  mismanagement  of  defense  ex¬ 
penditures. 

It  happens  more  largely  because  of  the 
New  Deal’s  extravagant  expenditures  for  non- 
milit-iry  purposes. 

Obviously— and  in  view  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration’s  current  deficit — the  primary  de¬ 
fense  need  is  to  eliminate  all  unnecessary 
expenditures  and  put  to  defense  uses  the 
sums  retrieved. 

If  this  be  done,  no  tax  increase  would  be 
justifiable  at  this  time,  since  the  admin¬ 
istration  would  have  in  hand  the  $5,000,000,- 
000  which  it  seeks  in  new  taxes. 

If  the  job  were  well  done,  the  administra¬ 
tion  might  have  even  the  whole  $10,000,000,- 
000  desired  for  military  requirements — and 
perhaps  enough  besides  to  balance  the 
budget. 

Until  the  administration  is  willing  to  make 
some  political  sacrifices  for  the  national  se¬ 


curity,  its  demands  for  sacrifices  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  are  made  with  very  ill  grace. 

HOW  TO  SAVE  $8,250,000,000  FOR  THE  WAR 
CHEST 

(a)  Suspend  ECA,  a  peacetime  en¬ 
deavor,  save  $3,000,000,000. 

(b)  Suspend  domestic  peacetime  pub¬ 
lic  works,  save  $500,000,000. 

(c)  Suspend  20  percent  of  civil  Gov¬ 
ernment  spending,  save  $3,500,000,000. 

(d)  Suspend  extra  foreign  military 
assistance,  save  $1,250,000,000. 

Total  savings,  $8,250,000,000. 

There  is  no  valid  reason  for  gouging 
the  people  to  build  up  peacetime  econ¬ 
omy  in  Europe  and  finance  domestic 
peacetime  projects  here  while  we  are  on 
a  wartime  basis.  Economy  is  a  much 
sounder  method  of  meeting  the  in¬ 
creased  military  costs  than  burdening 
the  American  people  with  more  taxes. 

Let  us  put  our  own  house  in  order,  and 
properly  prepare  to  win  this  and  any 
other  war  forced  upon  us.  The  nine 
points  which  I  have  listed  and  discussed 
gives  us  a  winning  program. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  PIAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  approval  of  the  entire  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  entire 
matter  is  to  be  voted  on  as  a  whole - - 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  the  Chair  will  par¬ 
don  me,  ordinarily  with  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  we  vote  paragraph  by  para¬ 
graph.  We  have  now  considered  the 
first  paragraph  which  relates  to  eco¬ 
nomic  cooperation.  The  next  paragraph 
relates  to  assistance  to  Korea. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
understands  that  the  whole  chapter  is 
considered  as  one  amendment,  to  be  vot¬ 
ed  on  as  a  single  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  was  not  my  un¬ 
derstanding.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  for  the  purposes  of  amendment  the 
entire  chapter  be  considered  as  original 
text.  If  it  were  original  text  in  the  bill 
we  would  adopt  it  paragraph  by  para¬ 
graph.  I  think  that  is  the  orderly  way 
in  which  to  dispose  of  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  the  entire  committee  amendment 
be  considered  as  the  text  of  the  bill  for 
purposes  of  amendment,  which  means 
there  would  be  a  difference  in  degree  of 
amendments  which  would  be  offered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  what  effect  would  that  have 
on  the  amendment  which  I  desire  to  of¬ 
fer  at  this  time?  I  should  like  to  have 
permission  to  have  it  passed  upon  first. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  When  that  page  of  the 
bill  is  reached,  which  is  page  451,  the 
Senator  can  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Would  it  be  in  order 
after  the  request  of  the  Senator  is  agreed 
to? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  not  making  such 
a  request  now.  I  thought  it  would  be 
more  orderly  to  proceed  paragraph  by 
paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
agreement  heretofore  made,  the  whole 
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chapter  is  open  for  amendment  as.  a 
single  paragraph. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
be  recognized  for  1  minute,  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  is  an 
amendment  pending.  Under  the  agree¬ 
ment,  there  is  no  provision  for  general 
remarks.  The  Senator  will  be  recog¬ 
nized  on  the  committee  amendment 
itself. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  amendment,  which  applies  to  page 
451  of  the  bill,  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  451,  line  5, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$10,000,000” 
and  insert  “$26,900,000”;  on  page  451, 
line  18,  after  “any  project”,  insert  “ex¬ 
cept  for  demonstration  or  instructional 
purposes”;  on  page  451,  lines  19  and  20, 
strike  out  '“(not  to  exceed  10  per 
centum) .” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Was  there  not 
an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone],  and  was  it 
acted  upon? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  was  acted  upon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  was  re¬ 
jected. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  the  dan¬ 
ger  which  faces  us  has  already  forced 
us  to  take  such  unusual  steps  as  to  mo¬ 
bilize  manpower  and  industry  and  to 
shed  American  blood  in  Korea.  But 
there  are  other  measures  which  we  must 
take  which  would  have  seemed  equally 
unusual  a  few  months  ago. 

There  is  first  the  entrance  into  the 
Atlantic  Pact  of  two  former  neutrals  of 
World  War  n — Ireland  and  Spain,  which 
are  both  Atlantic  nations  possessing  stra¬ 
tegic  terrain  and  valuable  manpower. 
The  State  Department  should  use  its 
good  offices  to  promote  whatever  adjust-, 
ments  are  necessary  between  these  na¬ 
tions  and  their  neighbors  so  that  they 
can  help  the  rest  of  the  non-Communist 
world  to  carry  the  load. 

Looming  even  larger  is  the  policy  to 
be  followed  toward  the  two  former 
enemies  of  World  War  II,  Germany  and 


Japan.  It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that 
the  fate  of  these  nations  is  a  life-and- 
death  matter  for  the  United  States,  for, 
if  the  Soviets  captured  Germany  and 
Japan  they  would  possess  such  a  huge 
industrial  potential  that  they  might 
think  they  could  destroy  the  United 
States. 

We  are  deeply  grateful  to  the  nations 
which  have  realized  that  this  fight  is 
their  fight  and  which  have  sent  troops 
to  Korea.  We  must  also  recognize  that 
it  is  unfair  to  us  and  to  these  free  na¬ 
tions  to  carry  the  whole  load  of  combat 
alone.  The  former  neutrals — and  even 
the  former  enemies — of  World  War  II 
must  help  in  this  struggle  for  survival  of 
human  freedom.  It  is  only  fair  that 
they  bear  part  of  the  burden  since  their 
own  existence  is  also  in  danger. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  shall  not  want  more 
than  a  quarter  of  a  minute. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  state  that  I 
believe  the  last  amendment  the  Senate 
adopted  is  one  of  the  most  important 
amendments  which  has  come  up  during 
the  discussion  of  the  bill.  I  am  100  per¬ 
cent  for  it,  and  I  hope  that  in  confer¬ 
ence  it  will  be  insisted  upon  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  and  will  be  retained  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  by 
direction  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  I  wish  to  call  up  two  more  amend¬ 
ments  dealing  with  page  451  of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  has  already  been 
stated. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  say  that 
the  amendment  increases  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  point  4,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
adopted.  The  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  so  far  as  I  recall,  virtually  unani¬ 
mously  instructed  me  to  offer  the 
amendment. 

Mr,  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 

I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  has  offered  the  amendment.  I 
favored  the  amendment  in  the  commit¬ 
tee.  I  was  in  favor  of  a  lower  amount, 
but  was  voted  down  with  reference  to 
that.  I  am  certainly  glad  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  with 
that  statement,  I  leave  the  matter  to 
the  Senate,  and  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  en  bloc  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  McKellar ]. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
an  amendment  on  page  461  under  the 
heading  “Aid  to  Palestine  Refugees.” 
The  amendment  proposes  on  page  461, 
line  22,  to  strike  out  “$24,705,000”  and  to 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$27,450,000”, 
which  is  the  budget  estimate  and  the 
amount  authorized  by  law.  In  this  in¬ 
stance  the  reduction  took  place  exactly 
in  the  same  manner  as  heretofore  re¬ 
cited  by  me  with  respect  to  the  reduction 
in  the  ECA.  appropriation.  It  was  an 
arbitrary  10-percent  cut  in  the  amount 
of  money  for  which  the  budget  had  asked 
and  for  which  the  committee  had  at  first 
voted,  but  subsequently  reduced  by  10 
percent.  The  people  affected  are  the 
Arabs  who  were  driven  out  of  Palestine 
in  the  course  of  the  war.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  cut  of  $2,745,000  is  too  dras¬ 
tic.  In  view  of  the  pitiable  condition  of 
these  people  I  think  the  Senate  should 
restore  the  amount  which  was  author¬ 
ized  by  law  and  provided  for  in  the 
budget. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak 
for  1  minute  with  respect  to  contribu¬ 
tions  of  armed  aid  in  Korea  by  United 
Nations  members. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  that  he  be  recognized 
for  1  minute?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  rec¬ 
ognized  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  under  date  of  July  27,  1950,  I  had 
a  compilation  prepared  showing  the 
armed  aid  in  Korea  by  United  Nations 
members.  The  question  was  discussed 
this  afternoon  in  connection  with  an 
amendment  which  had  been  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan].  I  ask  that  the  memorandum 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo¬ 
randum  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follow® : 


Ground  forces 

Air  forces 

Naval  forces 

. 

1  fighter  squadron,  in  Japan  when  war 
began;  now  in  action. 

Air  transport,  quantity  unknown;  should 
be  active  soon. 

1  destroyer,  1  frigate — both  in 
action. 

Belgium . . . . . . 

Bolivia . — . . . . 

Canada . . . 

1  long-range  air  transport  squadron  and 
ground  crews — soon. 

3  destroyers,  in  action. 

China  . . . . 

Denmark . . . 

Perhaps  1  merchant  ship  (under 
negotiation). 

1  sloop,  1,900  tons — in  action  soon. 

France . . . . . . . . 

Netherlands . . . 

1  destroyer,  in  action. 

2  frigates  (resemble  destroyers)— 
in  action. 

Merchant  tonnage  (jifiount  un¬ 
specified;  discussions  going  on). 

New  Zealand . . . . . 

"Special  combat  unit,”  probably  artillery— some 
delay  expected. 

Norway.. . . . 

1950 
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Ground  forces 

Air  forces 

Naval  forces 

4,000  officers  and  men:  organized  unit,  said  to  be  high 
quality. 

4,500  troops  . . . . . . 

3  cruisers,  2  carriers,  6  destroyers 
and  DE’s— in  action  from  the  start. 

A  “self-contained  force,"  said  to  be  of  brigade  size 
(5,000  to  6,000  troops). 

recapitulation:  forces  in  action  and  forces  expected 

None  as  yet . . . 

1  fighter  squadron  (Australian) . 

3  cruisers,  2  carriers,  15  smaller 
combat  ships. 

1  sloop  (French). 

Norwegian  merchant  tonnage; 
amount  unknown;  perhaps  l 
Danish  merchant  ship. 

3  cruisers,  2  carriers,  15  smaller  com¬ 
bat  ships,  several  merchant  ships. 

Perhaps  4,000  Thai  troops . 

Air  transport:  1  Canadian  squadron,  Bel¬ 
gian  (amount  unknown). 

6  Greek  transports _ _ 

Australian  (number  unknown) ;  New  Zealand  special 
emit;  4,600  from  Turkey;  5,000  to  6,000  from  United 
Kingdom. 

33,000  Chinese  Nationalist  troops . . . 

About  15,000  troops . . 

Offered  but  not  accepted . . 

Total  in  action  or  definitely  offered  and 
expected  to  serve. 

20  Chinese  C-47  transports . 

1  fighter  squadron.  More  than  a  squad¬ 
ron  of  air  transports. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  committee  amendment 
to  section  XB,  as  amended. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  past  20  minutes  discussion  has  de¬ 
veloped  between  the  respective  leaders 
looking  toward  postponing  consideration 
of  my  amendment  until  tomorrow.  If  it 
is  to  go  over  until  tomorrow,  the  decision 
to  have  it  go  over  should  be  made  now. 
Otherwise  we  shall  go  on  for  3  hours 
this  afternoon.  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  am  willing  to  yield  the  floor 
for  that  purpose.  Otherwise  I  should 
like  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Speaking  in  the 
position  of  the  acting  minority  leader  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  majority  leader 
what  he  proposes  the  Senate  take  up 
during  the  remainder  of  the  afternoon 
if  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  with  respect  to  postponing  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment  providing 
aid  for  Spain  until  tomorrow  is  adopted? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  the  suggestion  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Nevada  is  adopted  by 
the  Senate,  I  presume  that  other  amend¬ 
ments  could  be  considered. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Section  XB  is  ready 
for  approval  except  for  this  amendment. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Perhaps  nothing  would 
be  left  to  do  this  afternoon  so  far  as  the 
appropriation  bill  is  concerned.  I  under¬ 
stand  only  one  more  important  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  be  voted  on. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
majority  leader  .and  the  minority  leader 
that  chapter  XI  of  the  bill  has  not  been 
acted  upon. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Is  that  the  chapter  in 
which  the  Senator  from  California  is 
interested? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is 
chapter  XI,  General  Provisions — Depart¬ 
ments  and  Agencies. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  we  would  be  here  at 
least  until  7  o’clock  if  we  consumed  3 
hours  before  we  would  be  able  to  vote  on 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  Perhaps  it  would  take  until 
7:30  or  later.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  eager  to  have  debate  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  go  over  until  tomorrow.  It  is  sat¬ 


isfactory  to  me  if  that  is  the  will  of  the 
Senate.  In  the  meantime  we  could  take 
up  the  one  remaining  chapter  in  the 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Chapter  XI,  on  page 
462,  is  the  remaining  chapter. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  have  talked 
with  Senators  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
who  I  know  are  interested  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  aid  to  Spain.  So 
far  as  I  can  determine,  the  suggestion  of 
postponing  the  amendment  until  tomor¬ 
row  is  agreeable  to  them.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  majority  leader  indicate  how 
we  would  proceed  tomorrow  if  that  were 
done. 

'  Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  like  to 
make  the  suggestion,  if  I  may.  It  has 
been  announced  by  the  Chair  that  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Australia  would  ap¬ 
pear  before  the  Senate  tomorrow  at  a 
certain  hour.  As  I  recall,  it  will  be  at 
2:15  or  2:30  o’clock.  Perhaps  it  could 
be  arranged  that  the  amendment  I  pro¬ 
pose  could  come  up  following  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  Aus¬ 
tralia.  Such  an  arrangement  would  be 
very  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
to  have  the  amendment  taken  up  imme¬ 
diately  after  the  Senate  convenes? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  would  leave  2  free 
hours  before  the  Prime  Minister’s  visit. 

1  do  not  know  whether  it  would  require 

2  hours  to  finish  the  remainder  of  the 
appropriation  bill  before  reaching  any 
controversial  amendments.  I  should 
not  like  to  waste  2  hours.  I  wonder 
whether  we  could  not  use  2  hours,  from 
12  to  2,  for  debate,  take  time  out  for  the 
reception  to  the  Prime  Minister  of  Aus¬ 
tralia,  and  finish  with  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  immediately 
following  the  Prime  Minister’s  visit. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  very  much 
we  can  finish  consideration  of  the  bill 
tomorrow.  It  has  been  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  for  a  long  time,  and  we  have  nearly 
finished  with  it.  I  think  we  ought  to 
make  some  arrangement  for  final  action 
upon  it.  I  want  to  help  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  in  any  way  I  can  so  that 
we  may  consider  his  amendment.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  very  important  that 
this  bill  be  sent  to  conference. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee.  We  have  been  on 


the  bill  for  a  long  time.  The  sooner  we 
finish  its  consideration,  the  better  I  shall 
like  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  the  desire  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  have  the 
very  best  attendance  possible  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  when  the  matter  covered  by  his 
amendment  is  presented.  It  is  with  that 
thought  in  mind  that  I  believe  it  would 
be  well  to  have  it  taken  up  after  the 
appearance  of  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Australia.  I  thought  that  with  the 
Prime  Minister’s  appearance  before  the 
Senate  a  good  attendance  would  be  as¬ 
sured,  and  therefore  we  could  go  ahead 
with  the  presentation  of  our  facts  on 
the  amendment.  That  is  the  reason  for 
my  suggestion. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  seems  to  me — and  I 
am  only  thinking  out  loud  now — if  we 
had  2  hours  of  debate,  from  12  to  2  to¬ 
morrow,  and  immediately  after  the 
Prime  Minister’s  visit  we  had  another 
short  debate,  that  we  would  have  more 
Senators  in  attendance  than  if  we  fol¬ 
lowed  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  to  begin  the  consideration  of  his 
amendment  after  the  Prime  Minister’s 
visit.  Senators  must  go  to  committee 
meetings,  and  probably  would  leave  the 
floor.  However,  I  am  satisfied  that  they 
would  remain  for  an  hour  and  a  half  if 
they  knew  the  Senator’s  amendment 
was  to  be  voted  on. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  amendment 
must  be  voted  on.  The  agreement  is  for 
its  consideration  for  3  hours  today,  the 
time  to  be  divided  between  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  We  want  to  bring  the  matter 
up  as  expeditiously  as  possible  and  dis¬ 
pose  of  it  as  promptly  as  possible. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  In  the  interest  of 
accomplishing  the  expedition  which  the 
majority  leader  suggests  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  we  consider  the  amend¬ 
ment  for  an  hour  and  a  half  preceding 
the  Prime  Minister’s  visit  and  for  an  hour 
and  a  half  following  the  Prime  Minister’s 
visit.  Perhaps  some  other  matters  could 
be  taken  up  immediately  after  the  Sen¬ 
ate  convenes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  sug¬ 
gestion  that  an  hour  and  a  half  before 
2  o’clock,  and  an  hour  and  a  half  after 
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the  Prime  Minister  finishes  his  address 
before  the  Senate  be  given  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  perfectly  satisfactory  to 
me. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President, 
would  it  be  possible  to  agree  on  an  hour 
when  we  could  vote?  Could  we  vote  at 
4  o’clock? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
going  to  be  necessary  to  make  an  agree¬ 
ment  such  as  that.  I  think  that  by  not 
agreeing  on  an  hour  for  a  vote,  we  can 
save  time.  I  do  not  think  the  debate  will 
take  3  hours,  when  we  get  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  think  it  will. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  entertain  great 
hopes  that  we  can  dispose  of  the  bill  to¬ 
morrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  the  fact  that  his  sug¬ 
gestion  would  require  a  modification  of 
the  present  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  desire  to  know 
whether  it  is  contemplated  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  proceed  with  chapter  XI,  the 
general  provisions  of  the  bill,  in  the 
event  we  should  reach  that  point  in  the 
bill  before  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  desired  to  move  a  recess  this  eve¬ 
ning. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  what  we  were 
discussing  when  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  entered  the  Chamber.  If  we 
postpone  consideration  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  relating  to  Spain,  and  agree  to 
consider  it  tomorrow,  we  will  proceed 
with  the  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  reluctant  to  go 
into  chapter  XI  until  there  is  a  quroum 
call,  at  least.  I  am  sure  Senators  desire 
to  be  present  when  chapter  XI  is  con¬ 
sidered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  have  a  quorum  called. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Before  the  unanimous 
consent  agreement  is  entered  into,  I 
should  like  to  have  a  quorum  called. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Let  me  see  if  we 
have  a  meeting  of  the  minds  on  this  mat¬ 
ter.  When  a  recess  or  an  adjournment  is 
taken  tonight  it  will  be  taken  until  12 
o’clock  tomorrow,  and  we  will  then  pro¬ 
ceed,  after  the  preliminary  matters 
which  usually  are  taken  up,  to  debate  the 
amendment  relating  to  Spain  for  an 
hour  and  a  half.  Then  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  from  Australia  is  to  be  entertained 
before  this  body,  and  there  will  be  an 
hour  and  a  half  of  debate  thereafter. 
Is  that  the  general  understanding? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  not  at  all  ob¬ 
jecting  to  the  provisions  of  the  unani¬ 
mous  consent  request,  except  that  I  was 
desirous  of  knowing  how  far  in  the  bill 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  ex¬ 
pected  to  go  before  he  moved  a  recess 
tonight.  If  it  is  contemplated  that  we 
are  to  take  up  the  general  provisions, 
chapter  XI,  I  should  like  to  have  a  quo¬ 
rum  called  before  we  enter  into  the 
agreement. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Before  we  do  that, 
may  I  have  unanimous  consent  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  third  chapter  of 


the  bill,  which  is  the  chapter  covering 
the  judicary  appropriation? 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States,  and 
also  a  letter  from  Mr.  Chandler,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  courts,  asking  for  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  regarding  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  Judiciary. 

Some  years  ago  by  law  we  placed  ref¬ 
erees  in  bankruptcy  on  a  salary  basis. 
Theretofore  they  had  been  on  a  fee  basis. 
For  about  3  years  now  they  have  been 
on  a  salary  basis.  In  order  to  furnish 
clerks  for  the  referees  in  bankruptcy,  the 
Chief  Justice,  as  chairman  of  the  Ju¬ 
dical  Conference,  and  the  Adminstrator, 
urge  that  we  go  back  to  the  figure  which 
the  Budget  sent  to  the  Congress,  but 
which  was  eliminated  in  the  House, 
and  the  Senate  went  along  with  the 
House  action.  If  I  may  have  unanimous 
consent  to  go  into  that,  I  will  present 
it.  It  will  take  only  a  minute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  by  the  parliamentarian 
that  it  will  be  necesary  first  to  modify 
the  standing  unanimous  consent  agree¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  believe  that  to  be 
true. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  After  it 
is  modified,  it  would  be  in  order  for  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  to  make  request  for 
another  unanimous  consent  agreement 
respecting  the  item  to  which  he  has 
referred. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  address  an  observation  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska,  I  think  it  would  ex¬ 
pedite  what  he  wants  to  have  done  now 
if  he  would  agree  to  the  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  agreement  that  we  postpone  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  until  tomorrow,  and 
then  proceed  with  a  quorum  call,  and 
work  for  a  while  longer  today.  I  think 
we  could  do  that,  if  he  would  agree  to 
the  unanimous  consent  agreement. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  unanimous  consent  agreement  at 
all,  but  I  should  prefer  to  have  a  quorum 
called  just  before  we  enter  into  it.  I  do 
not  think  it  will  make  any  difference 
orre  way  or  the  other,  I  am  sure  it  will 
be  agreed  to,  but  I  should  like  to  have  a 
quorum  called. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Anderson 

Gurney 

Malone 

Benton 

Hayden 

Martin 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Bricker 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Bridges 

Hill 

Mundt 

Butler 

Holland 

Murray 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Myers 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’ Conor 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Russell 

Douglas 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Dworshak 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Eastland 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Leahy 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Taft 

Flanders 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Frear 

Lucas 

Thye 

Fulbright 

McCarran 

Tydiiigs 

George 

McClellan 

Watki.as 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Graham 

McKellar 

Williams 

Green 

Magnuson 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  that  the  majority  leader  present 
the  request  for  modification  of  the  unan¬ 
imous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  is  now  4:30  o’clock, 
and  that  under  the  previous  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  the  debate  was  to 
continue  for  not  longer  than  3  hours  on 
the  amendment  dealing  with  Spain, 
after  we  have  disposed  of  all  the  amend¬ 
ments  on  the  chapter  we  have  been  con¬ 
sidering,  I  now  modify  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  by  making  the  follow¬ 
ing  request: 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  of  the  Senate 
that  on  tomorrow,  following  the  conven¬ 
ing  of  the  Senate  at  12  o’clock,  we  pro¬ 
ceed  to  debate  the  amendment  involv¬ 
ing  aid  to  Spain  for  1  y2  hours  previous 
to  2  o’clock;  that  following  the  address 
by  Prime  Minister  Menzies  of  Australia 
we  than  further  debate  the  aid  to  Spain 
amendment  for  not  longer  than  1  y2 
hours,  at  the  conclusion  of  which  a  vote 
be  taken  on  the  amendment;  the  time 
to  be  equally  divided  between  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  and 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Kellar]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  ask  the  question:  Is 
it  the  understanding  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  under  his  proposed  modifi¬ 
cation  the  debate  would  begin  at  12:30 
tomorrow  and  extend  from  12:30  to  2 
o’clock? 

Mr.  LUCAS,  Not  necessarily.  Any 
time  between  12  and  2  the  hour  and  one- 
half  debate  could  take  place.  We  will 
first  transact  morning  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  At  what 
time  would  the  debate  begin? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Following  disposition  of 
business  during  what  we  call  the  morn¬ 
ing  hour. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  At  not 
later  than  12:30. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct;  not 
later  than  12:30.  I  should  like  to  in¬ 
clude  also  in  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  the  same  provision  that  was  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  agreement  previously  en¬ 
tered,  into,  that  no  amendment  to  the 
aid  to  Spain  amendment  shall  be  offered 
which  is  not  germane;  also  that  I  am 
not  waiving  any  points  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  would  continue  the  same  condi¬ 
tions  that  were  stated  in  the  current 
unanimous-consent  agreement? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the 
distinguished  majority  leader.  Perhaps 
the  Senate,  if  it  continues  consideration 
of  the  bill  tonight  may  take  up  chapter 
XI,  and  proceed  as  far  as  it  can  with  the 
remainder  of  the  bill.  It  is  the  purpose 
of  the  majority  leader  to  take  a  recess  at 
6  o’clock.  Assume  we  had  gotten  into 
chapter  XII,  and -had  not  completed  ac¬ 
tion  on  that  chapter  tonight.  I  under¬ 
stand  it  is  proposed,  in  such  event,  tem¬ 
porarily  to  lay  consideration  of  that 
chapter  aside,  and  the  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  agreement  would  apply  then  to  the 
so-called  aid  to  Spain  amendment,  in  the 
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foreign  aid  portion  of  the  bill.  I  ask  the 
majority  leader  if  it  is  his  intention  not 
only  to  vote  on  the  aid  to  Spain  amend¬ 
ment,  but  to  complete  the  foreign  aid 
chapter  before  the  Senate  returns  to 
consideration  of  what  would  be  the  pend¬ 
ing  business,  which  would  be  amend¬ 
ments  in  chapter  XI.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  is  correct  in  his  understanding  of 
the  situation.. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  there  are  two 
amendments  to  the  bill  which  are  of 
great  importance  to  many  Members  of 
the  Senate.  I  wanted  the  understanding 
that  should  we  finish  action  on  chapter 
XI  tonight,  and  the  bill  were  to  be  fin¬ 
ished,  insofar  as  committee  amendments 
are  concerned,  we  could  then  bring  up 
the  two  amendments  tomorrow,  after 
disposition  of  the  Spanish  aid  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  As  I  understand,  the 
amendments  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Washington  are  amendments 
which  are  to  be  offered  to  the  bill  after 
we  have  completed  the  committee 
amendments  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  After  we  have  completed 
the  committee  amendments  to  the  bill 
the  amendments  referred  to  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  are  in  the  same 
category  as  any  other  amendments,  and 
certainly  the  Senator  from  Washington 
would  not  be  foreclosed  from  offering  his 
amendments. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  unanimous-consent 
request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  oc¬ 
cupant  of  the  chair  will  state  that  he  is 
advised  that  chapter  XI  of  the  bill  has 
not  yet  been  taken  up.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  requested  unanimous 
consent  to  modify  the  current  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  upon  which  the 
Senate  is  operating,  in  the  manner  stated 
by  him.  Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  handling  chapter  XI 
is  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar],  In  that  chapter  appears  sec¬ 
tion  1111,  better  known  as  the  anti¬ 
deficiency  provision.  With  reference  to 
that  provision,  there  are  some  Senators 
who  purport  to  propose  an  amendment 
which  deals  with  grants  to  the  States  for 
old-age  pensions.  We  would  not  like  to 
have  the  antideficiency  provision  apply 
to  such  grants,  because  after  all  it  is  the 
States  who  contribute,  who  are  the  de¬ 
termining  factor  in  saying  what  shall  be 
done.  I  wonder  whether  we  will  have 
sufficient  time  this  evening,  in  consid¬ 
ering  chapter  XI,  even  to  discuss  that 
particular  provision. 

Mr.  LUCA.S.  Mr.  President,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  the  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  desires  to  proceed 
with  chapter  XI.  We  will  probably  con¬ 
tinue  until  6  o’clock,  and  then  take  a 
recess  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Chapter  XI  contains 
section  1111,  dealing  with  the  working 
funds.  Section  1111  is  the  antideficiency 
provision,  which  is  the  controversial  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  chapter.  The  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from 


New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  and  I 
wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  anti¬ 
deficiency  provision  which  would  take 
care  of  the  old-age  pensioners  within  the 
individual  States,  and  would  make  the 
antideficiency  provision  inapplicable  to 
them. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  There  is  nothing  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  Senator  from  doing  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  modification  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lu¬ 
cas]?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  is  en¬ 
tered  into. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  before  we 
begin  on  chapter  XI,  I  should  like  to 
state  that  the  Senate  has  been  on  this 
appropriation  bill  for  weeks,  and  it  seems 
to  me  we  should  be  able  to  finish  it  not 
later  than  Wednesday.  Tomorrow  we 
shall  dispose  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  and  per¬ 
haps  we  can  get  through  these  two  chap¬ 
ters.  Certainly  not  later  than  Wednes¬ 
day  we  should  be  able  to  finish  this  bill. 
I  am  going  to  try  to  do  so  and,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  we  shall  hold  a  night  session  on 
Wednesday  in  order  to  complete  action 
on  the  bill. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  by  that 
time,  the  bill  now  being  considered  by 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee, 
the  measure  involving  the  war  effort, 
probably  will  be  ready  to  be  placed  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate.  Certainly  we  wish  to 
handle  that  measure  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  that  there  is  such  an  urgency, 
but  I  wonder  why  the  Senator  is  plan¬ 
ning  to  have  the  Senate  take  a  recess  so 
early  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware  is  trying  to  em¬ 
barrass  me,  as  usual,  when  he  rises  to 
ask  a  question. 

I  would  just  as  soon  stay  here,  and  we 
are  going  to  stay  here  this  afternoon  and 
proceed  with  chapter  XI;  we  shall  re¬ 
main  here  until  6  o’clock  or  a  little  later, 
which  is  about  the  time  we  have  been 
staying  in  session  right  along. 

Of  course,  if  I  were  to  ask  the  Senate 
to  remain  in  session  until  9  o’clock  in 
the  evening,  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
or  some  other  Senator  would  say,  “Why 
do  you  keep  us  here  so  late?  I  had  a 
dinner  engagement,  and  I  should  be 
home  with  my  family,  instead  of  being 
here.”  On  the  other  hand,  when  I  am 
willing  to  have  the  Senate  end  its  ses¬ 
sion  for  the  day  at  approximately  6 
o’clock  in  the  evening,  I  am  pilloried  for 
that. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  that  is 
what  one  gets  for  being  majority  leader. 
However,  I  can  take  it.  I  think  I  under¬ 
stand  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  fairly  well. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  discuss  an  amendment 
which  I  have,  if  I  may  have  the  floor  in 
my  own  right. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  for 
expenses  of  referees,  the  budget  estimate 
was  in  the  amount  of  $1,035,400,  and  the 
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House  allowed  $960,000.  The  amount  au¬ 
thorized  for  this  purpose  last  year  was 
in  the  amount  of  $806,000,  and  the 
amount  of  increase  granted  by  the  House 
was  for  withih-grade  salary  advance¬ 
ments  and  part-time  personnel.  No  ad¬ 
ditional  funds  were  allowed  for  addi¬ 
tional  full-time  positions.  The  Senate 
committee  concurred  in  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  House. 

I  have  now  received  evidence  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in  bankruptcy  cases.  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  Vinson  has  written  to  me,  request¬ 
ing  that  the  bill  be  amended  to  include 
the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate 
of  $1,035,400.  This  would  be  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $75,400. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  this  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  presented,  I  move  that 
on  page  103,  line  11,  the  figure  “$960,000” 
be  stricken  and  the  figure  “$1,035,400”  be 
inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
unanimous  consent  must  be  given  in  or¬ 
der  to  take  up  the  amendment  at  this 
time.  Does  the  Senator  request  such 
unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  would  be  clearer  to  ask  such 
unanimous  consent  after  I  have  made  the 
motion. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Vinson  be 
read  by  the  clerk.  The  reading  of  the 
letter  will  make  this  matter  clearer. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  just  what  he  desires  me  to  note. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  view  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  presented  and  in  view  of 
the  request  made  by  the  Chief  Justice,  ]? 
have  moved  that  on  page  103,  in  line  11, 
the  figure  “$960,000”  be  stricken  out,  and 
the  figure  “$1,035,400”  be  inserted  in  lieu 
thereof. 

If  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  per¬ 
mit  the  letter  from  the  Chief  Justice  to 
be  read,  it  will  give  enlightenment  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  have  that  done. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerk 
may  read  the  letter  from  the  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  clerk  will  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  20,  1950. 
Hon.  Pat  McCarran, 

Chairman,  Appropriations  Committee, 
United  States  Senate,  Washington, 

D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  McCarran:  As  chairman 
of  the  Judicial  Conference  of  the  United 
States,  I  feel  impelled  to  call  your  attention 
to  an  item  in  the  general  appropriation  bill 
for  1951  (H.  R.  7786)  as  reported  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  from  your  committee.  This  item  affects 
the  appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the 
referees  in  bankruptcy. 

You  will  recall  that  the  legislation  under 
which  our  present  system  was  established 
was  effective  July  1,  1947.  Inasmuch  as  the 
new  bankruptcy  system  was  to  be  on  a  self- 
sustaining  basis  and  funds  for  its  operation 
until  such  a  financial  condition  should  exist 
were  necessary,  the  Congress  authorized  an 
advancement  from  the  general  funds  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  amount  of  $500,000  to  the 
expense  funds  of  the  referees.  This  fund 
contemplates  expenditures  incidental  to  pro- 


11526 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  July  31 


vlding  for  necessary  office  space,  clerical  and 
other  office  assistance,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment,  travel,  etc. 

As  of  June  30,  1950,  there  was  a  cash  bal¬ 
ance  on  hand  In  the  expense  fund  of  $599,986, 
with  a  remainder  unpaid  of  the  $500,000  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  Treasury  of  $100,000.  This 
leaves  a  net  balance  in  the  expense  fund 
on  the  first  day  of  the  current  fiscal  year 
of  $499,986.  In  addition  to  this  net  balance, 
there  was  a  sum  of  $623,376  paid  into  the 
general  receipts  fund  of  the  Treasury  by  the 
clerks  of  the  various  courts  resulting  from 
the  clerks’  fee  of  $8  per  filing  of  77,922  cases. 

In  the  fiscal  year  next  preceding  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  act  (July  1,  1947)  filings 
numbered  13,170;  in  the  past  fiscal  year  there 
were  33,391  filings,  more  than  two  and  one- 
half  times  the  filings  in  fiscal  1947;  and  for 
fiscal  1951  it  is  estimated  that  there  will  be 
7,000  more  cases  filed  than  in  the  past  fiscal 
year,  or  a  total  of  approximately  40,000  cases. 
If  this  estimate  becomes  a  reality,  there  will 
be  filed  in  the  present  fiscal  year  more  than 
three  times  the  number  of  cases  filed  in  fis¬ 
cal  year  1947,  the  year  next  preceding  the 
establishment  of  the  new  system.  I  feel 
that  I  should  add  that  Mr.  Covey,  who  is 
the  Chief  of  the  Bankruptcy  Division  of  the 
Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States 
Courts  last  January,  estimated  the  filings  for 
the  past  fiscal  year  to  be  33,400;  the  actual 
number  of  filings  was  33,391.  I  mention  this 
to  demonstrate  the  accuracy  of  the  estimates 
for  fiscal  1951. 

The  Judicial  Conference  of  the  United 
States  estimated  that  the  total  cost  for  the 
34  additional  full-time  clerks  in  the  referees’ 
offices  needed  to  handle  this  increase  in  the 
volume  of  business  would  be  $77,656,  and 
this  figure  was  included  in  the  budget  esti¬ 
mates.  The  House  of  Representatives  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  reduced  this  item 
$75,400,  and  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate 
with  this  reduction.  If  the  Senate  does 
not  restore  this  amount,  the  referees  will 
be  seriously  handicapped  in  the  handling 
of  this  new  business.  These  additional  full¬ 
time  employees  will  have  a  classification  rat¬ 
ing  of  GS  2,  With  an  entrance  salary  of 
$2,450  per  annum  under  the  existing  salary 
structure. 

Naturally,  I  am  interested  in  seeing  an 
efficient  and  expeditious  administration  in 
the  bankruptcy  field.  Not  only  will  there 
be  more  respect  for  its  administration  if  it 
is  efficiently  and  expeditiously  handled,  but 
I  feel  certain  that  we  will  agree  that  bene¬ 
fits  will  accrue  to  the  creditors  by  such  han¬ 
dling  of  these  cases. 

The  Referees’  Salary  Act  was  signed  by 
the  President  on  June  28,  1946,  and  became 
effective  July  1,  1947,  so  I  have  lived  with 
the  new  system  during  its  entire  operation. 
The  judicial  conference  has  given  particular 
attention  to  its  operation,  and  takes  some 
satisfaction  out  of  the  fact  that  it  is  one 
segment  of  governmental  operation  in  which 
the  intake  is  greater  than  the  outgo  and  at 
the  same  time  there  has  been  an  efficient 
and  expeditious  handling  of  an  enormous 
case  load. 

The  receipts  in  the  expense  fund  in  the 
three  fiscal  years  have  exceeded  the  disburse¬ 
ments  by  $499,986. 

I  certainly  hope  that  you  may  feel  in¬ 
clined  toward  further  consideration  of  this 
item  and  that  the  sum  of  $75,400  will  be 
added  to  this  item  in  the  bill.  I  feel  that 
without  this  additional  money,  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  personnel  to  be  provided  thereby,  the 
efficiency  of  the  system  will  be  substantially 
affected.  I  know  that  neither  you,  your  com¬ 
mittees  nor  the  Congress  would  have  any  de¬ 
sire  that  such  would  be  the  result. 

Sincerely, 

Fred  M.  Vinson. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  requests  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  amendment  be 
now  considered,  being  an  amendment  on 
page  103,  in  line  11,  to  strike  out  “$960,- 
000”  and  insert  “$1,035,400.” 

Is  there  objection?  Without  objection, 
the  amendment  is  considered  and  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  amendment  which  has  just 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  two  let¬ 
ters  from  Henry  P.  Chandler,  Director  of 
the  Administrative  Office  of  the  United 
States  Courts,  be  printed  in  the  Record 
in  furtherance  of  the  amendment  just 
adopted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows : 

Administrative  Office  of  the 

United  States  Courts, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  20,  1950. 
Mr.  Thomas  J.  Scott, 

Assistant  Clerk  of  the 

Senate  Appropriations  Committee, 
United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Scott:  We  have  now  received  re¬ 
ports  from  all  of  the  district  courts  regard¬ 
ing  the  number  of  new  bankruptcy  cases 
filed  in  May  1950.  The  total  for  the  month 
is  3,256,  which  is  a  new  high  in- the  current 
trend  of  increased  filings.  It  represents  an 
increase  of  423  cases  over  the  preceding 
month,  when  2,833  cases  were  filed,  and  an 
increase  of  693  cases  as  compared  with  the 
month  of  May  1949,  when  2,563  cases  were 
filed. 

On  a  percentage  basis  the  increase  over 
April  1950  was  14.2  percent  and  over  May 
of  1949,  27  percent.  During  the  first  11 
months  of  the  fiscal  year  1949,  there  were 
23,491  cases  filed.  In  the  corresponding  pe¬ 
riod  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  30,326  cases 
were  filed,  an  increase  of  29.1  percent. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Henry  P.  Chandler. 

Administrative  Office  of  the 

United  States  Courts, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  31,  1950. 
Mr.  Thomas  J.  Scott, 

Assistant  Clerk  of  the 

Senate  Appropriations  Committee, 
United  States  Senate, 

•  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Scott:  The  reports  received  from 
the  district  courts  disclose  that  a  total  of 
2,833  bankruptcy  cases  were  filed  during  the 
month  of  April.  This  is  an  increase  of  11 
percent  over  the  filings  in  the  month  of  April 
1949,  when  2,544  cases  were  filed.  There 
were  20,928  cases  filed  in  the  first  10  months 
of  the  fiscal  year  1949.  During  the  corre¬ 
sponding  period  of  the  fiscal  year  1950,  27,059 
cases  were  filed,  an  increase  of  29.3  percent. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Henry  P.  Chandler. 

Referees  in  Bankruptcy 
Salaries  paid  from  referees’  salary  fund 
Offices  served  by  single  part-time  ref¬ 
eree  _ 109 

Offices  served  by  single  full-time  ref¬ 
eree  _ _ 88 

Offices  served  by  two  or  more  referees, 
consolidated  offices  (see  below) _  7 

Total  offices _ 154 


Consolidated  offices 


Location 

Full-time 

referees 

Part-time 

referees 

Birmingham.- . . . 

2 

Los  Angeles  (Dickson -Head) _ 

2 

Los  Angeles  (Brink-Hunt) _ 

2 

Chicago _ 1 . . . _ 

4 

Boston . . . . 

2 

1 

Detroit . 

2 

Cleveland . . . 

2 

-  Total.. . . . 

16- 

1 

Total  part-time  positions _ 110 

Total  full-time  positions _  54 


Total  part-time  positions _ 110 

Total  full-time  positions _  54 

Total  authorized  positions _ 164 

Clerical  staffs  of  referees’  offices 
Salaries  paid  from  referees’  expense  fund 

Offices  having  no  clerks  (vacancies) _  6 

Offices  having  single  part-time  clerk _  61 

Offices  having  two  part-time  clerks _ _ _ _  1 

Offices  having  single  full-time  clerk _  28 

Offices  having  one  f (ill-time  and  one 

part-time  clerk _  11 

Offices  having  two  full-time  clerks _  23 

Offices  having  three  and  four  clerks _  17 

Consolidated  offices  (see  below) _  7 

Total  offices _ 154 


Consolidated  offices 


Location 

Number 
of  referees 

Number 
of  clerks 

Birmingham..! . . 

2 

11 

Los  Angeles  (Dickson-Head) _ 

2 

10 

Los  Angeles  (Brink-Hunt) .  1 _ 

2 

10 

Chicago . 

4 

15 

Boston _ 

3 

8 

Detroit . . . 

2 

6 

Cleveland . 

2 

6 

T«tal . . . 

17 

66 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  forward  an  amendment  to  which  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee.  I  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  89,  be¬ 
tween  lines  21  and  22,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert: 

Roads  through  public  land's:  For  the  sur¬ 
vey,  construction,  reconstruction,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  main  roads  through  unappro¬ 
priated  or  unreserved  public  lands,  nontax- 
able  Indian  lands,  or  other  Federal  reserva¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  sec-* 
tion  3  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat. 
212),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June  24,  1930 
(46  Stat.  805) ,  the  sum  of  $5,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended:  Provided, 
That  such  funds  shall  be  available  for  ex¬ 
penditure  on  the  basis  of  need,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads 
upon  application  of  the  highway  depart¬ 
ments  of  the  respective  States  concerned 
and  without  regard  to  any  law  for  the  ap¬ 
portionment  of  such  funds  among  said 
States. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment 
may  be  taken  up  and  considered  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  most  re¬ 
spectfully,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  that,  as  I  understand,  this 
amendment  came  from  the  subcommit- 
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tee  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
of  which  he  and  I  were  members. 

Mr.  McC ARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  There  is  a  pub¬ 
lic  works  authorization  pending  before 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator,  before  he  goes  further,  that  the 
amendment  I  have  just  sent  forward  and 
which  has  been  read,  came  from  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  and  was  ap¬ 
proved,  to  be  offered  as  an  amendment 
to  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  is  now  addressing  the 
Chair,  and  I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen- 
tor  from  Massachusetts  and  also  to  my 
good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
that  the  history  of  this  amendment  is 
this:  The  Committtee  on  Public  Works, 
under  the  sponsorship  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr],  au¬ 
thorized  this  as  an  item  in  the  regular 
road  bill.  Later  on,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  in  an  effort  to  expe¬ 
dite  the  appropriation  of  the  money  au¬ 
thorized  under  the  regular  road  bill. 
The  only  way  it  could  be  done  was  to 
have  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  which  committee  in  turn  would 
refer  it  back  to  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations.  Inasmuch  as  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works  had  already  ap¬ 
proved  the  authorization,  the  only  thing 
this  does  is  that  instead  of  waiting,  as 
we  did  on  the  military  money  for  the 
parkway  road  between  here  and  Balti¬ 
more,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat¬ 
kins]  made  a  showing  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  that  it  possibly  has  something 
to  do  with  the  war  effort,  if  we  are  to 
have  a  war.  It  was  at  the  instance  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  made  a 
proper  showing,  and  at  the  insistence  of 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  eventually  pro¬ 
posed  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Why  does  this  have 
to  come  up  ahead  of  the  general  road 
bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  There  is  one  par¬ 
ticular  reason,  which  I  emphasize, 
namely,  that  in  the  State  of  Utah,  first 
of  all,  there  is  what  is  known  as  High¬ 
way  6,  which  is  a  highway  extending 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  The 
only  gap  in  Highway  6  that  is  not  com¬ 
pleted  is  in  the  State  of  Utah,  a  stretch 
of  about  48  miles.  It  is  essential  that 
this  gap  be  closed  now  and  the  road  con¬ 
structed,  because  Highway  40,  carrying 
the  greater  bulk  of  the  traffic,  is  about 
the  only  military  road  available  to  the 
military  establishments  around  Salt 
Lake  City  and  in  the  Utah  Valley. 
Moreover,  if  Highway  40  were  put  out 
of  business,  it  would  be  a  difficult  mat¬ 
ter  to  get  through  Utah  and  to  the  Pa¬ 
cific  coast.  So  it  is  essential  that  the 
48-mile  gap  be  completed  at  once. 

That  is  only  one.  There  are  other 
gaps  in  other  roads  in  other  States. 
For  example,  the  State  of  Oklahoma  has 
one  highway  in  which  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr]  is  interested.  My 


interest  and  the  interest  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah  is  in  the  particular  gap  in 
Highway  6  to  which  I  have  made  refer¬ 
ence.  And  if  this  is  included  in  this 
bill,  being  a  part  of  the  highway  appro¬ 
priation,  which  is  carried  in  the  pending 
bill,  work  can  be  begun  on  that  road  and 
completed  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  the  bill  con¬ 
taining  the  authorization  for  the  fiscal 
years  1952-53,  in  the  amount  of  $550,- 
000,000  for  each  year,  before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  bill  is  to  come 
from  the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  a  new 
authorization  bill.  As  I  understand,  it  is 
coming  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  and  this  additional  appropria¬ 
tion  would  add  about  $5,000,000  to  the 
present  1951  authorization,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  would  be  asked  then  to  appropriate 
that  $5,000,000,  to  be  expended  for  pub¬ 
lic  roads  this  year,  out  of  the  1951  appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  exactly  cor¬ 
rect.  The  bill  for  1952-53  also  contains 
some  $13,000,000  for  the  parkway  road. 
A  showing  was  made  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  under  the  present  circum¬ 
stances  it  was  essential  to  proceed  with 
the  parkway  road  between  here  and 
Baltimore.  It  is  connected  with  a  new 
area  outside  Fort  Meade.  It  was  done  as 
a  matter  of  military  necessity,  though 
that  was  not  the  only  reason.  For  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works  now  to  re¬ 
port  this  item  and  have  it  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  would  be 
the  only  possible  way  that  it  could  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  in  a  manner  parallel  to 
that  in  connection  with  the  parkway 
item. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Why  is  it  not  a 
question  of  including  this  item  in  an 
authorization  bill,  and  allowing  this 
amendment  to  come  in  as  a  supplemen¬ 
tal  appropriation  this  year,  and  then 
having  the  Appropriations  Committee 
consider  how  much  to  appropriate  for  it? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  that,  in  connection  with  the  bill 
on  which  we  are  now  working,  he  and  I 
were  members  of  the  subcommittee 
which  dealt  with  the  highway  appropri¬ 
ation.  That  highway  apprporiation  was 
for  the  current  year,  on  which  we  are 
now  going  forward,  1950-51.  If  we  can 
get  provision  made  for  this  item,  it  will 
come  under  a  specific  law.  Some  years 
ago  Congress  passed  a  specific  law  with 
respect  to  a  public  highway  to  run  ex¬ 
clusively  through  public  domain,  appro¬ 
priations  then  to  be  made  for  its  con¬ 
struction.  It  is  under  that  law  that  this 
appropriation  was  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works.  It  is  under 
that  law  that  we  are  offering  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  Senator  will  yield  further,  what 
bothers  me  in  connection  with  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  that  as  I  remember,  we  cut  down 
by  some  millions  of  dollars  the  appropri¬ 
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ation  for  assistance  to  the  States  which 
was  requested  by  the  Public  Roads  Com¬ 
missioner,  and  this  would  add  $5,000,000 
and  would  penalize  other  States.  Would 
it  not  penalize  other  States? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  But  it  would 
take  something  away  from  other  States, 
and  then  add  $5,000,000,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No;  the  Senator  is 
in  error.  It  does  not  penalize  other 
States  or  take  away  anything  from  them. 
It  comes  under  a  special  law  which  ap¬ 
plies  directly,  specifically,  and  exclu¬ 
sively  to  roads  running  through  public 
domain,  and  that  only. 

If  the  Senator  will  recall,  Mr.  MacDon¬ 
ald,  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  came 
before  the  committee  and  testified  that 
this  was  the  way  to  get  the  money  for 
the  gap  in  Utah  and  for  the  other  gaps 
which  exist.  On  his  testimony,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins],  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  and  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr]  took  the 
matter  to  the  Public  Works  Committee 
so  that  the  committee  might  pass  on  the 
question,  because  that  was  the  proper 
committee  to  deal  with  it.  We  want  to 
go  forward  this  year  with  this  all¬ 
essential  project  so  that  these  roads  may 
be  improved  and  put  in  condition  because 
of  the  national  situation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  more 
question? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator’s 
justification  for  this  appropriation  is 
that  it  is  not  a  part  of  the  Hayden-Cart- 
right  bill,  so-called,  but  is  a  completely 
separate  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  A  separate  law. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  And  the  Sena¬ 
tor  believes  the  appropriation  to  com¬ 
plete  the  link  should  be  made  in  full  on 
this  authorization,  which  is  a  separate 
authorization. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  and  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  for  a  moment,  I  have  be¬ 
fore  me  House  bill  7941,  a  road  bill  which 
is  on  the  calendar  and  which  will,  we 
hope,  be  considered  by  this  body  very 
soon.  Section  10  is  the  section  which 
was  sponsored  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Watkins],  and  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr],  and  which  refers 
to  this  particular  item.  Section  10  reads 
as  follows: 

Sec.  10.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the  Federal 
Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212),  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  June  24,  1930  (46  Stat.  805),  there 
is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
the  survey,  construction,  reconstruction,  and 
maintenance  of  main  roads  through  unap¬ 
propriated  or  unreserved  public  lands,  non- 
taxable  Indian  lands,  or  other  Federal  reser¬ 
vations  the  sum  of  $5,000,000  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  July  30,  1951. 

So,  Mr.  President,  all  we  are  doing  by 
this  amendment  is  to  provide  for  this 
particular  item. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  that, 
but  the  Senator  is  asking  for  $5,000,000. 
How  many  different  sections  of  road  are 
there  which  are  not  complete?  If  there 
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is  a  State  in  the  Union  in  which  I 
would  rather  see  a  road  built  than  in  the 
State  of  Nebraska,  it  is  the  State  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  or  the  State  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah.  I  understand  there 
are  some  incomplete  roads  in  Oklahoma, 
and  I  should  like  to  help  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  in  that  regard. 
What  other  units  would  be  included  in 
this  $5,000,000? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  According  to  the  in¬ 
formation  furnished  by  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads,  which  has  charge  of  the 
construction,  planning,  surveying,  and 
all  that  goes  with  the  construction  of 
roads,  the  $5,000,000  will  take  care  of 
connecting  the  roads  which  are  in  this 
particular  category. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Where  are  they  lo¬ 
cated,  other  than  in  the  States  of  Utah 
and  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  are  some  in 
Oklahoma,  in  public  parks;  there  are 
some  in  national  parks;  there  are  some 
in  Indian  lands,  and  possibly  some  in 
forests.  There  are  some  in  New  Mexico. 
There  are  probably  some  in  every  public- 
land  State  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  $5,000,000  take 
care  of  the  situation? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  what  we  have 
been  advised. 

I  wish  New  Mexico  were  as  lucky  as  is 
the  State  of  Nebraska.  Sixty-three  per¬ 
cent  of  the  entire  area  of  my  State  be¬ 
longs  to  the  Federal  Government  and  not 
to  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  That  is 
the  reason  why  the  law  was  passed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  not  quarreling 
with  the  basic  law;  but  what  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  is  doing  is  requesting 
an  appropriation  of  $5,000,000,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  one  for  the  present  fiscal  year. 
Did  the  question  ever  go  before  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  for  a  hearing? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  acquaint  the  Senate 
with  the  parliamentary  situation. 

This  amendment  was  offered  on  July 
19  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works.  It  was  supported  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez] 
on  July  28  and  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations.  The  matter 
comes  under  the  purview  of  subsection  3 
of  rule  XVI,  which  the  Chair  reads  as 
follows: 

All  amendments  to  general  appropriation 
bills  moved  by  direction  of  a  standing  or 
select  committee  of  the  Senate,  proposing  to 
increase  an  appropriation  already  contained 
in  the  bill,  or  to  add  new  items  of  appro¬ 
priation,  shall,  at  least  1  day  before  they 
are  considered,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  when  actually  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  bill  no  amendment  proposing  to 
increase  the  amount  stated  in  such  amend¬ 
ment  shall  be  received;  in  like  manner, 
amendments  proposing  new  items  of  appro¬ 
priation  to  river  and  harbor  bills,  establish¬ 
ing  post  roads,  or  proposing  new  post  roads, 
shall,  before  being  considered,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works. 

The  Chair  understands  that  this 
amendment  was  offered  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  3  of  rule  XVI  and'  has  strictly 
complied  in  all  respects  therewith. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Chair  for 
the  information,  but  I  do  not  believe  the 
Appropriations  Committee  ever  heard 


testimony  on  the  bill.  It  may  have  at  a 
time  when  I  was  not  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  invites  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  rule  requires  that  it  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  at 
least  1  day  before  consideration. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand  the  au¬ 
thorization  perfectly,  but  I  do  not  recall 
that  the  amendment  ever  came  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee  for  justi¬ 
fication.  What  we  are  doing  is  getting 
unanimous  consent,  after  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  has  been  made,  to  bring_  the  matter 
to  the  Senate  floor  and  to  appropriate 
$5,000,000  for  building  roads,  without 
consideration  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  That  is  the  point  I  am  rais¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that 
if  we  were  starting  originally  with  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  would  be  correct. 
But  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  took  the  matter 
up  with  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  I  consulted  the  Parlia¬ 
mentarian.  I  said,  “How  can  this  bill 
be  handled  for  an  appropriation?”  He 
informed  me  of  the  partliamentary 
situation  by  which,  if  the  amendment 
were  referred  to  a  standing  committee 
which  had  charge  of  the  authorization, 
the  committee  could  report  it  adversely 
or  favorably.  That  of  itself  would  take 
care  of  the  point  of  order  that  it  would 
be  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill. 
That  is  what  the  Chair  has  tried  to  ex¬ 
plain  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  no  sense  of  the 
word  is  it  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  going  to  raise  the  point  of  order. 
But  we  are  bypassing  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  by  coming  straight  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  I  think  that  is  the 
wrong  way  to  obtain  appropriations  for 
road  programs.  If  there  is  a  military 
need,  and  there  is  a  section  of  road  which 
has  to  be  constructed  in  order  to  get 
traffic  through,  if  there  is  no  other  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  who  objects,  I  shall  not 
offer  an  objection.  But  I  think  it  is  be¬ 
ing  brought  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
without  having  the  appropriation  justi¬ 
fied  in  the  committee.  Many  roads  are 
authorized  which  are  not  built.  Even 
though  they  are  authorized,  they  still 
have  to  be  justified  for  appropriation. 

I  am  not  going  to  object,  Mr.  President. 
It  seems  that  I  do  most  of  the  objecting. 
The  Senate  knows  what  it  is  doing.  It 
is  proposing  to  provide  on  the  Senate 
floor  an  appropriation  to  the  tune  of 
$5,000,000.  We  are  going  to  vote  $5,000,- 
000  worth  of  road  construction.  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  would  be  establishing  a  prece¬ 
dent.  However,  I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is  in 
error. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  it  is  the  wrong 
Way  to  legislate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  my  judgment 
the  Senator  is  in  error.  This  is  not  what 
the  Senator  claims  it  to  be.  This  item 
is  authorized  by  a  statute  which  has  been 
in  existence  for  years. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  That  Is  the  basic  law. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  the  basic 
law  in  accordance  with  which  we  are  of¬ 
fering  the  amendment  to  the  pending 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  amendment  is 
before  the  Senate.  Any  amendment  can 
be  offered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  has  not  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions. 

’  Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  has  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  committee.  These  [indi¬ 
cating]  are  the  hearings  which  were  held 
on  the  whole  chapter. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Was  there  a  hearing 
on  this  $5,000,000  item  for  roads? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  came  before  the 
Subcommittee  on  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  did  not  come  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  came  before  the 
subcommittee.  The  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  was  present  when  we  went  in¬ 
to  this  whole  matter. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
state  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
he  is  correct  in  saying  that  this  matter 
came  before  the  subcommittee.  I  was 
not  present.  He  is  correct  that  it  was 
heard  by  the  subcommittee.  However, 
I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  section  10  of  the  new 
Road  Authorization  Act,  H.  R.  7941,  Cal¬ 
endar  2048,  has  not  yet  been  considered. 
In  section  10  of  that  bill  the  following 
provision  appears; 

The  sum  of  $5,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  and  a  like  sum  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1952,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  $5,000,000 
would  not  become  effective  until  1951-52. 
The  bill  to  which  the  Senator  refers  be¬ 
comes  effective  in  1951-52. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  There  are  two 
authorizations;  one  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  and  a  like  sum  of 
$5,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1952. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  money  can¬ 
not  be  used  until  it  is  available.  This 
amendment  would  put  the  money  into 
the  pending  appropriation  bill.  After 
the  appropriation  bill  was  passed  the 
money  would  be  available. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  correct  the  record.  I  did 
not  know  this  item  had  gone  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations.  I  was  speak¬ 
ing  about  the  full  committee.  To  my 
knowledge  it  never  reached  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  wish  to 
mislead  the  Senator.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  particular  item  was  dealt 
with  by  the  full  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations.  However,  appropriations  for 
roads  came  before  the  subcommittee  on 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  we 
dealt  with  it  in  that  subcommittee. 
Then  we  reported  it  to  the  full  commit¬ 
tee  and  it  was  approved  by  the  full  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  do  not  say 
that  my  memory  is  correct,  but  I  respect¬ 
fully  suggest  that  it  did  not  go  quite 
that  far.  The  matter  was  considered  by 
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the  subcommittee,  but  was  not  approved 
by  the  subcommittee.  Therefore,  it  did 
not  come  before  the  full  committee  for 
its  consideration.  In  the  subcommittee 
we  decided  to  drop  it.  That  is  my  mem¬ 
ory  of  it.  I  do  not  say  that  I  am  correct 
about  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Again  I  do  not 
wish  to  mislead  the  Senator.  What  I 
am  trying  to  say  is  that  the  whole  sub¬ 
ject  matter  was  dealt  with  under  chap¬ 
ter  III,  and  we  dealt  with  the  whole 
subject  matter  of  road  construction  for 
the  year  1950-51.  The  matter  is  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  now.  All  we  are  trying 
to  do  now  is  to  take  that  which  has  been 
approved  by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  and  put  it  into  the  1950-51 
appropriation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill  has  not  yet  been  approved  by 
the  Senate.  It  has  been  approved  by 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  but  not 
by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  amendment  I 
have  offered  has  been  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  But  not  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  what  we  are 
trying  to  have  done  now. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  what  we  are 
trying  to  have  done. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Then  I  come 
back  to  my  original  statement.  -Assume 
that  we  cut  the  authorization  bill.  The 
bill  provides  for  $1,100,000,000  for  2 
years.  If  we  were  to  cut  that  amount 
by  half  or  by  a  quarter,  and  appropriate 
this  amount  in  full,  we  would  be  going 
ahead  faster  on  this  piece  of  road  and 
being  unfair  to  many  States,  because  the 
contributions  to  those  States  would  be 
reduced. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  does  not  affect 
the  other  States  at  all.  It  is  not  money 
which  is  distributed  among  the  States. 
It  is  money  that  goes  directly  under  a 
specific  law  to  highways  which  run 
through  public  domain  exclusively. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Supposing  Con¬ 
gress  authorized  $300,000,000 — merely  by 
way  of  using  a  figure — instead  of  $550,- 
000,000.  The  contributions  to  the  States 
would  be  cut  by  $250,000,000.  At  the 
same  time  we  would  be  going  ahead  with 
the  full  $5,000,000  on  this  piece  of  road 
in  the  State  of  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  very  much  in¬ 
terested  in  the  colloquy  on  this  particu¬ 
lar  amendment.  The  situation  in  Utah 
is  one  of  national  concern.  We  have 
only  one  highway  running  out  of  Utah 
to  the  West,  to  California  and  Nevada. 
We  have  another  one  running  almost  due 
north  and  south  to  southern  Utah,  south¬ 
ern  Nevada,  and  southern  California.  In 
and  around  Odgen,  Utah,  we  have  Hill 
Field,  army  stores,  naval  stores,  and  a 
naval  depot.  We  have  other  military 
stores  at  Tooele.  We  have  the  Geneva 
steel  plant,  which  is  just  south  of  Salt 
Lake  City.  Highway  No.  40,  which  runs 
west  into  Nevada,  is  the  only  road  which 


has  been  completed  all  the  way  through. 
That  carried  the  big  burden  during  the 
last  war,  as  a  result  of  which  it  has  been 
ripped  to  pieces.  We  are  trying  to  re¬ 
pair  it  and  put  it  back  into  condition. 
Highway  No.  6  runs  from  Provincetown, 
Mass.,  to  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  and  it  is  an 
improved  highway  all  the  way  except  for 
about  47  miles  in  western  Utah  near  the 
Nevada  border.  Nevada  has  built  a  road 
to  the  border.  It  built  an  improved 
highway  to  the  border,  and  this  47  miles 
of  road  is  unimproved.  That  road  runs 
entirely  through  public  domain,  and  it 
comes  up  under  a  hardship  situation. 
In  a  time  such  as  we  are  now  facing,  the 
road  is  an  absolute  necessity  from  the 
national  point  of  view,  not  from  the 
standpoint  of  Utah  or  for  the  sake  of 
Utah.  Utah  can  get  along  for  a  while 
longer,  if  it  must,  without  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  is  the  objection 
to  bringing  it  up  in  the  regular  road  bill? 
The  Senate  will  be  here  next  week. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  We  have  had  some 
experience  during  a  war  with  getting 
roads  built  and  getting  other  public  im¬ 
provement  taken  care  of.  The  contrac¬ 
tors  are  ready  to  do  this  piece  of  work, 
and  they  can  undertake  its  construction. 
If  it  can  be  done  now  it  can  be  done 
cheaper  than  it  could  be  done  dur¬ 
ing  an  emergency.  Now  is  the  time  to 
do  it,  if  we  can  get  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Personally,  I 
have  no  objection  to  this  appropriation 
going  through  at  this  time,  providing  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  will  accept  an 
amendment  to  the  effect  that  if  the  au¬ 
thorization  is  reduced  this  amount,  even 
though  it  would  not  come  within  the  au¬ 
thorization  bill,  being  an  exception  to 
it,  would  likewise  be  reduced  in  the  same 
proportionate  amount. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  agreeable 
to  me.  I  am  willing  to  accept  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  object  to  including  such  proper  lan¬ 
guage  within  his  amendment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  other  words,  if 
there  is  to  be  a  cut  made  all  the  way 
through  the  bill,  this  item  shall  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  same  cut. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  refer  to  the  au¬ 
thorization  in  the  road  bill. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  bill  contains  spe¬ 
cific  language  by  which  the  President  is 
directed  in  time  of  emergency,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  he  already  has  such  au¬ 
thority,  to  cut  it  as  much  as  he  wants 
to  cut  it  in  order  to  meet  the  national 
emergency. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  entirely  con¬ 
tent  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  while 
ago  I  asked  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  yield  so  that  I  might  cor¬ 
rect  the  Record,  but  after  hearing  the 
discussion  I  do  not  think  I  need  to  cor¬ 
rect  it.  I  believe  I  was  right  in  the  first 
place. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
would,  then,  offer  a  second  proviso  to 
the  Senator’s  amendment,  which,  in  sub¬ 
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stance,  would  state  that  if  the  authori¬ 
zation  contained  in  H.  R.  7941,  Calendar 
No.  2048,  is  reduced  for  the  fiscal  years 
1952  and  1953,  then  the  appropriation 
involved  in  the  pending  amendment  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  will 
be  reduced  in  the  same  percentage.’ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  accept  that,  if  the 
Senator  from  Utah  will  accept  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
willing  to  accept  that  percentage  reduc¬ 
tion  if  the  reduction  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  takes  place 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Chair  may  state  the  situation,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  has  asked  unanimous 
consent  for  the  consideration  of  this  item 
at  this  time  Is  unanimous  consent 
granted? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
going  to  ask  that  this  amendment  go  over 
until  tomorrow,  so  that  I  may  have  a 
chance  to  study  it  further. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  objects  at  this  time,  does  he? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware  objects. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself,  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  BridgesI,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  O’Mahoney],  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  at  this  time  to 
propose  an  amendment  to  chapter  XI 
of  the  pending  bill,  and  I  ask  that  it  be 
considered  now.  I  do  not  believe  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  it  whatsoever 
after  the  amendment  is  explained.  It 
has  to  do  with  the  antideficiency  provi¬ 
sion  of  section  1111  of  the  pending  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  to  the  fact  that  under 
the  agreement  entered  into  a  short  time 
ago  chapter  XI  is  now  the  subject  before 
the  Senate  for  consideration. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  and  the  reason 
why  I  suggest  this  amendment  is  that 
the  provision  which  will  be  concerned 
with  the  suggested  amendment  is  the 
important  provision  of  chapter  XI,  and 
I  thought  possibly  we  could  get  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  act  on  the  amendment 
now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
“Senator  from  New  Mexico  asks  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  section  1111,  chapter 
XI,  page  468,  be  now  considered.  Is 
there  objection? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  that  unanimous  consent  is  not 
necessary,  if  we  proceed  with  chapter  XI. 
There  is  no  committee  amendment  be¬ 
fore  the  place  suggested  for  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  first  amend¬ 
ment  which  Would  come  up  for  consid¬ 
eration  in  chapter  XI  is  on  page  468  of 
the  bill.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  Under  the 
heading  “Departments  and  agencies,” 
page  468,  line  25,  after  the  word  “obliga¬ 
tion”,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words 
“or  expenditure.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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JOINT  SENATE  AND  HOUSE  RECORDING 

Facility — conference  report 

Mr.  BYRD  obtained  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the 
Chair  ask  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
whether  his  remarks  will  take  some  lit¬ 
tle  time? 

Mr.  BYRD.  About  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
has  a  conference  report,  and  the  Chair 
had  agreed  to  reco^ize  him  to  present 
it  when  the  pending  ^question  was  dis¬ 
posed  of.  Will  the  Senator  yield  for  that 
purpose? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
grateful  to  the  Senator,  because  I  called 
the  junior  Senator  from  South,  Dakota 
[Mr.  Mundt]  away  from  his  office  while 
I  submitted  this  conference  report. 

I  submit  a  conference  report  on  the 
joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  332)  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  establishment  of  a  Joint  Sen*, 
ate  and  House  Recording  Facility,  and' 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
report  will  I'e  read  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate.  1 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report,  as 
follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  joint  reso¬ 
lution  (H.  J.  Res.  332)  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Joint  Senate  and  House 
Recording  Faculty,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

“That  (a)  there  is  hereby  established  a 
Joint  Senate  and  House  Recording  Facility 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  ‘Facility’). 

“(b)  The  Facility  shall  assist  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  in 
making  and  utilizing  disk,  film,  and  tape 
recordings,  and  shall  maintain  and  operate 
upon  request  a  supplementary  public  address 
system  for  the  convenience  of  the  Senate  and. 
the  House  (including  any  committee 
either  House  of  Congress,  and  any  joint  coi 
mittee) .  The  recording  facilities  shall  baTor 
the  convenience  of  the  Members  of  thq/Sen- 
ate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

"(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Senatyand  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  are 
hereby  authorized,  subject  to  appropriations 
made  therefor,  to  appoint  and/fix  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  a  Super  in  tenement  and  such, 
other  employees  as  are  deemed  necessary  to 
perform  the  functions  otrfhe  Facility,  and 
shall,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Rules yfend  Administration, 
and  the  House  Comi^fttee  on  House  Admin¬ 
istration  promulgate  such  regulations  as  may 
be  necessary  to  ca^ry  out  the  purpose  of  this 
joint  resolution.  The  Coordinator  and  the 
employees  of  the  Joint  Recording  Facility  of 
Congress  (appointed  pursuant  to  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Branqjn  Appropriation  Act,  1948)  shall 
continue  iji  office  until  a  Superintendent  is 
appointee"' 

“(d)  .The  Superintendent  shall,  subject  to 
regulations  promulgated  under  subsection 
(c),/et  the  price  of  all  recordings,  services, 
an<r  public  address  system  rentals,  and  shall 
collect  all  moneys  due  the  Facility.  All  pur- 
iase  orders  of  more  than  $100  shall, -before 


they  are  Issued  by  the  Superintendent,  be 
approved  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House.  The 
Superintendent  shall  maintain  detailed  rec¬ 
ords  of  all  moneys  collected,  deposited,  and 
expended,  and  shall  file  quarterly  reports 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Clerk  of  the  House.  Such  records  shall 
be  audited  annually,  or  at  such  lesser  inter¬ 
vals  as  may  be  provided  in  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  subsection  (c). 

“(e)  The  Superintendent  shall  give  bond 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  with  one  or  more 
sureties.  Such  bond  shall  be  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk 
of  the  House,  and  shall  be  in  the  penal  sum 
of  $20,000,  with  condition  for  the  faithful 
performance  of  the  functions  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  and  for  the  preservation  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  all  property  in  his  care. 

“(f)  There  is  hereby  established  within 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  a  revolving  fund  for  the  Facility. 
All  balances  of  the  Joint  Recording  Facility 
of  Congress  (established  pursuant  to  the 
Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1948) 
on  hand  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
joint  resolution,  and  all  moneys  hereafter 
received  from  any  source  by  the  Facility  es- 
,  tablished  under  subsection  (a),  shall  be  de- 
'  oosited  in  such  revolving  fund.  The  moneys  / 
l\such  revolving  fund  shall  be  available  on! 
fofyhisbursemcnt  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Ho 
for  the  care,  maintenance,  and  operation!" of 
the  Facility  (including  the  purchase,  rental, 
repair,  tmbeep,  and  insurance  of  such /equip¬ 
ment  ami  such  other  property  as /may  be 
necessary  ler  the  operation  of  th&a'acility) , 
upon  voucMws  signed  by  the  Cleric  of  the 
House  and  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  House  Aaministration; 
except  that  no\uch  moneys  shall  be  dis¬ 
bursed  for  the  p^jqnent  of*  salaries. 

“(g)  The  Clerk  af  tbp  House  is  hereby 
authorized  to  disburSe^rom  such  revolving 
fund  for  the  purchase  2k  the  recording  equip¬ 
ment  and  other  pronertywhich  is  now  being 
leased  by  the  Secretary  of  'the  Senate  and  the 
Clerk  of  the  Hous/  pursuanKto  an  agreement 
dated  August  1/T947,  such  amount  (not  less 
than  $13,000  nor  more  than  $46,000)  as  the 
Senate  Commttee  on  Rules  andSAdministra- 
tion  and  the  House  Committee  omilouse  Ad¬ 
ministration  may  determine  to  be*|air  and 
equitabk/”  \ 

And^he  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


X 


William  Benton, 

G.  M.  Gillette, 

Karl  E.  Mundt, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate , 
Mary  T.  Norton, 

Thos.  B.  Stanley, 

C.  W.  Bishop, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

PROPOSED  GRANT  OF  EMERGENCY 
POWERS  TO  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Ba¬ 
ruch  has  very  admirably  performed  a 
great  patriotic  service  in  his  testimony 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency.  In  all  of  his  distin¬ 
guished  career,  he  has  never  received  a 
greater  tribute  than  the  national  re¬ 
sponse  to  his  plan  for  mobilization  of 
our  industrial  economy. 

I  am  inherently  opposed  to  unneces¬ 
sary  governmental  regimentation,  which, 
if  incompetently  administered  over  a 
long  period,  can  do  much  to  destroy  our 
system  of  free  enterprise.  I  have,  how¬ 
ever,  reached  the  conclusion  that  I  will 


support  stand-by  powers  to  be  given  to 
the  President,  especially  for  such  con¬ 
trols  as  will  prevent  disastrous  inflation 
and  prepare  this  Nation  for  the  .Worst 
that  may  follow  the  crisis  in  Korea. 
This  means  I  will  support  such  legisla¬ 
tion  to  be  made  effective  upon  procla¬ 
mation  of  the  President. 

I  do  so,  however,  with  an  amendment, 
which  I  am  offering  today  to  the  pending 
legislation,  providing  that  such  powers 
as  are  given  to  the  President  will  expire 
on  July  1,  1951.  I  offer  this  amendment 
because  I  do  not  Relieve  such  vast  pow¬ 
ers  should  be  conferred  on  any  Execu¬ 
tive  for  an  indefinite  period  without  spe¬ 
cific  review  Jjy  Congress.  Without  an 
expiration  d£te,  the  President  could  veto 
repeal  legislation.  It  would  then  re¬ 
quire  a  two-thirds  vote  in  each  House 
to  overfiome  such  a  veto. 

It  US  by  such  all-inclusive  powers  given 
in  time  of  emergency  that  democracies 
arC  destroyed  if  the  powers  extend  be¬ 
yond  the  period  of  the  actual  emergency. 
If  an  expiration  date  is  provided  in  the 
legislation,  it  gives  Congress  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  prior  to  the  expiration  date  to 
reconsider  the  situation  in  the  light  of 
developments  and  determine  whether  the 
powers  should  be  renewed  or  discon¬ 
tinued. 

Let  us  not  fool  ourselves  about  this 
grant  of  power.  If  adopted,  it  will,  vest 
in  the  hands  of  the  President  powers 
more  vast  than  any  President  ever  had 
without  a  declaration  of  war.  Under 
these  powers  the  President  can  virtually 
take  control  of  the  domestic  economy  of 
our  Nation  and  be  an  economic  dictator. 

One  other  exception  I  want  to  make 
is  that  if  prices  are  fixed  wages  likewise 
should  be  fixed.  All  of  us  recall  that  in 
the  last  war  prices  were  fixed  without, 
adequate  wage  control.  Wages  consti¬ 
tute  80  or  90  percent  of  the  cost  of  most 
articles,  and  there  must  be  adequate 
wage  control  if  prices  of  products — in¬ 
dustrial  and  agricultural — are  to  be 
controlled. 

We  are  forced  to  proper  controls  now 
because  blunders  have  precipitated  this 
Nation  into  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
situations  ever  to  confront  us.  Today  we 
are  fighting  an  undeclared  war  in  Korea 
beb^use  the  South  Koreans,  who  were 
armed  by  us  and  trained  by  our  officers, 
were  Enable  to  repel  the  North  Korean 
invasion^  The  same  kind  of  undeclared 
war  can\ccur  in  other  places  through¬ 
out  the  woWd  where  we  have  undertaken 
to  arm  and  hjain  other  nations  who  may 
or  may  not  'fight  when  D-day  comes. 
Russia  could  stSo;t  these  undeclared  wars 
in  various  parts\of  the  world  without 
firing  a  Russian  gun  or  losing  a  Russian 
solder,  compelling  u\  under  the  Truman 
doctrine,  to  send  troops,  with  the  result 
that  we  may  be  engaged  in  many  con¬ 
flicts  of  such  a  character  thousands  of 
miles  apart.  It  is  tragic  to.  contemplate 
the  results  of  such  side-line^  wars. 

To  point  out  the  utter  stupidity  and 
the  unbelievable  ineptitude  of  oiir  actions 
with  respect  to  the  Korean  conflict,  i 
cite  these  instances: 

On  June  13,  1950,  just  2  weeks  before 
the  invasion  of  South  Korea,  Mr.  William 
C.  Foster,  Deputy  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration, 
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testified  before  the  Senate  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  and  said: 

\I  am  happy  to  tell  the  Appropriations 
Committee  that,  in  my  judgment,  the  trend 
of  dyents  in  South  Korea  is  more  favorable 
than  Sit  has  been  at  any  time  since  the 
liberation  of  that  country  in  1945.  The  rea¬ 
sons  fortuptimism  are  military,  political,  and 
economic.  \It  is  my  considered  opinion  that 
in  the  face\of  great  difficulty  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  ^public  of  Korea  is  now  steadily 
gaining  strength  in  each  of  these  three  sec¬ 
tors.  (1)  A  rigorous  training  program  has 
built  up  a  well-disciplined  army  of  100,000 
soldiers,  one  that  ni  prepared  to  meet  any 
challenge  by  North  Korean  forces,  and  one 
that  has  cleaned  out  guerrilla  bands  in 
South  Korea  in  one  aresNafter  another. 

Twelve  days  later  the^North  Koreans 
invaded  South  Korea  and,\hth  virtually 
no  effort  or  resistance,  captWed  a  large 
part  of  the  country.  Had  N?e  South 
Koreans,  who,  Mr.  Poster  saict,  had  a 
well-disciplined  army  of  100,000  Soldiers 
prepared  to  meet  any  challenge  by  North 
Korean  forces,  courageously  resisted,  our 
reinforcements  would  have  been  spared 
the  tremendous  casualties  which  have< 
resulted  from  lack  of  time  to  prepare  an 
expeditionary  force. 

At  the  proper  time  it  will  be,  appro¬ 
priate  for  Congress  to  investigate  upon 
what  grounds  Mr.  Foster,  the  Deputy 
Administrator  of  the  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  Administration,  made  this  state¬ 
ment,  and  why  the  South  Koreans  in 
the  first  days  of  the  invasion  failed  to 
resist. 

I  call  attention  further  to  the  fact  that 
since  the  American  occupation  forces 
were  taken  from  Korea,  there  has  been 
a  substantial  military  mission  there  to 
train  the  South  Korean  army. 

Still  further,  Gen.  William  L.  Roberts, 
head  of  the  United  States  Military  Com¬ 
mission  to  Korea,  told  a  news  conference 
a  few  'flays  ago  that  the  South  Koreans 
were  not  adequately  armed  because  our 
leaders  feared  they  would  attack  North 
Korea  and  thereby  embarrass  the  United 
States.  He  said : 

The  South  Koreans  believed  the  best 
method  was  to  attack.  To  prevent  them 
from  attacking  we  gave  them  no  combat 
air  force,  no  tanks,  and  no  heavy  artillery/ 

So  we  have  two  American  leaders,  orie*. 
Mr.  Foster,  who  said  the  South  Korean 
army  was  well  trainedCfend  equipped  and 
prepared  to  meet  any  challenge ;  the 
other,  the  head  of  the  United  States  Mili¬ 
tary  Commission,  who  said  America  did 
not  adequately  equip  the  South  Koreans 
because  they  might  atta/k  the  North 
Koreans.  jf 

It  is  just  such  contradictions  and  in¬ 
competence  as  this  ,^at  have  precipi¬ 
tated  a  crisis  of  greaf  magnitude.  In  due 
time  those  responsible  will  be  held  ac¬ 
countable  by  the  verdict  of  American 
public  opinioiy  What  we  have  done  in 
Korea  is  to  dfinonstrate  the  ineffective¬ 
ness  of  thawart  of  the  Truman  doctrine 
in  the  projection  of  small  or  isolated  na¬ 
tions  byrarming  those  who  are  not  pre¬ 
pared  jot  willing  to  fight  when  the  issue 
comes,  and  thereby  accepting  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  a  commitment 
to  fight  such  wars  wherever  and  when¬ 
ever  they  may  occur.  I  repeat,  a  dozen 


sideline  wars  may  occur  without  Russia 
showing  her  hand. 

Since  the  end  of  World  War  II  we  have 
spent  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in 
South  Korea  for  relief,  occupation  and 
military  training.  In  addition  we  have 
transferred  great  quantities  of  military 
equipment,  which  has  not  been  eval¬ 
uated.  The  war  that  Russia  is  conduct¬ 
ing  against  America  is  a  war  of  economic 
attrition.  We  have  walked  into  her  trap. 
We  have  committed  ourselves  to  be  in¬ 
volved  in  civil  wars  throughout  the  world 
and  to  exhaust  our  resources,  regiment 
and  tax  our  people  while  Russia  can,  and 
I  believe  will,  remain  on  the  outside. 

The  free-enterprise  system  cannot 
long  operate  under  drastic  police  con¬ 
trols  inefficiently  administered.  A  de¬ 
mocracy  cannot  remain  on  a  war  basis 
for  a  long  period  of  time  and  still  pre¬ 
serve  the  stimuli  of  free  enterprise  and 
fiscal  solvency. 

But  today  we  are  faced  with  facts.  We 
have  been  driven  into  a  situation  in 
Korea  from  which  we  must  not  retreat, 
but  in  all  prudence  we  must  consider  the* 
possibility,  if  not  the  probability,  th#fc 
similar  wars  will  be  started  elsewhere. 

tt  is  for  these  compelling  reasons  that 
I  wifi  vote  for  the  Baruch  proposes  for 
stand-by  power  to  the  President^Timited 
to  July-1,  1951.  This  does  not  mean,  of 
course,  that  Congress  cannot ^new  these 
powers,  but  such  dictatorial  economic 
power  over  fefle  lives  of  our  /itizens  should 
be  subject  to  review  by  Congress  at  stated 
periods.  \  / 

We  are  in  anothe^’ emergency  which 
is  developing  some  jjtf  the  aspects  of  hys¬ 
teria,  and  we  heapmiuch  about  huge  new 
taxes,  about  all^ut  regimentation,  huge 
additional  expenditures,  but  we  hear  lit¬ 
tle  about  a/ reduction  in  nondefense 
spending.  -'Reduction  of  nondefense 
spending  Should  be  placed  No.  1  on  our 
mobilizq/ion  program.  Financial  pre¬ 
paredness  is  the  source  of  all  prepared¬ 
ness/ 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  amendment, 
torlie  on  the  table  and  to  be  considered 
.when  the  proposed  legislation  comes  be- 
/fore  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and 

■  He  ort  -table.""'  1 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  requested 
unanimous  consent  to  take  up  at  this 
time  for  immediate  consideration  an 
amendment  to  section  1111  on  page  468 
of  the  bill.  Is  there  objection?  The 
1  Chair  hears  none.  Will  the  Senator  offer 
his  amendment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill]  ,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  [Mr.  O’Mahoney]  and  myself  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  ask  to  have 
stated 

The’  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 


The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  473,  after 
line  23,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

(5)  grants  to  the  States  under  title  I,  IV, 
or  X  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  or  under  any 
other  public  assistance  title  in  such  act. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  make  definite  and  certain,  in 
a  way  which  I  think  the  House  language 
perhaps  does  not,  that  the  Federal  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  Stains  for  old-age  as¬ 
sistance,  for  the  blind,  and  for  dependent 
children,  will  not  be  subject  to  any  find¬ 
ing  or  determination  or  any  action  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
but  that  such  contributions,  being  fixed 
specifically  by  statute,  by  statutory  for¬ 
mulas,  will  be  paid  to  the  States  in  the 
future  just  as  they  have  been  paid  in  the 
past. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  substance 
the  amendment  provides  that  where  Fed¬ 
eral  statutes  guarantee  that  the  Federal 
Government  will  match  certain  funds  for 
old-age  assistance,  and  matters  of  that 
character,  such  as  mothers’  aid,  and 
health  matters,  the  antideficiency  pro¬ 
vision  shall  not  apply? 

Mr.  HILL.  No ;  it  simply  applies  to  the 
three  categories,  of  old-age  assistance, 
dependent  children,  and  the  blind.  But 
it  says  where  there  is  a  statutory  com¬ 
mitment  to  the  States,  where  the 
amounts  are  fixed  and  determined  by 
statutory  formulas,  such  commitments 
will  be  met,  and  shall  not  be  subject  to 
any  finding  or  any  determination  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mi’.  President, 
will  the  Senator  again  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  one  who  was 
on  the  other  end  of  the  stick  for  some 
time  in  the  capacity  of  Governor,  and 
because  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  appropriations,  not  always  knowing 
what  we  should  do  in  the  States,  I  should 
say  that  I  certainly  approve  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKel- 
lar], 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  and 
to  taking  it  to  conference.  I  have  not 
gone  into  it  yet,  and  will  have  to  go  into 
it  and  see  what  it  would  do,  but  I  shall 
be  glad  to  study  it.  The  amendment  is 
certainly  very  praiseworthy  in  its  pur¬ 
pose.  It  seems  to  me  at  first  blush  it 
should  be  adopted.  But  before  finally 
agreeing  to  it,  I  should  like  to  look  at  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez]  for  himself  and 
other  Senators  on  page  473,  after  line  23. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
next  amendment  of  the  committee  will 
be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Chapter  XI — General  provi- 
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sions,”  on  page  469,  line  13,  after  the 
word  “in”,  to  strike  out  “requirements”, 
and  insert  “requirements  or”;  and  in 
line  14,  after  the  word  “operations”,  to 
strike  out  the  comma  and  “or  other  de¬ 
velopments.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
473,  line  7,  after  “(f)”,  to  insert  “(1)”; 
and  in  line  9,  after  the  word  “apportion¬ 
ments”,  to  insert  “trust  funds  and  work¬ 
ing  funds  expenditures  from  which  have 
no  significant  effect  on  the  financial 
operations  of  the  Government,  working 
capital  and  revolving  funds  established 
for  intra-governmental  operations.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

473,  after  line  23,  to  strike  out: 

(5)  contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate  or 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
whether  the  figure  “(5)  ”  in  line  24  should 
not  be  included  in  order  to  cover  his 
amendment.  That  is  on  page  473. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  fig¬ 
ure  “(5)”  is  included  in  the  amendment 
adopted  a  few  minutes  ago. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes;  it  is  included  in  that 
amendment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  474,  t'o  insert: 

(2)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  appropriations  to 
the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  or  to 
any  Member,  committee,  Office  (including 
the  office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol) , 
officer,  or  employee  thereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

474,  line  15,  after  the  word  “any”,  to 
strike  out  “other”;  in  line  17,  after  the 
word  “obligations”,  to  insert  “or  ex¬ 
penditures”;  and  in  line  21,  after  the 
word  “obligation”,  to  insert  “or  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  any  expenditure.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

474,  line  24,  after  the  word  “obligation”, 
to  insert  “or  make  any  expenditure.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 

475,  line  23,  after  the  word  “act”,  to  in¬ 
sert  “including  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia”;  and  on  page  476, 
line  1,  after  the  word  “on”,  to  strike  out 
“December  31,  1950”  and  insert  “June 
30,  1951.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand  we  are  now  considering  section 
1112,  beginning  on  page  475. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct.  We  have  just  adopted  a  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  at  the  top  of  page 
476  in  that  section. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
at  the  desk  an  amendment  to  that  sec¬ 
tion,  and  I  offer  it  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani¬ 
mous  consent  is  required  in  order  to  have 
the  amendment  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  offer  the 


amendment  for  consideration  at  this 
time. 

This  section  deals  with  annual  leave, 
and  places  a  limitation  on  the  amount  of 
leave  which  can  be  accumulated.  My 
amendment  will  take  care  of  paying  for 
annual  leave  when  a  civilian  employee  of 
the  Government  goes  into  the  armed 
services. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  amendment? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  let  me  say 
that  I  have  not  had  time  to  go  over  the 
amendment.  However,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
let  it  go  into  the  bill  at  this  time,  and 
very  carefully  examine  it  and  consider 
it  in  conference. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  may  say  that  I  have 
taken  up  the  amendment  with  the  staff 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee.  I  am 
very  sorry  that  I  did  not  have  the  idea 
at  the  time  when  this  section  was  being 
considered  by  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  However,  at  that  time  the  Ko¬ 
rean  situation  had  not  developed. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  now  present  hear  the  amend¬ 
ment  stated,  if  that  may  be  done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  475,  in 
line  25,  before  the  word  “officer”,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  “civilian.” 

On  page  476,  before  the  period  in  line 
4,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  colon  and  the 
following:  “And  provided  further.  That 
this  section  shall  not  apply  with  respect 
to  the  payment  of  compensation  for  ac¬ 
cumulated  annual  leave  in  the  case  of 
officers  or  employees  who  leave  their 
civilian  positions  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
tering  upon  active  military  or  naval  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States.” 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  briefly  explain  the  purpose 
of  the  amendment  and  what  is  intended 
to  be  accomplished  by  it? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
section  as  reported  by  the  committee 
limits  the  amount  of  annual  leave  which 
can  be  accumulated.  If  a  civilian  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  Government  leaves  that 
service  to  enter  the  armed  services,  then, 
as  I  would  have  the  section  written,  it 
would  allow  such  a  civilian  employee  to 
be  paid,  before  he  enters  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices,  for  the  amount  of  leave  he  has  ac¬ 
cumulated. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  would  be  done 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  would  not  be 
able  to  take  the  leave.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct.  The 
amendment  would  give  such  employee 
the  money  before  he  enters  the  armed 
services. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  would  be  the 
cost  of  putting  the  amendment  into  ef¬ 
fect? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  do  not  know,  and  I 
do  not  think  anyone  can  tell,  because  I 
do  not  believe  anyone  can  say  how  many 
civilian  employees  of  the  Government 
will  enter  the  armed  services.  However, 
I  know  that  if  a  person  enters  any 
branch  of  the  armed  services,  he  has 


many  extra  financial  obligations.  If  he 
enters  the  armed  services,  he  will  not 
have  time  in  which  to  take  annual  leave. 

I  know  such  a  person  would  like  to 
leave  a  little  money  at  home,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Government  wants  to  pay 
him  in  cash  for  leave  he  cannot  take 
under  such  circumstances. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  v 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  if  he  has  considered  whether  the 
language  used  in  his  amendment  would 
permit  a  civilian  employee  simply  to  fail 
to  take  his  leave  during  the  period  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  amendment — that  is  to  say, 
up  to  the  middle  of  next  year,  and  per¬ 
haps  go  into  the  next  year,  as  well — and 
then  at  the  time  when  he  entered  the 
armed  services,  he  purged  of  any  obliga¬ 
tion  which  would  rest  upon  others. 

It  seems  to  me  the  language  of  the 
amendment  is  broad  enough  to  permit 
that  to  be  done.  I  shall  not  object  to  the 
amendment,  but  I  hope  it  will  be  care¬ 
fully  considered  in  conference,  and  I 
hope  there  is  included  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  language  which  will  effectuate  the 
purpose  as  outlined  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  that  we  shall  carefully  consider 
it  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  is  not  to  give  the  privilege  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  mentioned,  but 
only  to  permit  the  payment  of  accumu¬ 
lated  leave  in  case  such  a  person  joins 
the  armed  services  at  any  time  between 
now  and  June  30,.  1951. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  amount  of  accumulated  leave 
which  such  a  person  might  have? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Whatever  is  now  pro¬ 
vided  under  Federal  law  in  that  respect. 
I  believe  it  is  either  60  or  90  days. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  amendment  is  a  worthy  one.  I 
think  accumulated  leave  should  be  paid 
for  under  such  circumstances.  I  think  a 
person  in  that  situation  will  need  the 
money. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  from 
South  Dakota? 

Without  objectioa,  the  amendment  is 
considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
476,  after  line  20,  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  1114.  No  part  of  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
compensation  of  any  incumbent  appointed 
to  any  civil  office  or  position  under  the 
United  States  Government  which  may  be¬ 
come  vacant  during  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
pn  July  1,  1950:  Provided,  That  this  inhibi¬ 
tion  shall  not  apply — 

(a)  to  not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  all  such 
vacancies  in  any  agency  caused  by  separa¬ 
tion  from  such  agency, 

(b)  to  positions  filled  from  within  the 
agency, 

(c)  to  offices  or  positions  required  by  law 
to  be  filled  by  appointment  of  the  President 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate, 

(d)  to  scientific  and  technical  positions  in 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  and  the 
Armed  Services, 
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(e)  to  nurses,  doctors,  or  other  medical 
personnel,  Including  orderlies,  In  the  Public 
Health  Service  and  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration, 

(f)  to  law  enforcement  officers, 

(g)  to  temporary,  emergency,  seasonal,  or 
cooperative  positions, 

(h)  to  commissioned,  commissioned  war¬ 
rant,  warrant,  and  enlisted  personnel,  and 
cadets  of  the  Coast  Guard,  and  the  under¬ 
graduates  of  the  United  States  Military  and 
Naval  Academies,  or 

(i)  to  any  agency  in  the  legislative  or  ju¬ 
dicial  branches  of  the  Government,  or  the 
municipal  government  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  there  is  at 
the  desk  an  amendment  which  I  should 
like  to  call  up  for  consideration.  The 
amendment  is  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  for 
himself  and  35  other  Senators.  I  wish 
to  call  it  up  at  this  time,  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  modification:  At  the  bottom  of 
the  first  page,  instead  of  the  words  “in 
lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  strick¬ 
en  out  on  pages  444,  445,  and  446,”  in¬ 
sert  “in  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  on  pages  476  and  477.” 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  the  Senator’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  this  is  not  the  prop¬ 
er  time  to  take  up  that  amendment,  at 
this  point  in  the  bill.  That  amendment 
comes  in  chapter  X. 

Mr.  BYRD.  However,  I  am  offering' 
it  to  this  section. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  offered  the 
amendment  heretofore  prepared  to 
chapter  X  of  the  bill;  and  it  is  now  of¬ 
fered  as  an  amendment  to  section  1114, 
beginning  on  page  476. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  certain 
technical  changes  will  be  necessary  in 
order  to  change  the  chapter  numbers 
appearing  on  pages  2,  3,  and  4  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
does  this  amendment  take  the  place  of 
the  committee  amendment  on  page  477? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  takes  the  place  of  the 
part  of  it  which  would  be  stricken  out 
by  the  committee  amendment  on  pages 
476  and  477. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  is  offered  to  take  the  place 
of  the  committee  amendment  which  is 
designed  to  strike  out  section  1114  a§.  it 
appears  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  other  words,  it 
amends  that  committee  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly;  and  it  does 
so  by  including  the  language  which  is 
proposed  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  in  order,  I  am  sure.  Al¬ 
though  it  contains  legislation,  yet  it 
amends  a  provision  which  contains  leg¬ 
islation,  that  provision  having  been 
placed  in  the  bill  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives. 

I  should  like  to  have  a  ruling  by  the 
Chair  as  to  whether  or  not  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  in  order.  I  am  advised  by  the 
Parliamentarian  that  the  House  provi¬ 
sion,  which  is  thus  proposed  to  be 
stricken,  is  legislation,  and  likewise  this 
amendment  contains  legislation. 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  of 
course,  this  amendment  will  take  some 
time  to  dispose  of.  It  was  not  known 
that  it  would  be  offered  today.  I  think 
the  amendment  should  go  over. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  no  objection 
to  having  the  amendment  go  over  until 
tomorrow  and  be  considered  then.  But 
I  think  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  should 
be  made  now. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  do  not  know 
about  that,  Mr.  President.  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  study  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  may  wish  to  offer  a  point  of 
order.  So  I  think  the  ruling  on  the 
amendment  should  go  over  until  tomor¬ 
row.  I  do  not  propose  that  it  be  ruled 
upon  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  Chair  calls  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  he  is  one  of  the 
sponsors  of  this  amendment,  as  origi¬ 
nally  offered;  and  he  would  prefer  to 
have  the  ruling  on  it  made  by  the  Vice 
President. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.  As  I  understand,  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  is  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  amendment  has  been  offered, 
and  the  amendment  will  come  up  at  such 
time  as  the  Senator  may  request  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  adopted  today,  when 
will  this  amendment  come  up? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  just  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  will  come  up  immediately 
after  the  disposal  of  the  so-called  Mc- 
Carran  amendment,  relating  to  aid  to 
Spain. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  This  afternoon  I 
asked  that  very  question.  The  majority 
leader  stated  that  he  intended  to  finish 
the  ECA  chapter,  not  only  to  vote  on 
the  McCarran  amendment,  but  also  to 
vote  on  the  entire  chapter,  before  re¬ 
turning  to  the  pending  chapter.  It  so 
happens  that  the  point  of  order  which 
has  been  raised  is  the  pending  question. 
But  certainly  it  would  be  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  request  of  the  majority 
leader,  before  we  entered  into  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement,  that  the  chap¬ 
ter  on  ECA,  including  the  McCarran 
amendment,  would  be  completed  before 
we  returned  to  the  pending  chapter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that,  under  the  new 
unanimous-consent  agreement  entered 
into  today,  after  the  disposal  of  the  Mc¬ 
Carran  amendment,  the  Senate  will  then 
immediately  dispose  of  chapter  X-B, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  according  to 
the  understanding  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  who  also  understands  that  the 
Senate  will  thereafter  return  to  the 
chapter  now  pending. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  After 
which  time  the  amendment  just  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  would  be¬ 
come  the  order  of  the  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly.  So  as  I 
understand  the  statement  of  the  present 
occupant  of  the  Chair,  what  he  said  a 
moment  ago  was  correct,  except  that  the 
complete  chapter  on  ECA  would  be  voted 
on,  as  amended,  and  the  Senate  would 
then  return  to  the  point  where  it  leaves 
off  tonight. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
is  correct. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  was  not 
what  the  Chair  stated.  The  Chair  stated 
that  we  would  return  to  chapter  X-B, 
after  completing  the  chapter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  X-B  is 
the  chapter  on  ECA,  the  Chair  will  state 
to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Is  it  not  chapter 
X-A? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No;  it  is 
X-B. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Has  not  chapter 
X-A  been  disposed  of? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Chapter 
X-A  has  gone  over  for  later  considera¬ 
tion.  The  Chair  feels  it  is  only  fair  to 
state  that  his  understanding  is  that  the 
McCarran  amendment  will  be  voted  on 
first,  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  entered  into  this  afternoon, 
which  is  a  modification  of  the  earlier 
unanimous-consent  agreement;  that, 
following  that,  the  entire  section,  chap¬ 
ter  X-B,  which  deals  with  ECA  and  al¬ 
lied  subjects,  will  be  disposed  of,  and 
that,  thereafter,  the  pending  question 
will  be  on  the  proposal  made  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  to  amend  section  1114 
of  chapter  XI  of  the  bill. 

**•'*-' 

MENT 

Mr.  President,  f 
imendment  to  the 
should  like  to  call 
e  Korean  Exc^ss- 
lent.  The  pmfoose 
;h  I  am  now , -offer - 
jovernmentybf  the 
it  goes  on  fire  very 
upon  which  it  has 
3  aggressive  actions 
n  Korea.  I  do  not 
time  ptf  the  Senate 
ment/  I  ask  unani- 
cop^of  the  amend- 
a  copy  of  the  state- 
leasing  to  the  press 
^printed  at  length 

ni  me  rtEcoKD.  jf 

The  PRESIDING^.  OFFICER.  The 
Amendment  will  fie  deceived,  printed, 
and  referred  to  ,fire  Cdprmittee  on  Fi¬ 
nance;  and,  Without  Objection,  the 
amendment  afid  statement  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record.  \ 

The  amendment  and  statement  are 
as  follows :  r  \ 

At  the  eiid  of  the  bill  add  thekfol  lowing 
new  title  -J  \ 

“Title  VII — Excess-Profits  TAx 
“Sec.  701.  Reapplication  of  excess-profits  tax. 

?  “(a)  Reapplication:  Section  122  (a)  of  the 

|  Revenue  Act  of  1945  is  hereby  amended  to 
i-  read  as  follows: 

‘‘■‘(a)  In  general:  The  provisions  of  sub- 
|  chapter  E  of  chapter  2  shall  not  apply  to  ails' 
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taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31, 

1945,  and  ending  prior  to  January  1,  1950. 
The  provisions  of  part  III  of  such  subchapter 
shall  ■  not  apply  to  any  taxable  year  begin¬ 
ning  after  December  31,  1945.' 

“(b)  'Rate  of  tax:  Section  710  (a)  (1)  (A) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“'(A)  Sixty  five  percent  of  such  part  of 
the  adjusted  excess  profits  net  income  as  ex. 
ceds  75  percent  t;ut  is  less  than  90  percent  of 
the  excess  profits  credit  determined  under 
section  712,  plus  \ 

“  ‘Seventy-five  percent  of  such  part  of  the 
adjusted  excess  profit^qiet  income  as  exceeds 
90  percent-  but  is  less  than  100  percent  of  the 
excess  profits  credit  determined  under  sec¬ 
tion  712,  plus. 

“  ‘Ninety  percent  of  such^part  of  the  ad¬ 
justed  excess  profits  net  incotpe  as  exceeds 
100  percent  but  is  less  than  125  percent  of 
the  excess  profits  credit  determined  under 
section  712,  plus  V 

“  ‘One  hundred  percent  of  the  adjured  ex¬ 
cess  profits  net  income  as  exceeds  125  percent 
of  the  excess  profits  credit  determined 
section  712;  or.’ 

"(c)  Exemption:  Section  710  (b)  (1) 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  hereby ' 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“‘(1)  Specific  Exemption. — A  specific  ex¬ 
emption  of  $25,000.’ 

“(d)  Excess  profits  credit:  Subsections 
(a)  and  (b)  of  section  712  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  (relating  to  allowance  of  ex- 
ces  profits  credit)  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(a)  Domestic  Corporations. — In  the  case 
of  a  domestic  corporation  which  was  in  ex¬ 
istence  before  January  1,  1950,  the  excess 
profits  credit  for  any  taxable  year  shall  be 
computed  under  section  713  or  section  714, 
whichever  amount  results  in  the  lesser  tax 
under  this  subchapter  for  the  taxable  year 
for  which  the  tax  under  this  subchapter  is 
being  computed.  In  the  case  of  all  other 
domestic  corporations,  the  excess  profits 
credit  for  any  taxable  year  shall  be  an 
amount  computed  under  section  714. 

‘“(b)  Foreign  corporations:  In  the  case 
of  a  foreign  corporation  engaged  in  trade  or 
business  within  the  United  States,  the  first 
taxable  year  of  which  under  this  subchapter 
begins  on  any  date  in  1950,  which  was  in 
existence  on  the  day  36  months  prior  to 
such  date  and  which  at  any  time  during 
each  of  the  taxable  years  in  such  36  months 
was  engaged  in  trade  or  business  within  the 
United  States,  the  excess-profits  credit  for 
any  taxable  year  shall  be  an  amount  com¬ 
puted  under  section  713  or  section  714^ 
whichever  amount  results  in  the  lesser  ta 
under  this  subchapter  for  the  taxable  tear 
for  which  the  tax  under  this  subchapter  is 
being  computed.  In  the  case  of  alUcther 
foreign  corporations  the  excess-profite'credit 
for  any  taxable  year  shall  be  an  amount  com¬ 
puted  under  section  714.’ 

“(e)  Definition  of  unused  excess-profits 
credit:  Section  710  (c)  (2)  ofrthe  Internal 
Revenue  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  last  two  sentences  thereof  and 
by  inserting  in  lieu  the^rof  the  following: 
‘For  the  purposes  of  t bje  determination  of 
the  taxes  imposed  by/this  subchapter  for 
taxable  years  beginning  before  January  1, 

1946,  there  shall  be^o  unused  excess-profits 
credit  for  a  taxable  year  beginning  after 
December  31,  te46.  The  unused  excess- 
profits  credit  ffir  a  taxable  year  beginning 
in  1946  and  .  ending  in  1947  shall  be  an 
amount  whidh  is  such  part  of  the  unused 
excess-profits  credit  determined  under  the 
preceding  provisions  of  this  paragraph  as 
the  nujnber  of  days  in  such  taxable  year 
prior  Jto  January  1,  1947,  is  of  the  total 
number  of  days  in  such  taxable  year.  For 
the''  purposes  of  the  determination  of  the 
taxes  imposed  by  this  subchapter  for  tax¬ 
able  years  ending  after  December  31,  1949, 


there  shall  be  no  unused  excess-profits  credit 
for  a  taxable  year  ending  before  July  1,  1950, 
The  unused  excess-profits  credit  for  a  tax¬ 
able  year  beginning  in  1949  or  1950  and 
ending  after  June  30,  1950,  shall  be  an 
amount  which  is  such  part  of  the  unused 
excess-profits  credit  determined  under  the 
preceding  provisions  of  this  paragraph  as  the 
number  of  days  in  such  taxable  year  after 
June  30,  1950,  is  of  the  total  number  of 
days  in  such  taxable  year.’ 

“(f)  No  carry-back  to  1946,  1947,  1948,  or 
1949:  Section  710  (c)  of  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para¬ 
graph: 

“'‘(5)  No  carry-back  to  1946,  1947,  1948, 
or  1949:  For  purposes  of  the  determination 
of  the  taxes  imposed  by  this  subchapter  for 
taxable  years  ending  after  December  31,  1949, 
the  term  “preceding  taxable  year”  and  the 
term  “preceding  taxable  years,”  as  used  in 
this  subsection,  do  not  include  any  taxable 
year  ending  prior  to  January  1,  1950.’ 

“'(g)  Amount  of  excess  profit  credit:  Sec¬ 
tion  713  (a)  (relating  to  the  amount  of  ex¬ 
cess  profits  credit)  is  amended  by  striking 
out  ‘95  percent’  wherever  it  appears  therein 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “75  percent.” 

“(h)  Definition  of  ‘base  period’:  Section 
J13  (b)  (1)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“(1)  Definition:  As  used  in  this  sectim* 
base  period” — 

the  corporation  was  in  existence 
durin^the  whole  of  the  36  months  preceding 
the  beginning  of  its  first  taxable  year  under 
this  subbhapter  after  December  fit,  1949, 
means  the^ceriod  commencing  wfin  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  Rjs  first  taxable  yea f  beginning 
after  December  31,  1946,  and.-Cnding  with 
the  close  of  itsalast  taxable  ^year  beginning 
before  January  1M949;  and 
“‘(B)  In  the  case  of  a  ^brporation  which 
was  in  existence  during  only  part  of  the 
36  months  preceding’jpie  beginning  of  its 
first  taxable  year  undef  this  subchapter  after 
December  31,  1949,  rfifeanstoe  36  months  pre¬ 
ceding  the  beginning  of  its^rst  taxable  year 
under  this  subci^Tpter.’ 

“(i)  Taxable  years  beginnitkg  in  1949  or 
1950  and  ending  prior  to  Jufte  30,  1951 : 
Section  710  («C)  is  amended  by  acfliing  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

‘“(8)  jfaxable  years  beginning  bq  1919 
and  ending  in  1950:  In  the  case  of  a  taxable 
year  beginning  in  1949  and  ending  in  R350, 
the  tefic  shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  that  ] 
tlovr  of  a  tentative  tax,  computed  as  if  t£ 
lank  applicable  to  taxable  years  beginning^ 
ter  December  31,  1949,  were  applicable  to 
such  taxable  year,  which  the  number  of  days 
in  such  taxable  year  after  June  30,  1950, 
bears  to  the  total  number  of  days  in  such 
taxable  year. 

“‘(9)  Taxable  years  beginning  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1949,  and  ending  prior  to  June  30, 
1951:  In  the  case  of  a  taxable  year  beginning 
after  December  31,  1949,  and  ending  prior  to 
June  30,  1951,  the  tax  shall  be  an  amount 
equal  to  that  portion  of  a  tentative  tax  which 
the  number  of  days  in  such  taxable  year 
after  June  30, 1950,  bears  to  the  total  number 
of  days  in  such  taxable  year.’ 

“(j)  Technical  amendments:  The  follow¬ 
ing  sections  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
are  restored  to  read  as  such  sections  read 
immediately  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1945,  to  be  effective  as  so 
restored,  with  respect  to  taxable  years  end¬ 
ing  after  December  31,  1949,  as  if  section  122 
(g)  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1945  had  not  been 
enacted: 

“(1)  Section  26  (a)  (relating  to  the  credit 
for  income  subject  to  the  excess-profits  tax) ; 

“(2)  Section  102  (d)  (1)  (defining  terms 
for  the  purpose  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section 
102); 

“(3)  Section  131  (b)  (preacribing  certain 
limitations  on  the  foreign  tax  credit) ; 

“(k)  Taxable  years  to  which  amendments 
applicable:  The  amendments  made  to  the 


Internal  Revenue  Code  by  this  title  shall  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  taxable  years  < 
ing  after  December  31,  1949. 

“(1)  Technical  changes:  The  Coififnis- 
sioner  is  authorized  to  make  such 
in  the  dates  and  the  periods  of  toe  ap¬ 
pearing  in  subchapter  E  of  chapter  2  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  as  maybe  neces¬ 
sary  to  conform  to  the  amendments  made  by 
this  title.’ 

On  page  50,  line  18,  be#6re  the  period 
insert  the  following:  “reduced  by  the  credit 
for  income  subject  to  tefe  tax  imposed  by 
subchapter  E  of  chapter  2  provided  in  sub¬ 
section  (e).” 

On  page  88,  strikeout  lines  24  and  25  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“(A)  the  creditor  income  subject  to  the 
tax  imposed  by/subchapter  E  of  chapter  2 
provided  in  section  26  (e)  and  the  credit  for 
dividends  received  provided  in  section 
26  (b). ’ 

On  pagjPSO,  strike  out  lines  24  and  25  and 
insert  iq^ieu  thereof  the  following : 

e  credit  for  income  subject  to  the 
tax  imposed  by  subchapter  E  of  chapter  2 
provided  in  section  26  (e)  and  the  credit  for 
dividends  received  provided  in  section  26  (b) 
(Computed  by  limiting  such  credit  to  85  per- 
ent  of  the  net  income  reduced  by  the  credit 
for  income  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by 
subchapter  E  of  chapter  2  in  lieu  of  85  per¬ 
cent  of  the  adjusted  net  income  so  reduced) i 
On  page  94,  strike  out  lines  22  through  25.  ' 
and  on  page  95,  strike  out  lines  1  through  3, 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“(7)  Section  294  (a)  (2)  (relating  to 

definition  of  normal  tax  net  income  and 
corporation  surtax  net  income  of  foreign 
insurance  companies  other  than  life  or 
mutual)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(2)  Normal-tax  and  corporation  surtax 
net  income  of  foreign  insurance  companies 
other  than  life  or  mutual  and  foreign  mutual 
marine:  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  insurance 
company  (other  than  a  life  or  mutual  in¬ 
surance  company)  and  a  foreign  mutual 
marine  insurance  company,  and  a  foreign 
mutual  fire  insurance  company  described  in 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  the  normal- 
tax  net  income  shall  be  the  net  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  minus  the 
credit  provided  in  section  26  (a),  the  credit 
provided  in  section  26  (b),  and  the  credit 
for  income  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by 
subchapter  E  of  chapter  2  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  26  (e),  and  the  corporation  surtax  net 
income  shall  be  the  net  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  minus  the 
redit  provided  in  section  26  (b)  (computed 
limiting  such  credit  to  85  percent  of  the 
nel  income  reduced  by  the  credit  for  income 
subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  subchapter  E 
of  ciWiter  2  in  lieu  of  85  percent  of  the 
adjust  1*1  net  income  so  reduced)  minus  the 
credit  provided  in  section  26  (j),  and  minus 
the  crediKfor  income  subject  to  the  tax 
imposed  byVubchapter  E  of  chapter  2  pro¬ 
vided  in  sectRi  26  (e).’” 

At  the  end  OC  the  table  of  contents,  on 
page  7,  insert  tHb  following : 

“Title  VII— Excess  Profits  Tax 
“Sec.  701.  Reapplm^tion  of  excess-profits 
tax. 

“(a)  Reapplication. 

“(b)  Rate  of  tax. 

“(c)  Exemption. 

“(d)  Excess-profits  credit.1 
“(e)  Definition  of  unused  Recess-profits 
credit. 

“(f)  No  carry-back  to  1946,  194^,  1948,  or 
1949. 

“(g)  Amount  of  excess-profits  credfl 
“(h)  Definition  of  base  period. 

“(i)  Taxable  years  beginning  in  1945^  or 
1950  and  ending  prior  to  June  30,  1951. 

“(j)  Technical  amendments. 

“(k)  Taxable  years  to  which  amendments1! 
applicable. 

“(1)  Technical  changes.” 
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Exports  of  ECA  participating  countries  to  eastern  Europe,  fourth  quarter  1949  and  first  quarter  1950 

[Thousands  of  dollars] 


Belgium/Lux¬ 

emburg 


Austria 


Denmark 


France 


Greece 


Germany 


Iceland 


Commodity 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


1949, 

fourth 

quarter 


f 1949, 
fourth 
quarter 


1950, 

first 

quarter 


Bread  grains 


Sugar. 

Meat. 


Milk  products. 


Tobacco . _ 1 _ _V~ . . 

Fish— fresh,  frozen,  or  smoked,  dried, 

canned _ _ _ _2_ . . 

Eggs . . . -V-... 

Coarse  grains _ 

Oilcakes,  meal,  other  feeding  stuffs-*.. 

Fertilizers _ _ _ _ 

Dyestuffs _ _ _ _ 

Raw  materials  for  plastics.. . . 

Refined  liquid  fuels  and  products _ 

Raw  materials  forsteel  and  iron  prod¬ 
ucts  (pig  iron  and  ferro-alloys) _ 

Crude  and  semifinished  steel  and  hot 

finished  steel  and  end  products _ 

Raw  wool _ _ _ 

Natural  fibers  (except  cotton,  wool).. 
Artificial  fibers,  continuous  filaments. 
Softwood:  Sawn  timber  except  sleep- 


Pitprops _ _ .... 

Pulpwood... . . . . 

Newsprint . 

Other  paper,  board  and  wallboard... 

Leather _ _ _ 

Generators,  motors,  electrical  ma¬ 
chinery _ : _ _ _ 

Nonelectrical  machinery . . 

Transportation  equipment . . 

Manufactured  leather  (except  fur.) _ 

Zinc  ore _ 

Anthracite  and  hard  coal . . 

Coke  (except  petroleum  coke) . 

Brown  coal  briquettes _ _ 

Aluminum  primary  metal _ 

Copper  metal,  un wrought . . 

Lead  primary  metal _ _ 

Zinc  primary  metal _ _ _ 

Cotton  fabrics . . . . 

Raw  hides  and  skins  (except  7140)... 

Sulfur _ _ _ 

Tracklaying  and  wheel  tractors _ 

Rubber  manufactures... _ 

Pulp _ 

All  other  commodities . 


Grand  total 


i  Not  available, 


* 

Italy 

Nethj 

viands 

Norway 

Portugal 

V  Sweden 

Switzerland 

Turkey 

United  King¬ 
dom 

Commodity 

1949, 

1950, 

1949, 

1950, 

1949, 

fourth 

1950, 

1949, 

1950, 

194  OS. 

1950, 

1949, 

1950, 

1949, 

1950, 

1949, 

1950, 

fourth 

first 

fourth 

first 

first 

fourth 

first 

fourth  ^ 

t  first 

fourth 

first 

fourth 

first 

fourth 

first 

quarter 

quarter^ 

Quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

quarter 

Bread  grains . . . 

v 

0 

iH. 

0 

Oils  and  fats . . . 

15 

13 

1,001 

862 

631 

(>) 

1, 527 

0 

778' 

l(>) 

0) 

(■) 

(>) 

120 

(0 

72 

0 

i 

14 

44 

3 

5 

5 

113 

207 

46 

0 

lJn 5 

932 

1 

8 

Fish— fresh,  frozen,  or  smoked,  dried, 

453 

568 

998 

382 

862 

7 

11 

39 

128 

0 

7- 

0 

Oilcakes,  meal,  other  feeding  stulfsT.. 

104 

7 

78 

.  0 

0 

34 

66 

261 

1 

1 

316 

Raw  materials  for  plastics. . 

17 

30 

168 

126 

34 

58 

283 

572 

233 

289 

368 

174 

79 

154 

Raw  materials  for  steel  andiron  prod- 

25 

•v27 

211 

63 

3,199 

1,  458 

53 

Crude  and  semifinishedreteel  and  hot 

1,210 

2, 401 

705 

0 

263 

2,638 

1,343 

3,046 

386 

56 

Natural  fibers  (exa^pt  cotton,  wool).. 
Artificial  fibers,  arntinuous  filaments. 
Softwood:  Satyr  timber  except  sleep- 

2, 126 
1,906 

682 

518 

393 

50 

3 

3 

1, 189 

23 

66 

_ A 

11 

k... 

36 

1 

Other"  paarf,  board  and  wallboard _ 

82 

50 

13 

1 

388 

491 

Vo 

8 

28 

Gencraftrs,  motors,  electrical  ma- 

4,  7i9 

2, 117 

7, 213 
1,377 

3,979 

6,741 

1, 161 

752 

1,007 

592 

3, 144 

7, 962 
208 

2,  525 

8,  690 

290 

8,  980 

_  ~.v. _ 

2,  016 

343 

483 

2,316 

Manufactured  leather  (except  fur.)... 

2 

89 

23 

4 

0 

16 

_ Ik- 
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Exports  of  ECA  participating  countries  to  eastern  Europe,  fourth  quarter  1949  and  first  quarter  1950 — Continued,^"* 


[Thousands  of  dollars] 


Commodity 

Italy 

Netherlands 

Norway 

Portugal 

Sweden 

SwitziwHnd 

- - - 

Turkey 

United  King¬ 
dom 

10 10, 
fourth 
quarter 

1850, 

first 

quarter 

1949, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

19-49, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

1949, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

SSk 

quarter 

-flSso, 

first 

quarter 

1949, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

1949, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

1949, 

fourth 

quarter 

1950, 

first 

quarter 

625 

544 

67 

0 

0 

1,358 

493 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

680 

0 

3 

717 

809 

0 

14,023 

456 

43 

Copper  metal,  unwrought _ 

Zinc  primary  metal . . 

283  ^ 

,,..--'357 

2 

0^ 56 

125 

288 

635 

Tracklaying  and  wheel  tractors— *s-l. 
Rubber  manufactures . _ 

56 

39 

---- 

421 

3, 897 

733 

4, 063 

. 

6,675 

7,209 

10, 287 

11.023 

499 

317 

(Jwftff  total . 

26,  246 

26,  897 

18, 137 

15, 747 

11, 615 

8,255 

501 

373 

25, 050 

21,541 

21, 135 

14,016 

12, 057 

3, 651 

39, 497 

42,532 

Source:  Fiscal  and  Trade  Policy  Division. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour 
of  12:30  having  arrived,  for  1  hour 
and  one-half  hence  the  time  is  divided 
equally  between  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  McCarran]  and  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,-  I 
ask  that  my  amendment  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  448, 
line  7,  after  the  word  “specified”,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  the  following:  “Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  $100,000,000  shall  be  used  only  for 
assistance  to  Spain,  to  be  extended  upon 
credit  terms  as  provided  in  section  111 
(c)  (2)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  a  question.  I  think 
I  understood  the  reading  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  but  I  believe  the  intent  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  should  be  made  indelibly  clear.  If 
I  correctly  understand  the  Senator’s 
amendment,  the  $100,000,000  referred  to 
in  it  is  to  be  spent  out  of  the  proceeds 
of  this  appropriation,  and  is  not  an 
amount  in  addition  to  the  appropriation. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
a  question  I  was  going  to  ask.  I  object 
to  that  procedure.  I  would  not  object 
to  an  appropriation  of  $100,000,000  for 
aid  to  Spain  under  the  present  circum¬ 
stances,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  wise 
to  rob  Peter  to  pay  Paul. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  exactly  the 
reason  why  I  am  going  to  support  the 
amendment,  because  I  think  the  funds 
for  ECA  are  ample.  So  it  is  perfectly 
agreeable  to  me  to  take  $100,000,000  out 
of  this  appropriation  and  give  it  to 
Spain. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  in  response  that  the  watchdog 
committee  has  reported  to  the  Appro¬ 


priations  Committee  and  to  the  Senate 
that  the  appropriation  contained  in  the 
bill  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  $240,000,000 
more  than  is  needed  by  ECA.  That  is 
set  forth  in  the  report  referred  to  in  no 
mean  manner.  The  fact  remains  that 
last  year  we  analyzed  the  requirements 
of  ECA,  and  our  prediction,  if  we  may 
call  it  such,  was  almost  correct. 

Again  this  year  we  analyzed  the  re¬ 
quirements  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  we  suggested  that  there  be 
an  appropriation  of  $2,200,000,000  plus 
the  carry-over.  Now  the  appropriation 
is  much  more  than  that. 

In  my  judgment,  today  the  ECA  fund 
is  $300,000,000  larger  than  will  be  needed 
at  all  by  the  ECA,  following  out  the  prin¬ 
ciples  and  the  program  and  arrangement 
adopted  by  ECA. 

So  the  Senator  from  Arizona  need 
have  no  fear  that  we  are  borrowing  from 
Peter  to  pay  Paul,  as  he  has  seen  fit  to 
state.  The  fact  is  that  Peter  has  too 
much  money  now,  much  more  than  he 
will  need;  and  he  could  just  as  well  let 
Paul  have  a  little  of  it,  because  Peter  is 
going  to  need  Paul’s  help  before  very 
long. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  situation,  as  I 
understand  it,  last  year  was  that  we 
were  very  fortunate  in  being  able  to 
acquire  commodities  in  the  United 
States  at  quite  reasonable  prices.  In 
my  judgment,  the  savings  are  due  to  the 
fact  that  we  did  not  have  to  pay  as 
much  for  the  commodities  supplied  to 
Europe  as  it  was  anticipated  we  would 
have  to  pay.  So  that  is  where  the 
saving  was  made. 

However,  this  year  that  situation  is 
exactly  reversed.  It  is  clearly  evident 
that  in  order  to  buy  the  commodities 
required  for  ECA  in  Europe,  the  cost, 
by  reason  of  advancing  prices  in  the 
United  States,  will  be  from  $200,000,000 
to  $300,000,000  more  than  it  would  have 
cost  last  year.  Everyone  knows  that 
the  prices  of  commodities  have  risen. 

So  I  merely  point  out  that  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  considered  this 
matter  very  carefully,  and  we  arrived 


at  a  conclusion:  and  I  do  not  like  to 
depart  from  that  conclusion  by  so  much 
as  $100,000,000. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  at 
the  outset  let  me  say  that  it  is  time 
for  the  United  States  of  America,  con¬ 
fronted,  as  it  is,  by  a  threatening  enemy 
of  no  mean  magnitude,  to  remember 
that  it  needs  friends  and  allies  now  and 
wifi  continue  to  need  them  in  the  future. 

If  there  is  one  nation  of  the  world 
which  has  consistently  through  all  the 
ages  and  through  all  the  years  fought, 
opposed,  and  indeed  defeated  commu¬ 
nism,  it  is  Spain.  Today  communism 
is  not  known  in  Spain.  It  does  not  dare 
raise  its  head  in  Spain.  But  the  United 
States  of  America,  although  confronted 
with  communistic  enemies  all  over  the 
world,  seems  for  some  reason  or  other  to 
desire  to  isolate  and  to  lend  neither  suc¬ 
cor,  support,  nor  encouragement  to  the 
one  nation  in  the  world  which  has  posi¬ 
tively  defeated  communism  and  refused 
to  yield  to  it.  Only  yesterday,  the  lead¬ 
ing  citizen  of  Spain,  in  the  course  of  a 
dedicatory  address,  drew  to  the  attention 
of  his  people  the  fact  that  it  was  better 
to  die  physically  than  to  die  spiritually, 
that  any  country  which  yielded  to  the 
onslaught  of  communism  would  die  spi¬ 
ritually,  and  that  Spain  was  not  going 
to  yield  to  that,  either  now  nor  at  any 
other  time. 

So,  Mr.  President,  all  that  Spain  is  ask¬ 
ing,  all  that  she  will  accept,  is  not  a  gift 
but  a  loan — a  credit,  if  you  please — 
whereby  she  may  be  enabled  to  buy  our 
commodities  and  may,  after  buying  our 
commodities  here  or  wherever  else  she 
can  get  them,  strengthen  her  own  inter¬ 
nal  economy,  to  prepare  for  the  emer¬ 
gency  of  war;  to  prepare  her  organized 
army,  now  in  existence  and  only  recently 
alerted  to  the  conditions  prevailing  in 
Korea,  because  of  which  Spain  might 
become  involved  at  any  moment.  Spain 
only  recently  alerted  her  young  soldiers 
to  respond  immediately  to  the  centers 
where  they  are  under  the  law  required  to 
respond,  because  the  leadership  of  Spain 
sees  the  imminence  of  war  and,  seeing 
the  imminence  of  war,  is  ready  to  join 
us  and  to  stand  at  our  side  and,  at  the 
side  of  all  the  democracies  of  the  world, 
so  that  freedom  may  prevail  in  the  world. 
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Mr.  President,  it  is  time  that  we  lay 
aside  the  little  things  that  have  entered 
into  this  question  for  so  long  and  so  last¬ 
ingly.  It  is  time  that  the  little  things 
which  have  from  time  to  time  swayed  or 
colored  our  judgment  be  laid  aside.  Our 
boys  today  are  dying  in  Korea.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  whether  they  may  die :  they 
are  dying.  We  know  they  are  dying,  and 
we  know  why.  We  may  be  called  upon 
for  additional  sacrifices.  Today,  all  over 
America  we  are  being  alerted  to  the  im¬ 
minence  of  war.  It  is  not  a  war  against 
Korea.  If  it  were,  it  would  be  a  small 
thing  and  easily  handled.  It  is  a  war 
against  a  greater  enemy  and  a  more 
deadly  foe  than  could  possibly  be  found 
in  Korea. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a-fact,  as  the 
Senator  has  already  stated,  that  this  war 
is  not  necessarily  against  Korea,  but  is 
essentially  against  communism?  Am  I 
correct? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Undoubtedly,  that 
is  the  question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  being  the  case, 
how  can  we  moralize  to  the  world,  if  we 
deny  the  kind  of  help  that  will  stop  com¬ 
munism  to  the  only  country  in  Europe 
that  has  fought  communism? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  raises  a  question  that  can  only 
be  answered  by  the  categorical  state¬ 
ment,  that  we  should  stand  at  the  side 
of  Spain.  Spain  is  ready  to  stand  at 
our  side,  and  all  she  now  asks  is  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  buy — what?  Let  me  recite 
what  she  wants  for  her  own  internal  im¬ 
provement.  This  has  been  laid  before 
the  Export- Import  Bank  as  a  statement 
of  Spain’s  necessities,  for  which  she 
wants,  not  a  gift  but  a  loan,  financed 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Export-Import  Bank.  The  statement  of 
her  necessities  is  as  follows: 

Distribution  and  application  of  a  credit  in 

United  States  dollars  to  meet  most  urgent 

.and  important  activities  of  Spanish  recon¬ 


struction 

For  the  production  of  nitrog¬ 
enous  fertilizers _ . _ $13,000,000 

Machinery  and  equipment  for 
coal  production  in  mines 

working  at  present _  3,  000,  000 

Machinery  and  equipment  to 

promote  mineral  production.  6,  000,  000 
Commercial  planes  for  interna¬ 
tional  lines  and  ground  in¬ 
stallations  for  airports  and  air 

traffic _  6,  000,  000 

Equipment  for  electric-power 

plants _ ... _ -  5,  000,  000 

Railroads  and  equipment — ...  15,  000,  000 

Tractors  and  fertilizers _  20,  000,  000 

Construction  of  airports  and 

improvement  of  runways. _  12,  000,  000 

Cotton _  20,  000,  000 


100,  000,  000 

Those  are  all  items  looking  to  the  sta¬ 
bilization  of  the  economy  of  a  country 
which  is  ready  to  die  at  the  side  of  the 
democracies  of  the  world. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Does  not  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  if  the  philosophy  of 
ECA  is  correct — and  I  personally  believe 
it  is — and  if  the  idea  of  ECA  is  to  place 
the  democracies  of  the  world  on  an  eco¬ 
nomic  basis  so  that  they  can  exist,  the 
geography  of  Spain  lends  itself  to  the 
very  idea  of  stabilizing  the  economy  of 
western  Europe? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  my 
answer  to  that  is  in  the  affirmative :  Cer¬ 
tainly  it  is. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  How  can  we  have  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  in  what  we  call  the  anti- 
communistic  area  of  Europe,  which  is 
western  Europe,  without  taking  into  con¬ 
sideration  Spain  and  Germany? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  say  that  Spain,  occupying  the  Iberian 
Peninsula,  occupies  the  most  strategic 
place  in  all  the  world.  The  country  that 
would  control  Gibraltar  would  control 
the  Mediterranean,  and.  the  country  or 
agency  that  would  control  the  Mediter¬ 
ranean  would  control  northern  Africa 
and  southern  Europe;  and  there,  right 
in  the  midst  of  it,  projecting  out  into  the 
Mediterranean,  is  one  of  the  signatories 
to  the  North  Atlantic  Pact — Italy. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
discussing  this  particular  item  of  the 
appropriation  bill,  pertaining  to  ECA,  we 
must  consider  two  different  bases  upon 
whch  to  justify  our  votes;  one  of  which 
is  whether  what  we  are  doing  now  with 
the  American  taxpayers’  money  is  going 
to  stabilize  the  economy  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope  ;  the  other,  whether  by  carrying  out 
that  program  we  are  going  to  do  some¬ 
thing  against  communism?  I  ask  the 
Senator  whether,  in  trying  to  stabilize 
the  economy  of  western  Europe — which 
is  the  only  legal  justification  we  have  for 
this  appropriation — and  in  fighting  com¬ 
munism,  Spain  is  not  as  much  a  part  of 
the  scheme  of  things  as  any  other  coun¬ 
try  of  western  Europe? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  would  say  more 
so,  because  Spain  has  consistently  at  all 
times  lent  her  aid  and  her  arms  to  the 
defeat  of  communism, 

Mr.  President,  I  now  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
support  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  because  I  think 
that  we  are  at  a  point  in  world  affairs 
where  we  have  to  be  very  realistic,  where 
we  have  to  be  very  wise,  and  where  we 
have  to  be  reasonably  imaginative  in 
order  to  comprehend  the  dangers  which 
beset  democracy,  meaning  our  own  coun¬ 
try  and  those  associated  with  us,  at  this 
critical  hour.  It  is  important  that  we 
keep  the  Marshall  plan  in  full  force,  be¬ 
cause,  as  we  know  in  our  own  country 
that  no  nation,  militarily,  is  any  stronger 
than  the  economic  machine  behind  it 
which  supports  it.  Military  machines 
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must  have  food,  weapons,  clothing, 
transportation,  and  all  the  other  things 
which  are  necessary  to  succeed.  They 
cannot  have  these  things  unless  there  is 
an  economy  sufficiently  strong  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  taxes  to  support  a  military  or¬ 
ganization.  That  is  true  in  the  United 
States,  and  it  is  true  in  the  nations  of 
western  Europe  which  are  associated  to¬ 
gether  primarily  in  what  we  call  the 
North  Atlantic  Security  Alliance.  If 
those  countries  are  weak  economically, 
they  will  be  correspondingly  weak  mili¬ 
tarily.  If  they  are  strong  economically, 
they  will  be  stronger  militarily. 

Mr.  President,  I  supported  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  when  it  was  last  offered,  and  I  shall 
again  support  it,  because  I  believe  that 
Spain  is  a  very  integral  part  of  the  de¬ 
fenses  against  communism  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  in  the  world.  Militarily,  Europe 
is  weak.  Only  5  years  ago  most  of  the 
nations  in  the  North  Atlantic  Security 
Alliance  were  occupied  by  an  enemy  for  a 
period  of  four  and  a  half  years,  during 
which  time  their  governments  were  sec¬ 
ondary  to  that  of  the  invader’s.  Their 
revenues  were  practically  nil.  Their 
factories  were  destroyed.  Their  harbors 
were  full  of  sunken  ships.  Their  rail¬ 
road  bridges  had  been  torn  down.  Eighty 
percent  of  the  machinery  in  most  of  the 
democratic  countries  had  been  removed 
and  used  for  war  purposes  by  the  Axis 
power,  so  that  when  the  day  of  deliv¬ 
erance  came  those  countries  were  very 
weak  economically  and,  of  course,  were 
tremendously  weak  militarily,  because 
most  of  them  had  no  armies  during  the 
four  and  a  half  years  of  enemy  occupa¬ 
tion.  In  fact,  the  only  remnants  of  the 
armed  might  that  remained  were  those 
forces  which  had  escaped  and  had  gone 
to  Africa  or  to  Britain,  and  they  were 
but  a  small  part  of  the  armed  might  with 
which  those  nations  were  euipped  when 
they  were  invaded  by  Hitler. 

Mr.  President,  we  may  as  well  be  frank 
about  it.  It  is  idle  to  claim  that  we  in 
the  United  States  must  be  strong  eco¬ 
nomically  if  we  are  to  be  strong  mili¬ 
tarily,  and  say  that  the  nations  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  need  not  be  strong  economi¬ 
cally  if  they  are  to  be  strong  militarily. 
We  must  take  one  or  the  other;  we 
cannot  blow  hpt  and  cold.  Just  as  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  be  strong  economi¬ 
cally  so  that  we  can  be  strong  militarily, 
so  it  is  necessary  for  the  nations  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  to  be  strong  economically  in 
order  to  be  strong  militarily. 

I  dislike  to  make  the  remark  which 
I  am  about  to  utter,  but  it  ought  to  be 
made,  in  truth.  The  nations  of  western 
Europe  are  not  ac  strong  militarily  as 
they  should  be  to  confront  the  peril 
which  everywhere  looms  over  them. 
The  countries  of  western  Europe  are  not 
as  strong  economically  as  they  should  be 
in  order  to  produce  the  sinews  without 
which  they  cannot  be  strong  militarily. 

Approximately  2  months  ago,  on  this 
floor,  I  made  the  statement  in  an  ad¬ 
dress  that  the  worst  thing  this  country 
and  the  other  democracies  of  the  world 
could  do  would  be  to  underestimate  the 
military  and  economic  power  of  Soviet 
Russia.  I  pointed  out  that  Russia  had 
the  greatest  artillery  pool  in  the  world— 
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more  artillery  weapons  than  had  any 
other  nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth— 
that  Russia  had  the  greatest  tank  pool 
in  the  world — more  tanks  than  had  any 
other  nation  on  earth — and  I  pointed  out 
that  a  great  many  of  those  tanks  were 
the  equal  of,  if  not  superior  to,  any  tanks 
in  the  world.  I  believe  there  are  tanks 
now  being  produced  in  this  country 
which  are  superior  to  the  Russian  tanks, 
but  they  are  not  in  great  numbers  as 
yet,  because  it  has  been  difficult  to  con¬ 
struct  them  in  the  period  since  World 
War  II  when  we  already  had  so  many 
other  tanks  on  hand. 

We  have  been  trying  to  build  up  the 
nations  of  western  Europe  under  the 
Marshall  plan,  not  primarily  because  of 
any  detached  altruism,  not  because  of 
any  generosity,  although  that  was  a  part 
of  our  undertaking,  but  because  it  was 
essentially  in  our  own  national  welfare 
that  Norway,  Denmark,  Holland,  Bel¬ 
gium,  Luxembourg,  and  France  recover 
from  the  condition  of  the  weakness  into 
which  they  had  fallen  because  of  the 
impact  of  war,  so  that  they  could  gain 
an  economic  momentum  and  secure  suffi¬ 
cient  taxes  to  produce  the  revenue  which 
would  enable  them  to  supply  the  mili¬ 
tary  necessities  for  their  own  defense. 
I  have  spoken  several  times  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  it.  I  think  that  every  dollar  we 
spend  under  such  conceptions  as  the 
Marshall  plan  is  a  dollar  for  national 
defense.  The  more  we  weaken  the  na¬ 
tions  of  western  Europe  militarily,  the 
more  we  weaken  the  United  States  mili¬ 
tarily,  because  we  must  rely  upon  these 
nations  for  a  large  measure  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  effort  which  must  be  made  if  war 
shall  come  to  western  Europe.  In  my 
humble  judgment,  at  the  pace  at  which 
we  are  proceeding,  I  do  not  believe  west¬ 
ern  Europe  can  be  made  sufficiently 
strong  militarily  in  less  than  5  or  10 
years  to  meet  the  threats  which  exist. 
We  have  got  to  make  up  our  minds  that 
$1  spent  now  is  worth  $50  spent  after 
war  breaks  out.  Now  is  the  time  to 
make  the  fortress  of  western  Europe  so 
strong  that  any  aggressor  will  hesitate 
to  attack  it,  for  fear  of  ultimate  defeat. 

The  $4,000,000,000  which  I  understand 
will  be  asked  for  in  order  to  furnish  aid 
primarily  to  western  Europe  as  well  as 
to  other  nations  associated  in  this  demo¬ 
cratic  effort  is  a  great  start  in  that  direc¬ 
tion,  but  I  should  like  to  see  the  sum 
increased.  At  the  same  time,  I  should 
like  to  see  pressure  put  upon  the  nations 
of  western  Europe  to  take  the  Marshall 
plan  money,  which  is  primarily  appro¬ 
priated  to  build  them  up  and  make  them 
strong  economically,  and  do  all  they  can 
possibly  do  in  connection  with  what  we 
are  doing  to  make  the  sum  total  of  the 
two  efforts  sufficient  to  amass  military 
strength  that  would  assure  us  of  victory 
in  Europe  and  the  United  States  if  a 
world  war  should  come.  I  should  like  to 
see  the  $4,000,000,000  for  arms  aid  in¬ 
creased,  in  the  firm  conviction  that  every 
dollar  which  is  wisely  spent  to  build  up 
the  democracies  of  western  Europe  mili¬ 
tarily  is  equivalent  to  $10  we  will  spend 
ultimately  if  they  are  weak  and  we  have 
to  carry  the  full  load  in  meeting  the  on¬ 
slaught  of  Russia  in  the  event  of  war. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  five  additional  minutes  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maryland. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  recognized  for  5  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  it 
would  be  idle  to  conceive  of  a  strong 
western  Europe  without  some  stress 
upon  Spain.  Spain  occupies  a  strategic 
position.  It  is  a  great  peninsula,  to 
start  with,  and  its  northern  boundary  is 
one  of  the  most  natural  defenses  in  all 
the  terrain  of  all  countries  of  the  world. 
The  Pyrenees  Mountains  were  designed 
by  the  Almighty  as  if  to  form  a  barricade 
against  any  advance  from  the  north  into 
the  peninsula  of  Spain  which  runs  along 
the  Mediterranean  and  finally  comes  to 
its  termination  at  Gibraltar. 

There  is  no  question  in  the  world  that 
the  Spaniards  are  strongly  anti-Com- 
munist.  They  have  the  will  to  fight. 
They  are  strongly  opposed  to  any  totali¬ 
tarian  doctrine  of  the  kind  which  Russia 
has  embraced,  with  its  attack  on  reli¬ 
gion,  with  its  attack  on  human  rights, 
with  its  attack  on  democracy.  In  coop¬ 
erating  with  other  western  European 
countries  in  building  up  a  strong  wall 
of  defense  against  communism,  I  believe 
it  would  be  short-sighted  if  we  did  not 
strengthen  Spain  at  the  same  time. 

I  wish  to  repeat  once  more  that  in 
my  humble  judgment,  at  the  rate  we 
are  going,  it  will  take  probably  from 
5  to  10  years  to  make  western  Europe 
sufficiently  strong  militarily  to  perform 
the  role  it  must  perform  for  quick  vic¬ 
tory  and  ultimate  success.  It  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  if  we  increase  the  $4,- 
000,000,000,  which  is  the  amount  which 
will  be  asked  for,  and  provide  more  and 
more  armament  for  western  Europe, 
while  at  the  same  time  putting  all  rea¬ 
sonable  pressure  on  western  European 
countries  to  do  their  utmost  to  supply 
themselves,  it  will  be  the  cheapest  money 
we  have  ever  appropriated.  To  go 
through  with  this  plan  without  putting 
Spain  in  the  picture,  with  her  great 
national  army,  with  her  great  geo¬ 
graphic  advantages,  and  with  her  great 
antipathy  to  communism,  is  to  lose  one 
of  the  great  assets  of  national  defense 
without  which  the  picture  is  not  com¬ 
plete. 

I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  will  prevail.  It 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  It  is 
necessary  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  necessary  to  build  an  addi¬ 
tional  bulwark  against  Russian  commu¬ 
nistic  imperialism  and  expansion. 

Of  course  we  could  try  to  equip  the 
remaining  countries  of  Europe  border¬ 
ing  on  the  Atlantic  and  leave  Spain  out 
of  the  picture.  However,  in  sheer  realism 
and  in  sheer  self-defense  we  should  bring 
Spain  within  the  orbit  of  the  western 
European  countries  associated  with  us 
in  opposition  to  Russian  communistic 
imperialism. 

I  wish  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  for  his  persistent  fight  to  bring 
this  condition  to  pass.  L  supported  him 
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when  he  offered  the  proposition  the  last 
time,  and  I  offer  him  my  support  in  be¬ 
half  of  his  amendment  now. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  have  listened  with  very 
keen  interest  to  what  the  very  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maryland  has  said  about  na¬ 
tional  defense  and  the  fact  that  Spain 
should  be  brought  in  as  a  security  meas¬ 
ure  for  ourselves.  I  have  long  had  the 
same  conviction.  With  some  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  I  flew  across  Spain  and  landed  at 
the  airport  which  was  being  developed  at 
Madrid.  I  would  say  that  having  Spain 
allied  with  us  probably  would  give  us 
greater  strength  in  western  Europe  if  we 
had  to  meet  Russia  on  the  western  Euro¬ 
pean  continent.  ^ 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  the  Senator 
and  I  agree  thoroughly.  I  should  like  to 
make  a  concluding  observation.  Even 
a  man  who  has  but  a  rudimentary  knowl¬ 
edge  of  geography  and  location  can  look 
at  the  map  of  Europe  and  see  that, 
should  war  come  to  western  Europe, 
there  is  in  all  that  area  no  bastion 
which  would  be  of  more  importance  in 
bringing  about  ultimate  defeat  of  an  ag¬ 
gressor  than  Spain.  She  is  put  there  as 
if  by  the  Almighty.  With  her  geography, 
her  mountains,  and  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  and  the  Mediterranean, 
indeed  at  the  very  entrance  to  the  Medi¬ 
terranean,  she  occupies  a  position  of 
strategy  second  to  no  other  country  in 
Europe.  If  we  were  to  build  up  Euro¬ 
pean  countries  economically  and  mili¬ 
tarily  and  leave  such  a  gem  outside  the 
fortress,  we  would  only  be  deluding  our¬ 
selves.  Mr.  President,  the  truth  of  the 
matter  is  We  need  Spain  and  we  should 
incorporate  her  into  this  chain  of  sup¬ 
port  to  hold  Russian  communistic  im¬ 
perialism  in  check. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  in  the  chair).  The  Senator’s  time 
has  expired. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wish  to  express 
my  gratitude  to  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Maryland  for  his  kind  expressions 
and  for  his  able  utterances  on  a  just  and 
outstanding  cause.  As  usual,  when  the 
Senator  is  really  interested  in  something, 
I  find  him  to  be  vehement,  able,  and  effi¬ 
cient. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  at  this  time  to 
read  to  the  Senate  an  expression  that 
comes  to  us  directly  from  the  Spanish 
representative  in  Washington: 

Questioned  by  correspondents  on  Spain’s 
attitude  toward  the  Korean  conflict,  a 
spokesman  of  the  Spanish  Embassy  stated: 

"Spain  has  never  had  any  doubt  about  the 
danger  of  communism,  the  warlike  inten¬ 
tions  of  Communist  countries.  It  knows 
likewise  that  the  only  remedy  to  this  men¬ 
ace  is  the  moral  and  material  preparation  of 
peace-loving  nations  and  their  armed  resist¬ 
ance  to  aggression,  as  the  United  States  is 
now  doing.” 

Continuing,  he  said: 

“Spain’s  present  and  future  stand  is  gov¬ 
erned  by  this  conviction.  And  side  by  side 
with  those  nations  opposed  to  violence,  Spain 
was  always  willing  to  make  sacrifices  com¬ 
parable  to  theirs. 

"Spain  reserves  her  free  action.  However, 
she  is  always  ready  to  reach  agreements  with 
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other  peace-loving  countries.  Like  them  she 
respects  present  laws  of  international  rela¬ 
tions,  and  it  is  within  the  framework  of  these 
that  Spain’s  action  would  take  shape.” 

Mr.  President,  I  have  utilized  practi¬ 
cally  one-hajf  of  the  time.  As  I  recall, 
the  agreement  was  that  between  12:30 
and  2  o’clock  the  time  would  be  divided 
between  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  and 
myself.  It  was  understood  that  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Australia  would  be  re¬ 
ceived,  and  following  his  reception  we 
would  proceed  for  an  additional  hour 
and  a  half,  the  time  also  to  be  divided 
between  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  and 
myself. 

I  have  practically  used  all  the  time 
that  I  wish  to  use,  unless  some  other  Sen¬ 
ator  wishes  to  speak  on  my  side  for  5  or  6 
minutes. 

If  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  wishes 
to  take  his  time,  I  shall  of  course  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
if  there  is  any  Senator  who  desires  to 
speak  against  the  amendment.  If  so  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  yield  time  to  him.  I 
am  in  this  position  simply  because  I  am 
the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  have 
voted  for  the  Spanish  amendment  every 
time  it  has  come  before  the  committee, 
or  whenever  it  has  come  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  am  not  on  the  opposing  side.  I 
am  on  the  side  of  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada.  I  think  Spain  ought  to  be  treated 
like  other  western  European  nations, 
and  I  think  it  is  very  important  that  that 
be  done.  However,  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to 
yield  time  to  anyone  who  would  like  to 
speak  on  the  opposite  view.  I  am  merely 
dividing  the  time;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Would  the  Senator 
be  willing  to  divide  the  time  between  us 
for  a  quorum  call? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Indeed  I  would. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

During  the  call  of  the  roll  the  follow¬ 
ing  occurred: 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  A  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  there  any  reason 
why,  during  a  roll  call,  I  cannot  ask  if 
there  is  any  Senator  opposed  to  the 
amendment,  and  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  some  time  in  debating  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  by  the  Parliamentarian 
that  the  Senator  may  make  that  request 
by  unanimous  consent,  since  the  absence 
of  a  quorum  has  not  yet  been  announced. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Very  well.  I  have 
already  indicated  what  I  desired  to  find 
out,  and  I  am  satisfied.  I  thank  the 
Chdir 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  proceed  with  the  call  of  the 
roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  call¬ 
ing  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  a 
member  of  the  committee  has  asked  me 
for  time  to  make  some  remarks.  I  with¬ 


draw  my  point  of  the  absence  of  a  quo¬ 
rum,  and  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez!. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
prefer,  if  it  is  all  right  with  the  Senator, 
to  have  the  roll  call  continued,  because 
I  do  not  desire  to  take  the  floor  at  this 
moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  withdraw  his 
request? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  withdraw  the  re¬ 
quest. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and 
concluded  the  calling  of  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Brewster 

Bricker 

Butler 

Capehart 

Chapman 

Chavez 

Cordon 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

Flanders 


Hendrickson 

Hill 

Holland 

Hunt 

Kem 

Kerr 

McCarran 

McClellan 

McKellar 

Magnuson 


Malone 

Martin 

Morse 

Myers 

O'Conor 

Sparkman 

Stennis 

Taft 

Thye 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present.  The  clerk  will  call 
the  names  of  the  absent  Senators. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  names  of  the  absent  Senators,  and 

During  the  call  of  the  names  of  the  ab¬ 
sent  Senators,  the  following  occurred : 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  made  diligent  search  and  inquiry 
for  any  Senator  who  is  opposed  to  this 
amendment.  I  find  none  at  all.  There¬ 
fore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
order  for  a  quorum  call  be  rescinded  and 
that  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
be  suspended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  cannot  at  this  time  obtain 
unanimous  consent,  since  the  absence  of 
a  quorum  has  already  been  announced. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  may 
stand  in  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that,  in  the  absence  of  a 
quorum,  it  is  not  in  order  to  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  seems  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran] 
has  offered  an  amendment  which  is  very 
popular.  I  can  find  no  Senator  who 
wants  to  speak  against  it;  indeed,  I  have 
not  found  any  Senator  who  opposes  it 
and  who  wants  to  vote  against  it.  So  I 
am  in  a  quandary.  I  suppose  it  will  be 
necessary  to  continue  calling  the  names 
of  the  absent  Senators. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  call 
is  not  complete. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  calling  the  names  of  the  absent 
Senators ;  and  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr.  Anderson, 
Mr.  Benton,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr. 
Connally,  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Dworshak, 
Mr.  Eastland,  Mr.  Ecton,  Mr.  Frear,  Mr. 
Fulbright,  Mr.  George,  Mr.  Gillette, 
Mr.  Graham,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Gurney, 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Hickenlooper,  Mr. 
Hoey,  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr.  Johnson  of 


Texas,  Mr.  Kefauver,  Mr.  Knowland, 
Mr.  Langer,  Mr.  Leahy,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr! 
Lodge,  Mr.  Lucas,  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr. 
McCarthy,  Mr.  McFarland,  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mahon,  Mr.  Millikin,  Mr.  Mundt,  Mr. 
Murray,  Mr.  O’Mahoney,  Mr.  Pepper, 
Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Sal- 
tonstall,  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Utah,  Mr.  Tydings,  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr. 
Wherry,  Mr.  Wiley,  Mr.  Williams,  and 
Mr.  Young  answered  to  their  names 
when  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
hbw  stand  in  recess,  subject  to  the  call 
of  .the  Chair. 

;  the  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  theire 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
<( at  1  o’clock  and  46  minutes  p.  m.)  took 
a  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

At  2  o’clock  and  42  minutes  p.  m£,  the 
(Senate  reassembled,  when  called  lo  or¬ 
der  by  the  Vice  President. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

I  suggest 


the  absence 


.  Mr.  MYERS, 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  Was  called,  and  th£  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


JfUken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 


Hayden 
Hendrickson 
Hlckenlooper 
Hiy 
Hopy 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Hunt 


Malone 
Martin 
Maybank 
./Millikin 
i  Morse 
Mundt 
Murray 
Myers 


Capehart 

Ives  , 

O’Conor 

Chapman 

’  Johnspn,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Kefauvpr 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kem  I 

Russell 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Eastland 

Langer  R 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Lehmafl.  \ 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lodge ] 

Taft 

Flanders 

Lucas/ 

Thomas,  Utah 

Frear 

McCafran 

Thye 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Tydings 

George 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Green 

McMahon 

Williams 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Young 

VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  OF 

THE  HONOR. 

ABLE  ROBERT  GORDON  MENZIES,  PRIME 

MINISTER  OF  AUSTRALIA 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  As  has  been  previously  an¬ 
nounced  the  honorable  Robert  Gordon 
■Menzies,  Prime  Minister  of  Australia,  is 
to  be  the  guest  of  the  Senate  immediately. 
He  is  nqw  waiting  for  the  committee  to 
escort  him  into  the  Chamber.  The  Chair 
appoints  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
'Lucas!,;  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
‘Wherry!,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Connally],  and  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley!  as  the  committee  to 
l  escort  the  Prime  Minister  into  the  Senate 
Chamber. 

At  2  o’clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Australia,  escorted  by 
the  committee  appointed  by  tne  Vice 
President,  entered  the  Chamber,  and  was 
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greeted  with  prolonged  applause,  Sena¬ 
tors  rising. 

The  members  of  the  party  accompany¬ 
ing  the  Prime  Minister  of  Australia  on 
his  visit  to  the  Senate  were: 

The  Ambassador  of  Australia,  Hon. 
Norman  V.  O.  Makin. 

Mr.  Allen  S.  Brown,  Secretary,  Prime 
Minister’s  Department. 

Mr.  Fred  K.  H.  Wheeler,  First  Secre¬ 
tary,  Treasury. 

Mr.  Francis  Anthony  Meere,  Assistant 
Comptroller  General,  Department  Trade 
and  Customs. 

Mr.  Trevor  W.  Swan,  Prime  Minister’s 
Department. 

Mr.  J.  R.  Willoughby,  personal  assist¬ 
ant  to  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  Henry  G.  Rourke,  Australian  Mili¬ 
tary  Forces. 

The  Viscount  Bruce  of  Melbourne, 
Director  of  Council  of  FAO. 

Hon.  Jack  K.  McFale,  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State,  also  accompanied  the 
Prime  Minister. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Members  of 
the  Senate,  we  have  with  us  today  a  very 
distinguished  statesman  from  almost  the 
other  side  of  the  world.  He  has  been 
honored  by  the  people  of  his  country  in  a 
signal  way,  but  in  a  way  no  more  signal 
than  his  ability  and  his  character  merit. 
He  was  for  5  years  Prime  Minister  of  the 
Province  of  Victoria.  He  has  been  for  16 
years  a  member  of  the  Australian  Parlia¬ 
ment.  He  has  been  Prime  Minister  of 
his  country,  and  is  now  again  serving  as 
Prime  Minister.  He  was  also  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  Australia.  Not  only  on 
that  account,  but  on  account  of  his  abil¬ 
ity  and  his  brilliance  as  a  lawyer,  he 
ranked  as  one  of  the  heads  of  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  bar.  Not  only  because  of  his  po¬ 
litical  achievements  and  the  honors 
which  he  has  borne  so  gracefully,  but  be¬ 
cause  of  his  high  moral  character  his 
intellectual  integrity,  and  his  sympa¬ 
thetic  attitude  toward  the  problems 
which  face  us  all,  it  is  a  great  privilege 
for  me  to  present  to  the  Senate  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Robert  Gordon  Menzies,  Prime 
Minister  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Aus¬ 
tralia.  [Applause,  Senators  rising.] 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  of  Australia. 
Mr.  Vice  President,  for  all  I  know,  you 
may  have  a  rule  in  this  Congress  similar 
to  the  one  which  exists  in  my  own  Par¬ 
liament,  namely,  that  one  must  never 
refer  in  one  House  to  a  debate  in  the 
other  House.  If  you  have  such  a  rule, 
I  shall  now  proceed  to  break  it  by  telling 
you  that  this  morning  it  was  my  privi¬ 
lege  to  address  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives.  There,  of  course,  I  was  rather  on 
my  home  ground,  because  I  am  a  House 
of  Representatives  man.  Indeed,  you 
will  understand  my  feelings  in  address¬ 
ing  the  Senate  when  I  tell  you  that  at 
this  very  moment  in  my  own  country  I 
am  conducting  an  internecine  war  with 
the  Senate,  which  has  the  bad  taste  to 
disagree  with  me.  I  hope  I  shall  secure 
some  unanimity  here,  even  though  I 
cannot  at  the  moment  secure  it  in  my 
own  country. 

Sir,  I  want  to  talk  for  a  very  few  min¬ 
utes  today  about  my  own  country  and 
about  its  relation  to  some  of  the  acute 
problems  of  the  world,  but  before  I  do 


I  should  like  to  remind  you  of  something 
in  your  own  history.  A  little  more  than 
80  years  ago  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  had  survived  the  immense  crisis  of 
internal  war,  with  all  its  profound  dis¬ 
turbances  which  might  have  wrecked  the 
future  of  a  nation  less  endowed  with 
tenacity,  vision,  and  a  sense  of  destiny. 
You,  sir,  in  this  country  set  about  the 
task  of  rebuilding  and  of  expansion.  In 
the  next  40  years  you  brought  from  the 
Old  World  no  less  than  15,000,000  mi¬ 
grants.  You  pushed  out  the  frontiers  of 
settlement.  You  began  a  new  and  epic 
period  of  pioneering.  You  laid  the  foun¬ 
dations  of  a  remarkable  and  unparal¬ 
leled  industrial  power.  To  adapt  the 
famous  phrase  of  George  Canning,  “A 
new  world  was  created  to  redress  the 
balance  of  the  old.” 

In  the  last  generation  you  have  as¬ 
sumed  and  mightily  discharged  your  re¬ 
sponsibilities  on  the  world  scale. 

But,  Mr.  Vice  President,  I  venture  to 
think  that  you  have  not  forgotten  your 
own  past.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  I 
am  confident  that  we  in  Australia,  be¬ 
ginning  as  we  have  since  the  war  what 
I  hope  and  believe  will  be  a  great  immi¬ 
gration  movement  and  a  great  and  cor¬ 
responding  period  of  expansion  of  our 
own,  will  have  your  friendship  and  your 
encouragement — above  all,  your  under¬ 
standing. 

We  have,  sir,  I  believe — and  I  am  sure 
that  many,  many  thousands  of  your  mag¬ 
nificent  soldiers  will  testify  to  it — done 
what  we  could  to  be  your  friends.  That 
friendship  we  are  determined  to  nourish 
and  to  promote,  t Applause.] 

Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  world 
needs  friendship.  Most  of  its  troubles 
arise  from  a  decay  of  the  basic  human 
faith  that  hatred  is  a  killer;  that  it  is 
friendship  alone  that  gives  life;  that 
freedom  matters;  that  governments  ex¬ 
ist  for  the  people;  that  our  duty  and 
privilege  are  to  encourage  the  power,  the 
significance,  and  the  responsibility  of  the 
individual  and  immortal  human  Spirit. 

Sir,  it  is  in  that  mental  atmosphere 
that  I  accept  this  remarkable  honor  of 
being,  as  I  believe,  the  first  represents, 
ative  of  Australia  ever  to  addres  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

I  have  spoken  in  another  place,  and  I 
do  not  need  to  repeat  it,  of  our  coopera¬ 
tion  in  the  great  war,  our  present  and 
growing  cooperation  in  Korea.  All  I 
want  to  say  about  it  is  that  so  far  as  Aus¬ 
tralia  is  concerned,  we  have  given  and 
are  continuing  to  give  everything  we  can 
to  the  Korean  campaign  alongside  your 
own  people.  [Applause.] 

Sir,  if  I  may  intrude  an  observation  of 
my  own,  I  believe  we  must  not  allow 
our  minds  to  become  concentrated  on 
one  incident,  however  grave  and  import¬ 
ant  it  may  be,  to  the  exclusion  of  having 
a  clear  conception  of  the  world  problem 
as  a  whole.  Korea  is  symptomatic.  It 
is  not  in  itself  definitive.  It  indicates 
and  proves  to  us,  if  we  needed  to  have 
proof,  that  there  are  problems  in  this 
world  which  can  be  solved  only  by  high 
intelligence,  great  imagination,  and  con¬ 
tinuing  preparation  and  courage. 

Let  me  look  at  it  from  the  point  of  view 
of  an  Australian./  Surely  we  must  be 
charged  with  the  duty  of  resisting  Com¬ 
munist  military  aggression.  Com¬ 


munist  aggression  is  net  always  military, 
but  there  is  military  aggression  of  a 
Communist  kind  to  be  found  in  this 
world,  and  I,  for  one,  believe — and  that 
is  why  I  speak  about  it  quite  plainly  to 
you — that  if  we  are  to  meet  that  kind 
of  threat  in  our  various  homes,  in  oyr 
various  democratic  countries,  we  must 
always  remember  that  it  is  concerted 
defense  that  is  needed  against  concerted 
aggression;  that  we  must  think  together, 
we  must  work  together;  we  must,  so  far 
as  possible,  plan  together.  We  must  not 
assume  that  we  may  go  on  our  separate 
paths  regardless  of  each  other  until  the 
time  comes,  and  then  suddenly  coalesce 
into  effective  force.  I  am  all  for  the 
closest  and  most  intimate  exchange  of 
ideas,  of  plans,  and  of  everything  that 
goes  into  preparation  between  countries 
like  yours  and  mine.  [Applause.] 

In  the  second  place,  Mr.  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  believe  that  we  have  the  duty  of 
resisting  the  Communist  war  of  ideas 
and  world  Communist  propaganda  and, 
from  our  point  of  view  in  Australia,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  southeastern  Asiatic  coun¬ 
tries,  because  that  area  of  the  world  is 
very,  very  near  to  us  in  every  sense.  If 
we  are  to  meet  that  kind  of  propaganda, 
we  are  not  to  do  so  merely  by  having 
blank  minds.  We  must  do  it  by  positive 
means.  I  believe  that  we  all  have  the 
responsibility  to  do  what  we  can  to  en¬ 
courage  true,  honest,  and  free  national 
development  in  those  countries,  to  en¬ 
courage  rising  standards  of  living,  to 
help  in  every  way  in  the  development  of 
those  lands.  We  cannot  do  it  merely 
by  pious  resolutions.  We  cannot  do  it 
merely  by  benevolent  words.  We  can 
do  it  only  by  first  of  all  developing  our 
own  resources  of  material,  finance,  and 
trained  manpower. 

In  other  words,  paradoxical  as  it  may 
seem,  our  duty  in  Australia  is  to  develop 
our  own  country  to  the  full  as  the  pre¬ 
condition  of  our  rendering  any  real 
benefits  to  these  other  countries  who  are 
less  fortunately  placed.  In  the  third 
place,  we  must,  as  indeed  we  are  trying 
to  do,  accept  heavy  obligations  in  the 
way  of  military  preparation.  We  are  at 
the  moment  engaged  in  the  preliminary 
organization  for  the  creation  in  Australia 
fpr  the  first  time  in  peace  of  a  complete 
scheme  of  national  service  training  on 
a  c&ppulsory  basis  for  adequate  periods 
of  tihje,  calculated  to  produce  in  the 
future  Something  that  unfortunately  we 
lack  at  the  moment,  and  that  is  a  great 
reservoir  of  trained  manhood  and  a  sub¬ 
stantial  reserve  of  trained  manhood,  so 
that  if  the  time  should  unhappily  come 
when  we  must'  resort  to  arms  on  a  great 
scale,  we  shall  find  ourselves  there  ready 
and  competent.  \ 

All  these  things ''are  existing  in  our 
minds  and  in  our  policies  against  the 
background  of  two  \ery  remarkable 
series  of  events.  The  first  of  them  re¬ 
lates  to  migration.  I  said  something 
about  your  own  great  movement  of 
population  in  the  concluding  35  or  49 
years  of  the  nineteenth  century.  We  in 
Australia  have  a  population  of  8,000,000, 
and  yet  we  are  bringing  into  Australia, 
and  have  been  doing  so  for  the  past  2 
or  3  years,  migrants  from  the  Old  World 
at  the  rate  of  200,000  per  annum.  This 
represents  a  migratory  movement  pro- 
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<K.  R.  5458.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj. 
Roj^E.  Bevel; 

H?R.  6505.  An  act  to  legalize  the  entry  of 
Mrs.  D^vid  Munson  Osborne  (nee  Janet  Mary 
Tole)  amative  of  New  Zealand; 

H.  R.  6066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cheng 
Sick  Yuen;% 

H.  R.  6173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  'Sun 
Yip  Chin  and  Chung  Lum  (Lum  Chung); 

H.  R.  6363.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction 
on  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Middle  District  of  North  Carolina  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  cer¬ 
tain  claims  of  the  Patuxent  Development 
Co.,  Inc.;  % 

H.  R.  6758.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruby 
Thaw  and  Hla  Sein;  V 

H.  R.  7071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Masa  Iyokl; 

H.  R.  7228.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kazuko 
Kamada; 

H.  R.  7812.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Martha 
Aporta  Strickland; 

H.  R.  8117.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yoshiko 
Emory; 

H.  R.  8245.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Alessandro  Rizzo;  and 

H.  R.  8655.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Toshiko 
Kikyo  and  Francis  Kikyo. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1991.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex¬ 
ander  Stewart; 

H.  R.  4528.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Louis  J.  Marx; 

H.  R.  5566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Agostino  DeLisi; 

H. -1.6461.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jirina 
Zizkovsky;  and 

H.  R.  8440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Noae 
Kawashima. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  2655)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn 
M.  Hryniak.  , 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  9109) 
to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act; 
Public  Law  74,  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress;  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949;  anc 
for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  request^ 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  thaJfthe 
House  had*  agreed  to  a  concurrerUr  reso¬ 
lution  (H.  Con.  Res.  249)  authorising  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  to  make  change 
in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R.  653®,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND>fOINT  RESOLU¬ 
TIONS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  ajflxed  his  signature  to 
the  lollowing  euffolled  bills  and  joint 
resolutions,  ancj^they  were  signed  by  the 
Vice  President 

S.  298.  An  jKt  for  the  relief  of  John  Row¬ 
land; 

S.  442.  Aft  act  to  amend  the  Air  Commerce 
Act  of  jS26  (44  Stat.  568),  as  amended,  to 
provide  for  the  application  to  civil  air  navi¬ 
gation  of  laws  and  regulations  related  to 
animal  and  plant  quarantine,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

•  S.  503.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Solly 
jfManasse; 


S.  648.  An  act  to  amend  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  section  705,  to  protect  the  badge, 
medal,  emblem,  and  other  insignia  of  auxil¬ 
iaries  to  veterans’  organizations,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  920.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ellen 
Rodriguez  Moreno; 

S.  1059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  W. 
Wagner; 

S.  1169.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Christina 
Shalfeieff; 

S.  1419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilhemus 
Johannes  Marie  Van  Der  Kooy; 

S.  1491.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rudolf 
Meinhard  and  Irene  Hallinger; 

S.  1529.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amy  L. 
Hefington; 

S.  1551.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Au- 
gusto  Pereira; 

S.  1573.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anastacia 
Roshani; 

S.  1654.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kyra  Kite 
Riddle; 

S.  1760.  An  act  to  amend  section  101  (b) 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic 
Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  734;  7  U.  S.  C.  429) ; 

S.  1942.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isabel  Alba 
Casas,  Concepcion  Garcia  Perez,  Maria  del 
*  Carmen  Fernandez  Matesaenz,  Maria  Santos 
Zuniga,  Felipa  Casado  del  Blanco,  Mercedes  , 
Rodriguez  Villanueva,  Selina  Milan  Gonzalea 
Teresa  Duque  Saenz,  Martina  Equiza  Garcjje, 
and  Teresa  Baztan  Elizalde; 

S.  1963.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aughsto 
Segre;  \ 

S.  2053."  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vivienne 
Joy  Wilson  and  minor  daughter  Jtfary  Ann 
Vaughn;  \ 

S.  2016.  An  act  for  the  relief*  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Charles  RTProctor;  / 

S.  2080.  An  act  to  authorial  the  regulation 
of  whaling  and  to  *§ive  effect  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Convention  tor  the  Regulation  of 
Whaling  signed  at  WaStfngton  under  date  of 
December  2,  1946,  byyfbe  United  States  of 
America  and  certaiiydthth^governments,  and 
for  other  purposes V 

S.  2183.  An  act/for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
J.  Chicouras; 

S.  2240.  An  act  to  authorize  "pertain  per¬ 
sonnel  and  jSrmer  personnel  of\he  United 
States  Coast'  Guard  and  the  United  States 
Public  Hjralth  Service  to  accept\certain 
gifts  tendered  by  foreign  governmenl 

S.  22^2.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  JoBty  E. 
Dwyer 

2253.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Sufcg  Kwak; 

■  S.  2264.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Juliana 
Sosa  de  Solis; 

S.  2297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Lee  Jones  Cardy; 

S.  2314.  An  act  to  provide  for  holding  a 
term  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Oregon  at  Eugene; 

S.  2357.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  May 
26,  1936,  authorizing  the  withholding  of 
compensation  due  Government  personnel; 

S.  2442.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ycme  T. 
Park; 

S.  2565.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward 
E.  Duff; 

S.  2608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Kun 
Ken  Hu; 

S.  2723.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  del 
Carmen  Moreno-Elorza,  Maria  Luisa  Asin 
Luri,  Rafaela  Garcia  Casini,  Giovanni  Im- 
porta,  and  Teresa  Campagnoni; 

S.  2774.  An  act  to  amend  section  2113  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  in  order  to 
include  certain  savings  and  loan  associations 
within  its  provisions; 

S.  2866.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Egbert  G. 
Gesell; 

S.  2934.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Julius 
Elzas; 

S'.  2990.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amy  Louisa 
Shier; 

S.  2991.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co.; 


S.  2996.  An  act  to  authorize  loans  to  make' 
available  in  any  area  or  region  credit  for¬ 
merly  made  available  in  such  area  or  region 
by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit,  Cor¬ 
poration;  / 

S.  3012.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Osa 
J.  Petty; 

S.  3098.  An  act  to  amend  season  104  of 
title  28  of  the  United  States  $ode  so  as  to 
create  a  Greenville  division  the  northern 
district  of  Mississippi,  with  /rms  of  court  to 
be  held  at  Greenville; 

S.  3163.  An  act  for  the  jjfelief  of  Mrs.  Houora 
Redman; 

S.  3253.  An  act  fo^he  relief  of  Lyon  F. 
Hibberd  and  the  esttfte  of  George  T.  Erb; 

S.  3377.  An  act  fa  amend  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1932,  as  amended; 

S.  3585.  An  qct  for  the  relief  of  Dodge 
County,  Wis.;/ 

S.  3652.  Ay  act  to  facilitate  the  settlement 
of  the  accounts  of  certain  deceased  civilian 
officers  apid  employees  of  the  Government; 

S.  365^.  An  act  to  provide  for  financing  the 
operations  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Prinjtfng,  Treasury  Department,  and  for 
othifr  purposes; 

§.  3832.  An  act  to  approve  a  contract  nego- 
Jated  with  the  Ogden  River  Water  Users’ 
■“Association,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3833.  An  act  to  approve  a  contract  nego¬ 
tiated  with  the  South  Cache  Water  Users’  As¬ 
sociation,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1991.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alex¬ 
ander  Stewart; 

H.  R.  2225.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
B.  Bond; 

H.  R.  3464.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  ad¬ 
mission  for  permanent  residence  of  alien 
John  Michael  Ancker  Rasmussen; 

H.  R.  3805.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Yuk  Onn 
Won; 

H.  R.  4188.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Ferdi- 
nando  Schiappa; 

H.  R.  4528.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction 
on  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  to  hear,  de¬ 
termine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Louis  J.  Marx; 

H.  R.  4628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
G.  Essenberg; 

H.  R.  4806.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Francesco  Drago; 

H.  R.4942.  An  act  to  regulate  the  collec¬ 
tion  and  disbursement  of  moneys  realized 
from  leases  made  by  the  Seneca  Nation  of 
Indians  of  New  York,  and  for  other  pur- 
eposes; 

H.  R.  5016.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Vir- 
toia  Dalla  Rosa  Prati  and  her  minor  son, 
Rdfeindo  Dalla  Rosa  Prati; 

{.  5566.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Agosfkjo  De  Lisi; 

H.  R.16066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cheng 
Sick  Yu? 

H.  R.  61?6,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sun  Yip 
Chin  and-  Ofeung  Lum  (Lum  Chung); 

H.  R.  6225.  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Aimee  Hoyningfen-Huene; 

H.  R.  6363.  Anyact  conferring  jurisdiction 
on  the  United  Stages  District  Court  for  the 
Middle  District  of  Ntjrth  Carolina  to  hear,  de¬ 
termine,  and  renderiudgment  upon  certain 
claims  of  the  Patuxenttevelopment  Co.,  Inc.; 

H.  R.  6458.  An  act  for  Ijje  relief  of  Maj.  Roy 
E.  Bevel;  _ 

H.  R.  6461.  An  act  for  tlie  relief  of  Jirina 
Zizkovsky; 

H.  R.  6505.  An  act  to  legalizfe^the  entry  of 
Mrs.  David  Munson  Osborne  (ne'e,  Janet  Mary 
Tole),  a  native  of  New  Zealand?., 

H.  R.  6758.  An  act  for  the  reliel^of  Ruby 
Thaw  and  Hla  Sein;  \ 

H.  R.  7071.  An  act  for  the  relief  b£  Mrs. 
Masa  Iyoki;  V 

H.  R.  7228.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  KazUko 
Kamada; 

H.  R.  7764.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con\ 
struction  of  modern  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes; 
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H.  R.  7812.  An'  act  for  the  relief  of  Martha 
Aporta  Strickland; 

H.  R.  8117.  An  act  for  the  relief  Of 
Yoshiko  Emory; 

H.  R.  8139.  An  act  to  authorize  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  the  United  States  Navy  Band  at 
the  adnual  reunion  of  the  United  Confed¬ 
erate  Veterans  to  be  held  in  Biloxi,  Jitiss., 
September  27  through  September  30,  1960; 

H.  R.  8245.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  JDoctor 
Alessandro  Rizzo; 

H.  R.  8440.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoe 
Kawashima; 

H.  R.  8665.  An  act  for  the  relief  of/Toshiko 
Kikyo  and  Francis  Kikyo; 

H.  R.  9178.  An  act  to  suspend  restrictions 
on  the  authorized  personnel  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  Authorizing 
the  return  to  Mexico  of  the  flag£  standards, 
colors,  and  eihblems  that  were ‘captured  by 
the  United  States  in  the  Mexicaii  War;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolutjpn  giving  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  an  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  State  of  Missouri  .‘and  the  State  ; 
of  Kansas  establishing  a  boundary  between 
said  States. 

HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9109)  to  amend  the  : 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act;  Public  Law  74, 
Seventy-seventh  Congress;  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949 ;  ahq for  other  purposes,  _ 
was  read  twice  by  ii£  title,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

MRS.  EVELYN  M.  HRYNIAK — CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr.  MAGNUSCN.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  conference  rfeport  on  the  bill 
(S.  2655)  for  th£  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn  M. 
Hryniak,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report  j 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the  ' 
Senate. 

The  report  was  read,  as  follows: 

The  cqmraittee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  vdtes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  2355)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn  M. 
Hryniak,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con-  . 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  • 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree-  ' 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  passed} by  the 
House  insert  $6,250;  and  the  House  agree 
to  the  same. 

Harley  M.  Kilgore, 

Alexander  Wiley, 

Warren  G.  Magnuson,  , 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
William  T.  Byrne, 

Winfield  K.  Denton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
.11^  , considered  .and  agreed  to. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez], 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  this 
afternoon  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  and  the  good  citizens  of  the  coun¬ 
try  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  have 
been  present  in  the  Senate  Chamber  as 
our  guests,  listened  to  what  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  were  words  of  wisdom  from  an  hon¬ 
ored  guest  of  this  body,  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  of  Australia.  It  is  my  purpose  this 
afternoon  to  speak  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  I  wish  to  recall  to  the  Senate 
some  of  the  words  of  wisdom  uttered  by 
the  great  man  who  appeared  before  us 
and  addressed  us  this  afternoon,  and  to 
say  that  in  keeping  with  his  advice  it 
would  be  well  for  this  body  this  afternoon 
to  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

The  Prime  Minister  of  Australia  said, 
in  effect:  The  world  needs  friendship. 
Friendship  gives  life.  Concerted  efforts 
affect  results  in  the  right  manner.  We 
v/ill  have  to  have  a  sense  of  partnership, 
and  trust  each  other. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  several  justi¬ 
fications  for  the  amendment  upon  which 
we  are  about  to  vote.  There  are  several 
justifications  and  reasons  why  the 
amendment  should  be  included  as  one  of 
the  items  of  the  ECA  appropriation. 
V/hat  is  one  reason  why  Congress  passed 
the  ECA  authorization?  It  is  because 
the  world  needs  friendship,  it  needs 
economic  betterment  so  countries  can 
be  put  back  on  their  feet  again,  so  the 
standards  of  living  of  peoples  can  be 
improved.  If  that  dees  not  fit  in  with 
what  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  in 
mind  nothing  else  will. 

What  is  another  reason?  Why  is  this 
body  going  to  vote  hundreds  of  millions 
of  dollars  for  ECA?  Because  Congress 
authorized  ECA.  That  is  a  legal  author¬ 
ization.  It  is  the  law  of  the  land. 
Hence  it  is  the  duty  of  this  body  and 
of  the  House  to  take  the  taxpayers’ 
money  and  appropriate  from  it  what¬ 
ever  is  needed  to  carry  out  the  law  of 
the  land. 

What  is  another  reason?  Stern  re¬ 
ality,  again  keeping  in  mind  that  the 
world  needs  friendship,  and  that  friend¬ 
ship  gives  strength. 

What  is  the  idea  of  the  moment? 
What  is  the  concern  of  the  world?  What 
did  our  good  guest  of  today  talk  about, 
and  what  was  the  advice  he  gave  us? 
To  fight  with  united  effort  against  Com¬ 
munists.  Very  well ;  that  being  the  case, 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  in  order.  It  is  in  keeping, 
first,  with  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
ECA,  and  next  in  fighting  Communists. 

Let  Senators  visualize  in  their  own 
minds  the  map  of  Europe.  Visualize 
what  is  referred  to  now  as  western  Eu¬ 
rope.  Look  at  the  geography  of  that 
area  of  the  world,  and  look  at  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  countries  involved,  and  of 
the  peoples  of  those  countries.  Has  any 
country  in  western  Europe  or  elsewhere 
done  anything  more  against  communism 
than  has  Spain?  I  am  not  talking  now 
of  governments.  I  am  talking  about 
peoples.  If  there  is  any  one  race  of  peo¬ 
ple  that  has  fought  against  communism 
it  is  the  people  of  Spain. 

Oh,  I  know  it  will  possibly  be  said,  “Of 
course,  there  is  nothing  in  the  ECA  law 
that  will  keep  Spain  trom  participating, 


provided  the  .participating  countries  in¬ 
vite  her.”  If  we  are  to  fight  communism, 
let  us  once  in  a  while  try  to  analyze  for 
ourselves  why  it  is  that  Spain  is  not  in¬ 
vited.  That  is  due  to  communistic  in¬ 
fluences  pure  and  simple.  The  fact  that 
180  Communists  sit  in  the  French  Par¬ 
liament  is  bound  to  have  some  effect  on 
the  Government  of  France  when  it  comes 
to  the  question  of  inviting  Spain.  As 
was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada, 
and  as  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland,  even  if  we  were  to  forget  ECA 
and  the  economic  development  of  Spain, 
even  if  we  were  only  to  think  about  our 
own  national  interests,  Uncle  Sam’s  in¬ 
terests,  we  should  adopt  the  amendment. 
It  is  to  our  interest  at  this  time  to  re¬ 
member  what  was  said  by  our  good 
guest  who  addressed  us  this  afternoon, 
that  the  world  itself  needs  friendship, 
that  we  need  friends,  that  friendship 
gives  life,  that  faith  can  preserve  life. 
By  adopting  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  we  will  be  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  the  concerted  effort  our 
guest  of  today  spoke  about,  which  will 
bring  about  the  results  we  need. 

I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  8  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  O’Conor] . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from 'Maryland  is  recognized  for  8 
minutes. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
voice  my  support  of  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran]  to  earmark  funds  for  aid  to 
Spain.  A  change  in  the  policy  of  our 
Government  in  this  respect  is  long  over¬ 
due. 

If  anything  were  needed  to  point  up 
the  lack  of  reality  which  has  so  consis¬ 
tently  marked  the  United  States  atti¬ 
tude  toward  Spain,  the  Korean  crisis 
and  the  return  of  Communist  Russia  to 
the  deliberations  of  the  United  Nations 
today  do  so  in  dramatic  fashion. 

The  whole  world  is  shaping  up  into 
two  hostile  camps,  and  the  United  States 
should  not  ignore  any  possible  supporter 
in  the  critical  situation  forced  by  Com¬ 
munist  aggression.  Nevertheless,  our 
policy  makers  continue  to  spurn  the 
friendship  and  support  of  the  very  na¬ 
tion  which  first  and  successfully  repulsed 
the  forces  of  communism  in  one  of  the 
few  setbacks  any  free  nation^ias  been 
able  to  give  to  the  common  enemy. 

Spain  geographically,  ideologically, 
and  economically  would  be  vital  and  nec¬ 
essary  in  defending  western  civilization 
against  any  advance  from  totalitarian  or 
Communist  enemies. 

Our  defense  authorities  have  long 
recognized  and  conceded  the  strategic 
and  military  value  of  Spain.  It  takes  in 
most  of  the  Iberian  Peninsula,  and  is  a 
natural  fortress  in  western  Europe.  Its 
geographic  position  at  the  entrance  to 
the  Mediterranean,  where  it  straddles 
the  Straits  of  Gibraltar,  is  of  unusual 
military  importance. 

Military  strategists  declare  that 
Spain’s  natural  naval  anchorages  in  the 
northwestern  section  are  superior  to 
those  of  any  European  nation;  and  the 
Pyrenees  are  the  only  uninterrupted  bul- 
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wark  between  the  Urals — Russia — and 
the  sea. 

The  attitude  of  our  State  Department 
toward  Spain  is  difficult  to  understand. 
We  poured  billions  of  dollars  and  the 
most  critical  machinery  and  materials 
into  Russia  only  a  few  years  ago,  to  help 
her,  even  though  we  had  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  her  Government  was  and  is 
the  most  ruthless  dictatorship  the  world 
has  ever  see,  more  ruthless  than  Genghis 
Khan  or  any  of  the  other  despoilers  of 
all  history. 

With  regard  to  Yugoslavia,  our  Nation 
has  ignored  the  injustices,  the  massa¬ 
cres,  and  the  annihilation  of  religious 
practices  by  its  despotic  ruler,  and  has 
given  economic  and  financial  help,  even 
though  Tito  and  his  followers  have  lined 
up  consistently  on  the  side  of  our  enemy, 
world  communism. 

Billion  after  billion  of  dollars  have  be'fen 
poured  into  England,  which  has  repudi¬ 
ated  principles  which  are  the  essence  of 
the  economic  system  which  has  brought 
our  country  to  its  present  high  estate. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  venture  the  assertion  that  if 
Spain  had  received  a  proper  share  of 
assistance  and  had  received  treatment 
equal  to  that  accorded  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  members,  Spain  would  have  re¬ 
sponded  more  promptly  and  more  help¬ 
fully  than  the  great  majority  of  the 
other  natiojis  have  done  in  the  Korean 
crisis. 

We  have  gone  around  the  world  giving 
funds  here,  there,  and  everywhere;  and 
yet  we  refuse  to  aid  a  country  which 
could  be  of  real  service  to  us,  a  country 
whose  people  are  friendly  to  us,  and 
whose  present  needs  stem  directly  from 
their  valiant  fight  against  communism. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  pol¬ 
icies  with  regard  to  Spain  should  be 
completely  revised,  I  am  convinced. 
Adoption  'of  the  McCarran  amendment 
would  be  a  first  step  in  that  proper  direc¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  McGARRAN.  Mr.  President,  if 
one  were  seeking  a  text  today  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  amendment  I  am  submitting, 
he  need  go  no  further  than  to  recall  to 
mind  the  expressions  of  the  able  Prime 
Minister  of  Australia,  who  addressed 
this  body  just  a  few  minutes  ago:  Ha¬ 
tred  is  a  killer;  friendship  gives  "life.  All 
of  us  need  friendship.  The  hatreds 
which  have  been  extended  toward  Spain 
from  certain  influences,  must  of  neces¬ 
sity  disappear,  because  this  is  a  moment 
when  America  and  the  other  democra¬ 
cies  of  the  world  require  life;  and  friend¬ 
ship  gives  life,  whereas  hatred  is  a  killer. 

The  United  States  of  America,  of  all 
countries  on  the  earth,  and  the  other 
countries  which  have  joined  with  us  in 
striving  for  the  welfare  of  civilization, 
need  today,  and  will  need  tomorrow  and 
in  the  tomorrows  thereafter,  more  and 
more  friendship. 

Mr.  President,  this,  however,  is  not 
a  question  of  sentiment;  neither  is  it  a 
question  of  theories.  It  is  a  condition, 
rather  than  a  theory,  which  confronts 
the  world  today.  We  may  say  that  the 
Korean  War — and  it  is  a  war,  because 
it  is  resulting  in  the  death  of  our  boys 
over  there;  it  can  scarcely  be  called  a 
police  activity  any  longer — may  be  only 


a  flash  in  the  pan,  and  it  may  subside 
after  Korea  has  been  cleaned  up.  How¬ 
ever,  I  need  not  call  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  this  body  to  other  places  in 
the  world  where  other  disturbances  are 
likely  to  break  out. 

Mr.  President,  another  text  which 
might  be  taken  from  the  expressions  of 
the  able  Prime  Minister  of  Australia,  who 
spoke  to  us  a  few  minutes  ago,  is  that 
we  must  in  each  instance,  and  in  each 
nation,  build  internal  strength,  so  that 
we  may  be  of  assistance  to  each  other 
and  may  lend  strength  to  each  other  in 
the  struggles  which  may  lie  ahead.  That 
statement  is  true,  regardless  of  whether 
there  lies  ahead  of  us  either  a  shooting 
war  or  a  cold  war. 

All  that  is  sought  by  means  of  this 
amendment  is  an  opportunity  to  render 
to  a  friendly  country,  which  today  is 
holding  itself  ready  to  do  battle  with  us 
against  a  common  foe,  assistance  in 
building  up  its  internal  strength,  so  that 
it  may  be  of  worthwhile  aid  to  us  in  a 
greater  struggle.  The  only  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  allow  that  nation 
to  obtain  credit,  not  a  gift.  She  does 
not  request  a  gift.  All  she  is  asking  for 
is  credit,  in  order  that  she  may  build 
herself  to  such  an  extent  that  she  will 
be  able  to  aid  us  in  the  hour  of  struggle. 
When  we  are  threatened  with  war,  Mr. 
President,  any  country  which  say:  to  us, 
“We  are  ready  to  stand  at  your  side’’ 
certainly  should  have  cur  succor  and 
support.  Even  if  in  times  past  that  coun¬ 
try  had  been  our  most  deadly  enemy, 
yet  if  it  were  to  say  to  us,  in  a  time 
of  need,  “We  are  going  into  this  struggle, 
and  we  will  stand  at  your  side,”  would 
we  deny  to  that  former  enemy  support 
to  enable  it  to  stand  with  rs  tomorrow? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada  whether  he  can  inform  us 
as  to  the  present  status  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  by  Spain  for  assistaace  from  the  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Bank?  I  understand  an  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  made,  and,  unless  I 
am  erroneously  informed,  that  is  now 
being  considered.  I  do  not  know  the 
amount,  but  I  understand  there  is  such 
an  application. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  application  has 
been  made,  and  it  has  been  standing 
for  4  or  5  months  without  any  action 
whatever.  I  may  say,  in  furtherance  of 
that  suggestion,  that  hoping  something 
would  be  done,  communications  have 
gone  from  some  of  us  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  even  by  telegraph,  in  an  effort 
to  get  relief  by  way  of  processing  the 
application. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  the  information. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  going  to  take  much  time.  I  think 
the  temperament  of  the  Senate  is  pretty 
well  made  manifest  when  no  Senator 
seems  to  be  inclined  to  speak  against 
this  worthy  amendment.  If  we  were  not 
confronted  with  a  condition  which 
threatens  our  very  life,  and  which 
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threatens  the  civilization  of  the  world, 
one  might  then  pause,  and,  if  he  held  a 
hatred,  might  give  vent  to  it;  but  no  one 
can  afford  to  take  that  position  today 
with  reference  to  any  country  which 
will  give  succor  and  support  to  us  in 
the  days  to-@eme,.if  war  should  befall  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  need  not  invite  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  others  are 
thinking  along  the  same  line,  because  in 
a  very  recent  expression  made  by  a 
great  British  statesman,  he  in  substance 
said:  “I  see  no  reason  why  Spain  should 
not  be  taken  into  the  North  Atlantic 
Fact.  I  see  no  reason  why  Spain  should 
not  be  fully  recognized  in  diplomatic 
circles.”  Neither  can  anyone  in  this 
Chamber  say  why  we  have  not  recog¬ 
nized  fully  in  diplomatic  circles  the  great 
nation  of  Spain,  a  great  Christian  peo¬ 
ple,  a  great  liberty-loving  people,  de¬ 
sirous  of  helping  themselves  and  there¬ 
by  of  helping  us.  Spain  is  asking  now 
not  alone  for  recognition — that  is  a 
matter  of  diplomacy,  a  matter  which 
addresses  itself  to  the  Executive — but 
is  asking  now  that  she  may  obtain  credit 
from  us  in  order  that  she  may  buy  our 
commodities  which  are  in  surplus,  that 
she  may  build  for  herself  an  internal 
structure  economically  sound,  that  to¬ 
morrow  she  may  staftd  with  her  sol¬ 
diery  at  the  side  of  our  boys,  to  die  to¬ 
gether  with  them  for  the  freedom  of 
the  world.  Are  we  to  say  “No”?  Are  we 
to  say  to  that  Government,  to  those  peo¬ 
ple  who  seek  liberty,  “No ;  we  will  give  aid 
to  all  the  world  under  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram,  we  will  spend  money  all  over  the 
world;  we  will  send  it  to  South  America, 
to  central  Africa,  and  to  Siam — we  will 
send  it  everywhere,  but,  no,  Spain,  you 
cannot  have  it,  although  you  are  willing 
to  send  your  soldiers  to  be  with  us  at 
any  minute  that  you  may  be  called 
upon”? 

Mr.  President,  that  is  inconsistent 
with  American  ideals.  It  is  inconsistent 
with  the  American  way  of  life.  It  is  in¬ 
consistent  with  our  history.  It  is  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  very  things  we  are  doing 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  appropri¬ 
ating  nearly  $3,000,000,000  for  aid  to 
western  Europe,  to  refuse  aid  at  the  one 
strategic  point  in  all  Europe,  the  one 
point  of  greatest  military  strategic  posi¬ 
tion,  the  Iberian  Peninsula,  which,  if 
it  should  fall  to  an  enemy,  would  mean 
that  Gibraltar  would  be  gone,  the  Medi¬ 
terranean  would  be  gone,  north  Africa 
would  be  gone,  Italy  would  be  gone — 
gone  from  the  North  Atlantic  Pact,  gone 
from  everything. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  impossible  that  the 
Senate  should  today  reject  this  amend¬ 
ment;  it  is  inconceivable,  in  view  of  what 
we  are  doing. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maine  such  time  as  he  may 
wish.  Will  the  Senator  indicate  about 
how  much  time  he  will  want? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  About  10  minutes. 
How  much  time,  may  I  inquire,  has  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  remaining? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  inquire  how  much  time  I  have  remain¬ 
ing? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  22  minutes  remaining. 
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Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  should  like  to 
take  10  minutes,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Very  well. 

Mr.  EREWSTER.  I  trust  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  then  reserve  some 
time  for  the  conclusion. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Very  well;  let  the 
Senator  take  10  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Maine  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
share  the  sentiments  and  the  judgment 
which  have  been  so  effectively  and  force¬ 
fully  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  with  whom  I  am  happy  and 
proud  to  have  been  associated  in  seek¬ 
ing  to  secure  the  restoration  of  more 
friendly  relations  with  Spain,  which,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  are  very  vital  to  our  future  se¬ 
curity  although  I  would  not  put  this 
action  upon  a  merely  mercenary  ground. 
I  believe  that  many  other  considerations 
may  be  most  persuasive.  I  believe  that 
the  attitude  which  we  have  hitherto 
adopted  has  proved  itself  utterly  bank¬ 
rupt,  as  have  the  policies  which  we  have 
been  pursuing  in  the  Par  East,  which 
have  resulted  so  disastrously  there  and 
which  have  compelled  a  reorientation  of 
our  policy  in  that  area,  a  reorientation 
which  I  trust  will  also  take  within  its 
purview  the  situation  on  the  European 
Continent,  where  Spain  is  an  infinitely 
more  vital  and  strategic  spot  than  is 
Korea  in  the  Orient. 

There  is  no  military  authority  in  this 
country  ,nor  in  fact  anywhere  else  in 
the  world,  but  what  will  testify  to  the 
profound  significance  of  the  Iberian 
Peninsula  in  the  strategic  map  of  the 
world.  There,  behind  the  Pyrenees,  is 
the  one  spot  in  Europe  which  might,  be¬ 
fore  a  Russian  avalanche,  be  wiped  out. 
There  is  the  key  to  the  Mediterranean, 
as  Winston  Churchill  has  always  recog¬ 
nized.  There  is  the  spot  where  airfields 
are  available,  if  properly  equipped. 
They  are  not  now  properly  equipped,  as 
I  learned,  myself,  when  flying  there, 
when,  in  an  American  naval  plane  it  was 
impossible  at  5  miles  from  the  Madrid 
airport  to  communicate  with  the  airport 
because  of  their  utterly  inadequate  com¬ 
munications  facilities.  Tomorrow,  un¬ 
less  we  resume  friendly  relations  with 
the  Spanish  regime,  American  planes 
may  be  seeking  safety  and  salvage  there, 
and  not  have  the  facilities  which  would 
be  provided  if  we  would  simply  normalize 
our  relations  with  the  Spanish  Govern¬ 
ment  and  carry  out  the  policies  which 
have  been  urged  not  only  by  our  mili¬ 
tary  authorities  but  by  many  of  the  dip¬ 
lomatic  authorities  most  intimately  con¬ 
cerned. 

This  is  no  time  to  hash  over  ancient 
grievances,  but  rather  it  is  time  to  rec¬ 
ognize  the  future  rather  than  the  past. 
We  have  done  that  in  seeking  to  re¬ 
habilitate  the  people  of  Germany,  Italy, 
and  Japan.  Why  are  we  so  concerned 
when  it  comes  to  normalizing  relations 
with  a  government  which,  at  any  rate 
in  our  modern  history,  has  never  been 
our  fee? 

I  want  to  read  briefly,  In  the  course  of 
my  remarks,  a  portion  of  an  address  by 
the  Reverend  Dr.  Joseph  P.  Thorning, 
associate  editor  of  The  Americas  and 


World  Affairs,  delivered  at  Le  Clerc 
Hall  at  the  College  of  Notre  Dame  of 
Maryland,  and  then  to  ask  permission 
to  have  the  remainder  of  it  printed  in 
the  Record.  Father  Thorning  spoke  as 
follows  : 

The  Spaniards  want  none  of  the  so-called 
liberation,  to  which  the  Poles,  the  Czechs, 
the  Slovaks,  the  Hungarians,  Rumanians, 
Bulgarians,  Austrians,  Albanians,  and  East 
Germans  have  been  subjected.  The  Span¬ 
iards  were  eye-witnesses  of  the  first,  futile 
attempts  of  Soviet  imperialists  to  dominate 
all  the  people  of  the  world.  The  Spaniards 
won  their  victory  over  home-grown  traitors 
such  as  Francisco  Largo  Caballero,  who 
called  himself  the  Spanish  Lenin,  and  Dr. 
Juan  Negrin,  who  never  explained  what  hap¬ 
pened  to  the  $600,000,000  gold  reserve  of  the 
Spanish  people.  Perhaps  Mr.  Acheson  does 
not  know  that  most  of  the  gold  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  Soviet  Politburo  and  that  this 
stolen  property  is  financing  the  Soviet  Party 
line  against  Spain,  to  which  a  United  States 
Secretary  of  State,  rather  naively,  contrib¬ 
uted  his  mite. 

Mr.  Acheson  ought  to  know  that  you  can¬ 
not  beat  something  with  nothing.  We,  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  Protestants, 
Catholics,  and  Jews,  have  a  right  to  know 
his  candidate  for  leadership  in  a  non-Soviet 
Spain.  If  Mr.  Acheson  is  dissatisfied  with 
the  policies  of  the  present  head  of  the  Span¬ 
ish  state,  who  led  the  crusade  against  Bolshe¬ 
vism  and  who  conquered  our  enemies,  what 
manner  of  man  can  be  presented  by  our 
State  Department  as  the  ideal  Spanish  ruler, 
whether  he  is  to  be  called  President,  Chief  of 
State,  or  King?  Allowing  for  the  moment, 
simply  for  the  sake  of  discussion,  that  we 
have  any  right  to  suggest  Spain’s  form  of 
government  or  the  name  of  her  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  who  is  the  paragon  of  virtue 
and  executive  skill  to  be  recommended  by 
Mr.  Dean  Acheson  and  the  little  clique  in 
the  State  Department  that  continues  to  wage 
a  vicious  rear-guard  action  against  28,000.000 
decent  people? 

President  Roosevelt  quickly  accepted  the 
administration  which  now  rules  as  the  de 
facto  and  de  jure  government  in  Madrid. 
Furthermore,  in  November  1942,  he  gave  as¬ 
surances  to  the  head  of  the  Spanish  state 
that  have  been  more  honored  in  the  breach 
than  in  the  observance.  For  Mr.  Acheson 
to  join  the  Soviet-inspired,  Soviet-engi¬ 
neered  smear  campaign  against  Spain  and 
the  Spanish  people  is  a  failure  in  honor  and 
gratitude  which  future  historians  will  record 
and  assay.  Morepver,  it  is  a  blow  at  the 
security  of  the  free  world,  because  every 
department  in  Washington  except  the  State 
Department,  headed  by  Mr.  Dean  Acheson, 
recognizes  the  vital  interest  of  our  country 
in  the  Iberian  Peninsula. 

At  a  time  when  freedom  and  democracy 
need  fearless  moral  leadership  and  a  foreign 
policy  divorced  from  cant  and  hypocrisy,  Mr. 
Dean  Acheson,  who  once  before  misjudged 
the  true  nature  of  Soviet  imperialism,  has 
turned  up  with  a  species  of  “double  talk” 
which  in  effect,  maintains  the  Soviet-initi¬ 
ated  boycott  of  a  friendly  nation  and  a  noble 
people.  Is  this  the  way  to  gain  friends  and 
to  inspire  loyalty? 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  complete  address  of  Rev. 
Dr.  Joseph  P.  Thorning  be  inserted  at  this 
point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Baltimore. — Addressing  the  Parents  and 
Friends  of  Notre  Dame  in  Le  Clerc  Hall  at 
the  College  of  Notre  Dame  of  Maryland,  the 
Reverend  Dr.  Joseph  F.  Thorning,  associate 
editor  of  The  Americas  and  World  Affairs,  de¬ 


clared  that  “the  present  Spanish  Govern¬ 
ment  shows  a  liberal,  generous  attitude  to¬ 
ward  those  of  diverse  religious  faiths  by  al¬ 
locating  funds  raised  by  national  taxation  to 
Jewish  and  Moslem  schools  in  the  Protecto¬ 
rate  of  .Morocco.”  This  tax  money,  Dr. 
Thorning  added,  is  “distributed  on  the  basis 
of  the  number  of  Jews  and  Moslems  in  the 
population.  Consequently,  Spain,  although 
according  official  protection  to  the  Catholic 
faith,  proclaims  to  the  world,  through  its 
tax  and  educational  policies,  that  its  gov¬ 
ernment  is  quite  as  enlightened,  socially,  as 
that  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  Canada,  or 
Australia,  and  other  English-speaking  coun¬ 
tries  where  it  has  long  been  understood  that 
without  Divine  revelation  our  youth  will 
slip  into  the  morass  of  dialectical  material¬ 
ism.” 

"In  Spain  as  well  as  in  other  Catholic 
countries,  such  as  Ireland  and  Portugal,”  Dr. 
Thorning  emphasized,  “it  is  clearly  perceived 
and  widely  taught  that  the  enemy  of  modern 
man  is  totalitarian  Marxism,  not  Protestant¬ 
ism,  nor  Judaism.  Within  the  past  few 
months,  for-  example,  the  Spanish  Cabinet 
ratified  two  decrees  favoring  the  Jews:  one, 
which  provided  a  new  synagogue  for  Madrid 
and  its  respected  Jewish  community  num¬ 
bering  at  least  5,000;  the  other,  granting 
Spanish  citizenship  to  Sephardic  Jews  in 
Greece  and  Egypt.  Presumably,  other  Jews 
in  the  Near  East,  descendants  of  those  exiled 
from  the  Iberian  Peninsula  in  1492,  will  be 
able  to  avail  themselves  of  this  privilege. 
It  may  prove  to  be  an  opportunity  of  inesti¬ 
mable  value  in  case  the  Soviets,  ‘the  Col¬ 
lectivizes  par  excellence,’  succeed  in  their 
drive  to  occupy  the  Greek  Archipelago  and 
then  seize  control  of  the  eastern  Mediter¬ 
ranean.  At  any  rate,  this  is  one  illustration 
that,  so  far  as  Christians  are  concerned,  ‘time 
heals  all  wounds.’  ” 

“Everywhere  under  the  Spanish  flag  to¬ 
day,  religious  people  are  authorized  to  wor¬ 
ship  God  according  to  the  dictates  of  their 
conscience,  while  Jews  and  Moslems,  because 
of  their  historic  connection  with  the  coun¬ 
try  and  because  of  their  relative  numbers  in 
the  total  population,  enjoy  benefits  that  are 
not  conceded  to  religious  minorities  in  the 
United  States.  In  some  Spanish  cities,  Jew¬ 
ish  synagogues,  Moslem  mosques  and  Chris¬ 
tian  churches  exist  side  by  side.  For  that 
reason,  Spaniards  still  speak  of  their  coun¬ 
try  as  ‘the  land  of  the  three  religions,’  al¬ 
though  Catholics  constitute  the  bulk  of  the 
population.  Indeed,  much  'of  the  charm  and 
poetry  of  southern  Spain  springs  from  the 
fact  that,  as  in  the  tales  of  Washington  Irv¬ 
ing,  three  streams  of  history  and  culture, 
Jewish,  Moorish,  and  Christian,  have  be¬ 
come  interwoven,  romantically  and  artis¬ 
tically. 

“If  contemporaneous  Spain  has  a  predomi¬ 
nant  mood,  it  is  that  of  spiritual  reconcilia¬ 
tion.  Above  all,  the  people  crave  unity,  un¬ 
derstanding,  and  peace.  The  only  foe  Span¬ 
iards  recognize,  and  it  must  be  admitted  they 
were  alert  to  the  peril  before  the  rest  of  the 
Western  World,  is  the  Soviet  Union.  Not 
only  did  the  Spaniards  identify  the  Soviet 
monster;  they  are  the  one  people  in  the 
world  who  can  claim  to  have  defeated,  at 
least  temporarily,  the  designs  of  the  totali¬ 
tarian  tyrants  in  the  Kremlin. 

“Why  then  does  Mr.  Dean  Acheson,  United 
States  Secretary  of  State,  fail  to  see  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  Iberian  Peninsula  in  the  lim¬ 
ited  war  which  is  being  waged  against  us  by 
the  Soveit  Union?  Why  does  Mr.  Acheson, 
repeatedly  snub,  rebuke,  and  inflict  slights 
upon  Spain  and  the  Spanish  people?  Why 
does  Mr.  Acheson  fail  to  accept  the  hand  of 
friendship  extended  to  him  by  the  Spanish 
Cabinet  in  Madrid? 

“The  fundamental  reason  for  Mr.  Ache- 
son’s  cool  attitude  and  air  of  pretended  in¬ 
difference  with  respect  to  an  exchange  of 
Ambassadors  with  Madrid  is  that  he  and 
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many  others  of  his  kind  consider  Spain  so 
Surely  and  firmly  in  the  democratic  camp 
that  Spain  is  the  one  country  in  Western 
Europe  that  does  not  need  to  be  wooed, 
courted,  or  flattered  in  order  to  remain  free 
from  Soviet  influence.  In  other  words,  Spain 
and  the  Spaniards,  because  of  their  fierce  in¬ 
dividualism  and  fervent  Catholic  faith,  can¬ 
not  be  won  over  by  Moscow.  In  a  world  of 
uncertainty,  Madrid  is  like  the  Vatican,  an 
uncompromising  champion  of  personal  free¬ 
dom  and  an  irreducible  bastion  of  Christian 
civilization.  Why  worry  about  the  devout 
Catholics,  Jews,  and  Moslems  of  the  Span¬ 
ish  State?  They  can  be  counted  upon  at  all 
hazards.  They  have  seen  the  international 
traitors,  the  Soviet  sympathizers  of  every 
land,  hard -at  work  in  Barcelona,  Madrid,  Al- 
bacete,  Valencia,  and  Teruel,  at  their  famil¬ 
iar  trade  of  arson,  rape  and  murder. 

“The  Spaniards  want  none  of  the  so-called 
‘liberation’,  to  which  the  Poles,  the  Czechs, 
the  Slovaks,  the  Hungarians,  Rumanians, 
Bulgarians,  Austrians,  Albanians  and  East 
Germans  have  been  subjected.  The  Span¬ 
iards  were  eye-witnesses  of  the  first,  futile 
attempts  of  Soviet  imperialists  to  dominate 
all  the  people  of  the  world.  The  Spaniards 
won  t£eir  victory  over  home-grown  traitors 
such  as  Francisco  Largo  Caballero,  who 
called  himself  ‘the  Spanish  Lenin,’  and  Dr. 
Juan  Negrin,  who  never  explained  what  hap¬ 
pened  to  the  $600,000,000  gold  reserve  of 
the  Spanish  people.  Perhaps  Mr.  Acheson 
does  not  know  that  most  of  the  gold  is  now 
in  the  hands  of  Soviet  Politburo  and  that 
this  stolen  property  is  financing  the  Soviet 
party  line  against  Spain,  to  which  a  United 
States  Secretary  of  State,  rather  naively,  con¬ 
tributed  his  mite. 

.  “Mr.  Acheson  ought  to  know  that  ‘you 
cannot  beat  something  with  nothing.’  We, 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  Protestants, 
Catholics,  and  Jews,  have  a  right  to  know 
his  candidate  for  leadership  in  a  non-Soviet 
Spain?  If  Mr.  Acheson  is  dissatisfied  with 
the  policies  of  the  present  head  of  the 
Spanish  state,  who  led  the  crusade  against 
bolshevism  and  who  conquered  our  enemies, 
what  manner  of  man  can  be  presented  by 
our  State  Department  as  the  ideal  Spanish 
ruler,  whether  he  is  to  be  called  president, 
chief  of  state,  or  king?  Allowing  for  the 
moment,  simply  for  the  sake  of  discussion, 
that  we  have  any  right  to  suggest  Spain’s 
form  of  government  or  the  name  of  her  chief 
administrator,  who  is  the  paragon  of  virtue 
and  executive  skill  to  be  recommended  by 
Mr.  Dean  Acheson  and  the  little  clique  in 
the  State  Department  that  continues  to  wage 
a  vicious  rear-guard  action  against  28,000,000 
decent  people? 

“Does  Mr.  Acheson  favor  Indalecio  Prieto, 
the  leader  of  Spanish  Marxists  who  have  not 
yet  fallen  under  the  shadow  of  the  Kremlin? 
Does  the  United  States  Secretary  of  State 
imagine  that  the  good  religious  people  of 
Spain  want  a  follower  of  Karl  Marx  in  the 
place  of  her  one-time  ‘Catholic  Kings?’ 

“Are  we  to  understand  that  Mr.  Dean 
Acheson  has  forgotten,  so  quickly,  the  fate 
of  Jan  Masaryk  and  the  tragic  end  of 
Edouard  Benes  in  what  is  now  Sovietized 
Czechoslovakia?  Why  would  Mr.  Acheson 
propose  a  left-wing  candidate  for  supreme 
power  in  Spain?  Would  the  Secretary  of 
State  consider  Sr.  Julio  Alvarez  del  Vayo, 
who  writes  pro-Soviet  international  news 
analysis  for  the  left-wing  ‘nation’,  a  suit¬ 
able  leader  for  Spaniards  who  remained  in 
Spain  in  order  to  rebuild  their  country?  Or 
does  Mr.  Acheson  have  some  Marxists  in 
mind  who,  like  weaklings  in  Hungary,  Bul¬ 
garia,  and  Rumania,  simply  served  to  pave 
the  way  for  Matyas  Rakosi,  Vassily  Koslov, 
and  Ana  Pauker?  In  short,  does  Mr.  Ache¬ 
son  have  to  learn,  the  hard  way,  that  the 
Marxist  variety  of  agnostic  is  merely  a  stop¬ 
gap  and  a  push-over  for  the  Soviet  Gauleiters 


at  work  on  every  continent,  including  our 
own? 

“Is  it  necessary,  or  even  expedient,  to  offer 
passive  cooperation  to  Generalissimo  Josef 
Stalin  in  his  feud  with  Christian  Spain?  Is 
it  wise  to  allow  the  Marxists  to  take  over  the 
Iberian  Peninsula  and,  in  that  way,  to  warm 
the  chair  of  high  office  for  another  Klement 
Gottwald?  Do  we  have  to  see  Dolores  Ibar- 
ruri  (La  Pasionaria)  bedecked  in  scarlet  rai¬ 
ment  in  the  Royal  Palace  at  Madrid  before 
we  awaken  to  the  realities  of  power  politics? 
Are  Mr.  Dean  Acheson  and  his  intimates 
waiting  for  the  revival  of  civil  strife  in  Spain 
in  order  to  install  some  agnostic,  Marxist 
stalking-horse  in  Madrid  who  will  play  his 
puppet  role  until  the  advent  of  the  real 
Soviet  Gauleiter,  a  counterpart  of  Jacob  Ber¬ 
man  in  Warsaw? 

“Mr.  Acheson,  in  his  wierd  document  about 
Spain  (May  11,  1949),  describes  a  possible 
Ambassador  in  Madrid  as  ‘a  symbol  of  the 
fact  that  after  all  we  don’t  care  much  about 
these  rights  *  *  *’  Mr.  Acheson  ws  re¬ 

ferring  to  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  the 
right  of  trial  by  jury,  and  religious  liberty. 

“Although  Mr.  Acheson  overlooked  the  fact 
that  the  judiciary  is  free  in  Spain  and  that 
no  one  earn  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  he  can 
be  judged,  in  the  light  of  his  own  principles, 
by  comparing  the  facts  of  life  behind  the 
Soviet  iron  curtain  with  the  true  conditions 
in  both  Portugal  and  Spain,  which  have  au¬ 
thoritarian  governments. 

“In  the  Soviet  satellite  states  as  well  as  in 
the  Soviet  Union  itself,  the  most  brutal 
violations  of  these  rights  mentioned  by  Mr. 
Acheson  cccur  every  day.  The  Honorable 
S'elden  Chapin,  United  States  Minister  to 
Hungary,  where  a  prince  of  the  church,  Jo¬ 
seph  Cardinal  Mindszenty,  was  tortured  be¬ 
fore  the  eyes  of  the  whole  world,  was  recalled 
for  consultation,  not  withdrawn  as  a  public 
protest  against  the  kangaroo-court  injustice 
of  the  trial.  In  Sovietized  Prague,  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Joseph  E.  Jacobs  remains  as  Ambassa¬ 
dor  of  the  United  States  of  America.  Does 
not  the  United  States  Secretary  of  State 
know  that  he  maintains  a  chief  of  diplomatic 
mission  in  Soviet  Poland  as  well  as  in  Tito’s 
totalitarian  Jugoslavia?  Indeed,  when  Mr. 
Acheson  took  office,  he  expressed  the  hope 
for  better  relations  with  Jugoslavia,  without 
a  single  word  of  criticism  of  the  wave  of  civil 
and  religious  persecution  which  rolled  over 
the  Protestants,  Moslems,  Jews,  orthodox 
people,  and  Catholics  under  the  police-state 
rule  of  Tito.  Or  is  the  tyrant  Tito  excusable 
for  violations  of  civic  rights  because  of  his 
Red  services  in  the  leftist  forces  which  tried 
to  subdue  Spain? 

“On  the  other  hand,  there  is  no  iron  cur¬ 
tain  at  the  Pyrenees  or  along  the  Mediterra¬ 
nean.  President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  had 
heard  all  the  clap-trap  about  Fascist  Spain 
when,  on  March  31,  1939,  he  recognized  the 
same  government  Mr.  Acheson  criticizes. 

“President  Roosevelt  quickly  accepted  the 
administration  which  now  rules  as  the  de 
facto  and  de  jure  government  in  Madrid. 
Furthermore,  in  November  1942  he  gave  as¬ 
surances  to  the  head  of  the  Spanish  state 
that  have  been  more  honored  in  the  breach 
than  in  the  observance.  For  Mr.  Acheson  to 
join  the  Soviet-inspired,  Soviet-engineered 
smear  campaign  against  Spain  and  the  Span¬ 
ish  people  is  a  failure  in  honor  and  gratitude 
which  future  historians  will  record  and  assay. 
Moreover,  it  is  a  blow  at  the  security  of  the 
free  world,  because  every  department  in 
Washington  except  the  State  Department, 
headed  by  Mr.  Dean  Acheson,  recognizes  the 
vital  interests  of  our  country  in  the  Iberian 
Peninsula. 

“At  a  time  when  freedom  and  democracy 
need  fearless  moral  leadership  and  a  foreign 
policy  divorced  from  cant  and  hypocrisy,  Mr. 
Dean  Acheson,  who  once  before  misjudged 
the  true  nature  of  Soviet  imperialism,  has 


turned  up  with  a  species  of  doubletalk, 
which,  in  effect,  maintains  the  Soviet-initi¬ 
ated  boycott  of  a  friendly  nation  and  a  noble 
people.  Is  this  the  way  to  gain  friends  and 
to  inspire  loyalty? 

“The  religious  people  of  the  world  are 
awakening  to  the  underlying  agnostic  moti¬ 
vation  of  the  Soviet  and  left-wing  persecu¬ 
tion  of  Spain.  Spain  won  the  first  battle 
against  the  Soviet  Union;  Mr.  Acheson  is  not 
only  attempting  to  nullify  that  victory,  the 
only  one  of  its  kind,  but  he  is  also  contrib¬ 
uting  to  the  confusion  and  chaos  on  which 
Bolshevism  feeds.  At  an  hour  when  the 
United  States  should  have  shown  leadership 
and  a  respect  for  the  plighted  word,  Mr. 
Acheson  joined  the  pro-Soviet  claque  that 
triumphed  at  San  Francisco  in  the  exclusion 
of  Spain,  Ireland,  and  Portugal  from  the 
United  Nations. 

“Either  Secretary  Acheson  was  talking  for 
Marxist  satisfaction  in  Paris  and  London;  or 
he  meant  what  he  said.  If  his  document  was 
intended  to  appease  the  non-Soviet  followers 
of  Karl  Marx,  he  must  reckon  with  the  dam¬ 
age  he  did  to  the  good-neighbor  policy  among 
descendants  of  the  Iberians  in  the  other 
American  Republics;  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  really  believed  what  he  put  forth  on  May 
11,  1949,  he  produced  a  so-called  state  paper 
without  parallel  in  the  diplomatic  history  of 
the  United  States,  from  the  standpoint  of 
unfairness,  inconsistency,  and  insincerity. 
What  Mr.  Acheson  said  added  up  to  a  hodge¬ 
podge  of  discrimination,  inherent  contradic¬ 
tions,  and  hypocrisy.  No  better  caption  for 
this  failure  of  policy,  as  embodied  in  Mr. 
Acheson’s  remarks,  can  be  devised  than  that 
published  over  a  powerful  editorial  in  the 
Washington  Star,  Tuesday,  May  17,  1949, 
‘Perpetuating  a  Fraud.’  ” 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  more  complete 
text  of  my  remarks,  prepared  by  myself 
and  entitled  “Should  We  Resume  Friend¬ 
ly  Relations  With  Spain?”  be  printed  in 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster’s  statement  was  ordered  to  be  print¬ 
ed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Should  We  Rssupme  Friendly  Relations 
With  Spain? 

(By  Senator  Owen  Brewster,  of  Maine) 

Every  military  authority  with  whom  I  have 
discussed  the  subject  at  home  and  abroad 
agrees  in  the  importance  of  Spain  to  Ameri¬ 
can  security  if  we  consider  communistic 
Russia  as  our  potential  foe. 

The  emphasis  varies  according  to  the  serv¬ 
ice  concerned. 

The  Navy  believes  the  Mediterranean  vital 
in  any  conflict  with  the  Soviet  and  points  out 
the  obvious  impossibility  of  holding  the 
Mediterranean  if  Spain  is  controlled  by  an 
unfriendly  interest. 

The  Air  Corps  looks  at  Spain  from  the 
standpoint  of  operational  bases  in  the  Euro¬ 
pean  littoral. 

The  Army  looks  at  Spain  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  its  defensive  position  behind  the 
Pyrenees  as  the  only  spot  in  Europe  it  might 
be  possible  to  hold  with  a  minimum  of  cost. 

With  this  in  mind  more  and  more  thought¬ 
ful  Americans  are  pondering  the  implications 
of  our  policy  in  apparently  seeking  to  starve 
out  the  Franco  regime.  The  Moscow-domi¬ 
nated  Spanish  government  in  exile,  is  still 
functioning  in  Paris  with  the  assistance  of 
the  $500,000,000  in  gold  removed  from 
Spain — partly  to  Moscow  and  partly  to 
Mexico. 

The  representatives  of  this  Government  in 
exile  presented  themselves  at  the  recent 
meeting  of  the  Inter-Parliamentary  Union  at 
Stockholm  and  were  accepted  under  the 
leadership  of  the  British  delegation.  The 
Communists  are  operating  a  sabotage  school 
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at  Toulouse  In  Prance  near  the  Spanish 
border  and  infiltrating  their  representatives 
at  every  opportunity  into  adjacent  indus¬ 
trial  areas  in  Spain  to  stimulate  unrest. 

Spain  goes  by  extremes,  as  was  demon¬ 
strated  in  its  civil  war.  The  comfortable 
assumption  that  the  Franco  regime  might  be 
succeeded  by  a  more  moderate  and  more 
democratic  regime  is  utterly  unwarranted 
and  one  of  the  false  hypotheses  upon  which 
our  policy  is  apparently  predicated. 

Spain  would  very  much  like  to  install  mod¬ 
ern  ground  equipment  on  its  rather  excellent 
airports  to  enable  the  commercial  planes  of 
America  and  other  countries  to  operate 
safely  and  conveniently  through  this  main 
airway  for  world  travel. 

At  present  the  airports  are  supplied  only 
out-moded  equipment  which  made  com¬ 
munication  almost  impossible  even  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  5  miles  from  the  airport.  In  time  of 
peace  the  safe  and  constant  operation  of 
American  airlines  overseas  would  be  tre¬ 
mendously  assisted  by  proper  ground  equip¬ 
ment  on  the  Spanish  airports  and  our  sub¬ 
sidies  to  our  overseas  airlines  would  be  ma¬ 
terially  reduced.  In  time  of  war  the  secu¬ 
rity  of  America  might  immeasurably  assisted 
by  proper  operating  equipment  on  the 
Spanish  airports  on  the  very  easy  assumption 
that  any  movement  by  Moscow  toward  world 
domination  would  inevitably  involve  Spain. 

Stalin  is  not  likely  to  make  the  mistake  of 
Hitler  so  far  as  Spain  is  concerned.  How  far 
the  United  States  should  go  in  assistance 
to  the  Spanish  economy  is  naturally  a  matter 
for  prudent  and  careful  consideration  as 
events  develop.  The  continuing  failure  to 
normalize  relations  with  Spain  by  the  send¬ 
ing  of  an  Ambassador  is  a  crime  against  the 
security  of  America  and  against  our  sons 
who  must  perhaps  pay  the  price  of  our 
neglect. 

To  suggest  that  we  cannot  send  an  Am¬ 
bassador  because  there  is  not  complete  reli¬ 
gious  freedom  such  as  we  are  familiar  with 
in  the  United  States  flies  in  the  face  of  our 
sending  an  Ambassador  to  Czechoslovakia 
where  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  today  is 
being  deliberately  taken  under  absolute  con¬ 
trol  by  legislation  and  the  clergy  purged. 

The  United  States  has  j*st  sent  a  Minister 
to  Hungary  where  Cardinal  Mindzenty  is  be¬ 
ing  crucified  for  standing  up  for  his  religious 
convictions. 

Meanwhile,  we  have  an  Ambassador  in 
Moscow  where  human  rights  of  every  char¬ 
acter — religious  and  otherwise — are  entirely 
subject  to  the  decrees  of  the  politburo  with 
no  semblance  of  regard  for  the  traditions  of 
Anglo-Saxon  respect  for  the  rights  of  the 
individual. 

We  have  a  Minister  in  Saudi  Arabia  where 
King  Ibn  Saud  is  the  law  and  where  no  Jew 
is  even  allowed  to  enter  the  Kingdom — even 
to  do  work  in  connection  with  the  American 
oil  concession  which  has  been  fostered  by 
American  money  and  protected  by  the  Amer¬ 
ican  State  Department. 

Under  the  present  Spanish  constitution 
freedom  of  worship  is  pledged  for  Protestant 
sects  and  recent  American  visitors  have  at¬ 
tended  services  in  Protestant  chapels  which 
have  been  operating  freely  for  sometime  with 
police  protection  furnished  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  whenever  there  was  any  indication  of 
possible  interference. 

There  are  reported  to  be  from  10,000  to 
30,000  Protestants  in  Spain  with  approxi¬ 
mately  160  Protestant  chapels  listed. 

The  Government  has  undoubtedly  moved 
slowly  in  issuing  permits  for  some  of  the 
chapels  to  open  for  operation,  but  the  same 
moderation  is  evident  in  many  other  fields  in 
the  Government  as  we  were  pointedly  re¬ 
minded  by  businessmen  concerned  with  the 
delays  in  the  functioning  of  the  Government 
In  connection  with  purely  business  matters. 

Occasional  delays  are  sometimes  evident 
even  in  Washington  officialdom.  Undoubted¬ 
ly  proselyting  as  distinct  from  worship  pre¬ 


sents  a  problem  which  has  not  yet  been 
solved  in  a  country  which  is  99  percent  Ro¬ 
man  Catholic  exactly  as  we  have  certain  so¬ 
cial  problems  in  the  United  States  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas.  To  say  that  Spain  was  neutral 
during  the  waj  is  no  more  than  America 
sought  to  be  until  Pearl  Harbor  settled  our 
participation. 

To  say  that  the  Spanish  regime  favored  the 
Germans  or  the  Italians  is  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  we  are  spending  more  than  $1,000,000,- 
000  a  year  to  assist  the  Germans  and  the 
Italians  in  their  rehabilitation  because  we  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  the  most  effective  way  to  check 
the  spread  of  communism. 

The  Franco  regime  is  the  one  government 
in  all  the  world  which  has  been  successful 
thus  far  in  dealing  with  communism  and  is 
least  likely  to  succumb  to  its  blandishments 
or  its  domination. 

After'  our  recent  experience  in  China,  it 
would  seem  more  desirable  that  we  do  not 
permit  any  unsettlement  in  Spain  to  serve 
the  cause  of  Communist  expansion  and  yet 
our  present  policy  seems  fell  calculated  if 
not  designed  to  serve  no  other  end. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  in 
conclusion,  I  desire  to  invite  attention  to 
what  Winston  Churchill  has  said  re¬ 
garding  this  matter,  in  his  statement  on 
the  situation,  in  which  he  made  it  per¬ 
fectly  clear  that  the  policies  pursued  by 
the  Spanish  Government  during  the 
course  of  World  War  II  were  of  a  char¬ 
acter  which,  in  his  judgment — and  cer¬ 
tainly  he  was  in  a  position  to  judge — 
were  best  calculated  to  serve  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  great  enterprise  in  which  we 
were  then  engaged.  This  is  why  it  is  my 
earnest  hope  that  the  Senate  may  accept 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  and  thus  do  this  belated  act  of 
recognition  of  a  people  whose  friendship 
with  us  may  be  more  and  more  vital  as 
the  years  pass  on. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  I  yield  to  the  next  speaker  I  desire 
to  make  a  brief  statement. 

This  amendment  was  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  last  year.  I  voted  for  it,  and  I  think 
probably  every  other  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  voted  for  it, 
but  it  was  defeated  in  conference.  This 
year  the  committee  has  again  endorsed 
the  amendment  and  authorized  it  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Because  I  happen  to  be  chairman  of 
the  committee  I  was  designated  to  con¬ 
trol  the  time  on  behalf  of  those  Senators 
who  are  opposed  to  the  amendment.  I 
have  faithfully  tried  to  get  some  Senator 
to  speak  against  the  amendment,  as  I 
thought  it  was  my  duty  to  do,  but  up  to 
this  time  I  have  not  found  any  Senator 
who  wished  to  speak  against  it.  I  am 
therefore  put  in  the  embarrassing  posi¬ 
tion  of  announcing  the  names  of  the 
speakers  against  an  amendment  of  which 
I  am  in  favor  and  for  which  I  expect  to 
vote.  Under  those  circumstances,  Mr. 
President,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and  after 
that  I  should  like  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton]  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  were 
to  give  a  title  to  my  remarks  this  after¬ 
noon,  I  think  I  would  choose  as  a  title 
“A  Wrestle  With  One’s  Conscience.” 

I  have  voted  consistently  against  the 
so-called  Spanish  loan  amendment  up 


to  this  time.  I  have  waited  all  day  for 
an  argument  which  could  convince  me 
that  I  should  vote  for  the  amendment  on 
this  occasion,  but  up  to  this  moment  I 
have  heard  none.  I  shall  keep  my  ears 
open  until  the  final  argument  is  made. 

However,  Mr.  President,  there  are 
three  or  four  points  which  disturb  me 
very  much  in  regard  to  this  amendment. 
I  want  to  say  that  I  hate,  with  all  my 
soul  and  being,  everything  that  is  com¬ 
munistic.  But  likewise,  I  hate  with  an 
equal  hatred,  and  with  all  my  soul  and 
being,  everything  that  is  Fascist. 

We  are  confronted,  Mr.  President, 
with  the  fact  th&t  Spain  is  a  Fascist  na¬ 
tion.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  find, 
Mr.  President,  that  great  essence  of  de¬ 
mocracy,  which  is  the  exercise  of  a  free¬ 
dom  of  choice  at  a  truly  free  ballot  box, 
is  as  nonexistent  in  Spain  as  it  is  in 
Communist  Russia. 

It  has  been  argued  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  however,  that  world  conditions 
have  so  changed  that  we  should  now 
loan  money  to  Franco  Spain  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  military  defense,  because  we  are 
in  need  of  some  great  air  bases  in  Spain. 
Ajs  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  Mr.  President,  that  argu¬ 
ment  has  tremendous  weight  with  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  but  an¬ 
other  principle  has  great  weight  also, 
namely,  that  I  do  not  think  we  are  ever 
going  to  win  the  fight  for  freedom 
around  the  world  if  we  proceed  to  sup¬ 
port  totalitarian  principles,  whether 
they  be  Communist  or  Fascist.  I  have 
not  up  to  this  time  been  able  to  bring 
myself  in  this  wrestle  with  my  con¬ 
science  to  vote  in  favor  of  what  I  think 
looks  like  a  bribe  to  Franco  for  military 
bases,  and  thereby  give  support  to  what 
I  think  is  anything  but  freedom  of 
choice  in  Spain.  I  cannot  bring  myself 
to  think  that  we  strengthen  freedom  by 
bribing  either  fascism  or  communism. 

The  next  point  I  want  to  make  is  that 
I  supported  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  and 
have  supported,  without  exception,  the 
United  Nations  program.  But  I  wonder 
what  the  effect  of  our  proposal  to  loan 
millions  of  dollars  to  Franco  Spain  will 
be  upon  public  opinion  in  England  and 
in  France,  and  what  it  will  be  on  gov¬ 
ernmental  opinion,  also,  in  those  coun¬ 
tries.  Senators  know  what  I  think  the 
State  Department  ought  to  have  been 
doing  within  the  United  Nations  proce¬ 
dure  in  trying  to  work  out  a  satisfactory 
understanding  with  Spain  that  would 
permit  her  to  join  the  United  Nations. 
I  want  to  say,  in  criticism  of  the  State 
Department,  that  I  do  not  think  the 
Members  of  the  Senate'  should  have  been 
allowed  to  get  into  the  position  in  which 
we  find  ourselves  at  this  time  over  this 
Spanish  issue.  I  think  that  negotiations 
should  have  been  carried  on  with  Spain 
which  would  have  resulted  in  her  admis¬ 
sion  into  the  United  Nations,  provided 
she  permitted  the  exercise  of  freedom  of 
choice  at  a  free  ballot  box  in  Spain. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  yield  at  this 
time.  I  want,  in  the  interest  of  conti¬ 
nuity,  to  complete  this  brief  statement 
for  the  Record.  I  think  the  State  De¬ 
partment  should  have  been  taking  the 
steps  necessary  to  bring  about  an  under- 
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standing  between  Franco  Spain  and  the 
United  Nations. 

I  think  the  first  test  to  our  making  a 
loan  to  Spain  is  whether  or  not  Franco 
Spain  can  meet  the  tests  of  the  United 
Nations  for  membership.  I  should  like 
to  see  her  in  the  United  Nations.  I 
wonder  why  our  State  Department  has 
not  been  using  its  influences  and  its  good 
offices  to  bring  about  the  healing  of  the 
breach  which  apparently  has  existed  be¬ 
tween  the  United  Nations  and  Franco 
Spain. 

We  are  a  member  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Pact.  We  are  a  member  of  the  United 
Nations.  I  have  great  reservations,  Mr. 
President,  about  our  proceeding  with 
unilateral  action  in  regard  to  Spain 
when  we  know  the  attitude  in  regard  to 
Franco  Spain,  at  least,  up  to  this  date, 
of  our  compatriots  and  allies  in  the 
North  Atlantic  Pact.  I  want  to  know, 
Mr.  President,  what  is  going  to  be  the 
effect  of  our  action  upon  our  allies  in 
the  North  Atlantic  Pact  and  in  the 
United  Nations.  It  has  been  argued  that 
by  this  proposed  loan  we  may  help  put 
ourselves  in  a  position  where  Spanish 
boys  will  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  with 
American  boys  to  fight  this  great  fight 
we  are  in  against  communism.  Well,  I 
would  say,  Mr.  President,  that  they  were 
not  standing  with  American  boys  in  the 
last  war.  I  cannot  escape  the  fact  that 
there  are  thousands  of  American  boys 
lying  buried  in  Europe  today  because  of 
the  behind-the-scenes  support  that 
Franco  gave  to  Mussolini  and  Hitler. 
What  proof  has  been  advanced  in  this 
debate  that  there  has  been  any  change 
in  the  philosophy  of  the  Government  of 
Spain  in  regard  to  freedom  and  the  great 
cause  of  freedom  for  which,  we  are  fight¬ 
ing?  Not  any.  O  Mr.  President,  if  I 
thought  that  by  this  loan  we  would  save 
the  life  of  a  single  American  boy,  I  would 
pay  a  bribe  to  Franco  to  save  that  life. 
However,  I  fear  that  this  loan  will  be  an 
aid  to  lying  Russian  propaganda  about 
us.  I  fear  that  this  loan  will  raise  doubts 
as  to  our  devotion  to  the  principles  of 
freedom.  I  fe^r  that  this  loan  will  not 
stand  the  judgment  of  history. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  I  may  have  time  to 
finish  just  one  sentence:  Unless  some¬ 
thing  can  be  said  in  the  closing  minutes 
of  this  debate  is  unanswerable  justifica¬ 
tion  of  this  loan,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  irrespective  of  political  conse¬ 
quences — and  there  is  a  powerful  lobby 
supporting  this  loan,  Mr.  President — will 
hold  fast  to  what  he  thinks  is  a  basic 
principle  in  opposition  to  the  loan, 
namely,  the  need  for  supporting  freedom 
the  world  around  and  fighting  commu¬ 
nism  and  fascism  wherever  they  rear 
their  heads  in  challenge  to  freedom  and 
the  dignity  of  the  individual. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  said  he  would  like 
to  know  what  Great  Britain  was  think¬ 
ing  about  aid  to  Spain.  Great  Britain 
is  our  partner.  Will  the  Senator  listen 


to  Great  Britain’s  greatest  statesman? 
He  said: 

I  see  no  reason  why  Spain  should  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  United  Nations  any  longer, 
or  why  our  vote  should  be  cast  in  favor  of 
their  exclusion.  No  British  or  Americans 
were  killed  by  the  Spaniards.  The  indirect 
aid  we  received  from  Spain  throughout  the 
war  was  immense  service.  Spain  refused  to 
facilitate  the  movement  of  Germans  to  at¬ 
tack  Gibraltar  and  to  enter  Africa.  It  can¬ 
not  be  said  that  Spain  injured  us  or  the 
United  States  in  the  late  war.  Then  why 
should  we  say  that  the  Spanish  people  must 
be  treated  as  outcasts  just  because  they  are 
governed  by  General  Franco? 

That  was  said  by  none  other  than 
Winston  Churchill  on  the  10th  day  of 
December  1948. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  said  Spain 
was  not  protecting  our  boys  in  the  last 
war.  I  read  the  following  from  Admiral 
William  D.  Leahy’s  book  entitled  “I  Was 
There”  about  Spain’s  contribution  to 
World  War  II: 

Mussolini  had  first  asked  to  come  to  Spain 
to  discuss  passage  of  German  troops  through 
that  country,  presumably  for  an  attack  on 
Gibraltar.  Franco  proposed  instead  that  he 
himself  proceed  to  Italy.  When  he  arrived 
in  Rome,  Franca  told  Mussolini  that  the 
Spanish  people  would  never  permit  the  Ger¬ 
mans  to  pass  through  Spain,  even  if  he. 
Franco,  wished  to  authorize  such  a  move¬ 
ment,  and  that  he  himself  was  opposed  to 
the  proposition.  After  the  war,  it  was 
learned  that  Hitler  had  been  much  irritated 
in  October  1940,  when  Franco  refused  to 
join  actively  in  the  Fuehrer’s  plans  for  a 
pincer  movement  against  the  British  in  the 
Mediterranean  involving  Gibraltar  and  an 
invasion  through  Spanish  Morocco. 

Similar  evidence  appearing  from  time  to 
time  led  me  to  believe  that  General  Franco, 
while  desiring  to  appear  neutral  in  the  war, 
really  was  on  the  side  of  the  Allies. 

I  wonder,  Mr.  President,  who  knows 
more  about  it,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
or  Admiral  Leahy?  I  now  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  McMahon],  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers],  I  desire  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  send  the 
amendment  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  After  the 
word  “That”,  in  line  2  to  strike  out  the 
remainder  of  line  2  and  all  of  line  3 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
“the  Administrator  is  authorized  and  di¬ 
rected  to  issue  notes  from  time  to  time 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  purchase 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
such  purchases,  in  an  amount  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  in  the  aggregate  $100,000,000 
for  the  purpose  of  assistance  to  Spain.” 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
many  Members  of  the  Senate  in  the  past 
and  at  the  present  moment  have  been 
doubtful  of  supporting  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  not 
because  they  are  opposed  to  economic 
aid  to  Spain  but  because  they  do  not 
want  to  subtract  any  economic  aid  from 
the  other  nations  of  western  Europe  in 
which  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  has 
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been  working.  The  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  provides  that  of 
the  appropriation  contained  in  the  bill 
$100,000,000  shall  be  used  only  for  as¬ 
sistance  to  Spain.  Therefore  that 
amendment  would  subtract  $100,000,000 
from  the  appropriation  which  is  sorely 
needed  to  carry  out  our  national  policy 
with  respect  to  other  countries  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  In  last  year’s  economic-aid 
appropriation  bill  I  find  a  provision 
which  I  think  completely  answers  the 
dilemma  which  has  plagued  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  who  want  to  support 
economic  aid  to  Spain  because  of  the 
realities  of  the  situation  but  who  do  not 
at  the  same  time  wish  to  take  away 
anything  from  the  other  nations  in 
which  we  are  trying  to  accomplish  eco¬ 
nomic  rehabilitation. 

In  Public  Law  327,  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress,  first  session,  the  Foreign  Aid  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1950,  there  appears,  on 
page  2,  this  proviso: 

Provided  further,  That  the  Administrator 
is  authorized  to  issue  notes  from  time  to 
time  during  the  fiscal  year  1950  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $150,- 
000,000  for  the  purpose  of  allocating  funds 
during  such  fiscal  year  to  the  Export-Im¬ 
port  Bank  of  Washington  for  assistance  on 
credit  terms  under  the  provisions  of  said 
act. 

That  is  precisely  what  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  wishes  to  do — provide  ex¬ 
port-import  credit  aid  to  Spain.  It  can 
be  done,  it  seems  to  me,  more  success¬ 
fully  by  adopting  the  technique  in  the 
bill  which  was  passed  last  year  rather 
than  by  cutting  anything  out  of  of  the 
appropriation  for  the  rest  of  western 
Europe.  So  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  is  patterned  on  the  act 
which  was  passed  last  year,  and  provides 
a  public-debt  transaction,  instead  of  ap¬ 
propriating  new  funds  or  cutting  out 
any  part  of  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  President,  Senators  may  be  in¬ 
terested  to  know  what  was  done  with 
this  $150,000,000  of  credit  aid  through 
the  Export-Import  Bank  authorized  last 
year.  I  cite  this  particularly  because 
of  the  suggestion  that  we  should  not 
grant  any  aid  to  any  country  which 
might  be  called  a  dictatorship. 

Of  the  $150,000,000  which  we  author¬ 
ized  in  this  manner  last  year,  $27,500,- 
000  has  already  been  allotted  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Portugal.  If  the  ruler  of 
Portugal,  Senor  Salazar,  is  any  less  a  dic¬ 
tator  than  others  whose  names  have 
been  mentioned,  I  am  certainly  unaware 
of  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is  not  clear  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  how  this 
proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
changes  the  situation.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  Export-Import  Bank  today  has 
full  authority  and  full  power  to  make 
loans  to  Spain? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  will  show  the 
Senator  precisely  how  it  changes  it.  I 
think  that  as  a  matter  of  realism  we 
have  to  come  to  the  conclusion  now  we 
should  no  longer  be  dependent  upon 
vague  promises  which  are  not  fulfilled. 
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and  here  is  a  directive  of  the  Congress 
to  perform  an  act  the  failure  to  perform 
which  in  the  past  has  been  defended  on 
the  ground,  “Well,  we  have  the  legal 
power  and  we  need  no  more.”  Yes,  the 
Export-Import  Bank  had  the  power,  but 
for  reasons  which  are  difficult  to  ex¬ 
plain  on  any  theory  that  does  not  con¬ 
flict  with  our  announced  policy  to  con¬ 
tain  communism  the  loans  have  not  been 
made. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  the  language 
which  I  propose  to  substitute  for  two 
lines  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  I  provide  that  the  admin¬ 
istrator  “is  authorized  and  directed  to 
issue  notes  from  time  to  time  during 
fiscal  yeaT  1951  for  purchases  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  such 
purchases  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
in  the  aggregate  $100,000,000  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  assistance  to  Spain.”  The  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  these  notes  in  the  words  of  the 
McCarran  amendment  are  to  be  used  in 
assistance  to  Spain  “upon  credit  terms  as 
provided  in  section  111  (c)  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended.” 

Mr.  President,  knowing,  as  I  do,  and 
as  every  Senator  who  has  examined  the 
history  of  World  War  II  and  what  has 
been  going  on  since  knows,  that  in  Spain 
there  are  deposits  of  strategic  and  crit¬ 
ical  materials  which  this  country  sadly 
needs,  and  which  can  be  secured  as  se¬ 
curity  for  this  loan,  I  feel  this  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted  in  the  form  I 
suggest. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  it  not  true,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  policy  which  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  has  followed,  it  has  fol¬ 
lowed  because  of  the  position  of  the 
State  Department? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  very  much  fear 
the  Senator  is  correct  but  I  think  the 
State  Department  has  been  wrong. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Are  we  to  go 
through  this  appropriation  bill  and 
write  amendments  which  reverse  the 
State  Department  policy  in  Korea,  or  re¬ 
verse  the  State  Department  policy  in 
Spain,  or  reverse  the  State  Department 
policy  elsewhere?  Is  this  the  place  to 
reverse  the  State  Department? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  think  that  with 
respect  to  the  policy  toward  Spain,  if 
the  State  Department  has  opposed  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Bank  loans,  this  is  precisely 
the  place  to  reverse  it,  because  if  the 
Spanish  peninsula  is  not  held  in  the  af¬ 
fairs  which  are  now  rapidly  developing 
in  western  Europe,  much  if  not  all  of 
our  economic  aid  to  ECA  countries  will 
have  been  lost.  If  the  arguments  which 
are  being  made  today,  at  Lake  Success, 
in  the  Security  Council,  under  the  Presi¬ 
dency  of  the  representative  of  the  Soviet 
Union  and  on  behalf  of  the  Kremlin  pol¬ 
icy — if  those  arguments  and  those  tac¬ 
tics  should  prevail,  it  seems  to  me  that 
there  could  be  no  possible  question  that 
refusal  to  deal  realistically  in  Spain  will 
only  help  to  handicap  our  program.  We 
should  match  realism  with  realism,  and 
meet  the  issue  as  it  is. 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
by  this  device,  which  might  appear  to 
some  to  make  the  transaction  some¬ 
what  more  palatable,  the  United  States 
Government  would  be  taking  unilateral 
action,  not  in  consultation  with  its 
friends  and  allies  and  fellow  members 
in  the  United  Nations,  but  purely  on  its 
own  initiative,  even  going  so  far  as  to 
overrule  the  policies  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  Senator  from 
New  York  has  already  answered  him¬ 
self,  when  a  moment  ago  he  rose  and 
interrupted  me  to  ask  me  a  question. 
His  question  was:  Does  not  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  now  have  the  authority  to 
do  this?  The  inference  from  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  question  was,  of  course,  “We  are 
ready  to  lend  this  money  now.  The  Ex¬ 
port-Import  Bank  can  do  it.”  But  the 
sad  fact  is  that  the  authority  of  the 
Export-Import  Bank  is  not  being  used 
and  we  were  told  this  afternoon  the  State 
Department  is  responsible. 

If  we  can  extend  Export-Import  Bank 
credit  to  Portugal,  we  can  extend  it  to 
Spain.  The  formula  I  propose  takes 
nothing  from  the  ECA  appropriation, 
but  it  will  provide  economic  rehabilita¬ 
tion  we  have  extended  by  virtue  of  a 
similar  proviso  in  last  year’s  bill  to 
France,  Iceland,  Ireland,  Italy,  Nether¬ 
lands,  Portugal,  Turkey,  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  as  well  as  others.  Let  us  no 
longer  exclude  Spain. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

COMMENT  ON  ADDRESS  BY  PRIME  MINISTER  ROBERT 
GORDON  MENZIES  TO  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Benton], 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  recognized 
for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
want  the  most  moving  and  important 
address  which  Prime  Minister  Menzies 
delivered  to  the  Senate  today  to  go  with¬ 
out  comment  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
I  have,  therefore,  asked  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  to  yield  me  a  few  minutes  in 
order  that  I  may  point  out  to  the  Senate 
three  important  key  points  brought  out 
by  Prime  Minister  Menzies  which  I  hope 
we  shall  remember. 

First,  Mr.  President,  Prime  Minister 
Menzies  warned  us  to  keep  in  mind  the 
fact  that  Korea  is  an  incident,  that  it  is 
merely  an  incident  against  the  far 
greater  world-wide  problem  we  are  fac¬ 
ing.  He  warned  us  not  to  become  “pre¬ 
occupied”  with  Korea. 

Implicit  in  that  warning,  and  a  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  minds  of  all  of  us  at  this  time, 
is  the  question  of  what  we  shall  do  if  our 
boys  are  literally  thrown  out  of  Korea; 
if  we  suffer,  indeed,  a  Dunkerque  in 
Korea. 

Should  we  then  necessarily  pick 
Korea,  an  unfavorable  battleground,  mili¬ 
tarily  difficult  and  disadvantageous  to  us, 
should  we  necessarily  thereafter  engage 


in  the  vast  investment  of  resources  and 
manpower  which  would  be  involved  in  a 
reinvasion  of  Korea? 

This  question  will  be  discussed  in  at 
least  5,200  Connecticut  homes  tonight. 
At  4  o’clock  this  afternoon  came  the  an¬ 
nouncement  that  the  Forty-third  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  National  Guard,  with  5,200 
Connecticut  boys  in  it,  is  being  called 
up  to  the  colors. 

It  is  obvious  to  all  who  read  the  papers 
that  we  are  losing  a  battle  in  Korea,  a 
most  important  battle.  But  I  hope  our 
pride  will  not  influence  our  good  judg¬ 
ment  if  we  lose  this  battle,  and  that  we 
will  heed  the  warning  of  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  of  Australia,  and  remember  that 
Korea  is  an  incident  and  that  we  must 
not  allow  ourselves  to  become  preoccu¬ 
pied  with  it.  Perhaps  we  should  not 
carry  this  particular  battle  further. 
That  will  be  a  very  grave  decision. 

Now  to  his  second  point  which  I  wish 
to  emphasize.  What  did  Mr.  Menzies 
pick  as  his  main  illustration  of  the 
world-wide  battleground  now  spread  out 
before  us?  Mr.  Menzies — and  this  is  a 
matter  of  life  and  death  to  his  Austral¬ 
ians — picked  the  propaganda  war  as  the 
main  war,  and  he  used  for  his  illustra¬ 
tion  the  propaganda  war  in  Southeast 
Asia. 

Here,  said  Mr.  Menzies,  here  in  the 
field  of  propaganda  is  the  main  fight, 
and  not  in  Korea.  The  big  war  is  the 
propaganda  war.  That  is  what  he  said, 
and  I  want  to  reemphasize  it  today  to 
my  colleagues  in  the  Senate. 

We  must  not,  he  said,  turn  to  this  war 
“blank  faces.”  At  least  I  thought  that 
was  what  I  heard  him  say,  blank  faces. 
Yet  for  the  last  10  days  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  has  been  debating  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  State  Department  for  $89,- 
000,000  for  additional  facilities  for  the 
Voice  of  America.  There  has  been  little 
if  any  discussion  of  this  in  the  papers 
or  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  relatively 
no  public  notice,  yet  I  was  told  by  a 
member  of  the  committeqjast  night  over 
the  telephone  that  a  considerable  part 
of  that  request  is  going  to  be  turned 
down  by  the  House  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  very  modest 
request,  one  formulated  by  the  State 
Department  long  before  Korea.  It  is 
pre-Korean  thinking.  It  should  be  ex¬ 
amined,  not  to  cut  it  back  but  to  step 
it  up  and  very  greatly.  It  is  a  request 
far  too  small  in  line  with  the  urgent 
current  problem.  I  call  on  the  State 
Department  and  the  Congress  to  recog¬ 
nize  that  fact. 

We  have  witnessed  in  the  last  10  days 
a  request  for  $10,500,000,000  for  military 
.  armament.  I  am  told  that  another  four 
billion,  which  this  week  is  to  be  added  to 
that  sum  for  further  armament,  will  not 
be  the  last  such  request.  Yet  at  the 
very  time  we  are  debating  this  $14,- 
500,000,000  for  armaments,  I  fear  we 
shall  ignore  what  Prime  Minister  Menzies 
has  stated  to  us  today — that  the  main 
war  and  the  principal  front  on  which 
the  victory  will  really  be  fought  out  is 
the  war  of  ideas — the  war  for  the  minds 
of  loyalties  and  men. 
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His  third  point  which  I  wish  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  was  his 
comment  on  the  need  for  developing  a 
dynamic  economy  within  Australia  and 
throughout  the  rest  of  the  world. 

We  here  in  the  United  States  have 
learned  that  the  best  answer  to  the  Com¬ 
munist  propaganda  is  a  healthy  and 
prosperous  economy.  Prime  Minister 
Menzies,  in  his  comments  today,  applied 
that  same  principle  to  the  goals  and  am¬ 
bitions  of  the  8,000,000  people  of  Aus¬ 
tralia. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  rise  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  commend  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  for  what  he  is  trying  to  do. 
For  a  long  time  he  has  been  a  sort  of 
lone  soldier  fighting  for  his  proposal. 
He  has  not  met  with  much  success.  I 
certainly  hope  the  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  will  continue  to  talk,  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  harass,  will  continue  to  annoy, 
will  continue  to  do  everything  that  is 
within  his  power  to  make  the  Congress 
see  the  light  with  respect  to  appropri¬ 
ating  the  money  needed  for  propaganda 
purposes. 

Mr.  President,  the  newspapers  disclose 
what  the  northern  Koreans  are  doing 
at  this  very  moment  to  our  soldiers 
whom  they  have  captured.  No  doubt 
through  threats  against  their  lives  they 
are  compelling  our  soldiers  to  speak 
over  the  radio  and  advise  the  American 
troops  who  are  now  fighting  in  Korea 
what  they  should  and  what  they  should 
not  do ;  they  are  advising  them  to  desert 
the  American  forces,  they  are  telling 
them  what  good  treatment  they  are  re¬ 
ceiving,  and  so  forth.  That  is  propa¬ 
ganda  of  a  type  which  is  being  spread 
constantly  throughout  the  whole  Rus¬ 
sian  orbit  and  to  all  the  satellite  coun¬ 
tries  they  control.  We  do  very  little  to 
counteract  such  propaganda.  We  sit 
back,  and,  apparently  because  of  the  few 
dollars  we  would  have  to  expend,  we  are 
afraid  to  go  forth  and  meet  the  chal¬ 
lenge.  '  Communist  propaganda  repre¬ 
sents  one  of  the  most  serious  challenges 
we  have  to  meet.  Congress  should  act 
quickly  on  this  problem  instead  of  fool¬ 
ing  around  with  it. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  for  his 
comment.  May  I  again  remind  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  the  majority  leader  was  one  of 
the  first  Members  of  the  Senate,  when 
I  was  serving  as  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  to  see  the  importance  of  this  issue 
I  am  discussing  today,  and  again  and 
again  the  Senator  from  Illinois  assumed 
leadership  -when  it  was  so  badly  needed 
in  those  dark  days? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BENTON.  Let  me  see  if  I  have 
time  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  when  I  have  finished  my  brief 
comments.  Or  if  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  will  give  me  further  time,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  no  longer  enough 
for  us  merely  to  stimulate  our  dynamic 
economy  at  home,  as  called  for  by  Prime 
Minister  Menzies  this  afternoon.  He 
outlined  a  similar  goal  and  applied  it  to 


the  South  Pacific.  Such  a  goal,  of 
course,  applies  also  to  Latin  America, 
and  also  to  other  areas  throughout  the 
world.  We  must  give  technical  assist¬ 
ance  as  called  for  under  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram  to  help  stimulate  other  countries 
to  a  far  greater  dynamic  development  of 
their  own  economies.  We  must  do  this 
as  one  of  the  strongest  arms  of  our  prop¬ 
aganda  effort  in  countering  the  attacks 
of  the  Soviet  Union. 

Because  of  the  power  of  the  propa¬ 
ganda  put  out  by  the  Communists  in 
North  Korea,  I  remind  the  majority 
leader  that  the  North  Koreans  throw 
themselves  so  passionately  into  the  fight¬ 
ing  against  our  soldiers  that,  as  I  read 
in  one  newspaper  dispatch  the  North 
Koreans  move  into  the  fire  from  our 
machine  guns  with  such  a  passion  that 
they  are  shot  down  so  that  the’r  bodies 
are  piled  up  like  cordwood.  Why  do 
they  fight  this  way?  They  fight  because 
they  are  pumped  up  with  the  Soviet 
propaganda.  They  have  never  had  any¬ 
thing  presented  to  them  which  would 
give  them  a  reasonable  answer  or  a 
counterargument  against  the  Soviet 
propaganda.  They  move  in  against  our 
machine-gun  fire  as  they  do  because  the 
Soviet  propaganda  ties  itself  to  historic 
background  and  to  their  legitimate  as¬ 
pirations.  The  Soviet  pronaganda  prom¬ 
ises  them  land  reform.  Yes,  it  promises 
the  peasants  the  land.  It,  of  course, 
does  not  mention  the  progress  of  land 
reform  in  South  Korea. 

It  says,  “We  will  get  rid  of  your  age¬ 
long  exploiters.  We  will  rid  you  of  the 
greedy  people  to  whom  you  have  been 
turning  over  such  a  high  percentage  of 
your  production.”  The  small  peasant 
farmers  know  that  their  aspirations  for 
land  are  legitimate.  They  feel  they  have 
little  to  lose,  that  perhaps  the  Marxist 
slogan  is  right  that  they  have  nothing  to 
lose  but  their  chains.  They  believe  these 
promises  of  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  and  move 
against  our  boys  and  into  the  fire  of  our 
machine  guns  with  reckless  abandon. 
Due  in  large  part  to  the  Soviet  propa¬ 
ganda  they  have  been  fired  with  such 
zeal  that  they  have  gone  through  South 
Korea,  I  am  told,  as  rapidly  as  the  Ger¬ 
man  panzer  divisions  ever  went  through 
France. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
has  expired. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  have  been  able  to  emphasize 
those  three  points.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
summarize  my  conclusions,  which  I  hope 
are  self-evident. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  time  to 
any  Senator? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  first  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
desire  any  time,  I  will  say  to  my  friend 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  15  seconds? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  merely  wish  to 
correct  an  omission  in  my  statement. 
The  amendment  which  I  offered,  I  of¬ 
fered  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zon  [Mr.  Hayden],  the  Senator  from 
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Connecticut  [Mr.  McMahon],  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers], 
and  myself. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Lehman]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  sim¬ 
ply  wish  to  say  that  I  have  been  vex-y 
much  interested  in  hearing  the  remarks 
of  the  majority  leader  complimenting 
the  junior  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Benton],  I,  of  course,  associate 
myself  with  these  words  of  praise  for 
what  the  junior  Senator  from  Connecti¬ 
cut  has  been  doing.  I  believe  in  the  kind 
of  propaganda  which  spreads  knowledge 
of  America  and  her  ideals,  and  I  am 
proud  that  I  am  a  cosponsor  of  the  bill 
which  would  provide  the  necessary  ma¬ 
chinery  for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  anything  more  important  than 
that  kind  of  propaganda.  But  how  can 
we  spread  throughout  the  world  that 
kind  of  propaganda  for  democracy  when, 
by  statute,  we  provide  that  the  State 
Department  or  other  agencies  of  govern¬ 
ment  shall  give  money  to  a  regime  which 
is  as  completely  totalitarian  and  intol¬ 
erant  as  any  within  my  knowledge  in  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  only  a  few  min¬ 
utes. 

The  chief  of  that  state  has  completely 
stifled  freedom  of  action,  freedom  of  re¬ 
ligion,  freedom  of  speech,  and  freedom 
of  thought.  Our  only  chance  to  advocate 
freedom  and  democracy  in  the  world  to¬ 
day  and  to  oppose  totalitarianism  is  to 
show  the  world  that  we  ai'e  for  freedom 
everywhere  and  against  tyranny  and  op¬ 
pression  everywhere.  We  cannot  preach 
democracy  while  at  the  same  time  we  en¬ 
act  legislation  such  as  this — legislation 
to  aid  an  enemy  of  freedom  and  an 
avowed  advocate  of  Fascist  totalitarian¬ 
ism. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  won¬ 
der  if  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will 
yield  me  a  couple  of  minutes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to -the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized 
for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
possibly  as  much  against  totalitarianism 
as  is  the  Senator  from  New  York.  But 
we  are  trying  to  do  something  in  this 
particular  instance.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  York  if  it  is  not  as  important 
to  help  hungry  people  in  Spain  as  it  is 
to  help  the  French  to  kill  Indonesians 
in  Indonesia. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  say  to  the  able 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  when  I 
addressed  the  Senate  2  or  3  months  ago, 
I  expressed  the  deepest  sympathy  and 
affection  for  the  Spanish  people. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  does  not  help  the 
hungry  Spaniard.  Sympathy  does  not 
help  Spain  to  obtain  l  economic  ade¬ 
quacy.  The  Senate  has  voted  to  fur¬ 
nish  help  to  the  French,  and  then  the 
French  shoot  down  people  in  Indochina. 
Sympathy  alone  does  not  help  to  feed 
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the  hungry  Spaniards.  But  if  we  vote 
to  give  the  Spanish  people  aid,  as  we  give 
aid  to  the  French,  we  will  accomplish 
something  that  sympathy  alone  cannot 
accomplish. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  will  say  that  he 
will  gladly  support  any  bill  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  wishes  to  introduce  to 
provide  direct  aid  to  starving  or  needy 
people  in  Spain.  That  is  very  different 
from  what  is  proposed  in  the  amendment 
we  are  now  discussing. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  What  is  proposed  is 
what  the  Senator  from  New  York  has 
been  talking  about  ever  since  I  remem¬ 
ber  him  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate.  We 
are  trying  to  make  western  Europe  self- 
sufficient,  to  bring  about  economic  self- 
sufficiency  in  western  Europe.  The  only 
reason  I  can  see,  in  many  instances,  for 
opposition  to  aid  to  Spain  is  communistic 
influence  in  the  United  States;  many 
Senators  are  afraid  of  a  few  votes  in 
New  York  City  or  elsewhere,  and  I  do  not 
like  that. 

Mr,  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  in  advocating  economic  assist¬ 
ance  for  western  Europe,  as  I  have  done, 
and  as  I  shall  continue  to  do,  I  have 
advocated  this  assistance  in  order  to  help 
nations  and  regimes  which  have  a  phi¬ 
losophy  of  government  and  of  life  similar 
or  analogous  to  ours.  I  believe  that  the 
Spanish  people  have  such  a  philosophy, 
but  I  do  not  believe  the  head  of  the 
Spanish  state  and  his  intolerant  regime 
do.  This  legislation  will  help  keep  that 
man  and  that  regime  in  power.  It  will 
not  help  the  Spanish  people  for  whom 
I  have  such  a  deep  regard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  has 
expired. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  the  remainder  of  my  time  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI, 
my  good  friend  on  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nevada  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  some 
statements  have  been  made  today  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  lending 
money  or  giving  assistance  to  a  dictator¬ 
ship  or  a  Fascist  government.  Last  year 
we  passed  a  law  identical  with  the  meas¬ 
ure  we  are  endeavoring  to  enact  now; 
and  with  that  law  passed  and  on  our 
statute  books,  we  loaned  to  Portugal 
$27,500,000.  If  there  is  a  dictatorship 
anywhere  in  Europe  or  if  there  is  a 
Fascist  form  of  government  anywhere 
in  Europe,  it  is  in  Portugal.  No  one  who 
is  familiar  with  that  situation  will  deny 
the  accuracy  of  that  statement. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  also  been  said, 
both  by  way  of  implication  and  other¬ 
wise,  that  we  should  not  lend  this  money, 
no  matter  what  Spain  would  do  for  us, 
because  Spain,  so  it  is  said,  was  against 
us  in  the  Second  World  War,  the  recent 
conflict.  Let  me  read  from  statements 
which  are  to  be  found  in  the  book,  War¬ 
time  Mission  in  Spain,  by  Ambassador 
Carlton  J.  H.  Hayes : 

It  is  very  unfortunate  that  propaganda  of 
the  Soviet  Union,  and  of  its  conscious  or 
unconscious  apologists  and  appeasers  in  this 


country,  has  served,  especially  during  the 
last  3  years,  to  conceal  from  the  American 
people  the  signal  services  which  Spain 
rendered  us  in  the  critical  war  years  from 
1942  to  1945,  and  to  induce  our  Government 
to  adopt  toward  Spain  a  policy  which  I  can 
only  regard  as  contrary  to  American  interests 
and  derogatory  of  American  honor.  Our  fel¬ 
low  citizens  should  be  enlightened,  not  de¬ 
ceived,  about  the  actual  facts  in  the  situa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  has 
seen  fit  to  leave  the  Chamber  while  these 
statements  are  being  read,  because  they 
would  be  enlightening  to  him. 

I  quote  further  from  the  ambassador: 

Under  Senor  Lequerica,  as  under  his  pred¬ 
ecessor  Count  Francisco  Jordana,  the  Spanish 
Foreign  Office,  with  the  obvious  approval  of 
the  head  of  the  Spanish  State,  granted  us 
more  favor  than  did  any  other  neutral  gov¬ 
ernment,  whether  Sweden,  Turkey,  Switzer¬ 
land,  or  Portugal.  Not  only  did  the  Spanish 
Government  pledge  itself  not  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  our  fateful  landings  and 
campaign  in  North  Africa.  Not  only  did  it 
assure  us  as  early  as  February  1943  that  it 
would  join  us  in  the  war  if  the  Axis  should 
attempt  an  invasion  of  Spain.  Not  only  did 
it  permit  us  to  use  Spain  as  the  base  for 
invaluable  espionage  of  Axis  activities  in 
France  and  the  Mediterranean.  It  also  ac¬ 
corded  us  important  positive  favors.  It  al¬ 
lowed  us  to  get  over  1,200  American  airmen 
safely  across  the  peninsula,  without  any  in¬ 
ternment.  It  permitted  the  transit  and 
exit  of  over  25,000  members  of  the  French 
resistance  movement  as  reinforcements  for 
the  allied  armies  in  North  Africa.  It  choked 
off  export  of  strategic  war  materials  to  Ger¬ 
many  before  any  other  neutral  had  done  so. 
Spain,  too,  was  the  first  country  to  conclude 
a  permanent  air  agreement  with  us,  and  one 
whereby  we  were  enabled  to  obtain  landing 
rights  for  military  as  well  as  civilian  planes. 
In  the  light  of  all  such  facts,  it  is  simply 
hypocritical  to  countenance  the  notion  that 
Spain  has  been  hostile  to  us  and  should 
therefore  be  treated  as  a  pariah  among  the 
nations.  It  certainly  belies  the  solemn  as¬ 
surances  which  President  Franklin  D.  Roose¬ 
velt  gave  to  the  head  of  the  Spanish  State 
In  writing  in  November,  1942. 

The  policy  which  we  have  latterly  been 
pursuing  toward  Spain  has  had,  I  believe, 
still  another  unfortunate  effect.  It  has  re¬ 
tarded  the  natural,  and  otherwise  inevitable, 
evolution  of  the  Spanish  domestic  regime 
toward  greater  liberty  and  democracy.  No 
nation  likes  to  be  dictated  to  by  foreigners, 
and  when  our  Government  joins  Marshal 
Stalin  in  telling  the  Spanish  people  that  they 
must  get  rid  of  the  head  of  the  Spanish 
State,  the  natural  response  is  popular  reac¬ 
tion  in  support  of  the  existing  regime.  And 
how  silly  it  is  to  allege  that  Spain — or  the 
head  of  the  Spanish  State — is  a  threat  to 
world  peace.  The  real  threat  to  world  peace 
is  in  Moscow  and  not  in  Madrid. 

Spain  is  vital,  as  I  see  it,  to  American  in¬ 
terests.  The  late  war  has  abundantly  dem¬ 
onstrated  the  great  strategic  importance  of 
the  Iberian  Peninsula  for  any  way  in  which 
the  United  States,  unhappily,  may  hence¬ 
forth  be  involved.  Nor  can  the  United  States 
have  enduring  proper  understanding  with 
Spanish  America  without  proper  understand¬ 
ing  with  Spain. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  authorities  who  have  been  on  the 
ground,  as  was  Ambassador  Hayes  dur¬ 
ing  the  Second  World  War,  and  who 
know  the  attitude  of  Spain,  and  have 
known  Spain  all  these  years,  should  have 
weighty  influence  with  those  who  think 
otherwise. 


Mr.  President,  one  last  word :  All  that 
this  amendment  would  provide  would 
be  to  permit  a  freedom-loving,  liberty- 
loving,  God-fearing  people  to  enhance 
their  own  internal  economy,  so  that  when 
we  call  on  them,  they  will  not  be  found 
wanting.  The  day  will  come,  I  am  sorry 
to  say — but  everything  indicates  it — 
when  we  shall  be  calling  on  all  the  free¬ 
dom-loving  peoples  of  the  world.  How¬ 
ever,  some  of  them  are  not  responding 
too  rapidly  just  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  let 
us  vote  on  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  [Mr.  O’Mahoney],  for  himself  and 
other  Senators,  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief 

Clerk  called 

the  roll,  and 

the  following  Senators 
their  names : 

answered  to 

Aikeu 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Hill 

Millikin 

Benton. 

Hoey 

Morse 

Brewster 

Holland 

Mundt 

Brlcker 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Bridges 

Hunt 

Myers 

Butler 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Johnsqn,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Conn  ally 

Kem 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Taft 

Flanders 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Utah 

Frear 

McCarran 

Thye 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Tydings 

George 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Green 

McMahon 

Williams 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Young 

Hayden 

Malone 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming,  for  himself  and  other  Sena¬ 
tors,  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  the  event  the 
O’Mahoney  amendment  is  agreed  to, 
there  will  be  a  second  vote,  will  there  not, 
on  the  McCarran  amendment  as 
amended? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct.  If  the  O’Mahoney  amendment 
is  agreed  to,  the  question  will  then  recur 
on  the  McCarran  amendment  as 
amended  by  the  O’Mahoney  amendment. 

Mr.  HOEY.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  the  O’Mahoney  amendment  stated, 
as  modified? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  O’Mahoney  amend¬ 
ment,  as  modified. 
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The  Chief  Clerk.  The  amendment, 
as  modified,  reads  as  follows: 

On  page  448,  line  7,  after  the  word  “speci¬ 
fied”,  insert  the  following: 

"Provided  further,  That  the  Administrator 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  issue  notes 
from  time  to  time  during  the  fiscal  year  1951 
for  purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury,  who  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  such  purchases,  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $100,000,000  for 
the  purpose  of  assistance  to  Spain,  to  be 
extended  upon  credit  terms  as  provided  in 
section  111  (c)  (2)  of  the  Economic  Cooper¬ 
ation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  was  wondering  whether,  with 
the  offering  of  the  O’Mahoney  amend¬ 
ment,  additional  time  would  be  allowed 
for  debate  on  that  particular  amend¬ 
ment,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  unan¬ 
imous-consent  agreement  which  was  en¬ 
tered  into  pertained  to  the  McCarran 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
O’Mahoney  amendment  having  been  of¬ 
fered  before  the  time  for  debate  expired, 
it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  that  there 
is  no  time  now  for  debate  on  the 
O’Mahoney  amendment.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming,  for  him¬ 
self  and  other  Senators,  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada.  The  yeas  and  nays  having  been 
ordered,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent." 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston]  is  absent  because  of  the 
death  of  a  close  personal  friend. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Chapman]  and  the  Senators  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely] 
are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Chapman]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kil¬ 
gore].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “yea,”  and 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  would 
vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  would  vote 
“nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Darby],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Donnell],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  who  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  New 


Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyL  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  if  present  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  52, 
nays  27,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 52 


Aiken 

Holland 

Murray 

Brewster 

Hunt 

Myers 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Eastland 

Kerr 

Russell 

Ferguson 

Knowland 

Saltonstall 

Flanders 

Leahy 

Smith,  Maine 

Fulbright 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

George 

Lucas 

Sparkman 

Green 

McCarran 

Stennis 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Thye 

Hendrickson 

McMahon 

Tydings 

Hickenlooper 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

Hill 

Maybank 

Hoey 

Milllkin 

NAYS— 27 

Anderson 

Frear 

Malone 

Benton 

Gillette 

Martin 

Bricker 

Graham 

Morse 

Bridges 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Butler 

Kem 

Taft 

Byrd 

Langer 

Watkins 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Wherry 

Dworshak 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Young 

NOT  VOTING— 17 

Cain 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Tobey 

Donnell 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Neely 

Withers 

Ellender 

Schoeppel 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
O’Mahoney  for  himself  and  other  Sen¬ 
ators  to  Mr.  McCarran’s  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  recurs  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carran]  as  amended  by  the  O’Mahoney 
amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey] 
is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Johnston]  is  absent  because  of  the  death 
of  a  close  personal  friend. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Chapman],  and  the  Senators  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore  and  Mr.  Neely] 
are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Chapman]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kil¬ 
gore].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “yea,” 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “yea,” 
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and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Darby],  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Donnell],  the  Senator  from,  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  senior  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppel],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey], 
and  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr! 
Vandenberg]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate.  If  present  and  voting  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain],  the 
senior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  65, 


nays  15,  as  follows: 

Aiken 

YEAS — 65 

Hunt 

Milllkin 

Brewster 

Ives 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Bridges 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Myers 

Butler 

Kefauver 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Kem 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Kerr 

Pepper 

Connally 

Knowland 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Langer 

Russell 

Dworshak 

Leahy 

Saltonstall 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Smith,  Maine 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Stennis 

George 

McClellan 

Taft 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Thye 

Gurney 

McKellar 

Tydings 

Hayden 

McMahon 

Watkins 

Hendrickson 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Hickenlooper 

Malone 

Wiley 

Hoey 

Martin 

Young 

Holland 

Maybank 

Anderson 

NAYS— 15 

Flanders 

Humphrey 

Benton 

Frear 

Lehman 

Byrd 

Graham 

Morse 

Douglas 

Green 

Thomas,  Utah 

Ecton 

Hill 

Williams 

NOT  VOTING— 

■16 

Cain 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Chapman 

Kilgore 

Tobey 

Darby 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Donnell 

Neely 

Withers 

Downey 

Schoeppel 

Jenner 

Taylor 

So  Mr.  McCarran’s  amendent,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Snader,  its  assistant 
reading  clerk,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed,  without  amendment,  the  bill 
(S.  3380)  to  amend  the  act  of  August  9, 
1939,  to  redefine  the  term  “contraband 
article”  with  respect  to  narcotic  drugs 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
2160)  to  amend  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  to  authorize  annual  and  sick 
leave  with  pay  for  commissioned  officers 
of  the  Public  Health  Service,  to  authorize 
the  payment  of  accumulated  and  accrued 
annual  leave  in  excess  of  CO  days,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
2591)  to  amend  the  Public  Health  Service 
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Act  to  support  research  and  training  in 
arthritis  and  rheumatism,  multiple  scle¬ 
rosis,  cerebral  palsy,  epilepsy  and  blind¬ 
ness,  and  other  diseases,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1293.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Franco-Italian  Packing  Co.;  and 

H.  R.  5074.  An  act  to  promote  the  national 
defense  by  authorizing  specifically  certain 
functions  of  the  National  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the  effective 
prosecution  of  aeronautical  research,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  7695.  An  act  to  provide  a  5-day  week 
for  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  States  Park  Police 
force,  and  the  White  House  Police  force;  and 

H.  R.  8909.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  government  to  establish 
an  Office  of  Civil  Defense,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2234)  for 
the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gladys  J.  Senyohl  Mc¬ 
Carthy;  asked  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the . 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Byrne 
of  New  York,  Mr.  Denton,  and  Mr.  Keat¬ 
ing  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  chapter  X-B,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  What  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  before  the  Senate  is  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  and  other 
Senators  as  a  substitute  for  the  language 
proposed  to  be  stricken  by  the  committee 
beginning  on  line  21,  at  page  476. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  lieu  of  the  lan¬ 
guage  proposed  to  be  stricken  on  pages 
476  and  477  by  the  so-called  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  as  a  substitute  for 
the  language  proposed  to  be  stricken  by 
the  committee  I  move  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk.  I  have  been  joined  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Kem],  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Williams],  and  also  the  junior  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton]  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders].  I  should  like  to  have  the  amend¬ 
ment  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 


The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  lieu  of  the 
language  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  Mr. 
Byrd  (for  himself  and  others)  as  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  the  language  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  by  the  committee  on  pages 
476  and  477  (embraced  in  sec.  1114),  in¬ 
sert  the  following: 

Sec.  1114.  Reductions  In  appropriations 
contained  in  this  act  are  hereby  made  in  the 
sum  of  $1,000,000,000.  Such  reductions  shall 
be  made  in  the  following  manner ; 

(a)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
supplies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  for  Federal-aid  postwar  highways 
shall  be  reduced  by  $500,000,000:  Provided, 
That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  empowered  to  make  such  reduc¬ 
tions  among  the  departments  and  agencies 
In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the  most 
efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and 
resources  consistent  with  prevailing  needs 
for  an  adequate  national  defense  and  a 
sound  national  economy. 

(b)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
personal  services,  travel,  transportation  of 
things,  communications  services,  rents  and 
utilities,  printing  and  reproduction,  other 
contractual  services,  and  equipment  shall 
be  reduced  by  $500,000,000,  which  reduction 
shall  be  made  among  the  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  a  pro  rata  basis:  Provided,  That 
reductions  in  personnel  shall,  where  practi¬ 
cable,  be  made  by  eliminating  a  total  of  5 
percent  of  the  personnel  provided  for  in  the 
President’s  budget  and  the  filling  of  a  total 
of  not  more  than  one-half  of  all  vacancies 
which  occur  by  reason  of  death,  resignation, 
or  otherwise:  Provided  further.  That  the 
reductions  provided  for  in  this  subsection 
among  the  departments  shall  be  made  on  a 
department-wide  basis  and  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Departments  are  empowered,  by  means 
of  transfers  and  adjustments,  to  keep  the 
agencies  within  their  respective  depart¬ 
ments  at  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  is  empowered  by  means  of  trans¬ 
fers  and  adjustments  to  administer  the  re¬ 
ductions  provided  for  in  this  subsection 
among  the  nondepartmental  and  independ¬ 
ent  agencies  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide 
for  a  maximum  of  efficiency:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  hereafter  the  amount  of  annual 
leave  for  Government  employees,  including 
employees  of  the  postal  services,  shall  be  at 
the  rate  of  20  days  per  year  and  the  amount 
of  sick  leave  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  12  days 
per  year  for  classified  and  wage  board  em¬ 
ployees  (except  that  no  annual  leave  nor 
sick  leave  shall  be  granted  to  any  Govern¬ 
ment  employee  who  has  not  been  in  con¬ 
tinuous  Government  service  at  at  least  one 
calendar  year) . 

Sec.  1115.  The  reductions  provided  for  in 
this  chapter  shall  not  apply  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  (except  that  the  annual-  and  sick-leave 
provisions  shall  apply  to  all  classified  and 
wage  board  employees ) : 

(aj  Chapter  X,  chapter  X-B,  and  the 
amount  appropriated  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials 
Stockpiling  Act  of  July  23,  1946; 

(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter 
VIII  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  headings  "Compensation  of  the 
President,”  ’  The  White  House  Office,”  "Emer¬ 
gency  Fund  for  the  President,”  and  "Execu¬ 
tive  Mansion  and  Grounds.”; 

(c)  Appropriations  for  the  atomic  energy 
program; 

(d)  Trust  funds; 

(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations, 
excluding  those  made  available  in  this  act 

(1)  for  administrative  expenses  and  (2)  by 
appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury; 


(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration)  for  furnishing  medi¬ 
cal  and  hospital  services  and  domiciliary 
c  .e,  excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses 
not  directly  connected  with-  the  operation 
of  a  specific  hospital,  dispensary,  or  clinic, 
and  (f )  expenses  for  employee  health  service 
programs; 

(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior 
appropriations,  or  authorizations,  and  obli¬ 
gated  balances  of  reappropriations; 

(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by, 
receipts; 

Ji)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  law-enforcement  agencies, 
including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Services,  and  the  Secret  Serv¬ 
ice;  or  for  the  payment  of  compensation 
and  expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  such  other 
officers  and  employees  of  other  agencies  whose 
duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelligence  op¬ 
erations  (including  funds  transferred  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act  of  June 
20,  1949;  63  Stat.  211),  or  to  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or  deten¬ 
tion  of  persons  suspected  or  convicted  of 
offenses  against  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
United  States; 

(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program 
of  the  Veterans’  Administration,  excluding 

(1)  administrative  expenses  not  directly 
connected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific 
hospital,  dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and 

(2)  expenses  for  employee  health  service 
programs; 

(k)  Grants  (other  than  those  for  Federal- 
aid  postwar  highways),  subsidies,  and  con¬ 
tributions  where  amounts  are  determined 
by  law; 

(l)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment 
of  or  contributions  toward  pensions,  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  annuities  and  benefits, 
employee’s  death  or  injury  benefits,  or  other 
items  of  a  similar  nature; 

(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards, 
and  indemnities; 

(n)  Appropriations  for  the  Coast  Guard; 
and 

(o)  The  amount  appropriated  to  the  Post 
Office  Department  for  transportation  of  the 
mail. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  the  same  amendment  that  was  offered 
last  Friday,  July  28,  and  at  that  time  I 
made  a  brief  statement  explaining  the 
nature  and  purposes  of  the  amendment. 
It  is  not  my  purpose  to  speak  at  any 
great  length  today,  but  for  the  benefit 
of  those  Senators  who  were  not  here  at 
the  time  the  amendment  was  offered,  or 
who  perhaps  have  not  read  the  Record, 
I  may  say  that  this  is  a  proposal  to 
make  a  total  reduction  in  the  appro¬ 
priations  of  $1,000,0000,000. 

This  reduction  is  divided  evenly  be¬ 
tween  two  portions,  Five  hundred  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  of  the  reduction  is  to  be  on 
construction,  materials,  and  supplies, 
and  $500,000,000  on  personnel,  transpor¬ 
tation  of  persons  and  things,  equipment, 
communications,  printing,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  President,  the  need  for  an  appre¬ 
ciable  reduction  should,  I  think,  be  evi¬ 
dent  to  all.  The  budget  was  out  of  bal¬ 
ance  by  from  four  to  five  billion  dollars 
before  the  Korean  hostilities  broke  out. 
Even  had  there  been  no  war  in  Korea  it 
would  have  been  necessary  for  us  to  have 
reduced  our  expenditures  in  order  to  de¬ 
crease  the  deficit  and  in  order  to  diminish 
the  need  for  Government  borrowing,  and 
therefore  to  reduce  the  danger  of  infla¬ 
tion.  But  the  coming  of  the  Korean  war. 
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with  its  added  expenses — how  great,  we 
do  not  know — has  intensified  the  need 
for  governmental  economy. 

Thus  far  in  my  attempts  to  make  se¬ 
lective  cuts  there  have  been  virtually  no 
reductions.  I  have  only  goose  eggs  to 
show  for  my  efforts.  It  now  appears, 
therefore,  that  the  only  possibility  for 
an  effective  reduction  in  the  budget  is 
through  some  general  cut  of  the  type 
now  proposed. 

The  reduction  in  outlay  of  a  billion 
dollars,  would  put  us  in  a  much  better 
condition  of  financial  health,  and  it 
would  be  a  reassurance  to  the  people 
that  we  mean  business,  and  want  to  take 
in  the  slack.  If  this  were  accompanied 
by  a  vigorous  tax  program  which  would 
meet  the  added  cost  caused  by  the  hos¬ 
tilities  in  Korea,  we  might  well  be  able 
to  get  through  the  difficult  months  and 
the  difficult  year  ahead  of  us  without  ap¬ 
preciable  price  inflation.  If  we  do  not 
take  in  sail,  if  we  do  not  tax,  the  gov¬ 
ernmental  deficit  will  be  large.  We  will 
be  forced  to  borrow  from  the  banks,  the 
banks  will  create  more  credit,  and  the 
amount  of  money  and  credit  in  relation¬ 
ship  to  goods  will  grow  greater  and  great¬ 
er.  The  result  inevitably  will  be  a  large 
rise  in  prices,  with  all  the  difficulties 
which  that  causes  to  people  with  fixed 
incomes,  and  with  all  the  unsettling  ef¬ 
fect  it  has  upon  labor  relations. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  should  reduce  our  expendi¬ 
tures  and  this  reduction  of  a  billion  dol¬ 
lars  in  our  civilian  budget  is  aimed  in 
that  direction.  We  have  made  this  gen¬ 
eral  reduction  as  careful  in  nature  as 
possible.  No  reductions  are  to  apply  for 
anything  connected  with  the  national  de¬ 
fense. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Many  of  us  share 
the  desire  to  cut  down  at  this  time  some 
nondefense  expenditures,  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Tennessee  would  like  very 
much  to  join  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

There  is  one  matter  which  bothers  me, 
namely,  that  in  connection  with  the  ex¬ 
penditures,  there  is  an  appropriation  for 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  for  a 
steam  plant  at  New  Johnsonville,  Tenn., 
and  one  at  Widow’s  Creek,  Ala.,  and  for 
three  or  four  hydroelectric  dams,  some  of 
which  are  under  construction.  These  are 
vitally  necessary,  and  they  have  been 
certified  as  necessary  in  order  to  furnish 
power  for  the  atomic  energy  plant  at  Oak 
Ridge,  and  for  the  Arnold  Air  Engineer¬ 
ing  Development  Center  at  Tullahoma, 
Tenn.,  for  the  Aluminum  Co.  at  Alcoa, 
the  Reynolds  Metals  Co.,  at  Lister- 
hill,  Ala.,  the  Red  Stone  Arsenal  at 
Huntsville,  and  many  other  vital  defense 
establishments  in  that  section  of  the 
country. 

La&king  at  the  language  at  the  end.» 
of  page  1  and  the  beginning  of  page  2, 
where  it  is  provided  the  Director  of  the 
Budget  must  first  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  defense  of  the  country  in  con¬ 
sidering  reductions  of  appropriations. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  thinks  that  these 


necessary  defense  expenditures  by  the 
TV  A  would  be  exempted  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  cut. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  for  his  question.  He  has 
very  properly  called  attention  to  the  lan¬ 
guage  beginning  on  line  9,  page  1,  and 
continuing  to  line  5,  on  page  2,  namely, 
“the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  empowered  to  make  such  re¬ 
ductions  among  the  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  in  such  a  manner  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  most  efficient  use  of  the 
Nation’s  manpower  and  resources  con¬ 
sistent  with  prevailing  needs  for  an  ade¬ 
quate  national  defense  and  a  sound  na¬ 
tional  economy.” 

Therefore,  while  the  decision  on  any 
particular  project  would  have  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  Director  of  the  Budget, 
where  power  is  needed  for  atomic  energy 
and  for  other  war  needs,  it  would  cer¬ 
tainly  seem  to  me  that  that  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  an  adequate  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  that  therefore  such  an  ex¬ 
penditure  would  be  exempt.  But  the 
final  ruling  would  have  to  be  made  by 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  these  steam  plants  and  some  of 
these  dams  were  particularly  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Defense  Establishment 
for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  electricity 
to  these  projects,  some  of  which  I  have 
named,  which  have  a  direct  and  very 
important  bearing  upon  our  national- 
defense  effort,  does  the  Senator  feel,  as 
a  sponsor  of  the  amendment,  that  the 
money  for  such  electrical  projects  should 
and  would  be  excluded  from  the  reduc¬ 
tion  which  the  Senator  is  seeking? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  feeling,  but  of  course  the  deter¬ 
mination  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
The  Senator  has  stated  my  own  feeling. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  would  consider  amending — of 
course  by  agreement  of  the  other  spon¬ 
sors  of  the  amendment — the  amendment 
he  is  offering,  so  as  to  cover  the  point 
I  have  raised. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  are  about  five 
sponsors  of  the  amendment,  and  it  is 
somewhat  difficult  to  get  agreement  on 
such  points  on  the  floor,  but  it  would 
certainly  seem  to  me  that  such  expen¬ 
ditures  as  those  referred  to  would  be 
exempt.  The  difficulty  is  that  when  we 
start  making  exemptions  in  terms  of 
specific  projects,  then  a  whole  series  of 
exemptions  will  be  demanded  by  differ¬ 
ing  Senators,  and  the  logic  and  sym¬ 
metry  of  the  amendment  itself  is  de¬ 
stroyed. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT,  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  If  I  could  phrase 
the  question  a  little  differently,  can  the 
Senator  tell  us  where  he  thinks  the  first 
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five  hundred  million  would  be  cut  or 
should  be  cut — where  the  cut  would  be 
made,  primarily? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  can  give  the  Sen¬ 
ator  the  totals.  The  total  of  construc¬ 
tion  items  for  the  nonexempt  agencies 
is  about  $1,040,000,000.  The  total  budg¬ 
eted  amounts  for  supplies  and  materials 
is  about  $320,000,000.  The  total  amount 
in  the  bill  for  Federal  aid  postwar  high¬ 
ways  would  be  three  hundred  and  eighty- 
five  million,  and  four  hundred  and  five 
million,  depending  on  the  final  figure 
which  is  adopted  in  conference.  This 
makes  a  total  of  about  two  and  a  quar¬ 
ter  billion  dollars  from  which  the  $500,- 
000,000  reduction  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  would  be  drawn. 

In  other  words,  there  would  be  an 
aggregate  average  reduction  of  about 
22  percent  distributed  over  the  items  for 
construction,  materials,  and  supplies. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
for  a  question.  Pardon  me.  I  do  not 
think  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has 
finished  his  questioning.  After  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  finished  his 
questioning  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  to 
get  further  enlightenment.  I  recall  the 
Senator’s  views  about  certain  rivers  and 
harbors  projects  which  were  particu¬ 
larly  the  object  of  his  disapproval.  I 
wondered  if  this  particular  item  pri¬ 
marily  would  come  out  of  that  program. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  not  passing 
judgment  as  to  what  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated  from  the  program.  That  is  up  to 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
From  the  whole  range  of  projects,  of 
highways,  rivers  and  harbors,  public 
buildings,  materials  and  supplies,  and 
so  forth,  he  is  merely  directed  to  make 
a  reduction  of  $500,030,000,  but  not  to 
eliminate  anything  which  in  his  judg¬ 
ment  is  necessary  for  the  national  de¬ 
fense. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  w’ants  to  know  how 
much  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  cut¬ 
ting  on  the  highways. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  question  is  left 
up  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  What 
I  am  saying  is  that  the  items  from  which 
this  $500,000,000  reduction  can  be  drawn 
will  total  approximately  $2,250,000,000. 
Approximately  one  billion  and  forty  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  for  land  and  structures, 
about  $820,000,000  for  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  and  somewhere  around  $400,000,- 
000  for  highways,  or  a  total,  as  I  have 
said,  of  $2,250,000,000.  Then  from  this, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
would  take  the  $500,000,000  least  essen¬ 
tial  items,  the  22  percent  which  is  least 
essential,  leaving  in  the  75  to  78  percent 
which  is  most  essential. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  be  surprised,  after  the  state¬ 
ment  he  has  made  about  highways - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  interrupt  the 
Senator.  It  is  not  merely  highways.  It 
is  all  public  works. 
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Mr.  BRIDGES.  Very  well.  In  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  amendment 
appears  the  following: 

(a)  funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for  sup¬ 
plies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  structures, 
and  for  Federal -aid  postwar  highways  .shall 
be  reduced  by  $500,000,000. 

Now  having  put  that  in  his  amendment 
and  then  explained  it,  would  the  Senator 
be  surprised  if  he  found  that  he  pro¬ 
vides  no  reduction  whatsoever  in  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Unless  there  is  some 
catch  here,  I  should  be  greatly  surprised, 
because  the  funds  for  these  items  are 
specifically  reduced  to  make  a  total  re¬ 
duction  of  $500,000,000  for  those  cate¬ 
gories.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  may  have  some  subtle  catch  in 
mind,  but  I  am  not  aware  of  it.  I  shall 
be  much  interested  in  having  the  jack- 
in-the-box  come  out. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  want  to  say 
that  I  think  the  amendment  has  not 
been  properly  drafted  or  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  does  not  realize  what  is  in  it.  But 
paragraph  (g),  on  page  4,  says: 

Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for  payment 
of  obligations  incurred  under  prior  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations,  and  obligated 
balances  of  reappropriations. 

I  have  here,  from  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  an  analysis  of  what  paragraph 
(g)  provides,  and  included  in  it  is  every¬ 
thing  for  postwar  construction,  Federal- 
aid  program.  In  other  words,  what  the 
Senator  has  done  is  to  insert  in  one 
paragraph  and  in  another  paragraph 
take  out.  . 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  May  I  urge  upon  my 
good  friend  from  New  Hampshire,  since 
he  is  interested  in  a  detailed  analysis  of 
the  bill,  to  consult  paragraph  (k),  on 
page  5  of  the  amendment.  Among  the 
items  exempted  are  grants  other  than 
those  for  Federal  postwar  highways.  So 
that  the  Federal-aid  postwar  highways 
would  be  included  in  the  two  and  quar¬ 
ter  billion  dollars  from  which  the  $500,- 
000,000  reduction  could  be  made.  But 
let  me  emphasize  again  that  there  is  no 
direction  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  as  to  what  projects  he  will 
eliminate  in  order  to  make  the  $500,000,- 
000  reduction.  He  is  to  take#the  $500,- 
000,000  from  what  is  least  essential,  but 
not  to  interfere  with  what  is  necessary 
for  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  But  under  paragraph 
(g)  the  Senator  takes  it  entirely  out.  He 
exempts  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No.  Funds  for  Fed¬ 
eral-aid  postwar  highways  are  provided 
under  the  appropriation  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  and  are  in  the  form  of  grants  to 
States  for  highway  construction.  There¬ 
fore,  in  including  highways  I  have  speci¬ 
fied  that  these  funds  are  not  exempt. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  for  &  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Is  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  aware  of  the  fact  that  under  ex¬ 
penditures  for  1950  and  anticipated  ex¬ 
penditures  in  1951,  even  the  full  amount 
is  not  maintaining  our  highways,  and 
repairing  damage  caused  to  them,  and 
does  the  Senator  think  it  is  economy 
further  to  allow  our  highways  to  de¬ 


teriorate,  which  would  mean  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  a  tremendous  additional  outlay  in 
order  to  bring  them  back  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  they  are  in  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  to  my 
good  and  esteemed  friend  from  Wyom¬ 
ing  that  I  am  not  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  final  de¬ 
cision  is  not  to  be  made  either  by  an 
individual  Senator  or  by  the  Senate  as 
a  whole.  It  is  to  be  made  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
Now  in  practice  this  is  about  what  will 
happen  anyway.  The  amendment  gives 
the  President  power  to  suspend  con¬ 
struction  of  that  which  in  his  opinion 
is  not  in  the  national  interest.  But  the 
present  situation  is  that  we  take  credit 
amongst  our  constituents  for  making  the 
appropriations,  and  then  we  throw 
upon  the  President  the  onus  of  cancel¬ 
ing  the  contracts  and  the  work.  Under 
my  proposal  the  Senate  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  would  help  to  assume  the  responsi¬ 
bility  with  the  President  for  an  act  of 
national  economy,  the  necessity  for 
which  I  think  we  all  admit,  namely, 
that  it  is  better  to  put  our  resources  into 
tanks,  guns,  and  ammunition  than  into 
some  of  the  public  works  for  which  we 
have  made  appropriations. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  an  additional  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Does  the  Senator  feel 
that  in  the  amendment  he  has  suggested 
he  is  placing  tremendous  authority  in 
the  Executive? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
so  far  as  the  suspension  of  public  works 
is  concerned,  that  is  already  given  to  the 
Executive.  He  does  have  the  power  to 
suspend  construction  of  public  works  if 
in  his  judgment  such  construction  con¬ 
tributes  to  inflation,  and  so  forth.  The 
President  exercised  that  power  in  the 
summer  of  1946  when,  with  the  sharp 
rise  of  prices,  he  shut  off  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  some  public  works.  He  is  doing 
that  now.  But  the  point  is  that  by  this 
appropriation  bill  we  join  him  in  that 
effort,  and  we  give  him  a  mandate  that 
at  least  $500,000,000  is  to  be  cut,  instead 
of  leaving  him  all  alone  to  hold  the  fort 
against  the  demands  not  only  of  bu¬ 
reaus  but  of  localities.  We  would  say: 
“Good  work.  Cut  $500, 000, -000.  And 
you  can  do  it  by  legislative  authority, 
and  not  mere  Executive  discretion,  and 
we  will  take  the  ‘rap’  along  with  you.” 
If  ^iere  is  popular  indignation,  we  will 
take  the  “rap”  too,  instead  of  claiming 
for  ourselves  all  the  benefits  for  appro¬ 
priations  and  throwing  ujfon  the  Presi¬ 
dent  all  the  opprobrium  for  cuts. 

Mr.  HUNT.  May  I  say  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois  that  that 
dees  not  maintain  American  highways, 
which  we  need  in  our  war  effort. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  it  is  necessary  to 
spend  $500,000,000  for  American  high¬ 
ways,  the  money  will  be  spent.  The 
amendment  does  not  say  that  there  must 
be  proportionate  cuts  for  each  of  these 
purposes.  It  merely  says  that  there 
shall  be  a  total  cut  of  $500,000,000  among 
the  items  which  aggregate  $2,250,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
too  much  time,  but  I  should  like  to  point 
out  also  that  another  $500,000,000  is  to 


be  drawn  from  reductions  in  personnel, 
equipment,  transportation  of  persons 
and  transportation  of  things,  printing, 
and  communications.  The  total  items 
in  this  connection  amount  to  about 
$4,600,000,000  in  the  nonexempt  agen¬ 
cies.  The  average  cut  on  these  items 
would  be  around  11  percent. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  proposes  to  reduce  the  appropria¬ 
tions  by  $1,000,000,000. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  total ;  yes. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Total.  How  is  he  to  ac¬ 
complish  that  reduction? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  For  the  $500,000,000 
of  construction,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  will  make  the  reduction.  For 
the  $500,000,000  of  other  items,  those 
amounts  are  to  be  prorated  amongst 
departments  and  independent  agencies 
in  the  same  ratio  as  their  total  sums 
for  these  purposes,  as  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  already  indicated  in  an  an¬ 
alysis. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Eut  the  amendment  does 
not  say  that.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator 
this  question.  The  amendment  says: 

That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  empowered  to  make  such  reduc¬ 
tions  arqong  the  departments  and  agencies 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the  most 
efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and 
resources  consistent  with  prevailing  needs 
for  an  adequate  national  defense  and  a 
sound  national  economy. 

Yet  the  amendment  does  not  direct 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  do  that;  the  amendment  would 
simply  empower  him  to  do  it. 

The  amendment  covers  a  much 
broader  field  than  the  question  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  reduction  in  the  amount  of  $500,- 
000,000,  for  the  amendment  goes  into 
the  question  of  the  Nation’s  manpower 
and  resources,  the  language  being — 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the  most 
efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and 
resources  consistent  with  prevailing  needs 
for  an  adequate  national  defense  and  a 
sound  national  economy. 

That  includes  the  entire  field. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  will  consult  the 
first  sentence  of  section  1001  (a) ,  he  will 
see  that  the  reduction  to  be  made  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
is  to  apply  to  “supplies  and  materials, 
for  land  and  structures,  and  for  Federal- 
aid  postwar  highways,”.  On  the  other 
hand  the  executive  departments  and 
agencies  will  make  the  reductions  in  the 
case  of  funds  for  “personal  services, 
travel,  transportation  of  things,  com¬ 
munications  services,  rents  and  utilities, 
printing  and  reproduction,  other  con¬ 
tractual  services,  and  equipment” — ac¬ 
cording  to  subsection  (b).  In  other 
words,  this  latter  reduction  is  to  Pero¬ 
rated  among  the  various  departments 
and  agencies. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  is  not  reading  from  the  amendment 
now,  for  the  amendment  simply  says 
that  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  empowered  to  do  it.  He  is 
not  directed  to  do  it;  and  in  that  connec¬ 
tion,  under  the  provisions  of  the  amend- 
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ment,  he  can  proceed  on  whatever  basis 
he  regards  as  best  or  most  suitable  in 
connection  with  the  •  purpose  of  the 
amendment — 

To  provide  for  the  most  efficient  use  of  the 
Nation’s  manpower  and  resources  consistent 
with  prevailing  needs  for  an  adequate  na¬ 
tional  defense  and  a  sound  national  economy. 

The  amendment  does  not  direct  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
ptoceed  in  any  particular  way;  but  it 
gives  the  Director  the  power  to  make 
reductions  of  the  appropriations  in  the 
case  of  any  or  all  of  the  departments,  so 
long  as  he  proceeds — 

In  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for  the 
most  efficient  use — 

I  do  not  know  just  what  that  means — 
Of  the  Nation’s  manpower  and  resources — 

And  so  forth.  So  in  this  amendment 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  not  directing 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  do  anything 
specifically,  but  the  amendment  would 
simply  give  him  a  power  which  has  never 
been  given  to  any  official  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  so  far  as  I  have  ever  heard. 

I  should  like  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  explain  these  things.  For  instance, 
just  what  is  “the  most  efficient  use  of 
the  Nation’s  manpower  and  resources”? 

I  may  say  that  this  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  does 
not  direct  any  cuts — it  authorizes  the 
cuts. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  would  also  say  that 
the  most  efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s, 
manpower  and  resources  consistent  with 
needs  for  national  defense  is  to  have 
men  work  at  those  public  jvorks  which, 
in  comparison  with  defense  needs  and 
civilian  needs,  will  ifave  the  greatest 
beneficial  effect  on  our  defense  effort. 
In  other  words,  only  nonessential  proj¬ 
ects  would  be  eliminated. 

Mr.  BYRD.  That  is  the  Senator’s  in¬ 
terpretation  and  definition,  but  it  is  not 
written  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  do  not  know  how 
it  could  be  made  plainer. 

Mr.  BYRD.  As  I  read  the  language  of 
the  amendment,  it  is  so  broad  that  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
could  do  anything  he  wished  to  do  or 
anything  he  might  decide  to  do. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  reduces  construction  funds 
by  $500,000,000  and  gives  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  the  power  to  allocate  this 
reduction  among  the  projects  which  are 
regarded  as  least  necessary,  and  the 
amendment  would  permit  them  to  be 
eliminated.  The  amendment  gives  that 
power;  and  in  that  connection  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  and  the  total  productivity 
of  the  Nation  are  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  BYRD.  But  I  submit  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  that  the  amendment 
does  not  say  that.  The  Senator  may 
have  that  in  his  mind,  but  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  amendment  to  indicate  that 
in  any  way  whatever. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  When  the  amend¬ 
ment  says  that — 

Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for  sup¬ 
plies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  for  Federal-aid  postwar  highways 
shall  be  reduced  by  $500,000,000 - 

Mr.  BYRD.  Very  well;  let  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  read  the  rest  of  the 


amendment,  rather  than  to  draw  upon 
his  own  thoughts  or  imagination  in  this 
connection.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  read 
the  entire  sentence. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  has  been  read 
many  times.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
strike  out  the  word  “empowered,”  and 
substitute  for  it  the  word  “directed”, 
although  the  Senator’s  own  amend¬ 
ment  merely  uses  the  word  “author¬ 
ized.” 

Then  the  amendment  would  read  as 
follows,  at  that  point: 

Provided,  That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  is  directed  to  make  such  re¬ 
ductions  among  the  departments  and  agen¬ 
cies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for 
the  most  efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  man¬ 
power  and  resources  consistent  with  pre¬ 
vailing  needs  for  an  adequate  national  de¬ 
fense  and  a  sound  national  economy. 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  would  be  directed  to  proceed 
in  that  way  to  the  extent  of  making 
reductions  of  appropriations  in  a  total 
amount  of  $500,000,000  although,  since 
the  reduction  is  already  made  by  the 
amendment,  it  seems  obvious  to  me 
that  the  word  “empower”  merely  pro¬ 
vides  a  vehicle  for  the  allocation  of  the 
reduction. 

Mr.  BYRD.  However,  the  amend¬ 
ment  says  nothing  about  the  22  percent 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  been  dis¬ 
cussing.  Under  the  amendment,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  could 
cut  out  all  of  the  funds  for  roads;  he 
could  cut  out  the  entire  $380,000,000 
for  roads,  for  the  amendment  would  not 
limit  him  to  making  a  22  percent  reduc¬ 
tion  in  any  particular  item. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No;  but  the  figures 
which  I  gave  were  based  on  an  analysis 
of  the  budget  made  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  with  particular  respect  to 
the  expenditures  proposed  to  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  available  materials.  I 
should  like  to  have  parts  of  this  memo¬ 
randum  inserted  at  the  end  of  my  re¬ 
marks. 

Mr.  BYRD.  However,  all  that  is  not 
set  forth  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No;  but  from  this  it 
will  be  seen  that  a  reduction  of  $500,000,- 
000  will  mean*that  the  average  reduction 
will  be  approximately  22  percent.  That 
does  not  mean  that  the  appropriations 
for  each  project  will  be  reduced  by  22 
percent,  but  it  does  mean  that  there  will 
be  a  reduction  in  the  aggregate  of  22 
percent  in  the  appropriations  we  have 
made  thus  far  for  these  purposes  for  the 
non-exempt  agencies  and  those  which 
are  regarded  as  the  least  necessary  and 
the  least  efficient  would  be  eliminated. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  from  Illinois 
contends,  does  he  not,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  does  apply  to  the  road  fund? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes,  certainly. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  bill  appropriated 
$380,000,000  for  the  road  fund  for  the 
coming  year.  Is  it  not  true  that  under 
the  amendment  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  could  cancel  the  en¬ 
tire  appropriation  for  the  road  fund,  if 
he  chose  to  do  so? 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  However,  he  cer¬ 
tainly  would  not  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Bu^  could  not  he  do  so? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Of  course  he  could 
make  a  reduction  of  $500,000,000  in  to¬ 
tal  amount  from  a  variety  of  projects. 

Mr.  BYRD.  And  could  not  he  take 
$380,000,000  from  the  road  fund,  as  a 
part  of  the  total  reduction  of  appropria¬ 
tions?  Nevertheless,  the  road  fund  is  a 
contractual  obligation,  because  the 
States  are  authorized  by  law  to  contract 
for  that  purpose  and  to  issue  obligations 
in  that  connection. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
suggest  that  the  entire  cut  would  be  di¬ 
rected  at  the  highway  funds? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  done,  but  I  say  that  under  the  amend¬ 
ment  it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  However,  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  knows  per¬ 
fectly  well  that  it  would  not  be  done. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  do  not  know  what  would 
be  done.  I  have  seen  many  things  done 
in  the  Government  which  I  thought 
never  would  be  done. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
what  is  proposed  by  the  amendment  is 
really  the  situation  today,  for  under  acts 
passed  by  the  Congress  prior  to  1946,  the 
President  has  the  power  to  suspend 
those  public  works  which  he  thinks 
would  contribute  to  inflation  and  are  not 
in  the  national  interest. 

I  remember  that  in  the  summer  of 
1946  the  President  called  off  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  all  new  projects.  I  also 
know  that  in  the  last  few  days  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  sent  to  the  Government  de¬ 
partments  a  letter  asking  them  to  list 
the  projects  the  construction  of  which 
in  their  opinion  is  not  essential;  and 
that  list,  when  prepared,  will  go  to  the 
President,  and  he  will  strike  out  those 
projects.  Furthermore,  the  Army  engi¬ 
neers  have  called  a  conference  to  elim¬ 
inate  some  of  their  items. 

So  this  amendment  will  not  give  to 
the  President  any  more  power,  insofar 
as  eliminating  construction  is  concerned, 
than  he  already  possesses. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  further  yield,  let  me  ask  him 
another  question. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Ail  these  amendments — 
whether  they  call  for  percentage  reduc¬ 
tions  or  any  other  kind  of  reductions, 
other  than  specific  ones — are  very  tech¬ 
nical.  Has  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
submitted  his  amendment  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  the 
Legislative  Drafting  Service  or  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  to  have  the 
amendment  approved  by  them? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Legislative  counsel 
helped  to  draw  up  the  amendment  and 
members  of  the  staff  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  have  been  contacted,  and 
they  say  that  technically  the  amend¬ 
ment  can  be  administered  although  it 
probably  would  not  be  easy.  I  may  say 
that  a  .meat-ax  cut  of  10  percent  would 
probably  be  easier  to  administer.  How¬ 
ever,  I  have  always  thought  that  the 
Congress,  not  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
is  the  legislative  body,  and  that  Con¬ 
gress  should  at  least  specify  the  areas 
where  the  cuts  are  to  be  made. 
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Mr.  BYRD.  Of  course,  Congress  is 
the  legislative  body.  However,  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  is  well  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  Congress  has  learned  the 
wisdom  of  submitting  technical  matters 
for  expert  advice. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois  have 
a  written  statement  to  the  effect  that 
the  amendment  is  workable?  Let  me 
ask  also  who  in  the  Office  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  says  the  amendment  is 
workable? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  A  man  by  the  name 
of  Donald  MacPhail;  but  the  statement 
is  not  in  writing.  I  should  make  it  clear 
that  I  do  not  claim  the  support  of  the 
Budget  Bureau  and  that  Mr.  MacPhail 
only  indicated  that  the  amendment  was 
technically  workable.  I  may  say  that 
the  Budget  Bureau  has  not  endorsed  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  either. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Then  let  me  ask  another 
question,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  fur¬ 
ther. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  from  Illinois 
proposes  a  general  reduction  of  appro¬ 
priations,  and  by  his  amendment  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
would  be  directed  to  accomplish  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $500,000,000.  However,  the 
Senator’s  amendment  states,  in  the  first 
few  lines,  that  a  total  reduction  of 
$1,000,000,000  is  to  be  made.  Who  is  to 
make  the  other  reduction? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  other  reduction 
is  to  be  made  in  the  funds  appropriated 
‘‘for  personal  services,  travel,  trans¬ 
portation  of  things,  communications 
services,  rents  and  utilities,  printing  and 
reproduction,  other  contractual  serv¬ 
ices,  and  equipment.” 

Mr.  BYRD.  However,  the  details  in 
regard  to  those  items  are  not  set  forth 
in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  has  made  a  classification  of 
those  items,  based  on  the  appropria¬ 
tions  bill;  and  I  hold  that  classification 
in  my  hand  at  this  time.  It  is  a  classi¬ 
fication  on  a  functional  basis  for  these 
items,  and  it  is  classified  by  departments, 
as  well,  showing  the  amounts  spent  for 
these  purposes  by  the  various  depart¬ 
ments.  In  that  way  we  can  determine 
the  proportionate  reduction  to  be  made 
in  the  case  of  each  and  every  depart¬ 
ment  and  independent  agency.  Then 
the  head  of  each  department  or  agency 
is  to  determine  that  matter  for  his  par¬ 
ticular  department  or  agency;  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  to  make  the  de¬ 
termination  for  the  combined  independ¬ 
ent  agencies.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  this  study  at  the  close  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  mate¬ 
rial  was  ordered  to  be  inserted  as  re¬ 
quested. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  this 
cut,  which  averages  around  11  percent, 
can  be  applied  within  each  department 
according  to  the  judgment  of  the  head  of 
that  department,  picking  out  those  items 
he  regards  as  least  necessary.  It  is  the 
most  scientific  across-the-board  cut  that 
we  could  have. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator 
this  question:  He  says  the  Director  of 


the  Budget  only  has  to  do  with  the  $500,- 
000,000.  As'  to  the  other  $500,000,000, 
who  is  to  see  that  each  department  makes 
a  proportionate  cut?  There  must  be 
somecne  who  has  that  authority,  other¬ 
wise  it  will  not  be  made.  They  are  not 
going  to  make  a  cut  unless  we  make  it. 
There  must  be  an  apportionment.  Some¬ 
one  must  apportion  the  reduction  among 
the  various  departments. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  they  do  not  have 
the  funds,  they  will  have  to  make  the  cut. 

Mr.  BYRD.  No,  but  who  is  going  to  cut 
the  funds? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  This  makes  an  auto¬ 
matic  reduction  in  the  appropriations  in 
these  amounts,  to  each  department. 

Mr.  BYRD.  What  reductions?  Who 
is  to  say  what  is  to  come  out  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  and  all  the  other  de¬ 
partments? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  Senator  will  be 
kind  enough  to  look  at  lines  9  and  10  on 
page  2,  he  will  find: 

shall  be  reduced  by  $500,000,000,  which  re¬ 
duction  shall  be  made  among  the  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  on  a  pro  rata  basis. 

Mr.  BYRD.  What  is  a  pro  rata  basis? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Each  department 
would  be  reduced  in  an  amount  which 
bears  the  same  ratio  to  $500,000,000  as  the 
amount  appropriated  to  such  department 
for  such  purposes  bears  to  the  total 
amount  appropriated  for  such  purposes 
in  this  act  which  are  not  exempt. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Where  in  the  amendment 
does  that  definition  appear? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  necessary  to  de¬ 
fine  everything  in  the  amendment?  I  do 
not  see  how  any  other  interpretation 
could  be  applied. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Yes;  but  we  are  not  going 
on  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois.  His  opinion  might  be  incorrect. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  legislative  his¬ 
tory  can  furnish  a  basis  for  this,  as  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  well  knows. 

Mr.  BYRD.  What  pro  rata  basis?  I 
never  heard  of  it  before. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  that  is  a  per¬ 
fectly  good  term. 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
define  it,  in  order  to  make  it  workable 
under  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  have  defined  it  al¬ 
though  its  meaning  seems  clear.  It  is 
workable.  I  think  if  we  used  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  word  “proportionate”  instead  of 
the  Latin  term,  it  would  be  just  as  good 
as  “pro  rata.” 

I  am  sorry  if  there  has  been  any  heat 
in  this  interchange  between  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  aijd  myself. 

Mr.  BYRD.  There  is  no  heat. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  is  a 
worthy  laborer  in  the  vineyard  of  econ¬ 
omy,  and  I  should  like  to  think  of  my¬ 
self  as  laboring  alongside  of  him  and 
trying  to  get  the  same  end,  even  if  by 
different  means. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Let  me  say  I  have  en¬ 
joyed  greatly  my  associations  with  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  in  our  joint  efforts 
for  economy.  I  admire  the  efforts  he 
has  made.  But  even  regardless  of  how 
anxious  I  am  for  economy,  I  want  to 
vote  for  a  law  which  will  be  workable. 
I  want  to  vote  for  something  which,  if 
enacted,  is  going  to  work  efficiently  as 


between  the  departments.  I  respectfully 
submit  to  the  Senator  that  in  this  case 
he  is  doing  what  the  House  did  in  adopt¬ 
ing  the  Taber  amendment  and  the  Jen¬ 
sen  amendment.  Both  of  those  amend¬ 
ments  were  declared  to  be  impractical 
from  an  administrative  standpoint. 
When  the  Senator  tells  me  that  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  an  estimate,  to  find 
out  what  a  pro  rata  basis  is,  when  we 
are  asked  to  write  into  the  law  a  provi¬ 
sion  involving  a  $1,000,000,000  reduction, 
I  simply  cannot  follow  him  on  it.  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  made  clear,  if  the 
amendment  should  become  law.  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
what  is  meant  should  be  written  in  the 
law. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  it  is  in  the  bill. 
Were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  so  able  a 
gentleman  as  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
finds  difficulty  in  determining  where  it 
is,  I  should  be  certain  it  is  in  the  law. 
But,  since  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
finds  some  doubt  about  it,  it  is  possible  we 
shall  have  to  fall  back  on  legislative  his¬ 
tory,  which  I  hope  I  have  made  clear. 

Mr.  BYRD.  One  of  my  colleagues  has 
suggested  it  is  not  heat,  but  probably  a 
lack  of  light  that  is  bothering  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  knows 
there  is  a  wise-crack  to  the  effect  that 
when  people  ask  for  light  rather  than 
heat,  they  sometimes  forget  that  they 
themselves  are  the  soot  upon  the  lamp 
chimney  which  prevents  the  diffusion  of 
light.  It  is  very  likely  that  it  is  my  fault, 
and  that  I  have  obscured  the  real  light 
that  is  withinXhis  amendment. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to 
take  up  too  much  time,  but  I  do  want  to 
say  that  this  is  really  a  very  simple  pro¬ 
posal,  and,  on  the  whole,  one  which 
would  cut  about  11  percent  from  these 
items.  That  can  be  done  by  reducing 
vacation  leave,  now  26  working  days  or 
5 %  weeks,  and  by  reducing  sick  leave 
from  15  working  days,  or  3  weeks,  to  20 
days  and  12  days,  respectively. 

We  would  still  be  providing  for  gov¬ 
ernmental  employees  better  conditions 
than  994*joo  percent  of  private  employers 
provide,  and  we  would  also  squeeze  out 
the  2  percent,  let  us  say,  of  the  least 
efficient  governmental  employees.  We 
would  then  merely  fill  one-half  of  the 
vacancies  which  occur.  This  is  much, 
much  milder  than  the  Thomas-Taber 
and  the  Jensen  amendments.  The 
Thomas-Taber  amendment  provided  for 
a  10-percent  cut,  and  then  the  Jensen 
amendment,  on  top  of  that,  provided  for 
filling  only  one-tenth  of  the  vacancies. 
Nine-tenths  of  the  vacated  jobs  would 
be  allowed  to  fall  vacant.  This  amend¬ 
ment  allows  the  filling  of  one -half  of 
vacancies,  and  diminishes  the  force  by 
one-half.  That  is,  by  one-half  the  va¬ 
cancies,  during  the  course  of  the  year. 
The  average  Government  turn-over  is 
about  26  percent,  so  that  at  the  end  of 
the  year  the  working  force  would  have 
shrunk  by  13  percent,  plus  the  2  percent 
for  vacations,  or  an  average  for  the  year 
of  around  7  percent.  When  this  is  com¬ 
bined  with  the  5  percent  reduction  ef¬ 
fected  by  reducing  leave  and  eliminating 
the  most  inefficient  personnel  we  get  a 
total  personal  reduction  of  abojit  12  per- 
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cent.  It  is  the  most  painless  way  of  tak¬ 
ing  the  fat  out  of  the  Government  serv¬ 
ice,  and  yet,  if  in  a  given  department  the 
head  of  the  department  wants  to  make 
his  economies  from  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  rather  than  from  personnel, 
he  can  make  all  ths  economies  in  that 
way.  He  is  given  freedom,  but  he  does 
have  to  make  reductions  from  specific 
areas. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  and 
their  gallant  cohorts  for  their  desire  to 
save  money.  They  have  made  estimates 
that  their  amendments  will  save  about 
$800,000,000,  and  I  am  ready  to  accept 
that  estimate.  This  amendment  will  save 
$1,000,000,000.  In  other  words,  if  they 
have  $800,000,000  worth  of  virtue,  this 
amendment  has  $1,000,000,000  worth  cf 
virtue.  It  saves  $200,000,000  more  than 
the  eminent  gentlemen  propose  to  save. 
It  is  done  in  a  more  painless  fashion,  and 
in  a  more  discriminating  fashion.  VvTe 
both  use  the  meat-ax,  but  whereas  they 
bring  it  down  indiscriminately  and  order 
a  10  percent  cut  across  the  board,  this 
cut  is  employed  with  discrimination  and 
with  care.  So  I  hope  that  my  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  adopted.  If  it  should  fail, 
then  I  shall  vote  for  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment  as  a  last  resort — as  the  worst 
possible  way  to  cut  the  budget.  [Laugh¬ 
ter.]  But  before  we  turn  to  the  worst 
way,  let  us  do  it  in  a  better  way. 

Summary  op  Obligations,  by  Objects, 
Fiscal  Years  1949,  1950,  and  1951 
(Includes  those  items  exempt  by  Douglas 
amendment) 

The  attached  tables,  summarizing  obliga¬ 
tions  by  objects,  show  the  nature  and  scope 
of  the  services,  articles,  or  other  items  for 
which  obligations  have  been  or  will  be  in¬ 
curred  for  the  fiscal  years  1949,  1950,  and 
1951. 

The  classification  consists  of  the  categories 
shown  in  the  numbered  stubs  of  table  1. 
These  categories  are  defined  in  part  V  of  the 
Budget-Treasury  Regulation  No.  1,  dated 
June  1,  1942,  as  modified  by  section  45  of 
Budget  Bureau  “Instructions  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  submission  of  the  annual  budget 
estimate,”  dated  August  1,  1949.  (See  ap¬ 
pendix  1  attached.)  Unumbered  categor¬ 
ies:  “Unvouchered  obligations”  includes  only 
those  obligations  which  may  lawfully  be  in¬ 
curred  for  confidential  purposes,  without  be¬ 
ing  subject  to  vo.uchering;  “Obligations  not 
distributed  by  object  class”  is  used  when  the 
agencies  have  not  classified  all  of  their  obli¬ 
gations  by  objects;  “Reserve  for  future  allo¬ 
cation”  represents  mutual  defense  assistance 
funds  undistributed  to  other  agencies  for 
obligation. 

The  dollar  amounts  of  obligations  entered 
In  these  tables  consist  of  “orders  placed, 
contracts  awarded,  services  received,  and  all 
other  transactions  during  a  given  period 
which  legally  reserve  an  appropriation  for 
expenditure.”  (See  sec.  2  of  the  Budget- 
Treasury  Regulation  No.  1.)  These  amounts 
include  all  obligations  from  general,  special, 
and  postal  accounts,  but  not  from  trust  ac¬ 
counts  or  corporation  checking  accounts. 
The  obligations  included  for  the  Post  Office 
Department  consist  of  those  transactions  fi¬ 
nanced  by  postal  revenues  plus  the  appro¬ 
priation  from  the  Treasury  to  cover  the  postal 
deficiency.  In  the  case  of  wholly-owned  Gov¬ 
ernment  corporations,  data  are  included  only 
for  those  obligations  which  are  incurred 
from  appropriated  funds,  and  hence  exclude 
all  obligations  paid  by  checking,  special  de¬ 
posit,  or  trust  accounts.  Federal  contribu¬ 
tions  to  retirement  and  disability  funds  and 


the  District  of  Columbia  are  included  in  ths 
obligations  listed  under  object  “11  Grants, 
subsidies  and  contributions.”  Object  “13 
Refunds,  awards  and  indemnities”  excludes 
the  amounts  of  obligations  representing  re¬ 
funds  of  excess  deposits  in  the  Treasury  re¬ 
ceipt  accounts. 

When  one  agency  of  the  Government  re¬ 
quests  a  service  from  another  agency  on  a 
reimbursable  basis,  the  agency  originating 
the  request  obligates  its  appropriated  funds 
for  "07  Other  contractual  services”  or  some 
other  appropriate  object  at  the  time  it  makes 
advances  to  working  funds  prior  to  the  work 
being  done,  or  makes  reimbursements  after 
it  is  performed.  The  agency  receiving  the 
advance  payment  or  reimbursement  uses  the 
same  amounts  to  incur  obligations  for  the 
various  objects  required  to  provide  the  serv¬ 
ice  involved.  This  causes  a  duplication, 
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which,  under  the  present  accounting  sys¬ 
tem,  would  be  difficult  to  eliminate. 

The  tables  were  prepared  from  obligation 
schedules  printed  in  the  1951  budget.  They 
Include  obligations  based  on  (a)  actual  cr 
recommended  appropriations  for  1949,  1950, 
and  1951,  and  (b)  the  anticipated  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  1950.  They  do  not 
include  obligations  for  1950  or  1951  based  on 
(a)  appropriations  required  by  proposed  leg¬ 
islation,  and  (b)  the  few  anticipated  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  which  are  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  obligation  schedules. 

Obligations  against  “Funds  appropriated 
to  the  President?  (pp.  51  to  68)  are  shown 
either  under  the  respective  agencies  to  which 
allocations  were  made,  or  in  consolidated 
schedules  under  the  respective  fund3.  Un¬ 
allocated  balances  are  shown  as  reserve  for 
future  allocation. 


Table  I. — Summary  of  obligations  by  objects,  general  and  special  accounts,  for  the  fiscal 

years  1949,  1950,  and  1951 


Description 


1949,  actual 


1950,  estimated 


1951,  estimated 


01 


Personal  services: 

Permanent  positions _ 1. . . 

Part-time  and  temporary  positions. 

Military . . . . . 

Other . . . . . 


$5,  818,  471,  829 
499,  948,  433 
3,  051, 041,  098 
>-41,  343,  915 


$5,  793,  430,  629 
461,  783,  395 
4, 008,  750,  453 
187, 124, 183 


$5,  795,  072,  078 
462, 013, 465 
3, 917,  683,  308 
181,  244,  507 


Net  total,  01 _ _ _ 

02  Travel . . . _ . 

03  Transportation  of  things _ _ 

04  Communication  services _ _ 

05  Rents  and  utility  services . . 

06  .  Printing  and  reproduction.. _ _ 

07  Other  contractual  services. . . . . 

Services  performed  by  other  agencies. 

08  Supplies  and  materials . . . 

09  Equipment _ _ 

10  Lands  and  structures . . . . 

11  Grants,  subsidies  and  contributions _ 

12  Pensions,  annuities  and  insurance  losses.. 

13  Refunds,  awards  and  indemnities _ 

14  Interest _ _ 

16  Investments  and  loans . . . . 

Obligations  not  distributed  by  object  class _ 

Unvouchered _ _ _ _ : _ 

Reserved  for  future  allocation . . . 


!  9, 


954,  466,  833 
335,  787,  043 
994,  066,  487 
64, 112,  490 
2C3,  764,  462 
51,  987,  720 
109,  885,  237 
185,  517,  098 
692,  568,  658 
917, 404,  287 
343,  603,  233 
601,  993,  717 
764,  709, 619 
188, 030,  678 
447,  283,  936 
111,  340,  475 
9,  936,  682 
24, 677 


» 10, 479, 
360, 
899, 
65, 
213, 
55, 
1, 955, 
129, 
4,  941, 
3,  803, 
2, 008, 
7,  451, 
5,508, 
2,  489, 
5, 825, 
1, 359, 
19, 

1,314, 


761,  775 
678, 180 
780,  287 
292,  729 
668,  350 
879,  854 
744,  377 
894,  508 
324,  999 
873,  007 
126,  752 
399,  318 
337,  560 
626, 707 
573,  768 
953,  073 
290,  387 
592,  245 
010, 000 


*  10,  385, 
355, 
784, 
64, 
217, 
58, 
1, 367, 
126, 
3, 973, 
3,  610, 
1, 359, 
3,  474, 
5, 310, 
2,  330, 
5,  732, 
1, 190, 
13, 


869,  330 
583,  413 
154, 014 
041,  788 
107,  045 
073, 105 
141,315 
908,  783 
724,  605 
081,  894 
260,  954 
547,  221 
067,  407 
551,  457 
221,  204 
513,  963 
090,  500 
160,  000 


Total  obligations. 


45, 886, 483, 388 


48, 882, 807, 876 


40, 353, 097, 998 


>  Due  to  deduct  charges  for  quarters  and  subsistence. 

*  Detail  does  not  add  to  this  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  1949,  $10,105,655;  1950,  $9,988,680;  1951,  $10,428,407  for 
Senate;  and  1949,  $16,015,540;  1950,  $18,448,215;  1951,  $19,178,710  for  House;  and  1949,  $228,193;  1950,  $236,220;  1951,  $24S,- 
855  for  miscellaneous  not  shown  under  the  separate  catagories  above. 

Source:  Obligation  schedules  in  pt.  II  of  the  1951  budget  document. 

Table  II. — Obligations  by  organization  unit,  general  and  special  accounts,  fiscal  years 

1949,  1950,  and  1951 


Organization  unit 

1949  actual 

1950  estimated 

1951  estimated 

Legislative  branch . . . 1 . . . 

$102, 572, 180 

$113,419,804 

$117,981,372 
26, 033, 100 

9, 735, 802 

21,361,635 
8, 198,  338 
(5,  250,  045,  303) 

24,146,  016 

8,  976, 468 
(5, 286, 190, 300) 
3, 912, 180, 300 
1,  374,  010,  000 

5,  246,  034,  042 
4,011,261 

(8,  820,  244, 157) 
630,  567, 997 
244,  202, 972 

(9,  599,  373, 141) 
895,  210,  229 

(8,100,856, 878) 
610, 809, 100 
353,  289,  254 

324,  837,105 

35,  565,  732 
50,  432,  223 
589,112,451 

35,  726,  212 
63,  820,  621 
612,  334, 146 

36,  946, 800 
63,  487, 000 
603,433, 136 

Railroad  Retirement  Board. .  . . 

257, 439, 898 
6,  508,  575,  441 

157,002,  222 
6,  702,  232,  763 

159,719,235 
5,  958,  797,  205 

Veterans'  Administration . . . . . 

504,  347,  443 

808,  209, 843 

314, 375, 148 
1, 670, 841,  907 

456,  419, 065 

1, 664, 858, 910 

735,  559, 921 

1, 037, 781, 855 

816, 536, 535 

20,  255,  731 

21, 687, 015 

30, 569, 875 

1,345,105,314 

720,631,376 

1,501,445,686 

1, 534,  627, 116 

861,  758,  550 

834,  960, 126 

565,  497, 701 

727, 589, 568 

739,  734,  499 

129, 753, 104 

137,515,783 

149, 520, 818 

200,  241, 899 

181,452,814 

220, 173, 871 

(16, 108, 332,  893) 
279, 815, 173 

4, 795, 414, 861 

(16,  576, 140, 123) 

(15, 088, 372,  517) 

340, 146, 000 

373, 300, 000 

Department  of  the  Army: 

4, 792, 866, 614 

4, 482,385,676 

Civil  . . 

2, 122, 700, 013 

1,  425,  634, 476 

911,511.501 

5,  429, 296, 924 

5,112, 584,847 

4, 790, 355, 541 

3,481,105,922 

4, 904, 908, 186 

4, 530, 819,  799 

302, 472, 640 
8, 948,  283,  402 

386,  256, 425 

282, 567, 812 

8, 544, 205, 216 

8,  468, 008, 770 

2, 139, 508, 729 

2, 198, 010, 202 

2, 250, 497, 000 

District  of  Columbia . . . 

12,000,000 

12, 000, 000 

12,000,000 

45, 886, 483, 388 

48,  882,  807, 876 

40, 353, 097,  998 
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Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organization  unit — General  and, 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Legislative  branch . 

$61 

$67 

$69 

The  judiciary _ 

IS 

19 

21 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent _ _ _ 

7 

7 

8 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

10 

13 

Independent  offices.. . . 

(863) 

(867) 

(865) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ _ 

21 

23 

24 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion . . 

15 

15 

15 

General  Accounting 

Office _  ..  _ 

34 

34 

35 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

25 

28 

31 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board...  . . 

4 

4 

4 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion . . . . 

25 

23 

20 

Veterans’  Administration. 

613 

618 

623 

Other . . 

126 

122 

113 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

84 

92 

98 

General  Services  Adininis- 

tration . 

112 

80 

77 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency... . . . 

13 

17 

24 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

209 

222 

234 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

161 

219 

200 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

162 

195 

215 

Department  of  Justice . 

104 

109 

115 

Department  of  Labor. . 

19 

23 

27 

Department  of  Defense . 

(6, 155) 

(6, 453) 

(6, 260) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense _ _ 

6 

8 

9 

Department  of  the  Army: 
Military . 

2,281 

2,417 

2,382 

Civil . . . 

237 

206 

186 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

2,175 

2,221 

2,090 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force _ _ _ _ 

1, 457 

1,601 

1,593 

Department  of  State.. . 

72 

94 

92 

Treasury  Department... . 

366 

399 

425 

Post  Office  Department . 

1,538 

1,603 

1,656 

Total  obligations  for 

personal  services . 

9,954 

10,  480 

10, 386 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  02  TRAVEL  BY  ORGANIZATION 
UNIT 


Legislative  branch . . 

$1 

$1 

$1 

The  judiciarv . . . 

1 

1 

1 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . . . 

(0 

0 

0 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

1 

1 

Independent  offices.. . . 

(19) 

(19) 

(19) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion . . . . 

1 

2 

2 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion _ _ 

(') 

0 

0 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice . . . . 

(') 

(') 

(') 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

0 

0 

0 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board... . 

0 

0 

0 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion . . . . 

(1) 

(1) 

0 

Veterans’  Administration. 

11 

10 

11 

Other . . . 

6 

6 

5 

Federal  Security  Agency _ 

3 

3 

4 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion__  _  _ 

1 

1 

2 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency... - - 

1 

1 

i 

Department  of  Agriculture.... 

11 

14 

15 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

7 

10 

9 

Department  of  the  Interior _ 

7 

10 

n 

Department  of  Justice.. . 

5 

6 

7 

Department  of  Labor . 

1 

2 

3 

Department  of  Defense . 

(217) 

(226) 

(212) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense . .  _  .. 

(>) 

1 

1 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . 

96 

94 

91 

Civil _ _ 

14 

11 

10 

Department  of  the  Navy.. 

51 

59 

52 

Department  of  the  Air 
Force _ _ 

66 

61 

58 

Department  of  State . . 

9 

10 

12 

Treasury  Department . 

7 

11 

13 

Post  Office  Department _ 

43 

45 

45 

Total  obligations  for 

travel. _ _ _ 

336 

361 

356 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 


Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organization  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  03  TRANSPORTATION  OF  THINGS 
BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Legislative  branch . 

$1 

$1 

$1 

The  judiciary . . . . 

(0 

0 

0 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent _ _ 

0 

(') 

0 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

29 

13 

Independent  offices... . 

(15) 

(14) 

(15) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ _ 

4 

3 

4 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion _ _ 

(') 

0 

0 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice . 

(1) 

0 

0 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

0) 

0 

0 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board.. . 

(') 

0 

0 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion... . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Veterans’ Administration. 

5 

6 

5 

Other . . . 

5 

4 

5 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

(>) 

0 

0 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion . . . . 

1 

1 

0) 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency... . .  . . 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

2 

2 

2 

Department  of  Commerce.... 

2 

3 

3 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

9 

10 

10 

Department  of  Justice . 

1 

1 

1 

Department  of  Labor  . . 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  Defense . 

(484) 

(405) 

(302) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense . . . 

(') 

0 

0 

Department  of  the  Army : 

Military . 

161 

170 

159 

Civil.. _ _ 

163 

79 

14 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

86 

77 

57 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force.. _ _ _ 

74 

78 

72 

Department  of  State . 

4 

4 

5 

Treasury  Department.  . . 

3 

3 

3 

Post  Office  Department . 

442 

443 

442 

Total  obligations  for 
transportation  of 

things . 

994 

900 

784 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  04  COMMUNICATION  SERVICES 
BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . 

$1 

$1 

$1 

The  judiciary . 

0 

0 

0 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . 

0 

0 

0) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

0 

(9) 

0 

(8) 

Independent  offices..  . . 

(8) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion . . . 

2 

2 

2 

Civil  Service  Commission. 

0 

0 

0 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice. . 

0 

(0 

0 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

0 

0 

0  . 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board . 

0 

0 

0 

TJ.  S  Maritime  Commis- 

sion _ 

0 

(0 

0 

Veterans’  Administration. 

5 

4 

4 

Other . . . . 

1 

1 

1 

Federal  Security  Agency  .  .. 

1 

1 

1“ 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion . . . . . 

5 

5 

4 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency - - 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

2 

2 

2 

Department  of  Commerce.... 

8 

9 

10 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

1 

1 

1 

Department  oi  Justice . 

2 

2 

2 

Department  of  Labor . 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  Defense . 

(25) 

(24) 

(22) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense . 

Department  of  the  Army: 

0 

0 

0 

Military . 

8 

8 

8 

Civil _ _ 

5 

3 

2 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

4 

8 

4 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force . . . . 

7 

9 

8 

Department  of  State.. . 

4 

6 

6 

Treasury  Department-.! . 

3 

3- 

3 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 


Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organization  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  04  COMMUNICATIONS  SERVICES 

by  organization  unit — continued 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Post  Office  Department . 

$2 

$2 

$3 

Total  obligations  for 

) 

communication  serv- 

kes . : . 

64 

65 

64 

obligations  FOR  05  rents  and  utility 

SERVICES  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . 

$i 

0) 

(•) 

The  Judiciary . . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent _ 

0 

0 

0) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President .  . 

0 

(31) 

(1) 

Independent  offices . 

($35) 

($37) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ 

8 

11 

14 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion - 

0 

0 

0 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice... . . . 

(>) 

0  ~ 

0 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics. 

2 

3 

3 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board _  ... _ 

0 

0 

0 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ 

0 

0) 

0 

Veterans’  Administra- 

tion . . 

16 

16 

16 

Other . . 

4 

4 

3 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

1 

2 

2 

General  Services  Adminis- 

tration . 

24 

23 

22 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency. . . . . 

1 

1 

2 

Department  of  Agriculture. ._ 

4 

5 

6 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

5 

6 

7 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

3 

4 

6 

Department  of  Justice _ 

2 

2 

2 

Department  of  Labor... . 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  Defense _ 

(92) 

(91) 

(89) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense _ _ 

0 

0 

0 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . . 

35 

35 

33 

Civil . 

11 

10 

8 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

28 

26 

29 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force . . . 

18 

20 

19 

Department  of  State . . 

3 

3 

3 

Treasury  Department- . . 

10 

11 

10 

Post  Office  Department _ 

26 

29 

32 

Total  obligations  for 
rents  and  utility  serv- 

ices . 

204 

214 

217 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  06  PRINTING  AND  REPRODUCTION 
BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . 

$1 

$2 

$2 

The  judiciary . . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . 

0 

(0 

0 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President...  . . 

0) 

(1) 

Independent  offices . 

(6) 

(5) 

(5) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ 

0 

0 

0 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion . . . 

0 

0 

0 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice . 

0 

0 

0 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

0 

0 

0 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board .  .  .. 

(0 

0 

0) 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion . . . 

0) 

0 

0 

Veterans’  Administration. 

3 

2 

3 

Other  . . 

1 

*  1 

0 

Federal  Security  Agency _ 

1 

1 

1 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion . .  ..  .. 

1 

1 

1 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency . . 

0 

(0 

0 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

3 

3 

3 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

4 

0 

6 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

1 

1 

1 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 
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Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organisation  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 
OBLIGATIONS  FOB  06  PRINTING  AND  REPRODUCTION 

by  organization  unit — continued 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Department  of  Justice . 

$1 

$1 

$1 

Department  of  Labor . 

(>) 

l 

1 

Department  of  Defense . 

(24) 

(22) 

(23) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense . . 

(l) 

1 

1 

Department  of  the  Army: 
Military . 

9 

8 

10 

Civil . . 

(>) 

1 

1 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

9 

8 

7 

Department  of  the  Air 
Force . . . 

5 

4 

4 

Department  of  State _ ' . 

2 

2 

3 

Treasury  Department _ 

6 

7 

7 

Post  Office  Department _ 

2 

4 

4 

Total  obligations  for 
printing  and  repro¬ 
duction . 

52 

56 

58 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  07  OTHER  CONTRACTUAL 
SERVICES  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . 

$6 

$9 

$11 

The  judiciary . 

2 

3 

3 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . . . 

(') 

(>) 

(1) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

710 

563 

Independent  offices . . 

(352) 

(421) 

(420) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ 

181 

262 

272 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

sion _ _ 

(>) 

0) 

0) 

General  Accounting  Of- 

fice _ 

0) 

O 

C) 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

2 

3 

3 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board. . . . . 

1 

1 

1 

TJ.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion . . . 

22 

6 

2 

Veterans’  Administration. 

137 

132. 

124 

Other. . . 

9 

17 

18 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

4 

6 

5 

General  Services  Adminis- 

tration . . . 

44 

36 

37 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency - - ". - 

0) 

2 

2 

Department  of  Agriculture. .. 

26 

15 

16 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

11 

10 

9 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

53 

55 

63 

Department  of  Justice . . 

6 

6 

6 

Department  of  Labor . 

(‘) 

C) 

1 

Department  of  Defense _ 

(776) 

(795) 

(762) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense. . 

(‘) 

1 

1 

Department  of  the  Army: 

267 

240 

Military . 

229 

Civil... . . . 

66 

66 

47 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

292 

248 

252 

Department  of  the  Air 

213 

222 

Force . . 

188 

Department  of  State . 

11 

14 

12 

Treasury  Department-  . 

14 

16. 

14 

Post  Office  Department- . 

5 

5 

5 

Total  obligations  for 
other  contractual  serv- 

1,367 

ices . 

2,020 

1,956 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  07  SERVICES  PERFORMED  BY 
OTHER  AGENCIES  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch _ _ 

The  judiciary _ 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent .  . . 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

8 

$i 

0) 

(') 

$1 

0) 

(>) 

$1 

Independent  offices. . 

(41) 

(40) 

(38) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion . . . 

40 

37 

36 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

(') 

(') 

(■) 

General  Accounting 
Office _ 

(‘) 

0) 

National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

(>) 

C) 

(0 

Railroad  Retirement 
Board. .  . 

0) 

(>) 

C) 

United  States  Maritime 
Commission . 

(') 

C) 

0) 

Veterans  Administration . 
Other .  . 

o) 

2 

i 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 

Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organisation  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATION  FOR  07  SERVICES  PERFORMED  BY  OTHER 

agencies  by  organization  unit — continued 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Federal  Security  Agency. i... 

$1 

$1 

$1 

General  Services  Adminis- 

tration- .  . . 

2 

6 

13 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency..  _  _ _ 

0) 

0) 

0) 

Department  of  Agriculture .. . 

57 

4 

5 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

2 

9 

12 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

15 

4 

4 

Department  of  Justice . 

0) 

(>) 

(') 

Department  of  Labor _ 

(>) 

(‘) 

1 

Department  of  Defense . 

32 

33 

(19) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Defense-  _ _ 

(') 

(>) 

(■) 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . 

17 

7 

5 

Civil . . . . 

3 

2 

2 

Department  of  the  Navy. . 

6 

6 

6 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force . . 

6 

18 

6 

Department  of  State . 

1 

1 

3 

Treasury  Department . 

30 

26 

26 

Post  Office  Department . . 

4 

4 

4 

Total  obligations  for 
services  performed  by 

other  agencies _ 

186 

130 

127 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  08  SUPPLIES  AND  MATERIALS 
BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . 

$27 

$29 

$29 

The  judiciary  _ _ 

(‘) 

(■) 

(•) 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

0) 

dent . . 

0) 

(•) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . 

111 

62 

Independent  offices. . 

(199) 

(184) 

(221) 

Atomic  Energy  Com- 

77 

mission . . 

71 

55 

Civil  Service  Commis- 

0) 

sion.  _ 

(i) 

0) 

General  Accounting  Office. 

(>) 

« 

(*) 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

5 

5 

5 

Railroad  Retirement 

(») 

Board . . 

0) 

0) 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ _ 

3 

2 

4 

Veterans’  Administration. 

95 

92 

97 

Other .  . . 

24 

29 

37 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

15 

14 

13 

General  Services  Administra- 

505 

tion . . . 

474 

778 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

(■) 

Agency _ _ _ 

(') 

(>) 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

20 

18 

19 

Department  of  Commerce.... 

17 

16 

15 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

45 

58 

67 

Department  of  Justice.. . . 

7 

7 

7 

Department  of  Labor . 

0) 

0) 

(0 

Department  of  Defense . 

(4, 687) 

(3, 688) 

(3,  ui4) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

0) 

Defense _ _ 

(>) 

(>) 

Department  of  the  Army: 

978 

Military . 

1,371 

1,207 

1,140 

1,496 

439 



Department  of  the  Navy. 

1,300 

1,209 

Department  of  the  Air 

773 

Force . . 

680 

742 

Department  of  State . 

4 

7 

10 

Treasury  Department. . 

37 

41 

45 

Post  Office  Department . 

49 

37 

28 

Total  obligations  for 
supplies  and  mate- 

3,974 

rials . . 

5,693 

4, 941 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  09  EQUIPMENT  BY 
ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  Branch . 

$2 

$2 

$3 

The  judiciary _ 

0) 

0) 

(•) 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . . . . 

(>) 

(0 

0) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

1 

4 

Independent  offices . 

(243) 

(160) 

(186) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

21 

21 

sion _ _ 

24 

Civil  Service  Commission. 

C) 

(') 

(') 

General  Accounting 

(>) 

Office _ 

(■) 

(‘) 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

3 

4 

s 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 


Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organisation  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  09  EQUIPMENT  BY  ORGANIZA¬ 
TION  unit — continued 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Independent  offices— Con. 
Railroad  Retirement 

Board . 

o 

(*) 

O 

U.  S.  Maritime  Com- 

mission _ _ _ 

$181 

$82 

$75 

Veterans’  Administra- 

tion . 

16 

20 

28 

Other . . . 

19 

33 

68 

Federal  Security  Agency _ 

5 

4 

6 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion _ _ _ 

1 

2 

7 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency . . 

« 

(>) 

(’) 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

13 

9 

9 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

18 

36 

31 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

24 

29 

34 

Department  of  Justice . 

2 

2 

3 

Department  of  Labor . 

(0 

(0 

f>) 

Department  of  Defense _ 

(2,  578) 

(3,522) 

(3, 276) 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense . . 

(>) 

0) 

(>) 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . 

503 

480 

528 

Civil _ 

26 

28 

Denartment  of  the  Navy. 

1,102 

968 

975 

Denartment  of  the  Air 

Force _ _ _ 

946 

2,046 

1,755 

Department  of  State . 

6 

5 

5 

Treasury  Department . 

11 

14 

30 

Post  Office  Department . 

13 

14 

19 

Total  obligations  for 

equipment _ 

2, 917 

3,803 

3,  610 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  10  LANDS  AND  STRUCTURES  BY 
ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


V 

Legislative  branch . . . 

$1 

(>) 

'(') 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

(') 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

3 

Independent  offices _ _ 

(328) 

($638) 

($253) 

Atom  c  Energy  Commis- 

sion _ _ _ 

278 

478 

157 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittee  for  Aeronautics.. 

12 

21 

17 

Veterans'  Administration. 

36 

136 

75 

Other .  . . 

2 

3 

4 

Federal  Security  Agency . 

(') 

0) 

(') 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion _ _ _ _ 

59 

67 

76 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

3 

3 

3 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

54 

41 

43 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

205 

323 

292 

Department  of  Justice.. . 

1 

1 

1 

Department  of  Defense.. 

(658) 

(894) 

(664) 

Department  of  the  Army: 

66 

99 

36 

Military . • 

Civil _ _ _ 

456 

574 

577 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

92 

108 

31 

Department  of  the  Air 

20 

Force . .  . . . 

44 

113 

Department  of  State . 

28 

35 

22 

Treasury  Department . 

3 

6 

5 

Total  obligations  for 

1,359 

lands  and  structures. 

1,344 

2,008 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  11  GRANTS,  SUBSIDIES,  AND 
CONTRIBUTIONS  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


(>) 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

0) 

(') 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

$3, 047 

$3, 163 

Independent  offices . 

(509) 

(1,  287) 

($452) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion _  _ 

2 

1 

2 

Civil  Service  Commission 

227 

308 

336 

Railroad  Retirement 

Board.. -  - 

9 

4 

3 

U.  S.  Maritime  Com- 

mission _ 

26 

45 

58 

Veterans’  Administration. 

118 

517 

47 

Other . . . 

127 

412 

6 

Federal  Security  Agency - 

326 

1,  507 

1,  507 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion . . . 

8 

32 

00 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

4 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

438 

627 

051 

Department  of  Commerce — 

428 

462 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 
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Table  III. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organization  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  11  GRANTS,  SUBSIDIES,  AND 
CONTRIBUTIONS  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT - COn. 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

$28 

$32 

$30 

Department  of  Justice . 

0) 

(0 

(0 

Department  of  Labor  . . 

178 

154 

187 

Department  of  Defense _ 

(') 

(') 

(') 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . . 

0) 

1 

1 

Civil... . . 

0) 

01 

01 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

(') 

0) 

0) 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force _ _ _ 

CD 

01 

(') 

Department  of  State. . 

139 

144 

85 

Treasury  Department _ 

125 

(') 

0) 

District  of  Columbia... . 

12 

12 

12 

Total  obligations  for 
grants,  subsidies,  and 

contributions . 

5,602 

7,451 

3,475 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  12  PENSIONS,  ANNUITIES,  AND 
INSURANCE  LOSSES  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Independent  offices . 

($5,  453) 

($5, 150) 

($4,  925) 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

(') 

(') 

Veterans’  Administration. 

5,453 

5,150 

4,925 

Federal  Security  Agency _ 

1 

1 

1 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

(>) 

0) 

(') 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

0) 

0) 

01 

Department  of  Defense. . 

(298) 

(342) 

(368) 

Office  of  the  Secretary _ 

266 

322 

356 

Department  of  the  Army: 
Military . 

8 

(') 

1 

Civil . . 

(') 

0) 

0) 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

24 

19 

11 

Department  of  the  Air 
Force.. .  . . . 

<>) 

0) 

0) 

Treasury  Department _ 

13 

15 

16 

Total  obligations  for 
pensions,  annuities 
and  insurance  losses.. 

5,765 

5,508 

5, 310 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  13  REFUNDS,  AWARDS,  AND 
INDEMNITIES  BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 


Legislative  branch . .  . 

(0 

(') 

0 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President . . . . 

$4 

Independent  offices...  _ 

(178) 

($167) 

($62) 

Atomic  Energy  Commis- 

sion . 

(') 

0) 

(0 

General  Accounting 

Office _ _ 

(>) 

(0 

0) 

National  Advisory  Com- 

mittcefor  Aeronautics.. 

(>) 

0) 

(>) 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commis- 

sion _ 

(i) 

Veterans’  Administration. 

(0 

0) 

0) 

176 

165 

60 

Federal  Security  Agency _ 

14 

33 

32 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion _ _ _  ...  .. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance 

2 

7 

8 

Agency - - 

0) 

(>) 

0) 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

12 

2 

2 

Department  of  Commerce _ 

3 

3 

(') 

Department  of  Interior . 

8 

1 

(0 

Department  of  Justice _ 

Department  of  Labor _ 

(>) 

(') 

(80) 

1 

5 

Department  of  Defense . 

(77) 

(72) 

Office  of  the  Secretary.... 

6 

7 

6 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military _ _ 

10 

(') 

(') 

Civil . 

0) 

2 

0) 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

64 

68 

68 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force. . 

(') 

(') 

01 

Department  of  State. 

(>) 

20 

(') 

Treasury  Department 

2,878 

2,172 

2,143 

Post  Office  Department . 

7 

6 

6 

Total  obligations  for  re¬ 
funds,  awards,  and 

indemnities . - _ 

3, 188 

2,490 

2,331 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  14  INTEREST  BY  ORGANIZATION 
UNIT 


Independent  offices:  Other _ 

$1 

$1 

$1 

Federal  Security  Agency.  ... 
General  Services  Administra- 

(') 

0) 

0) 

tion . . . 

0) 

0) 

0) 

Footnote  at  end  of  tables. 


Table  in. — Obligations  for  01  Personal  serv¬ 
ices  by  organization  unit — General  and 
special  accounts  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951 — Continued 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  14  INTEREST  BY  ORGANIZATION 

unit — continued 


[In  millions] 


Organization  unit 

1949 

actual 

1950 

esti¬ 

mated 

1951 

esti¬ 

mated 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

(0 

Department  of  the  Interior. .. 

$1 

$1 

$1 

Department  of  Defense . . 

(3) 

(3) 

(3) 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military . . _ 

1 

1 

1 

Civil..  ...  . 

I 

1 

2 

Department  of  the  Navy. 

(') 

(>) 

(') 

Department  of  the  Air 

Force _ _ 

1 

(0 

01 

Treasury  Department . 

5,442 

5,821 

5,727 

Total  obligations  for 

interest . 

5,  447 

5,826 

6,732 

OBLIGATIONS  FOR  16  INVESTMENTS  AND 

loans 

BY  ORGANIZATION  UNIT 

Executive  Office  of  the  Presi- 

dent . 

(') 

0) 

0) 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President  . . 

$973 

$150 

Independent  offices:  Railroad 

Retirement  Board...  ... 

675 

602 

$594 

General  Services  Administra- 

tion . . . . . 

1 

01 

4 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

544 

568 

570 

Department  of  the  Interiorl.. 

1 

4 

3 

Department  of  State  _ 

11 

30 

14 

Treasury  Department.  . . 

0) 

Post  Office  Department _ 

6 

5 

5 

Total  obligations  for  in- 

vestments  and  loans.. 

2,111 

1,360 

1, 190 

UNVOUCHERED  OBLIGATIONS  BY 

ORGANIZATION 

UNIT 

Funds  appropriated  to  the 

President...  .... 

0) 

« 

Independent  offices:  Atomic 

o 

01 

(i) 

(!) 

Department  of  Defense...  .  . 

(>) 

« 

or 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military  . . . 

0) 

0 

0) 

Treasury  Department. . 

0) 

(0 

0) 

Total  unvouehered  oh- 

ligations . 

(>) 

$i 

0) 

OBLIGATIONS  NOT  DISTRIBUTED  BY  OBJECT  CLASS 


Legislative  branch  . 

$1 

$1 

$1 

Department  of  Agriculture... 

6 

1 

Department  of  the  Interior... 

0) 

0) 

0) 

Department  of  Justice . 

0) 

0) 

Department  of  State  . 

8 

11 

11 

Post  Office  Department _ __ 

•0) 

Total  obligations  not 

distributed  by  object 

class  . . . 

10 

19 

13 

RESERVE  FOR  FUTURE  ALLOCATION 


Mutual  defense  assistance _ 

$1, 314 

Noth.— Due  to  rounding  the  detail  in  table  III  may 
not  add  to  totals. 


i  Less  than  $500,000. 

Appendix  1 

Definitions  of  Object  Classes 

01.  Personal  services:  Includes  all  salaries 
and  wages  for  labor  or  other  services  of 
officers  or  employees,  either  civil  or  military, 
of  the  Government.  This  classification  also 
includes  compensation  for  special  services 
rendered  by  consultants  or  others  employed 
on  a  per  diem  or  fee  basis,  and  cash  allow¬ 
ances  for  quarters,  heat,  light,  and  other  cash 
emoluments  incident  to  personal  services. 

Examples : 

Civil-service  employees:  Salaries  and  wages 
and  other  compensation  of  all  civil-service 
officers  and  employees,  including  that  por¬ 
tion  which  represents  employees’  retirement 


contributions,  and  other  deductions  credita¬ 
ble  to  other  appropriations  and  funds. 

Non-civil -service  employees:  Salaries  and 
wages  and  other  compensation  of  all  non- 
civll-service  officers  and  employees. 

Military  and  naval  personnel:  Pay  and 
cash  allowances  for  quarters  or  subsistence  of 
all  military,  naval,  and  quasi-military  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Relief  employees:  Wages  to  persons  who 
have  been  certified  as  needing  relief  and  who 
are  employed  on  work  projects  operated  by 
a  Federal  agency. 

Special  and  miscellaneous  payments  for 
personal  services:  Commissions,  fees,  etc.,  for 
special  and  miscellaneous  services  rendered 
by  consultants  or  others. 

02.  Travel :  Includes  transportation  of  per¬ 
sons,  their  subsistence  while  in  an  authorized 
travel  status,  and  other  expenses  incident  to 
travel  which  are  to  be  paid  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  either  directly  or  by  reimbursing  the 
traveler. 

Examples : 

Transportation  of  persons:  Contractual 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  carrying 
persons  from  place  to  place,  whether  by  land, 
air,  or  water,  and  the  furnishing  of  accom¬ 
modations  incident  to  actual  travel.  This  in¬ 
cludes  commercial  transportation  charges, 
charter  of  passenger  cars,  trains,  vessels,  or 
airplanes,  and  expenses  incident  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  chartered  conveyances.  It  also  in¬ 
cludes  mileage  allowances  and  reimbursement 
for  gasoline  and  oil  used  in  privately  owned 
vehicles,  storage  and  care  of  vehicles,  and 
streetcar  and  taxi  fares. 

Subsistence:  Food  and  lodging,  whether 
•n  the  basis  of  a  reimbursement  for  actual 
expenses  or  a  per  diem  allowance  in  lieu  of 
subsistence. 

Incidental  travel  expenses:  Other  expenses 
necessitated  by  travel,  such  as  baggage  trans¬ 
fer,  steamer  chairs,  and  telephone  and  tele¬ 
graph  expenses,  as  authorized  by  travel  regu¬ 
lations. 

03.  Transportation  of  things:  Includes 
those  charges  for  the  transportation  of  things 
(including  animals)  which  are  paid  or  to  be 
paid  directly  by  the  Government  and  not  by 
the  vendor,  whether  such  transportation  be 
by  land,  air,  or  water.  It  also  includes 
eharges  for  the  care  of  such  things  while  in 
process  of  being  transported. 

Examples : 

Freight  and  express:  Charges  by  common 
carrier,  including  freight  and  express,  de¬ 
murrage,  switching,  recrating,  refrigerating, 
and  other  incidental  expenses. 

Drayage  and  other  local  transportation! 
Cartage,  handling,  and  other  charges  inci¬ 
dent  to  local  transportation. 

Mail  transportation:  Contractual  services 
for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  water,  rail, 
air,  motor  vehicles,  etc. 

04.  Communication  service:  Includes  the 
transmission  of  messages  from  place  to  place, 
such  as  tolls  for  land  telegraph  service,  ma¬ 
rine  cable  service,  radio  and  wireless  tele¬ 
graph  service,  telephone  service,  postage,  and 
messenger  service.  It  also  includes  switch¬ 
board  and  service  charges  and  telephone  in¬ 
stallation  costs. 

05.  Rents  and  utility  services:  Includes 
charges  for  rents  as  well  as  for  heat,  light, 
power,  water,  gas,  electricity,  and  other  util¬ 
ity  services  exclusive  of  transportation  and 
communication  services. 

Examples: 

Rents:  The  right  of  possession  and  use  of 
land,  structures,  or  equipment  owned  by  an¬ 
other,  the  possession  of  which  is  to  be  re¬ 
linquished  at  a  future  time.  This  also 
includes  charges  under  purchase  rental 
agreements.  Under  such  agreements,  until 
the  title  to  the  equipment  is  acquired,  pay¬ 
ments  should  be  classified  as  rentals.  Pay-' 
ments  subsequent  to  the  acquisition  of  title 
should  be  classified  as  equipment. 

Heat,. light,  power,  water,  gas,  and  electric¬ 
ity:  The  services  indicated  when  billed  sep¬ 
arately  from  “rent.” 
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08.  Printing  and  reproduction :  Includes  all 
contractual  services  for  the  printing  and 
binding  of  books,  pamphlets,  documents,  and 
other  publications.  Printed  forms  and  let¬ 
terheads  are  also  included  under  this  group. 

07.  Other  contractual  services :  Includes  all 
contractual  services  not  otherwise  classified. 

Examples : 

Repairs  and  alternations:  Repairs  and  al¬ 
terations  to  buildings,  bridges,  viaducts,  ves¬ 
sels,  equipment,  and  like  items,  when  done 
by  contract,  except  those  which  add  mate¬ 
rially  to  the  value  of  such  property  and 
therefore  may  be  properly  considered  as  capi¬ 
tal  improvements. 

Storage  and  maintenance  of  vehicles: 
Storage  and  care  of  vehicles,  except  items 
of  this  nature  incurred  in  connection  with 
travel  and  which  are,  therefore,  classified 
under  “02  Travel.” 

Subsistence  and  support  of  persons:  Serv¬ 
ices  for  providing  board,  lodging,  and  care 
of  persons,  except  travel  items,  which  are 
included  under  “02  Travel.” 

Photographing,  typewriting,  and  steno¬ 
graphic  services:  Includes  contractual  steno¬ 
graphic  work,  typewriting,  and  duplicating 
work,  such  as  multigraphing  and  mimeo¬ 
graphing,  as  well  as  photographing,  develop¬ 
ing,  and  blueprinting. 

Advertising  and  publication  of  notices. 

Fees  and  other  charges:  Includes  fees  and 
expenses  of  witnesses  and  jurors,  and  fees 
of  abstracting  land  titles. 

08.  Supplies  and  materials:  Includes  all 
commodities  which  are  ordinarily  consumed 
or  expended  within  a  comparatively  short 
period  of  time,  converted  in  the  process  of 
construction  or  manufacture,  or  from  a  minor 
part  of  equipment  or  fixed  property.  Also 
includes  commodities  purchased  for  resale. 

Examples : 

Office  supplies  (other  than  printed  forms 
and  letterheads). 

Chemicals,  surgical  and  medical  supplies. 

Fuels:  All  substances,  such  as  coal,  wood, 
petroleum,  and  oils  used  in  cooking,  heating, 
and  generating  power,  or  in  making  artificial 
gas. 

Clothing  and  clothing  supplies :  Articles  of 
clothing,  together  with  materials  and  sew¬ 
ing  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
wearing  apparel. 

Provisions :  Food  and  beverages  for  human 
consumption. 

Forage  and  stable  supplies:  Food  used  for 
livestock  and  other  animals,  and  stable  sup¬ 
plies  such  as  bedding,  horseshoes,  collar  pads, 
etc. 

Cleaning  and  toilet  supplies. 

Ammunition  and  explosives:  Bombs,  shells, 
propellent  powders,  mines,  torpedoes,  chemi¬ 
cal  and  chemical  gases  used  for  combat, 
powder,  fuses,  detonators,  primers,  pyro¬ 
technic  supplies,  and  components  thereof. 

Materials  and  parts:  Commodities,  includ¬ 
ing  building  material,  entering  into  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  or  production  of  supplies, 
equipment,  machinery,  buildings,  and  other 
structures. 

09.  Equipment:  Includes  machinery,  im¬ 
plements,  tools,  furniture  and  fix  tines,  live¬ 
stock  (other  than  that  purchased  for 
slaughter) ,  armaments,  vehicles,  and  other 
apparatus,  which  are  adapted  to  continuing 
use  without  material  impairment  of  their 
physical  condition,  and  which  it  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  will  have  an  extended  period  of 
service. 

Examples:  Transportation  equipment:  Ve¬ 
hicles  including  passenger-carrying  auto¬ 
mobiles,  motor  trucks,  motorcycles,  tractors, 
aircraft  of  any  character,  wagons,  carts, 
vessels,  steamships,  barges,  lighters,  and 
power  launches. 

Furniture,  furnishings,  and  fixtures:  Mov¬ 
able  furniture,  fittings,  and  fixtures,  such  as 
desks,  tables,  chairs,  typewriters,  adding  and 
bookkeeping  machines,  and  household  equip¬ 
ment. 


Machinery  and  apparatus:  Engines,  gen¬ 
erators,  manufacturing  machinery,  trans¬ 
formers,  shop  equipment,  stationary  pumps, 
and  other  production  and  construction  ma¬ 
chinery.  Instruments  and  apparatus,  such 
as  surgical  instruments,  X-ray  apparatus, 
signaling  and  telephone  and  telegraph  equip¬ 
ment,  scientific  instruments  and  appliances, 
measuring  and  weighing  instruments  and 
accessories,  photographic  equipment,  picture- 
projection  equipment,  and  accessories,  and 
mechanical  drafting  devices. 

Armaments:  Tanks,  armored  cars,  trac¬ 
tors,  machine  guns,  rifles,  bayonets,  antiair¬ 
craft  guns,  cannons,  lights,  detectors,  fixed 
and  mobile  mounts  or  carriages  for  cannon, 
including  limbers,  caissons,  battery  and 
store  wagons,  reels  and  carts,  fire-control 
apparatus,  submarine  mine  equipment,  am¬ 
munition  hoists,  torpedo  tubes,  and  other 
special  and  miscellaneous  military  equip¬ 
ment. 

10.  Lands  and  structures:  Includes  land 
and  interest  in  land,  buildings,  and  other 
structures  and  permanent  improvements 
and  additions  when  acquired  under  con¬ 
tracts. 

Examples : 

Lands  and  interest  in  lands. 

Buildings  and  other  structures :  The  acqui¬ 
sition  or  construction  of  buildings  and 
structures,  and  additions  and  alterations  ma¬ 
terially  adding  to  the  original  value  when 
secured  under  contract. 

Nonstructural  improvements :  Improve¬ 
ments  of  land,  such  as  landscaping,  fences, 
sewers,  wells,  reservoirs,  when  secured  un¬ 
der  contract. 

Fixed  equipment:  Fixtures  and  equipment 
which  become  permanently  attached  to  or 
form  a  part  of  buildings  or  structures,  such 
as  elevators,  plumbing,  power-plant  boilers, 
fire-alarm  systems,  lighting  or  heating  sys¬ 
tems,  generators,  and  air-conditioning  and 
refrigerating  systems. 

11.  Grants,  subsidies,  and  contributions: 
Includes  educational  and  public-welfare 
grants.  Federal  contributions  to  the  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  funds,  public-assistance 
grants,  and  aid  to  States,  Territories,  politi¬ 
cal  subdivisions,  corporations,  associations, 
and  individuals.  Gratuities,  contributions 
to  international  societies,  or  payments  of 
quotas  of  expenses  of  international  societies 
and  proceedings  or  projects:  and  contribu¬ 
tions  of  the  Government  fixed  by  treaty. 

12.  Pensions,  annuities,  and  insurance 
losses:  Includes  retirement  pay  on  the  basis 
of  civil  or  military  service  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  pensions  on  account  of  service,  annui¬ 
ties  paid  from  trust  funds  to  civil  service 
employees  and  others,  monetary  allowances 
on  account  of  military  and  naval  services, 
losses  on  life-  and  marine-insurance  poli¬ 
cies,  and  payments  made  on  account  of  ac¬ 
cidents  to  civil  employees  of  the  Government 
while  in  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties. 

Examples : 

Pensions:  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps 
pensions,  civil  pensions  on  account  of  dis¬ 
ability  or  death  due  to  service. 

Retirement  salaries:  Accruals  and  com¬ 
pensation  for  past  civil  or  military  services 
of  the  Government. 

Annuities:  Accruals  and  compensation 
from  retirement  and  disability  funds  and 
from  the  old  age  and  survivors’  insurance 
trust  fund. 

Allowances:  Allowances  to  families  of  de¬ 
ceased  soldiers  and  sailors,  vocational  re¬ 
habilitation  allowances  for  disabled  persons 
discharged  from  military  and  naval  forces, 
medical  attendance  and  hospital  allowances, 
other  allowances.  United  States  employees’ 
compensation  fund  payments. 

Insurance  losses:  Losses  from  the  United 
States  life-insurance  fund,  and  on  military 
and  naval  insurance,  etc.  Does  not  include 
charges  under  the  Government  Losses  in 
Shipment  Act. 
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13.  Refunds,  awards,  and  indemnities: 
Includes  refunds  of  the  whole  or  part  of 
amounts  previously  received  by  the  United 
States;  items  for  or  included  in  awards  by 
courts  of  law,  boards,  or  commissions;  in¬ 
demnities  made  on  recommendation  of  offi¬ 
cers  of  the  Government;  or  indemnities  for 
destruction  or  injury  of  persons  or  property. 

Examples : 

Refunds:  Refunds  of  fines,  penalties,  for¬ 
feitures,  taxes,  duties,  refunds  from  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  funds,  and  other  refunds 
on  account  of  adjustments,  errors  in  com¬ 
putation,  etc. 

Awards:  Awards  arising  from  abrogation 
of  contracts,  awards  for  the  destruction  of 
livestock,  crops,  etc.;  awards  to  persons  for 
losses  incurred  in  the  courses  of  duty;  and 
other  awards  such  as  amounts  paid  to  in¬ 
formers  and  awards  paid  to  foreign  nations 
not  covered  by  treaty. 

Indemnities,  losses,  and  contingencies: 
Remuneration  for  loss  or  injury,  such  as 
damage  to  property,  personal  injuries,  etc. 
This  also  includes  losses  made  good  on  Gov¬ 
ernment  shipmerts,  and  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  face  value  of  uncurrent  coins  and 
the  value  of  coins  resulting  from  their  re¬ 
coinage. 

Repayments  of  deposits:  Repayments  of 
amounts  not  subject  to  demand  or  claim  by 
the  United  States  for  which  it  has  assumed 
custody.  Such  items  represent  the  repay¬ 
ment  of  those  moneys  received  in  trust  for 
private  purposes  and  over  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  exercises  the  responsibility  of  cus¬ 
todian  rather  than  owner. 

14.  Interest:  Includes  compensation  to 
creditors  of  the  United  States  for  the  use  of 
funds  loaned,  deposited,  overpaid,  or  other¬ 
wise  made  available  to  the  United  States. 

16.  Investments  and  loans:  Includes  the 
purchase  of  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and  other 
choses  in  action;  the  original  advances  for 
revolving  funds — that  is,  nonstock  enter¬ 
prises,  and  any  Increase  of  the  original  ad¬ 
vances;  and  loans  to  foreign  governments. 
States,  Territories,  and  other  political  sub¬ 
divisions,  or  loans  to  corporations,  associa¬ 
tions,  and  individuals. 

Examples: 

Investments  in  securities :  The  purchase  of 
stocks,  bonds,  debentures,  and  other  securi¬ 
ties  in  which  money  is  invested  either  tem¬ 
porarily  or  permanently,  including  the 
amounts  paid  for  interest  accrued  on  such 
investments  at  the  time  of  purchase,  as 
well  as  any  premium  paid  on  such  invest¬ 
ments.  This  classification  also  includes  sub¬ 
scriptions  tcrpaid-in  surplus  of  Government- 
owned  corporations. 

Advances  to  revolving  funds:  The  estab¬ 
lishment  of  revolving  and  other  funds,  and 
increase  .thereof,  where  such  funds  are  to 
remain  intact,  either  in  the  form  of  cash, 
receivables,  inventory,  or  other  assets,  the 
investment  in  which  is  to  be  returned  when 
the  enterprise  is  liquidated,  transferred,  or 
sold. 

Loans:  Advances  to  foreign  governments. 
States,  Territories,  and  other  political  sub¬ 
divisions,  as  well  as  loans  to  corporations, 
associations*  and  individuals. 

ANALYSIS  OP  OBLIGATIONS  BY  OBJECTS 

In  order  to  provide  a  uniform  basis  for 
consideration  of  the  estimates  and  for  con¬ 
solidation  of  certain  information  on  a  Gov¬ 
ernment-wide  basis,  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  will  be  supplied  in  the  schedule  of  "Ob¬ 
ligations  by  objects”:’ 

Total  number  of  permanent  positions. 

Average  number  of  all  employees. 

01.  Personal  services:  Permanent  positions, 
part-time  and  temporary  positions,  regular 
pay  in  excess  of  52-week  base,  payment  above 
basic  rates,  total  personal  services,  deduct 
charges  for  quarters  and  subsistence,  net  per¬ 
sonal  services. 

02.  Travel. 

03.  Transportation  of  things. 


No.  151 - 5 


11642 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  1 


04.  Communication  services. 

05.  Bents  -and  utility  services. 

00.  Printing  and  reproduction. 

07.  Other  contractual  services.  Services 
performed  by  other  agencies. 

08.  Supplies  and  materials. 

09.  Equipment. 

10.  Lands  and  structures. 

11.  Grants,  subsidies,  and  contributions. 

12.  Pensions,  annuities,  and  insurance 
losses. 

13.  Refunds,  awards,  and  indemnities. 

14.  Interest. 

16.  Investment  and  loans  (net). 

Unvouchered. 

The  first  two  lines  will  contain  informa¬ 
tion  as  follows:  ‘‘Total  number  of  permanent 
positions — All  full-time  permanent  positions, 
regardless  of  the  status  of  the  employees 
(permanent,  temporary,  etc.),  which  are  oc- 
cupield  or  to  be  occupied  at  any  time  during 
the  fiscal  year. 

“Average  number  of  all  employees” — Av¬ 
erage  paid  employment  on  a  full-year  basis, 
stated  to  the  nearest  whole  number,  includ¬ 
ing  the  full-time  equivalent  of  terminal 
leave  and  of  temporary  and  part-time  em¬ 
ployment. 

The  amounts  under  object  class  01  will 
be  broken  down  as  follows : 

“Permanent  positions” — Net  obligations  for 
regular  pay  for  full-time,  permanent  posi¬ 
tions,  after  deducting  savings  due  to  delays 
In  filling  vacancies,  absences  without  pay, 
etc.  offset  to  whatever  extent  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  by  terminal  leave  payments.  Where 
such  positions  are  paid  from  more  than  one 
appropriation,  the  applicable  portion  will 
be  included  under  each  appropriation.  Only 
the  actual  reimbursement  made  (if  any)  for 
military  personnel  on  detail  to  civilian  agen¬ 
cies  will  be  included.  New  positions  for  the 
budget  year  are  to  be  estimated  at  the  min¬ 
imum  of  the  grade. 

“Temporary  and  part-time  positions” — Net 
obligations  for  regular  pay  for  all  positions 
not  included  in  “permanent  positions” 
above. 

“Regular  pay  in  excess  of  52-week  base”— 
Compensation  at  regular  rates  for  the  extra 
day  or  two,  if  any,  in  excess  of  52  weeks  in 
the  fiscal  year. 

“Payment  above  basic  rates” — Net  obliga¬ 
tions  for  all  other  types  of  compensation, 
including  overtime  and  holiday  pay,  night- 
work  differential,  living  and  quarters  allow¬ 
ance,  and  additional  pay  for  service  abroad. 

Where  employees  are  charged  for  quarters 
or  subsistence,  provided  in  kind,  an  addi¬ 
tional  entry  “Deduct  charges  for  quarters  and 
subsistence”  will  be  used,  followed  by  an 
entry  called  “Net  personal  services.” 

Each  other  object  class  will  be  set  forth 
on  a  single  line,  except  that  (a)  within  class 
07,  reimbursements  and  advances  to  other 
agencies  (for  items  ordinarily  classed  as  07) 
will  be  set  forth  separately  as  an  unnum¬ 
bered  item,  immediately  following  the  usual 
entry  for  the  remainder  of  07,  and  (b)  a  more 
detailed  subclassification  may  be  used  op¬ 
tionally  to  show  the  distribution  of  large 
or  unusual  obligations  under  any  class. 

The  distribution  of  obligations  by  object 
class  will  follow  the  definitions  in  the  latest 
Budget-Treasury  Regulation  No.  1,  as  revised 
and  amended,  issued  under  Executive  Order 
8512. 

The  uniform  wording  of  the  object  classes 
will  be  used  exactly  as  set  forth,  although 
an  explanatory  phrase  may  be  added  in 
parentheses  where  the  whole  of  the  obliga¬ 
tions  in  some  class  are  for  a  particular  or 
special  object.  The  unnumbered  entry  “un¬ 
vouchered”  will  be  used  only  where  obliga¬ 
tions  may  be  incurred  lawfully  for  confi¬ 
dential  purposes,  not  subject  to  detailed 
vouchering  or  reporting. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  speak  but  a  word  or  two  in  regard 
to  this  very  simple  amendment.  I  re-. 


cently  said  I  did  not  believe  in  legislat¬ 
ing  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  preparation  of  bills.  Here 
is  a  committee  which,  since  the  26th  day 
of  last  January,  has  worked  on  this  bill 
faithfully  and  well,  to  my  knowledge, 
as  faithfully  as  any  committee  ever 
worked.  And  here  is  a  Senator  who  says, 
“We  will  turn  down  all  this;  I  have  a 
plan  here  which  provides  that  almost 
anyone  can  make  reductions.”  He  first 
proposes  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
make  the  reductions.  He  then  provides 
that  the  heads  of  the  departments  shall 
make  the  reductions.  What  would  hap¬ 
pen,  I  may  ask,  if  we  suppose  that 
neither  of  them  made  reductions?  I 
wonder  whether  the  Senator  expects 
that  they  will  turn  it  over  to  him  to 
make  the  reductions. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  must  not 
have  exerted  himself  very  much  in  get¬ 
ting  information  about  this  bill.  The 
Senator  from  Virginia  has  exposed  the 
utter  ineptness  of  this  amendment,  the 
utter  unfitness  of  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  able  Senator 
from  Tennessee  will  yield,  I  ask,  in  what 
way? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  will 
have  to  excuse  me.  I  did  not  interrupt 
him. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  accept  the  apology. 
I  think  the  Senator  should  have  apolo¬ 
gized,  after  proposing  this  remarkable 
amendment.  I  want  to  read  it  to  the 
Senate.  It  will  take  me  only  a  minute. 
I  ask  Senators  to  listen  carefully  to  it: 

Section  1001.  Reductions  in  appropriations 
contained  in  this  act  are  hereby  made  in 
the  sum  of  $1,000,000,000.  Such  reductions 
shall  be  made  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  Funds  appropriated  in  this  act  for 
supplies  and  materials,  for  lands  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  for  Federal-aid  postwar  highways 
shall  be  reduced.* 

“Postwar  highways”?  We  have  had 
quite  a  number  of  wars,  and  I  suppose 
we  can  be  said  to  be  “postwar”  as  to  all 
of  them.  We  had  the  Revolutionary 
War.  The  Senator’s  amendment  would 
not  specify  whether  he  meant  after  the 
Revolutionary  War,  or  whether  he  meant 
after  World  War  II.  Perhaps  he  means 
after  the  Civil  War.  On  the  other  hand, 
possibly  the  expression  is  used  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  Mexican  War.  Also,  it  may 
have  been  used,  having  in  mind  a  half- 
dozen  Indian  wars.  The  Senator  does 
not  specify.  He  merely  says  “postwar 
highways.” 

The  Senator  calls  it  fat. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  not  yield  at 
this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  yield  a  little 
later,  but  not  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  could  clear  things 
up  for  the  Senator  by  saying  that  the 
term  “postwar  highways”  is  used  in  the 
appropriations  bill  reported  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee.  That  is  why  I 
used  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  declines  to  yield. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  has 
shown  that  if  this  is  a  product  of  his 
mind,  he  has  one  of  the  most  unclear 
minds  in  the  world.  I  do  not  see  how 
he  could  attempt  to  explain  anything  to 
anyone.  I  have  heard  him  attempt  to 
explain  many  things,  but  this  is  an 
amendment  which  I  am  sure  he  cannot 
explain.  It  is  inexplicable.  Listen  to 
this  : 

Provided,  That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  is  empowered  to  make  such 
reductions  among  the  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  for 
the  most  efficient  use  of  the  Nation’s  man¬ 
power — 

The  Nation’s  manpower?  I  wonder 
what  the  Senator  means. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wonder  if  he  means 
the  mail  carrier  on  a  post  road. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  He  may.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  means  a  mailcarrier 
or  not.  He  may  mean  a  stenographer 
in  the  office.  I  do  not  know  what  he 
has  in  his  mind.  Yet  he  wants  to  clarify 
something  which  no  one  can  clarify.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  in  the  questions  which  he  asked 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois 
a  while  ago,  brought  out  a  very  clear  ex¬ 
position  of  the  matter.  I  suggest  that 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  get  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  to  explain  what  is  in  this 
amendment  other  than  a  lot  of  con¬ 
tradictions. 

I  have  just  read  that  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  is  to  make  reductions.  I 
wonder  what  part  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget — a  clerk?  Am  office  boy?  A 
stenographer?  The  amendment  does 
not  say,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia. 

After  giving  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
such  power,  what  happens?  Listen  to 
this: 

That  the  reductions  provided  for  in  this 
subsection  among  the  departments  shall  be 
made  on  a  department-wide  basis — 

I  wonder  what  that  means.  I  wish 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  find  out 
from  the  Senator  from  Virginia  what 
that  means,  when  he  has  time  to  do  so — 
and  the  secretaries  of  the  departments  are 
empowered— 

The  Senator  is  now  turning  over  the 
power,  already  vested  in  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  to  the  secretaries  of  the 
various  departments  on  a  department¬ 
wide  basis.  Suppose  a  department  head 
cut  out  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  did  not  cut 
out  more  than  half  a  billion  or  three- 
fourths  of  a  billion  dollars:  Who  would 
decide  the  matter?  One  would  cut  out 
the  fat  and  the  other  would  cut  out  the 
lean,  as' the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
said.  I  do  not  know  what  those  things 
mean  in  that  connection.  I  know  when 
a  man  is  fat  or  when  he  is  lean,  of  course, 
but  I  do  not  understand  the  use  of  the 
words  “fat”  and  “lean”  in  this  manner. 

Let  me  go  bn,  Mr.  President: 
the  secretaries  of  the  departments  are  em¬ 
powered— 

They  are  not  authorized  or  told  to  do 
It;  they  are  not  directed  to  do  it,  as 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  so  well  ex¬ 
plained  a  while  ago.  Is  there  a  Senator 
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present  who  is  so  dumb  as  to  believe  that 
simply  granting  such  power  would  cause 
a  single  officeholder,  whether  he  be  in 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  in  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Com¬ 
merce,  to  reduce  expenses  by  a  billion 
dollars  because  he  is  empowered  to  do 
it?  If  so,  let  him  hold  up  his  hand. 

I  see  no  hands  go  up.  I  congratulate 
the  Senate  that  no  hands  went  up. 

I  can  see  a  good  deal  of  advertising 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  in  this 
amendment.  Many  persons  think  that 
if  a  man  says  he  is  for  economy  he  can 
show  it  by  offering  an  amendment  of 
this  kind.  My  heavens.  What  an  effect 
it  would  have  on  the  country.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  could  probably  be  elected  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  next  time  on  a  platform  of  that 
kind.  He  could  say,  “Fellow  citizens,  I 
did  not  attempt  to  cut  out  only  a  half¬ 
billion  dollars;  I  cut  it  all  out.  That 
shows  how  economical  I  am.  I  just  cut 
it  all  out.” 

I  read  further: 

The  secretaries  of  the  departments  are 
empowered,  by  means  of  transfers  and  ad¬ 
justments — 

See  how  easy  it  is — 
by  means  of  transfers  and  adjustments — 

My  heavens.  Can  we  make  money  by 
transfers  and  adjustments?  I  wonder 
what  that  means.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  to  tell  me  what  “adjust¬ 
ments”  means. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  take 
it  that  this  very  interesting  outpouring 
of  ridicule  and  satire  is  not  really  in¬ 
tended  to  be  taken  seriously  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois.  I  am  very  glad  in¬ 
deed  if  the  exercise  of  this  ridicule  and 
satire  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  served  to  make  him  happier,  and 
I  may  say  that  if  I  have  contributed 
to  giving  him  more  of  the  joy  of  life, 
even  though  he  has  exposed  me  to  satire 
and  ridicule,  I  feel  that  perhaps  that  may 
be  one  of  my  unwitting  contributions 
to  the  Senator,  for  which  I  shall  be 
grateful.  He  has  indulged  in  a  fit  of 
temper,  and  I  hope  he  feels  better  for  it. 
But  since  the  Senator  has  yielded  to 
me - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  no;  I  did  not 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
make  a  foolish  speech.  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised.  What  the  Senator  is  now 
saying  is  in  full  accord  with  the  remark¬ 
able  production  which  after -ages  will 
heed  and  because  of  which  they  will  re¬ 
joice.  I  am  very  much  Qbliged  for  his 
kind  feeling  toward  me  because  of  my 
reeent  Charley-horse  affliction.  I  ap¬ 
preciate  it  very  much.  Without  pursuing 
the  matter  much  further,  I  should  like 
to  challenge  any  Senator,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  who 
feels  there  is  anything  justifiable  in  the 
Senator’s  amendment  to  say  what  it  is. 
Certainly  it  would  be  a  blow  at  the  system 
used  by  the  Senate  if  we  were  to  adopt 
the  Senator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  here  we  have  a  com¬ 
mittee  working  day  and  night  on  the  ap¬ 
propriations  bill.  My  friend  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mr.  Hayden],  my  friend  from  Ne¬ 
braska,  the  minority  leader  [Mr. 


Wherry],  who  is  one  of  the  finest  of 
men,  as  is  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Rob¬ 
ertson],  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez]  ,  and  all  the  other  members 
of  the  committee,  have  been  working  al¬ 
most  like  slaves  on  this  bill  since  the 
2£th  day  of  January,  sometimes  at  night, 
although  mostly  in  the  daytime.  Most 
of  them  have  spent  from  8  to  10  hours  a 
day  on  the  committee’s  work.  They  pre¬ 
pared  a  wonderful  bill.  I  think  when  it 
is  finally  enacted  into  law  it  will  be 
pleasing  not  only  to  the  Senate,  the 
House,  and  the  President,  but  to  the 
country  at  large,  because  it  is  a  well  pre¬ 
pared  bill  which  fits  in  with  govern¬ 
mental  policies  and  governmental  prac¬ 
tices.  It  does  not  cut  one  thing  off  here, 
another  thing  there,  and  it  does  not  de¬ 
stroy.  Here  at  the  last  moment,  Mr. 
President,  comes  an  amendment  offered 
by  a  Senator  who  has  not  taken  part  in 
any  hearings,  who  has  not  given  us  any 
evidence  on  this  bill  or  on  any  other 
bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  Senator  a  question  at  that  point? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Listening  in  the  best  of 
faith. to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  in  his  laudable  attempt  at 
economy - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  sure  it  is  laud¬ 
able. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  With  particular  ref¬ 
erence  to  highways  and  roads,  is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  committee  recommended 
to  the  Senate  appropriations  for  roads 
only  to  the  limited  amount  that  would 
be  in  keeping  with  our  present-day 
finances? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Exactly.  We  had 
the  proof.  Road  officials  from  the  vari¬ 
ous  States  appeared  before  our  commit¬ 
tee.  We  had  all  kinds  of  expert  evi¬ 
dence  given  to  us  on  the  question  of 
roads.  We  made  reductions.  How  did 
we  do  it?  By  resort  to  imagination? 
Not  at  all.  We  made  reductions  based 
on  evidence.  We  based  our  decisions  on 
evidence  which  was  given  before  us  and 
very  carefully  considered.  Here  at  the 
last  minute  we  have  the  whole  thing 
being  upset. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  On  the  road  provisions 
of  the  bill  we  had  evidence  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  and  the 
American  Association  of  State  Highway 
Officials,  who  are  the  ones  back  home 
who  do  the  actual  construction.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  know  of  any 
Senator,  aside  from  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  who  would  like  to  take  one  dollar 
out  of  the  money  for  the  construction 
of  roads  in  any  State? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  know  of  a 
single  one. 

Several  Senators.  Vote!  Vote! 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  There  may  be  some 
Senators,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any.  I 
think  I  have  heard  several  Senators  ask 
that  we  vote.  I  want  to  vote.  I  hope 
we  can  vote  on  this  amendment.  I  ask 
for  a  vote  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thought  it  best  to  wait  to  say  what  I  had 
to  say  until  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
had  finished  so  that  he  would  have  a 
chance  to  resume  his  seat  and  rest.  I 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  not  in¬ 
terrupt  him  frequently  while  he  was  in 
the  process  of  speaking. 

Mr.  President,  essentially  what  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  saying  is  that 
once  a  committee  has  made  a  report  it  is 
an  act  of  impudence  for  any  other  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  to  question  the  recom¬ 
mendation  made  by  the  committee.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  excellent  as 
the  work  of  this  committee  was — and  I 
want  to  say  that  I  know  that  a  lot  of  work 
was  done  and  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  who  in  many 
ways  is  a  very  gallant  gentleman — that 
despite  its  virtues  the  committee  did 
bring  in  an  appropriation  bill  which  even 
prior  to  the  Korean  war  would  have  put 
us  approximately  $4,000,000,000  in  the 
red.  I  submit  that  it  is  perfectly  proper 
for  any  Senator,  after  such  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill  has  been  brought  in,  to  try 
to  save  money  for  the  taxpayers  and  the 
country,  and  that  it  is  not  helpful  for  one 
Senator  to  try  to  hold  up  to  ridicule  a 
Senator  who  seeks  such  economies. 

Mr.  President,  the  need  of  our  coun¬ 
try  for  economy  is  certainly  greater  in 
view  of  the  Korean  situation,  which  is 
going  to  cost  us  $10,000,000,000  and  pos¬ 
sibly  $15,000,000,000  more,  and  needs  for 
which  were  not  before  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  when  it  held  its  hearings 
and  made  its  report. 

The  other  day  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  I  produced  a  copy  of  the  hearings 
which  were  held  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  which  showed  that  the 
regular  hearings  were  closed  on  March 
6,  I  believe,  or  more  than  3  months  be¬ 
fore  the  Korean  war  broke  out,  that  the 
supplementary  hearings  were  closed  in 
May,  or  6  weeks  before  the  Korean  war 
broke  out,  and  that  the  report  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  were  made  before  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war  broke  out.  In  the  light  of 
changed  conditions,  in  the  light  of 
the  need  for  munitions  and  materiel, 
I  submit  that  we  should  economize,  and 
I  submit  it  is  not  improper— if  Senators 
will  bear  with  me  I  shall  conclude  in  a 
moment  and  we  can  vote  on  the  amend¬ 
ment — for  a  Senator  to  move  for  econ¬ 
omy  in  general  items  after  all  specific 
efforts  at  economy  have  failed. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  only  one  specific 
reply  to  make  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  said  and  what  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  has  alluded  to.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  has  poked  fun 
at  my  use  of  the  term  “empowered,” 
when  I  suggested  that  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  be  empowered  to  make  re¬ 
ductions  of  construction  amounting  to 
$500,000,000,  and  that  the  secretaries 
of  the  various  departments  also  be  “em¬ 
powered”  to  do  so.  The  Senator  from 
Virginia  did  not  make  fun  of  my  use  of 
the  term,  but  he  did  imply  that  it  was 
not  sufficiently  strong.  In  helping  to 
draft  the  amendment  I  consulted  the 
amendment  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  and  other  eminent  Senators. 
They  used  the  words,  “the  head  of  each 
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department  and  agency  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  adjustments  and 
transfers.”  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
they  used  the  weaker  term  “authorized” 
I  thought  it  would  be  permissible  for  me 
to  use  the  term  “empowered.”  If  “au¬ 
thorized”  is  correct  for  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  I  do  not  quite  see  why  he  cavils 
at  the  use  of  “empowered.”  What  is 
proper  for  the  gander  should  not  be  im¬ 
proper  for  the  goose. 

I  may  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia,  who  has  just  returned 
to  the  Chamber,  that  I  was  saying  that 
my  use  of  the  term  “empowered”  was 
based  on  the  precedent  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  had  set  when  he  used 
the  term  “authorized.”  So  I  feel  I  am 
in  goodly  company  with  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  except  that  I  am  trying  to 
effect  a  bigger  cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point  an 
analysis  of  the  so-called  Douglas  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  have  had  prepared  by  the 
staff. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  analysis 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Sec.  1001.  This  paragraph  purports  to  re¬ 
duce  appropriations  in  the  amount  of  $1,000,- 
000,000.  But  just  as  in  the  case  of  the  origi¬ 
nal  Taber-Thomas  amendment  adopted  by 
the  House,  there  are  serious  questions  not 
answered  by  the  remainder  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  as  to  how  this  reduction  is  to  be  ac¬ 
complished  and  how  the  total  reduction  is 
to  be  achieved. 

Paragraph  (a).  This  paragraph  provides 
for  a  $500,000,003  reduction  in  funds  appro¬ 
priated  in  this  act  for  supplies  and  materials, 
lands  and  structures,  and  Federal  aid  to 
postwar  highways,  and  empowers  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Budget  to  make  such  reductions 
among  the  executive  departments  and  agen¬ 
cies.  This  paragraph  is  subject  to  the  same 
obiection  as  the  original  Taber-Thomas 
amendment,  chapter  10-A,  for  the  reason 
that  the  Director  of  the  Budget,  an  official 
of  the  executive  branch,  is  empowered — not 
required — to  allocate  the  reductions.  In 
other  words,  the  appropriation  act  in  itself 
does  not  make  the  appropriations  but  some 
further  action  must  be  taken  in  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  before  it  can  be  determined  how 
much  money  is  actually  appropriated  under 
the  headings  affected. 

This  Executive  action  is  not  merely  minis¬ 
terial,  but  discretionary,  and,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  granted,  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
could  completely  wipe  out  all  appropriations 
for  any  given  agency  under  these  headings 
if  he  could  determine  what  such  appropria¬ 
tions  are,  as  made  in  other  parts  of  the  act. 

However,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
budget  estimates  are  not  binding  in  any  way 
unless  the  Congress  specifically  states  so 
when  an  appropriation  is  actually  made. 
They  are  merely  used  for  the  purpose  of 
justification  as  to  how  the  agency  or  depart¬ 
ment  expects  to  spend  the  money  involved. 
Therefore,  unless  some  formula  is  given  as 
to  how  to  determine  what  is  meant  in  (a), 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  anyone  else 
would  have  to  guess.  In  other  words,  ap¬ 
propriations  in  the  act  are  frequently  made, 
not  for  “supplies  and  materials”  or  “lands 
and  structures”  but  for  “salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses”  or  for  carrying  out  certain  programs. 
There  is  no  break-down  in  the  bill  between 


the  different  objects  of  expenditure,  and  fre¬ 
quently  the  amounts  carried  in  the  budget 
estimates  in  the  aggregate  of  objects  of  ex¬ 
penditure  have  been  varied  so  that  no  one 
can  tell  how  much  is  finally  carried  in  the 
bill  under  a  given  heading  of  appropriations 
applicable  to  a  given  object  of  expenditure. 

Furthermore,  the  $385,000,000  provided  for 
the  Federal-aid  postwar  highway-construc¬ 
tion  program  and  a  major  part  of  funds  in¬ 
dicated  in  this  paragraph  are  exempted  under 
section  1002  (gj  of  the  Douglas  amendment. 

1001  (b).  This  paragraph  is  subject  to  the 
same  type  of  objection  as  paragraph  (a) , 
since  it  attempts  to  operate  on  objects  of 
expenditure  rather  than  on  appropriations. 
Furthermore,  the  paragraph  specifies  no  one 
to  allocate  the  reduction  between  the  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies,  merely  providing  for  a 
“pro  rata  basis”  of  allocation.  There  is  no 
definition  as  to  what,  in  this  connection,  the 
words  “pro  rata”  mean.  Obviously,  some¬ 
one  has  got  to  make  this  interpretation. 
Does  it  mean  prorated  between  departments 
on  the  basis  of  the  total  amount  appropriated 
to  each  department  for  all  purposes  elsewhere 
in  the  bill?  Does  it  mean  prorated  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  total  amount  appropriated  for 
each  object  or  for  all  objects  specified  in  (b) 
or  theoretically  appropriated  for,  again,  no 
one  can  possibly  tell  the  amount  appropri¬ 
ated  for  a  given  object?  Incidentally,  if  this 
is  going  to  be  done  on  a  pro  rata  basis,  it 
would  be  a  very  nice  financial  proposition  to 
make  it  come  cut  exactly  $500,000,000. 

The  second  and  third  provisos  would  au¬ 
thorize  department  heads  within  their  de¬ 
partments  and  the  Budget  Director  in  non- 
departmental  agencies  to  make  unlimited 
transfers  and  adjustments.  It  may  be  sig¬ 
nificant  that  the  department  heads,  while 
making  reductions,  are  required  to  keep  the 
agencies  within  their  respective  departments 
at  their  “maximum  of  efficiency,”  whereas  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  in 
making  the  reductions  in  the  nondepart- 
mental  and  independent  agencies,  is  only  re¬ 
quired  “to  provide  for  maximum  of  effi¬ 
ciency.”  In  any  event,  the  standard  of  a 
maximum  of  efficiency  would  be  difficult  to 
attain  under  the  reductions  provided  in  the 
amendment. 

The  first  proviso  seems  to  require  reduc¬ 
tions  in  personnel  where  practicable  to  be 
made  by  eliminating  5  percent  of  the  per¬ 
sonnel — not  5  percent  of  the  amount  of 
money  estimated  for  personnel — in  the 
President’s  budget,  and  by  filling  in  more 
than  one-half  of  vacancies.  This  require¬ 
ment,  while  it  would  be  difficult  to  meet  as 
a  firm  one,  is  actually  meaningless  because 
of  the  leeway  granted. 

The  final  proviso  relates  to  the  annual  and 
sick  leave  for  Government  employees.  If 
this  subject  is  to  be  attached  to  the  bill  at 
all,  it  should  be  in  the  way  of  a  separate 
amendment  since  it  is  a  separate  legislative 
problem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  recurs  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  have  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
and  other  Senators,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk.  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  these  Senators, 
but  I  stated  at  the  time  it  was  offered 
that  I  would  offer  an  amendment  which 
would  exclude  the  Economic  Cooperation 


Administration  from  the  effects  of  the 
amendment.  I  will  send  the  amendment 
forward,  and  have  it  lie  on  the  table,  and 
bring  it  up  tomorrow  for  discussion,  if 
the  plan  is  to  take  a  recess  now.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  amendment  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  lines 
24  and  25,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
words  “paragraph  headed  ‘Mutual  De¬ 
fense  Assistance’  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  “paragraphs 
headed  ‘Economic  Cooperation’,  ‘Inter¬ 
national  Children’s  Welfare  Work’,  ‘In¬ 
ternational  Development’,  and  ‘Mutual 
Defense  Assistance’;  so  much  of  title  III 
of  chapter  X-B  as  is  contained  in  the 
paragraph  headed  ‘Aid  to  Palestine 
Refugees’.” 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Are  we  to 
continue  in  session  tonight,  or  take  a 
recess  at  this  time? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  may  say,  in  reply  to  the 
Senator,  that  we  will  recess  in  a  very 
few  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  we  can  fin¬ 
ish  the  bill  tomorrow,  and  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  would  like  to 
have  that  done. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  certainly  would. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  has  been  very  constant  in  his  at¬ 
tendance  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for 
a  long  time,  and  he  is  not  in  the  best  of 
health,  so  I  hope  we  can  get  through 
with  the  bill  tomorrow.  We  have  spent 
weeks  cn  it,  and  I  should  indeed  like  to 
accommodate  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator 
with  all  my  heart,  and  I  hope  the 
minority  leader  and  the  other  Senators 
on  the  other  side  feel  as  does  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  see 
no  reason  why  the  bill  should  not  be 
concluded  tomorrow,  unless  some  un¬ 
foreseen  amendment  comes  up  about 
which  we  do  not  know  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk.  It 
is  a  very  minor  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  offers  an  amend¬ 
ment,  which  will  be  printed  and  lie  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  an  amendment 
which  I  intend  to  offer  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  on  page  366,  together  with  a 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection  the  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Sen¬ 
ator  Douglas  and  the  statement  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Oa  page  2S6,  before  the  period  in  line  16, 
insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  “ Provided 
further.  That  none  of  the  funds  appropriated 
herein  shall  be  used  for  construction  of  the 
Pine  Flat  Reservoir  or  the  Isabella  Reservoir, 
California,  unless  (1)  within  6  months  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  shall  have  received 
reports  with  respect  to  the  division  of  costs 
cf  such  projects  among  flood  control,  irri¬ 
gation,  and  other  water  uses  from  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  and  local  organizations 
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and,  within  9  months  following  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior,  shall  have  made  a 
determination  as  to  the  allocation  of  such, 
costs,  and  (2)  repayment  contracts,  com¬ 
plying  with  the  provisions  of  the  reclama¬ 
tion  laws  and  covering  the  portion  of  such 
costs  allocated  to  irrigation  and  assigned  for 
repayment  by  the  owners  of  such  lands,  shall 
have  been  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  with  irrigation,  reclamation,  or 
water  districts  or  associations  embracing  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  lands  within  the 
respective  projects.” 

Statement  by  Senator  Douglas 

The  amendment  which  I  am  introducing 
in  reference  to  Pine  Flat  and  Isabella  Res¬ 
ervoirs  in  California  is  designed  to  meet  a 
situation  in  which  there  is  grave  danger  that 
the  repayment  requirements,  acreage  limita¬ 
tions  and  antispeculation  features  of  basic 
reclamation  laws  may  be  nullified. 

The  amendment  would  condition  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  further  funds  under  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  these  two  projects  upon  a  new 
allocation  of  the  costs  assignable  to  irriga¬ 
tion  and  upon  the  making  of  repayment  con¬ 
tracts  in  compliance  with  Federal  reclama¬ 
tion  laws  by  owners  of  75  percent  of  the  lands 
within  the  projects. 

The  first  section  of  the  amendment  is 
similar  to  the  provisos  introduced  last  year 
*  by  Senator  Hayden  in  reference  to  the  Isa¬ 
bella  Reservoir  alone.  The  second  part  of 
the  amendment'  follows  the  lines  of  earlier 
recommendations  of  the  President. 

Recent  developments  in  the  Kings  and 
Kern  Rivers  Valleys,  where  these  projects  are, 
seem  to  have  demonstrated  the  clear  need 
of  this  amendment.  In  the  Senate  hearings 
on  the  Army  Civil  Functions  Appropriations 
for  1951  (pp.  745-749)  there  is  a  statement  on 
the  matter  by  Mr.  M.  C.  Hermann,  quarter¬ 
master  adjutant  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  Department  of  California.  He  reports 
that  there  is  strong  resistance  to  the  sign¬ 
ing  of  contracts  in  compliance  with  the  law 
by  the  water  users  there  and  asserts  that  ‘‘we 
are  fearful  that  unless  Congress  insists  on 
compliance  with  reclamation  law  now,  as  a 
precondition  of  expending  appropriations 
for  these  two  projects,  we  will  end  up  with 
the  benefits  of  the  projects  in  the  hands  of 
a  few,  and  the  United  States  Government 
will  be  whistling  for  a  repayment  contract.” 

He,  therefore,  urges  Congress  to  follow  the 
recommendation  of  President  Truman  in 
1946  to  make  execution  of  proper  repayment 
contracts  a  precondition  of  expenditure  of 
moneys  on  the  projects.  He  was  supported 
in  this  appeal  by  Congressman  John  F.  Shel¬ 
ley,  of  the  Fifth  District  in  California. 

In  view  of  other  contradictory  testimony 
on  this  question,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Hon.  Michael  W.  Straus,  who  replied  fully 
confirming  the  principal  facts  set  forth  by 
Mr.  Hermann. 

For  the  information  of  Senators,  I  am  glad 
to  make  available  my  letter  and  the  reply  of 
Commissioner  Sftaus,  as  follows: 

July  3,  1950. 

Hon.  Michael  W.  Straus, 

Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Straus:  Would  you  be  good 
enough  to  send  me  the  information  requested 
below  in  connection  with  the  Kings  and  Kern 
River  projects  in  California,  additional  ap¬ 
propriations  for  which  will  soon  be  before 
Us  in  the  Senate? 

As  you  know  from  prior  correspondence,  I 
have  been  greatty  interested  in  the  favor¬ 
able  development  of  the  Central  Valley  proj¬ 
ect  and  in  the  maintenance  of  the  family 


farm,  160  acre  limitations  of  the  reclamation 
law. 

I  note  in  the  Senate  hearings  on  Army  civil 
functions  appropriations  for  1951,  however, 
an  important  statement  and  proposal  by  Mr. 
M.  C.  Hermann,  quartermaster  adjutant  of 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Department 
of  California.  He  asserts  that  the  resistance 
to  signing  contracts  with  the  160-acre  clause 
is  still  great,  and  if  continued,  may  endanger 
the  Federal  investment  and  compliance  with 
reclamation  law.  He  proposes  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  approve  a  1946  recommendation  of  the 
President  that  execution  of  proper  repay¬ 
ment  contracts  be  made  a  precondition  for 
expenditure  of  funds.  (Hearings,  pp.  745- 
749.) 

Congressman  John  F.  Shelley,  of  the 
Fifth  District  in  California,  supports  this 
view. 

On  the  contrary,  there  is  other  testimony 
to  the  effect  that  the  projects  are  primarily 
flood-control  projects,  that  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  $14,250,000  as  the  part  of  the  cost  al¬ 
locable  to  irrigation  on  the  Kings  River  is 
too  high  and  that  local  water  users  have 
been  willing  to  repay  a  fair  price,  made  re¬ 
peated  requests  for  a  contract  for  2  years 
prior  to  the  unacceptable  contract  proposal 
by  the  Bureau  in  January  1950,  and  are  still 
willing  to  negotiate  a  reasonable  contract. 
(Hearings,  pp.  749-758.) 

I  would  now  be  grateful  if  you  would  send 
me: 

1.  Your  comments  on  the  Hermann  pro¬ 
posal,  as  supported  by  Congressman  Shelley. 

.2.  Your  report  on  the  progress  of  nego¬ 
tiations  for  repayment  contracts  in  line  with 
reclamation-law  policies. 

3.  Your  estimate  as  to  whether  recent  ne¬ 
gotiations  indicate  any  probability  of  such 
contracts  being  agreed  upon  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture  without  an  affirmative  legal  requirement. 

4.  An  analysis  of  the  present  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  the  $14,250,000  figure  in  the  light  of 
rising  cost  estimates,  and  a  comment  upon 
the  appropriateness  of  an  amendment  for  a 
new  allocation,  similar  to  that  introduced  by 
Senator  Hayden  in  connection  with  the  1950 
bill.  (Hearings,  p.  758.) 

5.  Your  judgment  as  to  whether  there  are 
other  projects  in  addition  to  Fine  Flat  and 
Isabella,  where  similar  conditions  exist  and 
to  which  the  proviso  suggested  by  Mr.  Her¬ 
mann  should  be  made  applicable. 

6.  Any  appropriate  formula  which  the 
President  may  have  prepared  since  1946  for 
such  situations,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Folsom 
project. 

7.  Suggestions  of  suitable  language  to  in¬ 
sert  in  the  pending  appropriation  bill,  H.  R. 
7786,  to  incorporate  any  one  or  more  of  the 
above  protective  features. 

Your  assistance  in  furnishing  this  data  will 
be  greatly  appreciated. 

Kindest  personal  regards, 

Faithfully, 

Paul  H.  Douglas. 

United  States 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  12,  1950, 
Hon.  Paul  H.  Douglas, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Douglas:  Your  letter  of 
July  3  requested  information  regarding  the 
Kings  and  Kern  Rivers  projects  in  California, 
additional  appropriations  for  which  are  pend¬ 
ing  in  the  Army  Civil  Functions  portion  of 
the  appropriation  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
In  particular  your  letter  requested  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  negotiations  for  repayment 
contracts  for  the  portion  of  the  costs  alloca¬ 
ble  to  irrigation. 

The  ultimate  decision  on  the  matters  dealt 
with  in  your  letter  is,  of  course,  for  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  reclamation  laws  cover  such  mat¬ 
ters  in  the  case  of  Federal  reclamation  proj- 
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ects  and  section  8  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1944  indicates  a  congressional  policy  that  the 
Irrigation  phases  of  water  development  proj¬ 
ects  should  be  handled  under  such  laws,  even 
though  the  particular  project,  as  in  the  case 
of  Pine  Flat  and  Isabella  Dams,  is  constructed 
by  an  agency  other  than  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation.  The  implementation  of  section  8  of 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  in  relation  to 
the  Pine  Flat,  Isabella,  and  other  projects 
authorized  and  proposed  in  the  Central  Val¬ 
ley  area  of  California  has  been  before  the 
Congress  and  the  Executive  for  several  years. 

The  following  comments  are  in  response  to 
your  specific  requests  for  information.  For 
convenience,  your  inquiries  are  set  forth  be¬ 
low,  and  after  each,  our  comments  thereon. 

‘‘(1)  Your  comments  on  the  Hermann  pro¬ 
posal,  as  supported  by  Congressman  Shel¬ 
ley.” 

Mr.  Hermann’s  proposal  that  any  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  for  prosecution  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  Pine  Flat  Dam  on  Kings  River 
and  Isabella  Dam  on  the  Kern  River  be  made 
subject  to  the  requirement  that  repayment 
contracts  first  be  executed  by  the  irrigation 
beneficiaries  would  give  some  assurance  to 
the  Congress  that  its  repayment  policies  for 
irrigation  projects  are  carried  out.  Experi¬ 
ence  has  shown,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
projects  constructed  by  nonreclamation 
agencies,  that  the  desire  of  the  project  bene¬ 
ficiaries  to  contract  for  the  repayment  of 
reimbursable  costs  decreases  progressively  as 
construction  advances.  Once  the  Federal  in¬ 
vestment  has  been  made,  the  availability  of 
irrigation  benefits,  difficult  to  withhold, 
places  the  water  users  in  a  stronger  position 
to  insist  upon  obtaining  the  benefits  upon 
terms  which  do  not  include  requirements 
contained  in  the  Federal  reclamation  laws. 

The  entire  history  of  our  negotiations  with 
respect  to  repayment  of  the  reimbursable 
irrigation  costs  of  Pine  Flat  Dam  leads  me  to 
the  conclusion  that  without  such  action  as 
Mr.  Hermann  recommends,  it  will  be  diffi¬ 
cult  to  obtain  repayment  contracts  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws.  The  Kings  River  Water  Association  has 
made  this  clear  ever  since  the  enactment  of 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944.  Despite  the 
wording  and  legislative  history  of  that  act, 
the  local  group  has  persisted  in  its  stand 
that  the  project  is  not  subject  to  the  Federal 
reclamation  laws  and  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  not  authorized  to  execute  the 
repayment  contracts  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States.  It  repeatedly  has  stated  the  only 
function  with  respect  to  which  they  will 
recognize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  as 
a  bargaining  agent  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  If  no  condition  of  the  type  that  Mr. 
Hermann  suggests  is  attached  to  the  use  of 
funds  for  Pine  Flat  Dam  construction,  there 
may  be  no  contracts  executed  before  the 
project  is  completed.  If  the  project  is  com¬ 
pleted  before  repayment  contracts  are  exe¬ 
cuted,  it  is  highly  doubtful  that  contracts 
will  be  obtained  that  will  be  subject  to  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws,  since  it  will  be 
difficult  for  any  agency  to  withhold  the  irri¬ 
gation  benefits.  Reclamation  could  hardly 
be  an  effective  withholding  agency,  while 
not  even  operating  the  dam. 

It  is  highly  important  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  be  applied 
in  this  area  as  well  as  the  Central  Valley 
project  of  which  Pine  Flat  Dam  should  be  a 
part.  It  would  be  discriminatory  for  the 
Kings  River  water  users  to  obtain  the  sub¬ 
stantial  reclamation  benefits  free  of  the  ex¬ 
cess-land  provisions  of  the  Federal  reclama¬ 
tion  laws;  for  example,  while  their  neighbors 
in  the  Central  Valley  project  are  required  by 
the  Congress  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
those  provisions.  Mr.  Hermann’s  organiza¬ 
tion  is  comprised  of  veterans.  Veterans,  as 
well  as  taxpayers  in  general,  are  entitled  to 
insist  that  these  requirements  be  applied  in 
the  Kings  River  area  to  the  fullest  extent 
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possible.  I  am  not  suggesting  that  there 
■will  be  vast  areas  available  for  settlement  by 
veterans.  That  can  be  determined,  only  in 
the  future.  I  do  feel,  however,  that  what¬ 
ever  conditions  are  contained  in  the  Federal 
reclamation  laws  which  could  conceivably 
afford  settlement  opportunities  should  be 
preserved  as  a  statutory  and  contractual 
matter.  This  has  not  been  done  and  it  may 
not  be  done  if  the  construction  of  the 
project  is  completed  before  the  repayment 
contracts  are  executed. 

“(2)  Your  report  on  the  progress  of  nego¬ 
tiations  for  repayment  contracts  in  line  with 
reclamation  law  policies." 

Progress  of  the  negotiations  for  repayment 
contracts  in  line  with  reclamation  law 
policies  has  been  practically  nil.  The  Kings 
River  Water  Association  consistently  has  re¬ 
fused  to  recognize  the  applicability  of  the 
reclamation  laws  to  the  principal  benefits 
which  will  be  derived  from  the  Pine  Flat 
project.  This  attitude  is  best  reflected  from 
quotations  from  correspondence.  In  July 
1946,  the  association  stated,  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  negotiation  and  execution 
of  repayment  contracts,  ‘‘That  any  so-called 
acreage  limitations  shall  not  apply  to  land 
now  having  water  rights  or  [rights  to  service 
from  parties  to  this  agreement].”  [Matter 
In  brackets  supplied.]  The  major  portion  of 
the  irrigation  benefits  to  be  derived  from  Pine 
Flat  Dam  will  arise  from  reregulatory  service 
and  it  is  with  respect  to  this  type  of  service 
that  the  association  insists  the  excess-land 
provisions  stipulated  by  the  Congress  should 
not  be  applicable. 

In  a  letter  dated  March  2,  1950,  to  the 
Fresno  office  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
the  theory  of  the  nonapplicability  of  the  ex¬ 
cess-land  provisions  of  the  law  was  extended 
to  new  water  supplies  as  well  as  the  reregu¬ 
latory  service  to  be  provided  by  Pine  Flat 
Dam.  In  that  letter  it  was  stated,  ‘‘Some 
water  now  leaving  the  Kings  River  area  will 
be  regulated  in  Pine  Flat.  This  is  the  so- 
called  new  water  as  this  term  has  been  used 
in  past  discussions.  Whether  this  type  of 
water  comes  within  the  terms  of  reclamation 
law  is  primarily  a  matter  of  interpretation 
of  the  1944  Flood  Control  Act,  particularly 
section  8  and  the  specific  authorization  of 
this  project.  We  are  advised  that  this  proj¬ 
ect  contains  no  additional  works  bringing 
it  within  the  scope  of  section  8  of  this  act." 

In  addition,  the  association  refuses  to  ac¬ 
knowledge  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
has  the  authority  to  execute  the  necessary 
repayment  contracts.  In  a  letter  dated  June 
27  of  this  year,  Mr.  Philip  A.  Gordon,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Kings  River  Water  Association, 
stated,  ‘‘In  conclusion,  let  us  remind  you 
that  we  propose  to  negotiate  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation,  ‘for  conservation  stor¬ 
age  when  used’  in  Pine  Flat  Reservoir,  as 
Congress  directed  in  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  1944.  Public  Law  534,  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  second  session,  and  that  we  recog¬ 
nize  no  legal  authority  under  which  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  can  act  in  these 
negotiations  in  any  other  capacity  than  as 
a  bargaining  agent  for  the  United  States. 
In  short,  we  propose  to  adhere  to  our  original 
offer  to  pay  for  actual  benefits  what  they 
are  reasonably  worth,  and  we  also  insist  on 
negotiating  within  the  conditions  clearly  laid 
down  by  Congress  in  Public  Law  534.”  If 
the  association  continues  to  adhere  to  this 
position,  it  is  clear  that  no  contracts  can 
be  executed  since  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1944  clearly  requires  that  the  contracts  be 
subject  to  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  and 
that  they  be  executed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  Other  points,  not  dealing  .with  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws,  probably  will  be 
resolved  by  negotiation.  The  legal  require¬ 
ments,  however,  are  not  subject  to  negotia¬ 
tion  and  therefore  even  if  all  other  terms 
are  agreed  upon,  negotiation  inevitably  will 
fail  unless  the  water  users  will  accept  the 
law. 


“(3)  Your  estimate  as  to  whether  recent 
negotiations  indicate  any  probability  of  such 
contracts  being  agreed  upon  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture  without  an  affirmative  legal  require¬ 
ment.” 

For  the  reasons  already  stated  and  some 
additional  reasons  which  I  shall  point  out, 
I  am  of  the  opinion  repayment  contracts 
subject  to  the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  could 
be  executed  in  the  near  future  much  more 
readily  with  an  affirmative  additional  legal 
requirement  laid  down  by  the  Congress. 

While  I  believe  that  most  of  the  major 
Issues  aside  from  the  requirements  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws  could  be  resolved, 
the  negotiations  we  have  had  with  the  local 
groups  and  the  statements  issued  by  them 
lead  me  to  the  conclusion  that  in  order  to 
protect  the  investment  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  in  order  to  insure  that  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  the 
application  of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws 
will  be  accomplished,  a  legal  requirement 
such  as  is  proposed  would  assist  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  contracts  in  the  near  future. 

The  attitude  of  the  local  interests  with- 
respect  to  the  matter  was  made  clear  in  the 
hearings  on  H.  R.  4485,  which  later  became 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Flood  Control,  in  reporting  on  the 
bill,  stated,  "Local  interests  are  so  strongly 
in  opposition  to  a  project  built  under  recla¬ 
mation  law  that  they  have  stated  that  rather 
than  have  the  project  built  by  the  Bureau 
(H.  Rept.  No.  1309,  78th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 
It  appears  that  the  local  interests  are  fond 
of  Federal  funds  but  not  the  terms  of  Federal 
law.  Since  that  time  the  local  interests 
have  reiterated  this  view. 

“(4)  An  analysis  of  the  present  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  $14,250,000  figure  in  the 
light  of  rising  cost  estimates,  and  a  com¬ 
ment  upon  the  appropriatness  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  for  a  new  allocation,  similar  to  that 
introduced  by  Senator  Hayden  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  1950  bill  (Hearings,  p.  758).” 

It  is  my  opinion  that  $14,250,000  as  a  re¬ 
imbursable  allocation  to  irrigation  is  not 
up  to  date  in  view  of  the  increased  costs  of 
the  project.  The  original  amount  of  $14,- 
250,000,  recommended  in  1946,  was  based 
upon  a  then  estimated  total  construction 
cost  of  $36,500,000.  The  latest  cost  estimate 
is  closer  to  $50,000,000.  Even  representatives 
of  the  Kings  River  Water  Association  in 
testimony  before  the  Senate  Subcommittee 
on  Appropriations,  at  hearings  on  items  for 
civil  functions,  Department  of  the  Army, 
1951,  stated  that  information  in  their  pos¬ 
session  indicated  the  actual  cost  would  be 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $45,000,000,  which  is 
some  $8,500,000  more  than  the  cost  upon 
which  the  $14,250,000  repayment  was  based. 
The  sum  of  $14,250,000  paid  over  a  period 
of  40  years,  together  with  the  estimated 
annual  operation  and  maintenance  costs, 
would  result  in  an  annual  per-acre  charge 
of  about  $0.44  for  the  approximately  1,000,- 
000  assessable  acres  in  the  Kings  River  area. 
If  the  actual  construction  costs  were  to  be 
$50,000,000  and  the  irrigation  allocation  in¬ 
creased  accordingly,  the  annual  charge 
would  still  be  well  within  the  payment 
ability  of  an  area  represented  by  the  local 
witnesses  before  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  as  one  of  the  most  prosper¬ 
ous  farming  communities  in  the  world. 
(The  water  users  have  by  no  means  agreed 
to  pay  $14,250,000.  The  only  offer  made 
so  far  is  to  pay  only  $10,000,000.)  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  reclamation  laws 
look  toward  repayments  based  upon  actual 
costs  not  estimates  alone.  Consistency 
with  the  congressionally  approved  policies 
reflected  in  the  reclamation  laws  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  require  that  Pine  Flat  be  considered 
in  a  similar  fashion. 

With  respect  to  Kern  River,  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  has  conducted  no  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  prospective  beneficaries  of 
Isabella  Dam.  We  have  had  no  part  in  dis¬ 


cussions  relating  to  cost  allocation.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  a  provision  on  reclamation’s  parti¬ 
cipation  in  those  studies,  similar  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  respecting  Pine  Flat  Dam  contained 
in  the  War  Department  Civil  Functions  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1947,  would  be  appropriate. 
There  is  every  reason  to  believe  we  will  be 
faced  with  the  same  problems  with  respect 
to  Isabella  that  are  new  being  encountered 
in  connection  with  Pine  Flat,  a  matter  to 
which  the  President  called  attention  in  his 
letter  to  Senator  McKellar,  dated  April  8, 
1949,  set  forth  at  page  641  of  the  Senate 
hearings  on  the  civil  functions  bill  for  1950. 

“(5)  Your  judgment  as  to  whether  there 
are  other  projects  in  addition  to  Pine  Flat 
Dam  and  Isabella  where  similar  conditions 
exist  and  to  which  the  proviso  suggested  by 
Mr.  Hermann  should  be  made  applicable.” 

Were  such  a  requisite  as  Mr.  Hermann 
has  described  made  applicable  to  all  pro¬ 
jects  constructed  by  other  agencies  which 
serve  irrigation  functions,  the  Congress 
would  come  nearer  achieving  its  reclama¬ 
tion  repayment  policy.  In  the  case  of  pro¬ 
jects  to  be  constructed  by  reclamation,  there 
is  no  question  of  the  applicability  of  the 
reclamation  laws,  however,  where  the  pro¬ 
ject  is  constructed  by  other  agencies  that 
question  is  the  one  which  most  delays  the 
execution  of  repayment  contracts.  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  policy  is  to  insist  upon 
proper  assurances  of  repayment  of  irriga¬ 
tion  allocations  in  advance  of  the  initiation 
of  construction. 

“(6)  Any  appropriate  formula  which  the 
President  m&y  have  prepared  since  1946  for 
such  situations,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Folsom 
project.” 

The  President,  in  a  letter  dated  August 
15,  1949,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
set  forth  at  page  5  of  Senate  Document  113, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  first  session,  stated 
with  respect  to  the  Central  Valley: 

"The  existing  construction  authorizations 
of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  for  the  New  Me- 
lones,  Black  Butte,  and  New  Hogan  multiple- 
purpose  reservoir  projects,  and  the  Pine  Flat, 
Isabella,  Folsom,  Terminus  and  Success  mul¬ 
tiple-purpose  reservoir  projects  after  com¬ 
pletion  of  construction  by  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  should  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation. 

“As  additional  individual  proposed  proj¬ 
ects  not  now  authorized  are  found  feasible 
on  the  basis  of  detaile  projects  reports,  they 
will  be  approved  for  authorization  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Folsom  formula,  i.  e„  multiple- 
purpose  dams  are  the  responsibility  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  dams  and  other 
works  exclusively  for  flood  control  are  the 
responsibility  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

“I  believe  that  cooperative  effort  by  your 
Department  and  the  Department  of  the  Army 
under  the  functional  division  of  responsi¬ 
bility  outlined  above  will  not  only  facilitate 
the  development  and  attainment  of  a  sound 
comprehensive  valley  plan  without  duplica¬ 
tion  of  effort  and  overlapping  of  jurisdiction, 
but  will  provide  for  unified  administration 
and  operation  of  the  completed  works  which 
are  essential  to  the  best  utilization  of  the 
benefits  from  the  project  as  set  forth  in  my 
message  to  the  Congress  on  January  12,  1948, 
House  Document  No.  496.” 

These  recommendations  of  the  President 
are  before  the  Congress  for  action.  They  go 
to  the  crux  of  the  situation.  If  these  recom¬ 
mendations  were  to  be  adopted,  the  basic 
solution  of  the  problem  would  be  at  hand, 
because  the  projects  in  question  would  be 
governed  by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws. 

“(7)  Suggestions  of  suitable  language  to 
insert  in  the  pending  appropriations  bill 
H.  R.  7786,  to  incorporate  any  one  or  more 
of  the  above  protective  features.” 

Pending  the  enactment  of  legislation  trans¬ 
ferring  these  projects  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  as  recommended  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  objectives  which  you  and  Mr.  Her¬ 
mann  have  outlined  would  be  met  by  the  in- 
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elusion  of  a  general  requirement  along  the 
following  lines  in  the  civil  functions  portion 
of  the  appropriation  bill: 

“All  projects  authorized  in  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1944,  for  construction  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  as  well  as  all  other 
projetes  thereafter  authorized  for  construc¬ 
tion  by  that  Department,  to  the  extent  that 
a  portion  of  the  cost  is  or  has  been  allocated 
to  irrigation  and  assigned  for  repayment  by 
the  project  beneficiaries  and  for  which  re¬ 
payment  contracts  have  not  been  executed, 
shall  be  subject  to  section  8  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  no  additional  works  for  irrigation 
are  necessary,  and  no  funds  hereafter  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  project  unless 
and  until  the  irrigation  beneficiaries  shall 
have  executed  repayment  contracts  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  covering  at  least  50 
percent  of  said  reimbursable  allocation  to 
irrigation.” 

Sincerely  yours, 

Michael  W.  Straus, 

Commissioner. 

It  therefore  appears  that  (a)  there  is  de¬ 
termined  opposition  to  the  signing  of  repay¬ 
ment  contracts  in  compliance  with  reclama¬ 
tion  laws,  (b)  very  substantial  irrigation 
benefits  can  be  secured  by  landowners  from 
the  mere  construction  of  the  dams  and  the 
raising  of  the  undergrpund  water  level,  (c) 
evasion  of  reclamation  law  in  these  projects 
will  make  it  very  difficult  to  enforce  these 
carefully  developed  policies  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  other  parts  of  the  Central  Valley  and 
elsewhere  in  the  country,  (d)  the  $10,000,000 
figure  pressed  by  some  water  users  as  a  re¬ 
payment  limit  in  the  Kings  River  Valley 
(Pine  Flat  Reservoir)  and  the  $14,250,000 
figure  earlier  suggested  by  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  both  seem  too  low  in  view  of  the 
present  cost  estimates  of  $51,121,000  and  the 
1948  report  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  that 
over  60  percent  of  the  benefits  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  will  be  to  irrigation,  and  (e)  the  only 
effective  way  to  enforce  reclamation  policies 
here  is  by  requiring  compliance  prior  to 
completion  of  construction  of  the  projects. 

The  President  has  on  a  number  of  occa¬ 
sions  revealed  his  clear  understanding  of 
these  issues  and  appealed  for  such  a  proviso 
in  connection  with  any  further  appropria¬ 
tions  for  these  projects.  For  the  further  in¬ 
formation  of  Senators,  I  also  submit  a  copy 
of  the  President’s  letter  of  April  8,  1949,  to 
Senator  McKellar  ( Civil  Functions,  1950  Ap¬ 
propriations,  Senate  Hearings,  pp.  641-642) 
as  follows: 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  April  8,  1949. 
Hon.  Kenneth  McKellar, 

Chairman,  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations, 

My  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  When  I  approved 
the  War  Department  Civil  Functions  Appro¬ 
priations  Act  of  1947, 1  issued  a  statement  on 
May  3,  1946,  expressing  gratification  that  the 
Congress,  by  the  addition  of  provisos  to  the 
item  for  the  Kings  River  project  in  California, 
had  afforded  an  opportunity  for  assuring  that 
the  Federal  reclamation  policy,  including  re¬ 
payment  and  wide  distribution  of  benefits, 
would  apply  to  the  project.  The  Kings  River 
project  was  the  first  of  several  similar  proj¬ 
ects  in  that  area  on  which  actual  construc¬ 
tion  was  to  have  begun  by  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers.  Construction  of  that  project  is  now 
continuing  as  is  construction  on  the  second 
of  these  four  dams:  namely,  the  Isabella  Dam. 
In  addition,  funds  have  been  provided  in 
the  pending  civil-functions  appropriation 
bill  to  undertake  detailed  plans  and  specifi¬ 
cations  for  the  remaining  two  dams  in  this 
series:  namely,  the  Terminus  and  Success 
Dams. 

All  of  the  reservoirs  created  by  these  dams 
will  serve  multiple  purposes  and  in  substan¬ 
tial  measure  are  to  serve  irrigation  needs  in 


that  part  of  the  Central  Valley,  as  well  as  to 
provide  flood  control.  The  disposition  of  the 
irrigation  service  in  all  four  cases  should  be 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  pursuant  to 
the  reclamation  laws. 

In  addition,  because  of  the  physical  char¬ 
acteristics  of  the  area,  I  am  sure  that  we  all 
recognize  that,  even  if  these  particular  reser¬ 
voirs  are  built  and  operated  solely  for  flood 
control,  a  substantial  portion  of  the  total 
potential  irrigation  benefits  will  result  in¬ 
evitably  as  incidental  to  the  manner  in 
which  these  reservoirs  must  be  operated  for 
flood  control.  Thus,  as  shown  by  experience 
in  other  cases,  the  most  effective  manner  of 
assuring  suitable  repayment  arrangements 
for  the  incidental  as  well  as  the  direct  irriga¬ 
tion  services  would  be  provided  by  agreement 
on  those  arrangements  in  advance  of  con¬ 
struction. 

I  urge,  therefore,  that,  if  the  Congress 
deems  it  wise  to  appropriate  funds  for  work 
on  any  of  these  reservoirs,  the  bill  provide 
for  irrigation  service  to  be  rendered  through 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  pursuant  to  the 
reclamation  law.  In  doing  so,  I  hope  that 
the  Congress  will  also  find  suitable  means  of 
safeguarding  the  Federal  investment  through 
assurance  of  suitable  repayment  arrange¬ 
ments. 

Because  of  the  importance  of  this  matter 
to  the  integrity  of  the  great  Central  Valley 
project  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  of 
which  these  reservoirs  by  their  very  nature 
must  necessarily  serve  as  a  part,  I  hope  that 
it  may  have  your  careful  consideration. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

ADVANCED  •=  TB.MWWg  gf  AWROUf  AUTTOS 

OF  TECHNICAL  PERSONNEL  OF  CIVIL 
AERONAUTICS^  ADMINISTRATION 


(directed  to  strike  out  paragraph  (c)  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  foll¬ 
owing  : 

“(c)  the  formulation  and  adoption-  of 
plans  of  restocking  waters  with  food- and 
jame  fishes  according  to  natural  ar§As  or 
iistricts  to  which  such  plans  are  applicable, 
together  with  the  acquisition  of  such  facts 
is  are  necessary  to  the  formulation,  execu¬ 
tion,  and  testing  the  efficacy  of  such  plans.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON'  of  Colorado.  Air.  Pres¬ 
cient,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  thf  concurrent 
resolution. 

There  being  no  objecting,  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  was  considered  and 
igreed  to.  / 

CONTROLS  OVER  WAGES,  PRICES,  AND 
I  THE  DISTRIBUTION''  OF  GOODS— LET- 
I  TER  FROM  THE  PP^SIDENT 

{  Mr.  LUCAS.  President,  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  has  sent  a 


letter  to  the  dist 
South  Carolina 


tguished  Senator  from 
[Mr.  Maybank],  the 
shairman  of  ttfe  Committee  on  Banking 
md  Currency  which  I  desire  to  have 
placed  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?/ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
jWas  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
p,s  follows: 

|  Dearer.  Chairman:  I  am  writing  you  in 
^•espor^e  to  your  request  for  my  views  on 
>-ithe  ^pressed  desire  of  various  Members  of 
the  JBenate  to  add  to  the  defense  production 
bill?  (S.  3936)  some  kind  of  authority  for 
di/ect  controls  over  wages,  prices,  and  the 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  distribution  of  goods  to  consumers, 
n  the  chair)  laid  Before  the  Senate  the  /  «  is  urgently  necessary  that  the  Congress 
Amendments  of  the  HVuse  of  Representa-  /  **  on  the  defense  production  bill  without 


lives  to  the  bill  (S.  authorizing  the  / 
advanced  training  in  ^aeronautics  o& 
;echnical  personnel  of  tlte  Civil  Aero- 
lautics  Administration,  wnteh  were,  on 
page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  “Administrator” 
md  insert  “Secretary  of  Commerce”/  on 
page  1,  line  10,  strike  out  “Adminjstra- 
or”  and  insert  “Secretary  of  >Com- 
nerce”;  on  page  1,  line  11,  stiikat  out 
‘not  to  exceed  twenty-five”;  or/pag\2, 
ines  3  and  4,  strike  out  “Administrate)! 
md  insert  “Secretary  of  Commerce”;  on> 
page  2,  line  11,  after  “aviation.”  insert 
‘There  is  hereby  authorizedZ-o  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums,  not  to  meceed  $50,000 
:or  any  fiscal  year,  as  m^y  be  necessary 
;o  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
section.”,  and  on  page^E,  line  12,  strike 
put  “Administrator”  gfid  insert  “Secre- 
;ary  of  Commerce.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  move 
hat  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend- 
nents  of  the  Hou$e. 

The  motion  wafe  agreed  to. 

AID  TO  STATE^’  IN  FISH  RESTORATION 
AND  MANAGEMENT  PROJECTS— REEN¬ 
ROLLMENT  jOF  H.  R.  6533 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
he  SenateyHouse  Concurrent  Resolution 
49,  authorizing  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to 
ake  a/change  in  the  enrollment  of 
.  R.  6/33,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 
Resol&ed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
| (the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk  of 
Ithe  Efouse  of  Representatives,  in  the  enroll- 
■  me  lit  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6533)  to  provide  that 
fthw  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in 
jfisfi  restoration  and  management  projects, 
hf'.d  for  other  purposes,  is  authorized  and 


delay.  If  this  measure  is  enacted  promptly, 
we  can  do  a  great  deal  to  ease  the  economic 
adjustments  which  our  defense  effort  will 
require.  At  the  same  time,  we  can  continue, 
on  an  expedited  but  careful  basis,  our  plan¬ 
ning  and  preparation  for  othgr  economic 
controls,  if  and  when  needed. 

Of  course,  there  is  no  objection,  in  these 
circumstances,  to  enactment  of  additional 
stand-by  control  powers  which  the  President 
could  invoke  when  the  need  arose.  Before 
my  message  of  July  19, 1  gave  careful  thought 
to  the  desirability  of  asking  at  once  for  stand¬ 
by  authority  to  control  prices  and  wages,  and 
to  ration  at  the  consumer  level.  I  refrained 
jom  making  this  proposal  to  the  Congress 
ause  it  seemed  more  important  to  obtain 
quick  action  on  the  powers  contained  in,  the 
defense  production  bill.  To  have  included 
a  revest  for  stand-by  controls  might,  it 
seems\me,  have  dangerously  delayed  en- 
actmentfef  the  immediate  program,  while 
the  Congrfes  considered  these  broader  au¬ 
thorities.  Sty  recommendations  of  July  19 
were  designeefeo  meet  the  problems  imme¬ 
diately  before^ 

The  Congress, 'fei  its  judgment,  may  now 
want  to  make  prioLwage,  and  rationing  con¬ 
trols  available,  on  \Stand-by  basis,  for  use 
if  and  when  neededfeBut  if  the  Congress 
were  to  take  this  courSfe,  the  following  con¬ 
ditions  appear  essential 

First.  These  additional 'fen trols  should  be 
supplementary  to,  and  nov^jn  lieu  of,  the 


jn  the  defense 
aids  and 


asked  are 


basic  powers  already  contained 
production  bill.  The  products 
limited  controls  for  which  I  ha^ 
essential  now. 

Second.  We  cannot  afford  to  bogVlown  or 
delay  in  enacting  what  is  needed  once, 
and  supplementary  provisions  should  be 
added  only  if  they  do  not  prolong  considera¬ 
tion  or  delay  action  in  either  House.  \ 

Third.  Any  provisions  relating  to  prices 
and  wages  should  not  set  up  a  rigid  formula 
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or  freeze  In  advance  of  experience.  If  these 
powers  are  now  made  available  in  advance 
of  Widespread  need,  it  is  simple  common 
sense  that  they  must  be  written  in  a  form 
which  allows  wide  discretion  and  flexibility 
as  to  the  method  and  place  and  timing  of 
application. 

Fourth.  For  the  same  reason,  any  grant  of 
price  and  wage  authority  should  leave  open 
the  question  of  the  method  of  administra¬ 
tion.  This  should  remain  flexible,  because 
it  cannot  be  separated  from  the  question  of 
the  extent  to  which  price  and  wage  controls 
actually  might  have  to  be  applied. 

If  these  reasonable  conditions  can  be  met, 

I  should  have  no  objection  to  the  granting 
of  authority  beyond  that  requested  in  my 
message  of  July  19.  But  if,  for  any  reason, 
these  conditions  cannot  be  met,  I  urge 
strongly  that  the  Congress  move  at  once  to 
enact  the  defense  production  bill  without 
including  these  additional  powers. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

August  1,  1950. 

LOCAL  50,  INTERNATIONAL  LONGSHORE¬ 
MEN’S  AND  WAREHOUSEMEN’S  UNION, 

AND  THE  WAR  IN  KOREA 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
read  a  resolution  I  have  received,  and 
make  a  very  brief  comment  on  it.  It  is 
a  resolution  that  was  passed  by  Local  50 
of  the  International  Longshoremen’s 
and  Warehousemen’s  Union  of  Astoria, 
Oreg.,  dated  July  9,  1950. 

As  a  preface  to  the  reading  of  the  reso¬ 
lution,  I  wish  to  point  out  that  for  some 
years  there  has  been  a  conflict  within 
various  maritime  unions  on  the  west 
coast  as  between  the  so-called  right 
wing  and  the  left  wing.  By  left  wing 
we  mean  those  who  within  the  maritime 
union  have  been  following  the  Commu¬ 
nist  Party  line. 

I  desire  to  say,  as  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Oregon,  that  I  am  very  proud 
of  the  fact  that  the  members  of  Local  50 
of  the  ILWU  of  Astoria,  Oreg.,  on  July  9 
passed  this  resolution.  It  is  about  as 
clear  evidence  as  can  be  offered  that 
there  is  in  a  great  number  of  the  ILWU 
locals  on  the  Pacific  coast  control  by  the 
right-wing  element.  I  believe  that  when 
men  take  a  stand  against  communism 
and  make  a  fight  against  communism,  as 
these  free  American  workers  within  the 
maritime  unions  have  been  doing,  it  is  / 
worthy  of  comment  and  compliment  opr’ 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  am  pleas/d 
to  make  such  comment  at  this  time'  in 
this  form  by  reading  the  resolution/ 

The  communication  I  have  received  is 


mist  North  Korean  Army  In  breaking  the 
peace  and  invading  South  Korea;  and  be  it 
further 

“Resolved,  That  we  go  on  record  without 
any  reservations  that  we  will  support  our 
Government  and  President  100  percent  in 
this  great  crisis,  and  we  will  load  any  and 
all  cargoes  destined  for  the  war  area;  and  be 
it 'still  further 

“Resolved,  That  we  shall  not  join  in,  con¬ 
done,  or  recognize  any  Communist  demon¬ 
strations,  picket  lines,  etc.;  and  be  it  finally 
“Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  Senators  Wayne 
Morse  and  Guy  Cordon,  Congressman 
Walter  Norblad,  and  the  press.” 

Yours  very  truly, 

Harry  Larson, 

Secretary. 

I  am  very  proud  of  the  action  taken 
by  local  50  in  Astoria,  Oreg.,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  a  majority,  and  I  think  a 
large  majority,  of  the  workers  in  the 
maritime  unions,  whose  work  is  so  vital 
to  the  security  of  our  country,  can  be 
counted  upon  to  rally  to  their  patriotic 
duty,  as  have  the  members  of  local  50 
of  Astoria,  Oreg. 

THE  KOREAN  WAR  SITUATION— POSITION 
OF  THE  INTERNATIONAL  LONGSHORE¬ 
MEN'S  AND  WAREHOUSEMEN’S  UNION 

in  Honolulu  / 

Mr.  Sutler.  Mr.  President  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  ij?  the  body 
of  the  Record  several  newspaper  clip¬ 
pings  and  editorials  from  Honolulu  re¬ 
garding  the  position  takefi  by  the  I.  L. 
W.  U.  union  th&re  with/eference  to  the 
Korean  war  situa/ 

rom  the  Honolulu 
6,  1950,  giving  the 
nt  of  the  Inter- 
oremef^s  and  Ware- 
Hawaii  Regarding  the 


First  is  a  clippi: 
Star-Bulletin  of  J 
full  text  of  the 
national  Long, 
men’s  Union 


/ 


as  follows: 

The  Honorable  Wayne  Morse, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  fi.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  The  following /resolution  was 
adopted  by  the  officers  and  membership  of 
Local  50,  ILWU,  the  longshoremen  of  Astoria, 
Oreg.,  on  July  9,  1950,  hr  a  special  meeting: 

“Whereas  we,  the  longshoremen  of  the  port 
of  Astoria,  banded  together  in  Local  50,  are 
American  citizens,  proud  of  our  country  and 
loyal  to  it;  and 

“Whereas  serious  international  trouble  has 
broken  out  in  Korea,  caused  by  the  invasion 
of  southern  Korea  by  the  Communist  north¬ 
ern  Korean  Army;  and 

“Whereas  in  many  places  doubts  have  been 
cast  on  our  loyalty  as  American  citizens  by 
recent  local  statements  that  the  longshore¬ 
men  are  Communist  dominated:  Therefore 
be  it 

“Resolved,  That  we,  the  longshoremen  of 
Local  50.  ILWU,  in  no  uncertain  terms,  con¬ 
demn  the  act  of  aggression  by  the  Commu- 


Korean  situ: 

There  befng  no  objection, ’‘•the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  folloyre: 

Text  g#  the  ILWU  Statement  on  Union’s 
Position  in  Korea  Action 
flowing  is  the  text  of  the  local  ILWU 
statement  on  UN  and  United  States 
ction  in  Korea.  The  statement,  on  behalf/ 
of  the  four  ILWU  local  groups,  was  given  to  ' 
the  Star-Bulletin  this  morning.  The  four 
groups  are  the  sugar,  pineapple,  longshore¬ 
men’s  and  warehousemen’s  and  miscella¬ 
neous. 

“Members  of  the  ILWU  are  loyal  Americans 
as  the  record  conclusively  proves.  We  all 
support  our  Government  in  the  Korean  po¬ 
lice  action  which  was  sanctioned  by  the  Se¬ 
curity  Council  of  the  United  Nations.  Our 
locals  will  cooperate  fully  with  our  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  action. 

“However,  we  deplore  war  and  we  earnestly 
believe  that  all  international  disputes  should 
be  settled  peacefully  through  the  machinery 
of  the  United  Nations,  without  recourse  to 
force  of  arms,  so  that  the  possibility  of  an 
atomic  world  war  III  might  be  avoided.  This 
position  is  the  same  as  that  expressed  by  our 
union  when  the  Arabs  invaded  Israel  and  the 
Dutch  invaded  the  Indonesian  Republic.” 

USING  THE  KOREAN  SITUATION 

“While  we  support  our  Government,  we 
must  express  publicly  our  real  concern  about 
the  speed  with  which  certain  employer  ele¬ 
ments  in  this  community,  including  most 
newspapers,  have  seized  upon  the  Korean 
situation  as  a  smoke  screen  behind  which 
they  are  carrying  on  an  increasingly  stepped- 
up  campaign  to  split  our  union  and  to  wipe 
out  our  economic  sains. 


“These  elements  are  using  the  Korean  situ¬ 
ation  to  divert  attention  from  their  plot  to 
speed  up  their  production  and  to  increase 
profits  by  getting  more  work  out  of  less  men 
for  less  money. 

“This  selfish  program  can  only  result  In 
aggravating  Hawaii’s  chronic  unemployment 
situation.” 

WE  WARN  EVERYONE 

“We  warn  everyone  not  to  forget  that  the 
reduction  in  our  unemployment  rolls  which 
is  resulting  from  a  move  toward  a  war  econ¬ 
omy  is  but  temporary  and  a  return  to  sta¬ 
bilized  economy  with  peace  on  the  interna¬ 
tional  scene  will  find  unemployment  and  de¬ 
pression  for  Hawaii  much  worse  than  the 
recent  chaos,  should  we  permit  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  our  wage  and  working  standards  by 
certain  employers  acting  under  their  self- 
tailored  cloak  of  ‘patriotism.’  ” 

BEES  HORRIBLE  EXAMPLE 

“Already  we  have  one  horrible  example 
of  this  employer  technique. 

“A  walk-out  at  Kekaha  10  days  ago  over  the 
attempt  of  a  sugar  company  to  increase  the 
workload  of  employees  (which  was  since  set¬ 
tled  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  workers) 
prompted  a  scurrilous  employer  newspaper  to 
editorialize  that  the  walk-out  was  organized 
by  ILWU  leadership  to  aid  communism  and 
North  Korea. 

“A  simple,  but  defeated  employer  scheme 
to  speed  up  employees  thus  becomes  a  ‘red’ 
plot.” 

WE  SERVE  NOTICE  ON  EMPLOYERS 

“We  serve  notice  upon  any  employers  who 
may  harbor  such  plans  that  we  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  be  intimidated  into  surrendering  our 
hard-won  wages  and  working  conditions  be¬ 
cause  of  a  phony,  profit-inspired  clamor  that 
it  is  necessary  for  us  to  do  so  if  we  are  to 
prove  our  loyalty  to  the  Nation. 

“We  workers  of  Hawaii  have  had  some¬ 
thing  mere  than  our  share  of  this  “loyalty” 
line  during  the  last  war  when  we  suffered 
under  the  heel  of  martial  law. 

“We  will  not  soon  forget  how  we  were 
ordered  to  ‘work  to  win’  and  frozen  to  ill- 
paid  jobs  under  miserable  conditions  while 
tens  of  thousands  of  other  workers  were  im¬ 
ported  for  the  relatively  well-paid  jobs  in 
military  employment.  We  can’t  and  won’t 
tolerate  such  discrimination  in  the  future.” 

LOYALTY  TO  AMERICA 

“Loyalty  to  America  is  one  thing  that  must 
be  indivisible  and  universal.  It  must  apply 
equally  to  employers  and  workers. 

“Employers  must  not  be  permitted  to  take 
.  advantage  of  their  employees  in  this  Korean 
■  situation  as  they  did  in  World  War  II. 
\“The  future  will  prove,  as  has  the  past, 
that  the  loyalty  of  the  ILWU  and-  its  mem- 
bers. cannot  honestly  be  questioned. 

“Aftd,  if  labor  peace  is  mandatory  at  this 
time,  we  are  prepared  to  meet  the  employ¬ 
ers  halfway  on  the  basis  of  mutual  confi¬ 
dence,  respgct,  and  fair  play. 

"If  it  cafe’t  be  achieved  on  that  simple, 
honest  basis, 'then  serious  consideration  must 
be  given  to  the  establishment  of  machin¬ 
ery  such  as  the'  war  labor  boards  of  World 
War  II  for  the  peaceful  adjudication  of  labor 
disputes.” 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Second,  Mr.  President, 
an  editorial  from  the  Honolulu  Star- 
Bulletin  of  the  same  date  in  which  it  is 
pointed  out  that  “to  date  the  ILWU  has 
not  backed  the  Government  in  its  move 
to  bar  Communists  and  other.subversives 
from  American  ships.” 

There  being  no  objection,  the 'editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Where  Does  the  ILWU  Stand  on  Korea? 

(Since  this  editorial  was  written  the  ILWU 
has  partially  clarified  its  stand.  A  local 
statement,  given  out  last  night,  says  in  part:' 
“Members  of  the  ILWU  are  loyal  Americans 
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merly  made  available  In  such  area  or  region 
by, the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion; 

S.  3012.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Osa  J. 
Petty;  A, 

S.  3098.  An  act  to  amend  section  104  of 
title  28  ofS:Wie  United  States  Code  so  as  to  cre¬ 
ate  a  Greeii^lle  division  in  the  northern  dis¬ 
trict  of  Mississippi,  with  terms  of  court  to  be 
held  at  GreenWle; 

S.  3163.  An  acfc^or  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Houora 
Redman; 

S.  3253.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyon  P.  Hib- 
berd  and  the  estate  bf  George  T.  Erb; 

S.  3377.  An  act  to  ari^nd  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended; 

S.  3585.  An  act  for  th#-  relief  of  Dodge 
County,  Wis.;  *.v 

S.  3652.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  settlement 
of  the  accounts  of  certain  decked  civilian 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Government; 

S.  3653.  An  act  to  provide  for  financing  the 
operations  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing,  Treasury  Department,  and  for  other 
purposes;  . 

S.  3832.  An  act  to  approve  a  contract  nego¬ 
tiated  with  the  Ogden  River  Water  Users’  As\ 
sociation,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  3833.  An  act  to  approve  a  contract  nego¬ 
tiated  with  the  South  Cache  Water  Users’  As¬ 
sociation,  to  authorize  its  execution,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
the  return  to  Mexico  of  the  flags,  standards, 
colors,  and  emblems  that  were  captured 
by  the  United  States  in  the  Mexican  War; 
and 

S.  J.  Res.  147.  Joint  resolution  giving  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  an  agreement  between 
the  State  of  Missouri  and  the  State  of  Kan¬ 
sas  establishing  a  boundary  between  said 
States. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  McCLELLAN: 

S.  4002.  A  bill  to  simplify  administration 
in  the  Government  service,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  4003.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ertogroul 
Osman  and  Mehmed  Fahreddin;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DOUGLAS: 

S.  4004.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Des¬ 
pina  Hodos;  and 

S.  4005.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Titus 
lesco-Pogoneano;  to  the  Committee  ouJThe 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  'Soul#  Caro¬ 
lina: 

S.  4006.  A  bill  to  exempt  cert^fn  civilian 
employees  of  the  Department’ of  Defense 
from  the  laws  governing  thjremployment, 
removal,  classification,  pay  Retirement,  and 
leave  of  Federal  officers  Rcl  employees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Posjr  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  MORSE 

S.  4007.  A  bill  fqr  the  relief  of  Kozuko 
Kudo;  to  the  Com*ftittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

generaRappropriations — 
Amendments 

Mr.  BRIDGES  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  biljAH.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  jfo r  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  ,tfie  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
ar^d  for  other  purposes,  which  was  or¬ 
dered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
House  bill  7786,  supra,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
House  bill  7786,  supra,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

reduction  of  excise  taxes— 
amendments 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8920)  to  reduce  excise 
taxes  and  for  other  'purposes,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

,  HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance : 

H.  R.  3278.  An  act  to  amend  section  22  (d) 
(6)  (A)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  re¬ 
lating  to  involuntary  liquidation  and  re¬ 
placement  of  inventory; 

H.  R.  6343.  An  act  relating  to  customs  du¬ 
ties  on  articles  coming  into  the  United 
States  from  the  Virgin  Islands; 

7891.  An  act  to  amend  section 
(b)  of,  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  renting 
to  the  ftqmsportation  of  narcotic  drugs;  and 
H.  R.  89^2.  An  act  to  eliminate  t*e  addi¬ 
tional  internal-revenue  taxes  on  Reonut  oil 
coming  froiAthe  trust  territory/pf  the  Pa¬ 
cific  islands,  ted  for  other  purfoses. 

SESQUICENTEl'folAL  OF  ThJS  LIBRARY  OF 
CONGRESS — LETTER  FIJOM  THE  PRESI¬ 
DENT 

[Mr.  GREEN  asked  i^hd  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  R^okd  a  letter  addressed 
by  the  President  to  Re  Librarian  of  Congress 
on  the  occasion  manhng  the-.sesquicentennial 
of  the  Library  o£  Congress,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.  R  tkj 

THE  BARREI^  YEARS — ADDRE'Sfci  BY  COL¬ 
GATE  WDARDEN,  PRESIDENT^  OF  THE 
UNIVERSITY  OF  VIRGINIA 

[  Mr  ROBERTSON  asked  and  obtaincAieave 
to  ha,*?  printed  in  the  Record  an  ac!dres\,en- 
titlsd  "The  Barren  Years,”  delivered  by  the 
iorable  Colgate  W.  Darden,  president  of 
University  of- Virginia,  at  the  Twentieth 
Judicial  Conference  of  the  Fourth  District, 
held  at  Asheville,  N.  C.,  on  June  23,  which 
will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  EFFECT  OF  THE  KOREAN  SITUATION 
ON  RELATIONS  BETWEEN  POLITICAL 
PARTIES— ARTICLE  BY  GOULD  LINCOLN 

[Mr.  THYE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “War  in  Korea  Stimulates  Party  War¬ 
fare  at  Home,”  written  by  Gould  Lincoln, 
and  published  in  the  Washington  Evening 
Star,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FEDERAL  SPENDING— EDITORIAL 
COMMENT 

[Mr.  WILEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “The  Administration’s  Duty,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Milwaukee  Sentinel  July  27, 
1950,  and  an  editorial  from  the  Chippewa 
Falls  Herald-Telegram,  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

UNION  NOW  FOR  ESIGHTED— ARTICLE  BY 
CLARENCE  K.  STREIT 

[Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the  second 
of  a  series  of  five  articles  by  Clarence  Streit, 
editor  of  Freedom  and  Union,  under  the 
headline  “Korea’s  Lesson:  The  Free  Must 


Federate  Sooner,”  which  appears  In  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.] 

THE  KOREAN  WAR — ARTICLE  BY  DI^EW 
PEARSON 

[Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  arjjfcle  con¬ 
cerning  the  Korean  war  by  Drew  Pearson, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix, J 

WHAT  DOES  CVA  MEAN  TO  YOU?— DIS¬ 
CUSSION  BY  SENATOR.  WATKINS  AND 
ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  THE  IN¬ 
TERIOR  DAVIDSON 

[Mr.  WATKINS  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  discus¬ 
sion  entitled  “What  Does  CVA  Mean  to 
You?  between  hftoself  and  C.  Girard  David¬ 
son,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  on 
July  22,  1950y  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.]  # 

CONVENTIONS  CONCERNING  NIGHT 
WORJK  OF  WOMEN  AND  YOUNG  PER¬ 
SONS  EMPLOYED  IN  INDUSTRY— MES¬ 
SAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC.. 
NO.  676) 

/  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor  and  Public  Welfare: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  accordance  with  the  obligation  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  as  a  member  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Organization,  I  transmit 
herewith,  for  the  enactment  of  legisla¬ 
tion  or  such  other  action  as  the  Con¬ 
gress  may  consider  appropriate,  authen¬ 
tic  texts  of  a  convention  (No.  89)  con¬ 
cerning  night  work  of  women  employed 
in  industry  (revised  1948) ,  and  a  con¬ 
vention  (No.  90)  concerning  night  work 
of  young  persons  employed  in  industry 
(revised  1948),  both  of  which  were 
adopted  by  the  International  Labor  Con¬ 
ference  at  its  thirty-first  session,  held  at 
San  Francisco  June  17  to  July  10, 1948. 

I  transmit  also  the  report  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  with  regard  to  the  con¬ 
ventions,  together  with  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  Labor  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  regarding  those  conven¬ 
tions.  Attention  is  invited  to  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  interested  departments 
ana  agencies  of  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government,  as  set  forth  in  the 
above-mentioned  letter,  that  no  Federal 
legislative,  action,  except  with  respect  to 
the  District  of  Columbia,  be  taken. 

Under  thki  constitution  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Labbr  Organization  there  is 
also  contemplated  appropriate  action  by 


a  member  in  reteect  of  territories  for 
which  it  has  responsibility  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  international  relations.  I  am, 
accordingly,  requesting  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  transmimhe  above-men¬ 
tioned  conventions  to  the  Governments 
of  Alaska,  Guam,  Hawaii, ^uerto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands  for  the  enactment 
of  legislation  or  other  action  A  In  addi¬ 
tion,  I  am  requesting  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  take  such  action  as  may  be 
appropriate  with  respect  to  American 
Samoa  and  the  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  August  2,  1950. 
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MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS  WHO  HAVE  BEEN 
AWARDED  THE  CONGRESSIONAL  MEDAL 
OF  HONOR 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
had.  a  search  made  to  find  the  number 
of  Members  of  Congress  who  have  re¬ 
ceived  the  Congressional  Medal  of  Hon¬ 
or,  the  highest  military  award  of  our  Na¬ 
tion.  u  find  that  five  Senatopfe  have 
been  awarded  the  Medal  of,  Honor. 
They  are  former  Senators  Ames,  Dupont, 
Quay,  Sewell,  and  Warren.  Former  Sen¬ 
ator  Warren  was  the  father-in-law  of 
General  Pershing.  Twelve  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  received 
the  Medal  of  Honor.  / 

I  ask  una’nimous  consents  that  the  list 
be  printed  ip,  the  body  of  .the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks.  * 

There  being  no  objectyn,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in’the  Record,  as 
follows: 
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Members  of  Congress  awarded  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Medal  .of  Ildfior,  1862-1950 


Name 

T~ 

1  Estate 

SENATORS 

Adelbert  Ames _ 

ill  isSissippi _ 

Henry  A.  Dupont _ ., 

FDelavnare _ 

Matthew  S.  Quay._.J? 

Pennsylvania. 

i 

William  Joyce  Sewajl  . 

New  Jersey... 

Francis  E.  W'ari^n _ 

Wyoming— i.. 

REPRESENTATIVES 

Henry  H.  Bingham.. _ 

Pennsylvania. 

John  C.  Blarit _ 

Illinois. . 

Thomas  Wilson  Brad- 

New  York.... 

ley.  J 

Amos  J.  Summings... 

. do _ 

NewtopsN.  Curtis _ 

. do . 

Byron^I.  Cutcheon... 

Michigan . 

John  Jll.  Farquhar _ 

New  York _ 

John  H.  Moffitt _ 

_ do _ 

Charles  E.  Phelps 

Maryland _ 

Philip  S.  Post . . 

Illinois _ 

Daniel  E.  Sickles 

New  York.... 

William  E.  Simonds.. 

Connecticut _ 

Service  in 
Congress 


Feb.  23, 1870,  to  I 


Jan.  10,  1874. 

June  13, 1906,  to 
Mar.  3,  1817. 

Mar.  4, 1887,  to 
Apr.  24,1900. 

Jan. 16, 1901,  to 
May  24, 1904. 

Mar.  4, 1881,  to 
Mar.  3,  1887. 

Mar.  4, 1895,  to 
Dec.  27,1901. 

Mar.  4, 1895,  to 
Nov.  24, 1929. 


Mar.  4, 1879,  to  . 
i  Mar.  22,1912.  ! 
Mar.  4, 1893,  to  j 
\  Jan.  12,  1895. 5 
Mar.  3, 1903,  to » 
Mar.  3,  1913.  | 
Mftr.  4, 1887,  to  S 
Mav  2,  1902.  i 
No*  3, 1891,  to  I 
Mir.  3,  1897. 1 
Mar.  4, 1883,  to  , 
Mat.  3,  1891. 
Mar.  4,1885,  to  l 
Mar.  3,  1891.  } 
Mar.  4, 1887,  to  ' 
Mar.  3,  1891.  j 
Mar.  4, 1865,  to  ,’ 
Mar.  3, 1869.  f 
Mar.  4, 1887,  to  ] 
Jan.  6,  1895.  i 
Mar.  4, 1857,  to  • 
Mar.  3,  1861. 
Mar.  4,1893,10  • 
Mar.  3,  1895.  j 
Mar.  4, 1889,  to 
Mar.  3,  1891. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  if 
there  are  no  further  routine  matters, 
I  should  like  to  have  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith] 
offered  an  amendment  and  was  on  his 
feet  seeking  recognition  when  routine 
matters  were  taken  up,  and  the  Chair 
feels  he  should  recognize  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  first. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Very  well. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  address  myself  to 


the  amendment  I  offered  yesterday  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sfenator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and 
other  Senators,  and  to  explain  the  reason 
for  offering  the  amendment  to  that 
amendment. 

I  am  wholeheartedly  in  favor  of  the 
so-called  Byrd-Bridges  amendment, 
making  a  10  percent  cut  in  the  non¬ 
military  items  of  the  pending  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  but  I  feel  that  we  would 
be  making  a  critical  mistake  if  we  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  amendment  the  ECA.  I 
have  added  to  the  exemption  for  ECA 
certain  other  items  in  chapter  X-B 
which  it  seemed  to  me  were  small  in 
amount,  and  which  might  be  affected 
to  a  greater  or  less  degree  if  we  did  not 
include  them  in  the  exemption. 

The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to 
add  to  the  exemptions  from  the  Byrd- 
Eridges  amendment  the  ECA  and  these 
other  small  items,  the  total  of  which  is 
relatively  so  small  that  I  think  the 
psychology  of* not  cutting  them  would 
be  valuable.  I  address  my  remarks  prin¬ 
cipally  to  the  ECA,  because  of  a  very 
simple  fact.  The  Senate  passed  an  au¬ 
thorization  for  ECA  of  $2,700,000,000. 
but  the  appropriations  committee  re¬ 
duced  this  practically  10  percent. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
giving  the  figures  of  the  authorization 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  failed  to 
state  that  the  authorization  also  in¬ 
cluded  any  unexpended  balance,  which 
amounted  to  about  $276,000,000  more. 
So  that  would  have  to  be  added  to  the 
figure  he  gave,  if  we  are  to  have  before 
us  the  full  amount  Congress  authorized. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  was 
going  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
inclusion  of  the  unexpended  balance 
would  add  $277,000,000  more,  making  a 
total  of  $2,726,761,437,  including  the 
carry-over.  That  already  has  been  cut 
by  the  Appropriations  Committee  ap¬ 
proximately  10  percent.  The  reason  I 
am  asking  to  have  the  ECA  exempted 
from  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  is 
that  unless  that  is  done  it  would  mean 
a  second  10  percent  cut,  or  a  total  of 
20  percent  from  the  figure  the  Senate 
authorized. 

Mr.  THYE  and  Mr.  BYRD  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield 
first  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
studied  the  full  effect  of  the  10  percent 
reduction,  and,  after  having  discussed 
the  proposal  at  some  length  with  the 
very  able  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  entirely  cor¬ 
rect  in  offering  his  amendment  to  exempt 
ECA  from  the  10  percent  reduction  which 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  proposes. 
Therefore,  as  one  of  the  cosponsors  of 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  I  urge  my 
colleagues  to  support  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  so  that  the 
ECA  will  be  exempt  from  the  10  percent 
reduction  proposed  by  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 


Mr.  BYRD,  Mr.  ROBERTSON,  and 
other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield;  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield 
first  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  10 
percent  reduction  made  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  is  less  than  the  carry-over?  In 
other  words,  there  was  $276,000,000  not 
spent  in  the  past  fiscal  year.  The  10  per¬ 
cent  reduction  is  $265,000,000.  What  the 
committee  had  in  mind  was  to  make  a 
reduction  approximately  the  same  as  the 
unexpended  balance,  the  amount  which 
has  not  been  expended,  but  which,  of 
course,  could  have  been  expended.  How¬ 
ever,  it  has  not  been  expended. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  will  say 
to  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  that 
I  have  talked  this  matter  over  very  fully 
with  Mr.  Hoffman  and  members  of  his 
staff  and  I  found  that  they  were  willing 
to  accept  the  proposed  reduction  because 
they  had  the  two-hundred-and-seventy- 
odd-million-dollar  carry-over,  which 
made  it  possible  for  them  to  operate  on 
the  minimum  budget.  Therefore  I  was 
very  happy  yesterday  when  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden]  bringing  the  figure  up  of 
$2,450,000,000,  plus  the  carry-over,  was 
adopted,  because  that  provided  an  ap¬ 
propriation  under  which  Mr.  Hoffman 
and  his  group  felt  they  could  carry  on. 
That  reflected  a  10-percent  cut  in  the 
amount  authorized  by  the  Senate  when 
the  authorization  bill  was  sent  to  confer¬ 
ence,  and  ultimately  as  it  went  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 

I  am  maintaining  that  if  we  permit 
ECA  to  be  subject  to  the  10-percent  re¬ 
duction  which  is  called  for  by  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment,  we  shall  be  asking 
the  ECA  to  take  a  20 -percent  over-all 
cut,  as  against  the  10-percent  cut  which 
was  practically  agreed  to  in  fixing  the 
figure  the  Senator  from  Arizona  had 
approved  yesterday. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
can  explain  to  my  distinguished  friend, 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  that  when 
we  reached  the  ECA  item  in  our  com¬ 
mittee,  by  a  vote  of  17  to  3  we  agreed 
upon  the  figure  of  $2,450,000,000  of  new 
money,  plus  the  carry-over,  which  was 
approximately  $276,000,000.  As  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  said,  that  was  approximately 
10  percent  below  the  authorization. 
Then,  after  we  had  finished  all  the  items 
in  the  military  assistance  section  of  the 
bill,  of  which  the  foreign-aid  item  was 
one,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]  offered  an 
amendment  to  cut  the  nonmilitary  pro¬ 
visions  cf  that  title  10  percent  below  the 
budget  estimate.  That  amendment  was 
carried  by  a  vote  of  12  to  11. 

So  this  week  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  offered  an  amend¬ 
ment,  which  was  adopted,  which  restores 
the  $58,000,000,  the  difference  between 
what  the  committee  had  previously 
agreed  to  and  10  percent  below  the 
budget  estimate. 

If  we  now  apply  the  proposed  horizon¬ 
tal  cut  to  this  fund,  it  will  not  be  10  per- 
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cent  below  what  the  Congress  author¬ 
ized,  and  it  will  not  be  10  percent  below 
the  budget,  but,  as  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  already 
pointed  out,  in  a  base  that  already  is 
approximately  10  percent  below  the 
budget  estimate,  we  shall  have  cut  the 
fund  $272,600,000  more,  because  the 
presently  proposed  10-percent  reduction 
not  only  applies  to  the  new  money,  but 
also  to  the  carry-over,  so  it  applies  to 
the  total  of  $2,726,000,000,  if  that  is  the 
correct  figure. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  is 
$2,726,761,473,''  including  the  carry-over. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Then  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  will  cut  that  fund 
by  $272,000,000  plus.  That  is  the  effect 
of  the  amendment. 

Furthermore,  increased  prices  already 
have  reduced  the  effectiveness  of  the 
program  by  approximately  $300,000,000; 
and  prices  are  still  rising. 

Mr.  Hoffman  and  his  assistant,  Mr. 
William  Foster,  have  told  me  that  if  we 
impose  this  additional  cut  upon  ECA,  it 
will  be  absolutely  impossible  for  ECA  to 
do  an  effective  job.  They  say  we  simply 
face  the  question  of  whether  we  believe 
in  this  program,  whether  we  wish  to 
rehabilitate  our  allies,  whether  we  wish 
to  carry  the  work  further,  or  whether 
we  wish  to  cut  the  funds  to  a  point  where 
the  program  will  be  nullified. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  I  thank  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  for  his  exposition,  be¬ 
cause  it  brings  out  exactly  what  I  have 
been  maintaining,  namely,  that  in  my 
judgment  the  leaders  of  the  ECA  oper¬ 
ation  have  cooperated  with  those  of  us, 
like  myself,  on  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  who  have  been  studying  this 
matter  very  closely.  They  have  sharp¬ 
ened  their  pencils  and  have  tried  to  make 
every  possible  saving.  Of  course  they 
have  reported  their  carry-over,  and  they 
include  it  in  the  total. 

So,  actually,  $2,450,000,000  is  the  only 
new  money  we  shall  be  appropriating,  as 
the  matter  now  stands.  With  that  as  a 
base,  if  we  cut  the  amount  10  percent 
further,  the  result  will  be  be,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  that  the  effectiveness  of  ECA  will 
be  seriously  jeopardized.  I  wish  to  stress 
that  point. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  desire  to  commend  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  for  the  position 
he  has  taken  with  respect  to  the  ECA 
funds.  Certainly  I  shall  give  him  all  the 
support  I  can  as  majority  leader  in  re¬ 
spect  to  adoption  of  the  amendment 
which  he  has  offered. 

As  has  been  said  here  again  and  again, 
the  Appropriations  Committee  went  over 
the  ECA  program  with  a  fine-toothed 
comb,  and  came  to  a  conclusion,  by  a 
vote  of  17  to  3,  as  to  the  proper  amount 
necessary  to  carry  on  effectively  the  ECA 
program.  That  was  done  after  all  the 
testimony  had  been  received  and  after 
the  members  of  the  committee  had  lis¬ 
tened  to  Mr.  Hoffman,  Mi-.  Foster,  and 
others  who  are  vitally  interested  in  this 
matter  from  the  standpoint  of  the  proper 
and  effective  administration  of  ECA  and 
its  funds. 


Now  to  take  a  meat  ax  and  cut  10 
percent  from  the  ECA  appropriation 
would  absolutely  cripple  the  ECA  opera¬ 
tions  to  the  point  where  there  would  be 
chaos  and  confusion  in  its  administra¬ 
tion  and  the  effectiveness  of  the  program 
would  be  largely  destroyed. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  my  friend  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges!  is  so  strongly  in  favor  of  the 
bipartisan  foreign  policy,  and  has  gone 
along  with  the  ECA  program  all  the  way 
through,  I  cannot  understand  how  at  this 
particular  time  in  the  history  of  this 
country  and  of  the  world,  in  view  of  pres¬ 
ent  conditions,  he  could  join  in  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  cripple  the  ECA -by  a  further 
10-percent  reduction. 

From  my  examination  of  the  evidence 
and  on  the  basis  of  what  I  know  about 
this  matter,  I  undertake  to  say  that  a 
further  10-percent  reduction  will  crip¬ 
ple  the  ECA.  Certainly  this  is  no  time 
to  fool  around  with  cutting  the  ECA 
funds.  This  is  a  time  when  we  should 
carry  out  our  international  obligations 
in  order  to  maintain  at  a  high  level  the 
morale  of  those  in  Europe  who  are  the 
beneficiaries  of  this  fund.  Instead  of 
discouraging  them,  we  should  encourage 
tjiem  at  this  time  by  standing  firm  on 
our  international  commitments.  I  wish 
to  make  that  statement  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Record,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  thank  the  majority  leader  for 
his  support. 

When  I  associated  myself  with  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges!  in  sponsoring  the  amendment 
calling  for  a  10-percent  cut,  I  announced 
that  I  would  bring  up  this  point  in  behalf 
of  ECA  when  the  matter  came  up  for 
debate. 

The  other  approach  which  might  be 
followed  would  be  to  request  a  higher 
base  for  the  ECA  appropriation,  and  then 
permit  the  cut  to  be  made.  However,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  better  procedure  is 
to  exempt  the  ECA  appropriation  from 
the  cut,  in  order  that  we  shall  not  be  put 
in  the  position  of  crippling  our  all-out 
international  and  military  efforts  at  this 
time.  I  insist  that  at  this  time  the  ECA 
program  must  be  coupled  with  our  mili¬ 
tary  assistance  program.  Accordingly, 
we  are  jeopardizing  our  position  if  we 
make  such  a  cut  in  the  case  of  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  benefit  of  countries 
which  are  joined  with  us  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  and  military  picture. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  of  explanation  in  connection  with 
this  situation. 

In  the  first  placed  agree  with  the  Sen-, 
ator  from  Illinois  that  certainly  we  do 
not  wish  to  cripple  the  ECA.  However, 
there  is  a  division  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  amendment  would  cripple 
it  or  would  not  cripple  it. 

Let  me  give  the  picture  as  I  see  it  and 
understand  it  to  be.  To  begin  with,  I 
have  voted  against  every  amendment — 
both  in  connection  with  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  and  in  connection  with  the  appro¬ 
priations  bill — which  I  thought  would 


cripple  the  work  of  the  ECA;  but  I  have 
supported  amendments  which  would  re¬ 
duce  both  the  authorization  and  the  ap¬ 
propriation  to  what  I  thought  were 
amounts  within  reason. 

As  the  Senator  will  recall,  there  was 
originally  requested  $2,950,000,000  plus 
the  carry-over.  On  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  was  reduced  by  an  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  by  $250,000,000,  so  far  as  the  total 
authorization  was  concerned.  Another 
amendment  to  reduce  the  authorization 
by  $500,000,000  was  lost  on  a  tie  vote, 
and  a  third  amendment  which  would 
have  cut  it  by  $1,000,000,000  was  lost  by 
a  substantial  vote. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
voted  for  his  own  amendment,  which  re¬ 
duced  it  $250,000,000.  He  also  voted  for 
the  amendment  which  lost  on  a  tie  vote, 
which  would  have  reduced  it  $500,000,- 
000.  He  voted  against  the  $1,000,000,000 
cut. 

I  shall  now  refer  to  the  action  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  In  Febru¬ 
ary  1950,  it  was  estimated  that  there 
would  be  a  carry-over  of  $149,000,000. 
In  May  that  was  increased,  and  it  was 
estimated  there  would  be  a  carry-over  of 
$276,000,000,  approximately  $127,000,000 
more  than  the  carry-over  estimated  in 
February.  I  do  not  know  what  the  ac¬ 
tual  figure  was.  It  was  certainly  as 
much  as  $276,000,000,  and  it  may  have 
been  more  than  that.  But  at  any  rate, 
from  that  source,  entirely  apart  from 
current  appropriations,  there  was  a  car¬ 
ry-over  substantially  more  than  a  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  million  dollars.  The  Budget 
Bureau  then  requested,  instead  of  the 
full  amount  of  the  authorization,  which 
was  $2,700,000,000,  $2,657,700,000.  The 
Appropriations  Committee  reduced  that 
first  to  $2,450,000,000,  which  is  the 
amount  to  which  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
referred. 

There  was  then  an  amendment 
adopted,  reducing  the  entire  ECA  by  10 
percent,  which  would  actually  cut  $58,- 
000,000  more  from  ECA,  making  the  total 
cut.  by  the  Appropriations  Committee 
some  $308,000,000.  But  that  was  not  a 
net  cut,  because  the  carry-over  was  in¬ 
creased  from  $149,000,000  to  ^276,000,000. 
So  it  was  only  a  net  cut  of  something 
under  half  of  that.  On  the  Senate  floor, 
I  think  it  was  yesterday,  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Arizona  rMr.  Hay¬ 
den]  offered  an  amendment  which  re¬ 
stored  $58,000,000,  so  that  we  have  now 
boosted  this  up  $58,000,000. 

So  that,  while  I  know  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  is  very  ably  presenting  his 
case,  and  while  I  think  there  is  logic 
in  what  he  says,  I  believe  that,  when  we 
study  the  history  of  the  requests  relating 
to  this  appropriation,  there  need  be  no 
fear,  as  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  about  crippling 
the  ECA.  Certainly  I  do  not  want  to 
cripple  ECA,  and  I  know  many  other 
Senators  who  do  not,  who  favor  this 
amendment.  But  in  my  opinion,  if  we 
analyze  it,  and  take  into  consideration 
all  the  factors,  including  the  restoration 
of  yesterday,  plus  the  increase  in  the 
carry-over,  a  10-percent  reduction  would 
not  be  harmful. 
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Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  I  assume  I  may  yield  without 
losing  the  floor.  I  think  this  is  a  very 
helpful  discussion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  understands  of  course  that  he  may 
yield  for  a  question  only.  Both  the 
Chair  and  the  Senate  have  been  rather 
lenient  in  the  observance  of  the  rule, 
but  if  any  Senator  were  to  make  the 
point  of  order,  the  Chair  would  have  to 
sustain  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Jersey  has  not  objected, 
because  he  felt  that  this  discussion  and. 
the  contributions  by  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  so  familiar  with  this  sub¬ 
ject  helped,  to  clarify  the  issue.  I  am 
wondering  whether  I  may,  without  los¬ 
ing  the  floor,  obtain  unanimous  consent 
to  yield  for  statements  by  the  various 
Senators. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  make  that  as  a  blanket  request? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield  for 
such  observations,  without  losing  the 
floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
asks  unanimous  consent  that  he  may 
yield,  without  losing  the  floor,  to  all  Sen¬ 
ators  who  may  want  to  interrogate  him 
or  to  make  statements  while  he  has  the 
floor,  whether  by  question  or  otherwise. 
Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  think  such 
a  request  ought  to  be  limited  as  to  time. 
I  do  not  think  any  Senator  ought  to  have 
blanket  authority  to  dispense  and  con¬ 
trol  the  time  throughout  the  day. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  hap¬ 
py  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
for  a  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Did  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  object  to  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  I  shall  not  object  if  the  request 
is  made  for  a  reasonable  length  of  time. 
But  if  a  blanket  request  is  made,  which 
will  give  one  Senator  the  power  and  au¬ 
thority  to  control  the  time  and  the  de¬ 
bate  of  the  Senate  all  day,  I  shall  object, 
if  it  is  made  in  that  form. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
objects,  then,  to  the  request  in  the  form 
in  which  it  is  made.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  agree  with  me  that  the  pro¬ 
cedure  indicated  is  followed  here  prac¬ 
tically  every  day  without  being  objected 
to  by  anyone?  That  is  a  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  seem  to 
have  observed  such  procedure  when  I 
have  been  on  the  Senate  floor.  I  do  not 


think  any  of  my  colleagues  would  abuse 
the  privilege  of  discussing  this  matter  or 
would  take  undue  time.  But  I  am  glad 
to  abide  by  the  rule  that  I  may  yield  for 
a  question  only. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  did  rather  a  whale  of  a  job,  in 
respect  to  the  over-all  appropriations, 
in  reducing  the  budget  submitted  by  the 
President  by  more  than  $1,000,000,000? 
Am  I  correct  in  that? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Plow  much  did  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  cut  from  the 
appropriations  recommended  by  the 
President? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  In  answer 
to  the  question,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  will  say  he  is  not  familiar  with 
thosr  figures. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  reply  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois,  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  the  rights  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  to  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  first  request  that 
came  to  us - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  We  are  talking  about 
the  over-all  figure,  not  about  ECA. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  ECA - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No,  no;  I  am  talking 
about  the  over-all  appropriations. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Oh,  I  beg  the  Sena¬ 
tor ’s^  pardon. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  As  I  understand,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  reduced  the 
budget  which  was  submitted  by  the 
President  by  more  than  $1,000,000,000. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  amount  of  the 
over-all  appropriation,  after  the  House 
cuts,  the  Senate  cuts,  and  everything, 
is  more  than  $1,000,000,000  under  the 
President’s  budget. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  was  my  under¬ 
standing.  I  wanted  to  make  it  clear  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  and  before  the  country 
that,  through  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Plouse  and  Senate,  more 
than  $1,000,000,000  has  already  been  cut 
from  the  over-all  budget  submitted  by 
the  President.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  am  going  to  stand  with  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  on  the  cuts  made  by 
the  committee.  As  majority  leader,  I 
have  gone  along  with  the  committee  in 
that  respect,  and  shall  continue  to 
do  so. 

Many  persons  have  the  notion,  as  a 
result  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire,  and  other  Senators, 
that  the  10-percent  cut  which  they  now 
seek  is  the  only  reduction  which  has 
been  made.  The  country  should  know 
that  the  Appropriations  Committee  has 
already  trimmed  the  budget  submitted 
by  the  President  by  more  than  $1,000,- 
000,000,  and  that  another  cut  of  10  per¬ 
cent  is  now  sought  with  respect  to  ECA 
funds. 

On  the  question  whether  ECA  funds 
ought  to  be  cut,  I  can  only  place  my  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  administrators  of  the 
funds,  and  also  in  what  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  did,  by  a  vote  of  17 
to  3,  after  having  heard  all  the  evidence. 
I  must  stand  by  the  committee,  Mr. 
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President.  I  think  the  Senate  ought  $> 
stand  by  the  committee,  and  ought  not, 
in  these  critical  times,  capriciously  and 
arbitrarily  cut  the  ECA  funds — and  that 
is  exactly  what  is  being  proposed — after 
the  Appropriations  Committee  has  heard 
all  the  evidence  and,  by  a  vote  of  17  to 
3,  has  decided  upon  the  appropriation  of 
a  certain  amount.  That  is  what  I  want 
to  stand  by. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  any  chances, 
Mr.  President,  in  this  crucial  hour  cf  our 
history,  in  cutting  the  ECA  appropriation 
to  a  point  where,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  said,  it  might  ultimately 
affect  our  military  assistance  program 
abroad.  The  whole  thing  is  wrapped  up 
in  one  ball  of  wax,  so  to  speak.  I 
would  rather  take  criticism  for  staying 
directly  with  the  amount  which  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  thinks  he  can  get  along  with, 
if  someone  wants  to  criticize  me  for  that, 
than  to  attempt  to  economize  on  the 
ECA  fund. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  specifically 
excludes  the  paragraph  headed  “Mutual 
Defense  Assistance.”  I  look  upon  the 
Economic  Cooperation  title  as  having 
an  important  bearing  on  the  military 
operations.  Thai^  is  the  reason  I  am 
urging  that  we  stand  by  the  figure  now 
contained  in  the  bill,  which  was  the  basic 
figure  the  ECA  Administrator  and  his 
colleagues  assured  us  they  could  take 
without  jeopardizing  the  economic  sit¬ 
uation  in  Europe  in  connection  with  the 
military  program. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree,  as  a 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  that  we  cut  the  President’s 
budget  estimates  by  $1,395,000,000,  byt 
since  that  time,  since  the  ECA  appropri¬ 
ation  had  been  figured  in  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  must 
realize  that  there  have  been,  I  believe,  20 
supplemental  requests  amounting  in  the 
aggregate  to  $16,640,000,000.  So  that 
while  we  have  cut  the  estimates  $1,395,- 
000,000,  we  have  received  requests  for 
additional  appropriations,  because  of  the 
tremendous  emergency  in  which  we  find 
ourselves,  amounting  to  $16,640,000,000. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  join  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  and  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  in  the  amendment  providing  for  a 
cut  of  10  percent  in  nonmilitary  opera¬ 
tions.  I  think  we  should  reduce  appro¬ 
priations  for  nonmilitary  operations,  be¬ 
cause,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  we  shall 
definitely  jeopardize  the  whole  picture 
if  we  cut  the  amount  for  ECA  below  the 
floor  which  has  been  set. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  also  realize  that  an  additional 
amount  of  $4,000,000,000  is  asked  for  the 
military-assistance  program?  In  other 
words,  there  is  already  authorized 
$1,200,000,000,  and  there  has  come  in  a 
request  for  $4,000,000,000  in  addition  to 
that,  or  a  total  of  $5,200,000,000  for  mili¬ 
tary  assistance,  plus  the  ECA,  which  I 
think  should  be  considered  in  the  over¬ 
all  picture. 
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Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  in  his  very  force¬ 
ful  way,  has  stated  that  he  wanted  to 
stand  on  the  report  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  with  reference  to  the 
ECA  program.  I  believe  the  Senator 
voted  to  increase  the  amount  by  $58,- 
000,000 - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct;  but  I 
voted  on  the  theory,  as  I  understood, 
that  the  Appropriations  Conpnittee  had 
actually  made  a  mistake  and  it  was  in 
error  that  the  $58,000,000  was  not  in¬ 
cluded.  It  was  on  that  basis  that  I  sup¬ 
ported  the  amendment  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  think  there 
was  a  mistake  made.  There  was  a  dif¬ 
ference  of  opinion. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  understood  $58,000,000 
was  restored  by  the  Hayden  amendment 
and  that  was  the  original  amount  in¬ 
volved  when  the  committee  voted  17 
to  3. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  committee  voted 
subsequently  to  reduce  it  a  further  $58,- 
000,000  so  as  to  make  the  reduction  an 
even  10  percent.  The  Senator  stated  so 
forcefully  that  he  was  in  favor  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee’s  report  that 
I  wanted  to  invite  his  attention - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  want  to  be  fair  about 
the  situation.  It  had  been  my  under¬ 
standing  that  $58,000,000  was  the  amount 
which  was  absolutely  necessary  to  go 
along-  with  the  ECA  appropriation  in 
order  that  the  ECA  might  do  the  kind 
of  job  in  western  Europe  that  was  neces¬ 
sary  under  the  powers  granted  to  the 
Administrator.  I  listened  to  the  argu¬ 
ment  made  by  my  friend  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden].  I  want  to  err  on  the 
side  of  giving  the  administration  the 
necessary  money;  I  do  not  want  to  err  on 
the  side  of  giving  it  too  little  money.  I 
would  rather  give  it  too  much  money 
and  have  it  called  surplus,  or  unexpended 
balance,  or  whatever  Senators  may  want 
to  call  it.  If  the  money  can  be  saved, 

1  am  sure  the  Administrator  will  save  it 
in  the  final  analysis. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  the  history  of  the  ECA  in  the  first 

2  years  of  operation  has  been  that  the 
Administrator  has  saved  money  and  has 
reported  his  saving,  and  we  have  com¬ 
mended  him  for  having  the  savings  as  a 
carry-over.  So  there  is  no  question  in 
my  mind  that,  if  the  money  is  not  need¬ 
ed,  a  saving  will  be  made.  It  is  necessary 
to  have  a  leeway  for  the  operation.  We 
have  to  carry  out  our  military  opera¬ 
tions.  It  is  a  matter  of  national  defense, 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
and  I  think  he  agrees  with  me. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wholeheartedly  agree 
with  the  Senator.  I  would  rather  take 
the  chance  of  giving  the  Administrator 
the  necessary  money.  I  know,  as  a  result 
of  the  administration  Mr.  Hoffman  has 
given  the  program,  it  will  be  an  economi¬ 
cal  one.  He  is  not  going  to  spend  any 
more  money  than  is  necessary.  I  hope 
that  at  the  end  of  the  year  there  will  be 
a  carry-over  of  $300,000,000  or  $400,- 
000,000.  But  I  do  not  think  the  Senate 


can  take  the  chance  of  providing  too 
small  a  sum  of  money. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  again  to  me? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  glad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire.' 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  feel  that  the  ECA, 
under  Mr.  Hoffman  and  Mr.  Foster,  has 
done  an  excellent  job.  We  cut  them  a 
little  bit  last  year,  and  a  great  cry  went 
up  that  they  had  been  cut  too  large  an 
amount,  and  so  forth.  Yet  the  ECA  had 
a  carry-over  of  $276,000,000.  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  figure 
which  we  have  been  discussing  could  be 
adopted  without  crippling  the  ECA.  If  I 
thought  it  would  cripple  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  I  would  join  with  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  want  the  Administrator 
to  get  down  to  the  most  reasonable  base 
possible  in  order  to  do  the  job. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  last  year  there  were  falling  prices 
which  helped  the  ECA  Administration  to 
accumulate  a  carry-over,  but  this  year 
there  are  rising  prices,  and  $300,000,000 
more  is  necessary  in  order  to  take  care 
of  the  situation. 

When  I  first  offered  my  amendment  it 
was  limited  to  excluding  from  the  10- 
percent  cut  the  economic  cooperation 
paragraph  in  chapter  X-B.  Since  I  of¬ 
fered  the  amendment  the  fact  was  called 
to  my  attention  that  there  were  other 
paragraphs  in  this  chapter  which  I  added 
to  the  amendment  for  the  reasons  which 
I  shall  state. 

On  page  449,  under  the  heading  “In¬ 
ternational  Children’s  Welfare  Work,”  it 
was  pointed  out  to  me  that  the 
$12,500,000  reported  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  was  only  one -half  of 
what  the  children’s  program  called  for 
and  one -half  of  the  carry-over  from  that 
work  last  year. 

Originally  we  were  asked  in  the  hear¬ 
ings,  as  I  remember,  for  $25,000,000. 
That  amount  was  cut  to  $15,000,000  in 
conference,  and  then  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  cut  it  to  $12,500,000. 
Knowing  as  I  do  about  the  great  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  work  and  the  wonderful  job 
which  has  been  done,  by  Mr.  Pate  and 
his  associates,  having  known  him  for 
many  years,  I  am  glad  to  add  the  chil¬ 
dren’s  work  to  this  amendment  so  that 
the  $12,500,000  will  not  be  further  re¬ 
duced. 

I  felt  that  if  there  were  a  question  in 
anyone’s  mind  about  the  other  items, 
rather  than  jeopardize  ECA  I  would  take 
them  out.  However,  by  special  request  I 
have  put  them  in  and  have  given  this 
short  explanation  of  them.  On  page  449 
of  the  bill  there  appears  the  heading  “In¬ 
ternational  Development.”  This  is  the 
program  for  technical  assistance,  and 
so  forth,  which  it  was  felt  was  desirable 
for  certain  backward  areas  in  the  light 
of  the  present  world  situation.  The 
Committee  on  Appropriations  originally 
put  the  figure  at  $10,000,000.  Subse¬ 
quently,  at  the  special  request  of  the 
President,  the  figure  was  increased  to  a 
sum  approximating  $26,000,000.  This 
figure  would  cover  the  operations  that 
are  at  hand  at  the  present  time  for  help¬ 
ing  some  of  the  backward  areas.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  reasonable,  inasmuch 
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as  the  figure  was  put  in  the  bill  after 
consultation  between  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar]  and  other 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  and  the  President  of  the  United' 
States,  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  cut 
this  figure.  Therefore  I  have  asked  that 
it  be  exempted  from  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

The  third  item  I  have  added  is  in  title 
3,  chapter  X-B,  under  the  heading  “Aid 
to  Palestine  Refugees.”  I  think  we  are 
in  danger  of  overlooking  the  importance 
of  this  matter,  because  along  with  other 
appropriations  it  would  receive  a  10  per¬ 
cent  cut.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received 
from  friends  of  mine  who  have  been 
.  very  intimately  acquainted  with  Middle 
Eastern  affairs  for  some  time,  especially 
Mr.  Henry  Sloane  Coffin,  who  is  head  of 
this  Palestine  refugee  movement,  ear¬ 
nest  representations  that  a  reduction  in 
this  particular  appropriation  now  might 
have  very  damaging  psychological  ef¬ 
fects  in  the  Arab  world.  These  Pales¬ 
tine  refugees  are  Arabs  who  have  lost 
their  homes  because  of  the  unfortunate 
warfare  in  the  Palestine  area.  The 
United  Nations  in  making  an  effort  to 
do  something  for  them,  and  our  share 
of  the  amount  needed  for  that  purpose, 
on  the  basis  of  a  study  made  by  the  spe¬ 
cial  commissioner  whom  we  sent  there 
for  that  purpose,  is  $27,450,000.  That 
figure  has  been  restored  in  the  bill  and  it 
stands  at  that.  If  a  10-percent  cut  were 
made  in  the  amount  provided  for  in  this 
program  it  is  felt  that  a  serious  psycho¬ 
logical  mistake  would  be  made  in  our 
dealings  with  our  Arab  friends.  There¬ 
fore  at  the  request  of«my  friends,  who 
are  vitally  interested  in  this  work  I 
added  the  item  Aid  to  Palestine  Refugees 
as  an  exemption  from  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Let  me  point  out  that  the  total  of  these 
three  items,  International  Children’s 
Welfare  Work,  International  Develop¬ 
ment,  and  Aid  to  Palestine  Refugees, 
would  be  $66,850,000,  of  which  we  would 
save  only  $6,000,000  by  a  10-percent  cut, 
and  probably  give  a  devastating  psycho¬ 
logical  blow  to  the  work  being  done  in 
these  areas.  Therefore  I  have  decided  to 
add  these  items  to  my  amendment  as 
well  as  the  paragraph  headed  “Economic 
Cooperation.” 

I  desire  to  emphasize  again  that  my 
real  concern  in  this  matter  is  over  the 
item  of  Economic  Cooperation,  be¬ 
cause  if  we  subject  it  to  a  10-percent  cut 
we  would  take  $272,000,000  from  the 
operations  of  the  ECA.  I  am  absolutely 
certain  from  my  contacts  with  the  lead¬ 
ers  of  the  ECA  and  in  going  over  the 
figures  carefully,  that  there  would  be  a 
detrimental  affect  on  the  work  of  the 
ECA  in  bringing  about  production  in 
Europe  by  the  building  up  plants  for 
military  production,  and  building  up 
transportation  systems  for  military 
transportation,  which  although  not  im¬ 
mediately  necessary,  are  vitally  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  military.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  we  reduced  the  $272,000,000  we 
would  deal  a  staggering  blow  to  the 
whole  operation  of  our  military  program 
in  Europe. 

I  should  like  to  say  also  that  I  have 
conferred  with  many  persons  about  this 
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matter,  including  our  military  advisers, 
and  they  feel  that  the  ECA  operation  is 
vitally  important  in  going  along  with 
and  as  a  part  of  the  military  operations. 
I  submit  that  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  would  take  care  of  these 
matters  by  simply  exempting  from  the 
operation  of  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  these  various  items  I  have  men¬ 
tioned. 

In  closing  let  me  indicate  the  way  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  would  read  in 
the  affected  section  if  my  amendment 
should  be  accepted.  It  would  read : 

Sec.  1003.  The  reductions  provided  for  In 
this  chapter  shall  not  apply  to  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Title  II  of  chapter  IV:  chapter  X; 
so  much  of  title  I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  paragraphs  headed  “Economic 
Cooperation,”  "International  Children’s 
Welfare  Work,”  “International  Develop¬ 
ment,”  and  “Mutual  Defense  Assistance”;  so 
much  of  title  III  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  paragraph  headed  “Aid  to 
Palestine  Refugees”;  and  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  to  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act  of  July  23,  1946. 

I  submit  the  amendment  and  express 
the  sincere  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
adopt  the  amendment  and  thus  protect 
these  vital  interests  which  are  so  inti¬ 
mately  connected  with  the  war  opera¬ 
tion. 

L-E'r’SHPKY  600- - -■ - 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  no 
one  needs  to  be  told  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  while  determined  and 
courageous,  are  yet  in  a  state  of  uncer¬ 
tainty  and  dismay.  They  are  ready  to 
go  ahead.  They^re  ready  to  make  any 
sacrifice,  but  there  is  no  clear  or  hopeful 
course  of  action  spread  before  their  eyes, 
as  they  view  the  world  scene. 

While  we  meet  surprise  attack  in  un¬ 
expected  places  and  against  unexpected 
strength,  and  while  we  see  stretching 
ahead  of  us  the  dismal  prospects  of  more 
of  these  unexpected  and  strong  attacks, 
time  and  location  unknown,  our  courage 
and  determination,  still  strong,  find  little 
to  feed  upon  for  a  continuance  of  that 
strength.  It  is  time  that  we  examined 
our  foreign  policy  both  to  see  how  it  led 
us  where  we  are  and  to  determine 
whether  by  revision,  or  abandonment 
and  substitution,  it  can  lead  us  oat  of 
the  quicksands  onto  a  solid  fcoth 

Mr.  President,  our  foreign  pojjcy  con¬ 
tains  but  one  element  o y  over-all 
achievement,  and  that  is  the  Marshall 
plan  embodied  in  ECA.  TJe{ at  plan  has 
strengthened  the  economies  of  western 
Europe,  increased  production,  raised  the 
standard  of  living,  and  brought  courage 
and  confidence  to  the  people.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  Marshall  plan,  Ger¬ 
many,  Italy,  and  .France  would  now  be 
in  the  hands  of  Communists,  and  Rus- 
sian-controlled’lirmies  would  now  be  en¬ 
camped  on  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  Here  is  solid  achievement. 

This  achievement  was  made  in  other 
fields  and  by  other  means  than  that  of 
military  preparation  or  action.  But 
there  are  scores  of  other  opportunities 
for  strengthening  the  position  of  the 
western  world  in  these  nonmilitary 
undertakings  which  have  been  neglected 
or  discarded.  From  time  to  time  on  the 
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floor  of  this  body  I  have  fruitlessly  called 
attention  to  these  neglected  opportuni¬ 
ties.  They  still  remain.  But  as  time 
passes,  the  measure  of  their  usefulness 
decreases.  We  are  losing  ground  daily. 
"Without  neglecting  these  smaller  things, 
more  drastic  measures  must  be  under¬ 
taken. 

Aside  from  the  successful  ECA,  there 
have  been  two  main  elements  in  our 
foreign  policy.  The  first  of  these  has 
been  the  policy  of  “getting  tough”  with 
Russia.  This  was  first  proposed  in  an 
article  in  Foreign  Affairs  by  a  Mister 
X  in  the  issue  of  July  1947.  Mr.  X  was 
later  identified  as  Mr.  George  Kennan, 
counselor  of  the  Department  of  State, 
who  became  director  of  the  policy  plan¬ 
ning  staff.  As  the  alternative  to  ap¬ 
peasement,  this  policy  was  necessary,  for 
appeasement  quite  evidently  had  be¬ 
come  the  road  to  disaster.  As  an  effec¬ 
tive  road  to  positive  achievement,  how¬ 
ever,  the  “get  tough”  policy  has  failed. 
When  we  get  tough,  Russia  gets  tougher. 
Her  capacity  for  getting  tough  is  limi- 
less.  Ours  is  restrained  by  the  desire/ 
pf  our  people  to  live  in  peace  and  pros* 
and  even  more  restrained  .fly 
considerations  which  do  not  in 
anyway  control  Russian  policy. /'Get¬ 
ting  tough  has  been  fruitless  of  posi¬ 
tive  achievement.  / 

Aside  from  ECA  and  getting-tough,  the 
third  element  in  our  foreigjf  policy  was 
that  of  containing  comn^unism.  This 
was  first  enunciated  by  Q*ir  President  in 
connection  with,  the  loahs  to  Greece  and 
Turkey.  The  iflea  Rooked  simple.  It 
looked  good.  U&jgrst  application  in 
Greece  was  effective-.  But  what  has  con¬ 
tainment  come  to  nitean?  The  area  of 
our  containment  strft&ches  from  the 
Bering  Sea  Japan,  Hprea,  Formosa, 
the  Philippines,  Indochii!fc,  Siam,  Bur¬ 
ma,  India  Pakistan,  Iran,  Iraq,  Turkey, 
Greece,  Yugoslavia,  Austral  western 
Germany,  through  Scandinavia  to  the 
North 'Cape  in  Norway. 

At  the  present  moment  the  ’''■active 
military  defense  of  the  Korean  secflqr  is 
engaging  us.  The  attack  was  unexpected 
In  time  and  unexpectedly  strong.  Wh! 
we  consider  it,  we  begin  to  realize  tha' 
this  attack  may  be  repeated  indefinitely 
around  this  enormous  line  of  contain¬ 
ment.  Russia  with  her  internal  position 
can  make  trouble  here,  there,  or  else¬ 
where  at  will.  She  takes  the  offensive. 
We  will  be  rushing  frantically  to  the 
defensive,  perhaps  10,000  miles  from 
where  the  last  attack  was  made. 

There  are  more  serious  problems  in¬ 
volved  in  this  than  the  simple  problem 
of  having  men  enough,  resources  enough, 
and  transportation  facilities  enough  to 
respond  to  any  fire  alarm  at  any  un¬ 
known  point  at  any  unexpected  time. 
This  Korean  situation  begins  to  outline 
a  pattern  of  economic  and  moral  dis¬ 
aster.  On  the  economic  side,  Russia  has 
not  engaged  her  own  forces  and  only  a 
small  part  of  her  own  resources.  If  she 
can  repeat  this  strategy  over  and  over, 
she  can  wear  us  down  while  maintaining 
her  own  strength.  She  will  weaken  her 
puppet  states  one  after  the  other  as  she 
weakens  us,  but  she  herself  will  remain 
strong.  The  prospect  is  disheartening. 

The  moral  aspects  are  not  less  so.  As 
a  result  of  this  Korean  campaign,  we 


find  ourselves  ruining  the  people  we  set 
out  to  protect.  The  fighting,  the  de¬ 
struction,  is  in  South  Korea  and  only  to 
a  limited  extent  in  North  Korea.  How 
long  can  the  people  of  South  Korea 
bless  us  for  coming  to  their  aid?  This 
point  must  give  us  serious  concern  for 
it  is  already  and  has  for,  a  long  time 
been  in  the  minds  of  the  peoples  of 
western  Europe.  Can  they  afford  to  have 
us  come  to  their  aid?  This,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  is  a  very  serious  question. 

Another  moral  problem  will  be  raised, 
particularly  with  later  outbreaks  of  the 
Russian  attack.  Indochina  is  a  likely 
area  for  a  new  full-scale  invasion,  em¬ 
ploying  Chinese  Communist  troops. 
Here  we  have  the  misfortune  of  finding 
ourselves,  In  opposing  communism,  sup¬ 
porting  an  old  and  outmoded  colonial 
system.  It  is  indeed  almost  the  only  re¬ 
maining  remnant  of  this  system  now  that 
the  Dutch  have  released  Indonesia  as  the 
English  have  released  Burma,  India,  and 
Pakistan,  and  as  we  earlier  released  the 
Philippines.  The  irony  of  fate  and  the 
perverse  genius  of  Communist  statecraft 
put  us  in  the  role  of  defenders  of  this 
last  remaining  bastion  of  colonial  ex¬ 
ploitation.  What  can  we  do  about  this? 

Another  place  where  with  some  confi¬ 
dence  we  can  look  for  trouble  is  in  Iran. 
It  is  not  likely  that  this  will  be  invaded 
from  the  north  by  Soviet  armies,  for 
Russia  does  not  have  to  employ  her  own 
armed  forces  and  thus  definitely  initiate 
world  war  III.  Why  should  she  ini¬ 
tiate  a  world  war  when  she  believes  her¬ 
self  able  to  accomplish  her  purposes  in 
Iran  by  fomenting  civil  war  for  which 
she  can  deny  responsibility?  To  make 
effective  armed  intervention  in  such  a 
civil  war,  Mr.  President,  is  an  exceed¬ 
ingly  dubious  thing  for  us  to  undertake. 
But  unless  we  meet  the  situation  in  some 
way  here,  there  will  be  another  slice  of 
the  earth’s  territory  which  will  be  lost 
to  freedom  and  come  under  the  totali¬ 
tarian  power  of  the  Politburo.  What  re¬ 
actionary  social  conditions  there  may  be 
allied  with  that  side  of  a  civil  war  which 
we  would  feel  disposed  to  support,  I  do 
not  know,  for  I  am  not  familiar  with 
the  internal  conditions  of  Iran.  I  do 
know,  and  anyone  familiar  with  Russian 
policy  does  know,  that  she  will  appear 
ih  the  guise  of  the  protector  of  the  un- 
deN^og.  It  is  going  to  be  extremely  diffi¬ 
cult,1  Mr.  President,  for  us  to  contain 
commtuiism  at  this  spot  under  these  con¬ 
ditions.  Combine  this  involvement  in 
moral  problems  with  the  drain  on  treas¬ 
ure  and  lives  to  which  we  may  be  sub¬ 
jected,  and  Irom  which  our  opponents 
are  free,  and  we  have  a  measure  of  the 
dangerous  situation  in  which  we  have 
been  placed.  \ 

Mr.  President,  except  for  ECA,  our  for¬ 
eign  policy  lies  in  ruins  at  our  feet.  It 
has  failed  of  its  purpbges.  While  being 
actively  and  directly  applied,  we  have 
lost  ground;  we  have  gone  deeper  and 
deeper  into  the  quicksands^nd  now  we 
must  find  our  way  out.  ThS»e  is  noth¬ 
ing  left  to  do  with  this  foreign  policy 
except  to  sweep  the  pieces  up  Into  the 
dustpan  and  throw  them  out  onto  the 
dump.  What  then  shall  we  do? 

Mr.  President,  let  us  try  God. 

I  make  this  as  a  very  practical  pro¬ 
posal  and  not  at  all  in  the  way  in  which 
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je  pious  mouthings  of  such  a  senti- 
jnt  are  ordinarily  interpreted.  It  has, 
fortastance,  often  been  said  that  Chris¬ 
tianity  has  not  failed  because  it  has  not 
been  ft»cd.  There  is  involved  in  this 
some  ide^  of  the  moral  strength  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  Ithristians  leading  Christian 
lives.  Thereqs  undoubted  moral  strength 
in  such  a  condition.  The  assumption  is 
sometimes  implicit  that  we  need  in  the 
world  a  majoricfc  of  Christians  whose 
lives  should  in  s^ne  sense  radiate  a 
world  preponderance  of  Christian  influ¬ 
ence.  That  is  not  at \ll  what  I  have  in 
mind  in  my  proposal. 

It  has  likewise  been  '\uggested  that 
bombarding  the  throne  o^.  grace  with 
50,000,000,  150,000,000,  or  e^n  500,000,- 
000  prayers  would  solve  the  wood’s  prob¬ 
lems.  This  assumes  that  witlkenough 
prayers  God  can  be  persu^fcsd  toVork  a 
miracle.  With  regard  to  this\  Mr. 
President,  may  I  make  two  suggestion. 
The  first  is  that  no  miracle  is  necessar 
for  God  in  His  law  has  already  provide? 
the  means.  The  second  suggestion  is 
that  these  prayers  would  be  better  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  opening  of  the  blind  eyes 
and  closed  minds  of  the  prayers  them¬ 
selves,  who  have  neither  understood  the 
law  of  God  nor  worked  in  accordance 
with  it. 

The  suggestion  I  am  making  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  there  is  a  moral  law  in 
the  universe  as  there  is  a  physical  law. 
That  moral  law  has  never  been  broken. 
It  cannot  be  broken.  We  can  break  our¬ 
selves  against  it,  but  the  law  remains 
firm.  It  shows  itself  to  us  in  two  as¬ 
pects.  If  we  see  it  and  follow  it,  it  is  full 
of  blessings.  If  we  disobey  it,  we  suffer 
punishment. 

The  moral  law  is  unlike  statute  law, 
which  can  be  broken.  It  is  unlike  stat¬ 
ute  law  in  that  punishment  is  not  in¬ 
flicted  after  indictment,  trial,  and  judg¬ 
ment.  The  punishment  is  an  indissolu¬ 
ble  part  of  the  law  itself.  The  unlawful 
act  carries  its  own  punishment  with  it. 

In  these  respects  the  moral  law  estab¬ 
lished  by  God  for  the  ordering  of  the 
moral  universe  more  nearly  resembles 
the  physical  law  for  the  ordering  of  th#? 
physical  universe.  If  we  decide  to  walk 
on  the  air  and  for  that  purpose  step<but 
of  the  tenth-story  window,  we  are -pun¬ 
ished  by  a  swift  fall  to  the  ground  and 
sudden  death  therefrom.  We/are  not 
punished  after  indictment,  trial,  and 
conviction.  The  punishment  is  a  part 
of  the  act.  There  are  no  indulgences  or 
judicial  pardons.  Result  are  inescapa¬ 
ble.  The  same  is  th@  case  with  the 
moral  law.  / 

What  is  the  morajrlaw?  The  Old  Tes¬ 
tament  is  an  unfolding  record  of  the 
search  of  a  morally  conscious  people  for 
the  laws  of  the  universe.  This  search 
finds  its  finest  expression  in  the  176 
verses  in  the  one  hundred  and  nine¬ 
teenth  Psafm,  in  which  the  psalmist  ex¬ 
presses  bifs  delight  in  the  law  of  the  Lord. 
But  thtft  law  was  also  revealed  in  the 
harsbrterms  of  the  experience  of  those 
transgressed  it.  Viewed  in  this  as- 
;  of  the  Old  Testament  is  an  inspir- 
story  of  the  search  of  an  inspired 
^people  for  the  rules  under  which  they 


might  live  in  harmony  with  the  purposes 
of  the  Creator. 

In  the  New  Testament  we  find  the  cap¬ 
stone,  the  pinnacle  of  the  law  which  was 
so  finely  set  forth  in  the  Old.  Jesus 
gave  His  final  definition  of  the  law  in  His 
life  and  in  His  words.  He  summed  it  all 
up  in  the  twenty-second  chapter  of 
Matthew,  the  thirty-fifth  to  the  thirty- 
ninth  verses,  which  I  now  proceed  to 
read: 

Then  one  of  them,  which  was  a  lawyer, 
asked  him  a  question,  tempting  him,  and 
saying,  “Master,  which  is  the  great  com¬ 
mandment  in  the  law?” 

Jesus  said  unto  him,  “Thou  shalt  love  the 
Lord  thy  God  with  all  thy  heart,  and  with 
all  thy  soul,  and  with  all  thy  mind.”  This 
is  the  first  and  great  commandment. 

I  see  that  my  manuscript  is  faulty 
at  this  point,  because  the  next  verse  was 
omitted,  so  I  repeat  from  memory: 

And  the  second  is  like  unto  it,  thou  shalt 
love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself. 

So  we  have  now  arrived  at  this  word 
k.“love.”  In  our  day  it  has  been  give: 

leanings  and  connotations  which  si 
it\ strength  and  hide  its  power.  M  a 
master  of  fact,  it  is  the  strongest  thipg  in 
the  world.  We  must  put  it  to  tjje  test. 
How  sn&ll  we  do  it? 

On  tnk  last  page  of  the  Ju]$  28  issue 
of  Unitetr^tates  News  and^  World  Re¬ 
port,  the  editor,  Mr.  David  Lawrence, 
made  a  practical  suggestion  of  means  for 
using  the  supreme  power  of  love.  He 
said,  “The  President  of  the  United  States 
could  reflect  the  eldest  desire  of  the 
American  people  ta^revent  a  world  war 
if  he  would  broadcast  through  the  Voice 
of  America  stations  to  the  people  of  Rus¬ 
sia  a  messagenn  substahce  as  follows.” 

I  have  takear  the  liberty,  Mr.  President, 
of  paraphrasing  the  substance  of  this 
message  jnto  basic  English,  for  ease  in 
translajfcmg  into  basic  Russian-;,  I  now 
read  any  version: 

I.jtfhe  President  of  the  United  States;- send 
this  message  from  the  American  people,  to 
ie  people  of  Russia : 

A?  We,  the  American  people,  would  like 
-  have  the  Russian  people  know  more  about^ 
us.  We  would  like  to  know  more  about  you. 
This  is  hard  to  do,  because  your  rulers  do  not 
allow  letters  to  pass  freely  between  us.  They 
jam  our  messages  on  the  radio  and  are  prob¬ 
ably  making  it  hard  for  you  to  hear  this  mes¬ 
sage.  We  hope  that  some  of  you  are  hearing 
some  of  it. 

The  American  people  have  no  quarrel  with 
the  Russian  people.  You  have  nothing  that 
we  want.  We  do  not  want  your  land.  We  do 
not  want  the  riches  of  your  farms,  mines,  or 
forests,  except  in  fair  trade  between  free 
people,  in  which  both  buyer  and  seller  gain 
profit.  The  American  people  do  not  want 
ever  to  fight  the  Russian  people. 

Many  years  ago,  in  1919,  we  made  a  bad 
mistake.  With  a  small  armed  force  we 
joined  with  other  nations  in  interfering  with 
the  new  government  which  had  been  set  up 
in  Russia.  We  must  not  do  this  again  in  any 
country  in  which  a  free  people  freely  choose 
the  kind  of  government  under  which  they 
wish  to  live. 

Why,  then,  are  we  spending  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  in  arming  ourselves  and  the  free  na¬ 
tions  of  western  Europe?  Why  are  we  train¬ 
ing  hundreds  of  thousands  of  soldiers,  sail¬ 
ors,  and  aviators?  We  are  doing  this  because 
we  have  seen  your  rulers  destroying  the  free¬ 
dom  of  free  people,  compelling  them  by  vio¬ 


lence  to  give  up  their  right  to  choose  their 
own  rulers,  and  to  submit  instead  to  rulers 
placed  over  thfem  by  your  rulers. 

Since  1938  we  have  seen  free  Finland  in¬ 
vaded  by  your  rulers,  conquered,  au<i  much 
of  its  valuable  territory  taken  away  from 
it.  We  have  seen  your  rulers  iffcitroy  the 
freedom  of  Esthonia,  Latvia,  aaro  Lithuania, 
and  send  most  of  its  populaJfcn  into  exile. 
We  have  seen  your  rulers  fipst  divide  Poland 
with  Hitler  and  then  take„rfll  of  it.  We  have 
seen  the  free  peoples  of  U&  Balkans  enslaved, 
and  then  the  peoples  OF Czechoslovakia  and 
Hungary.  None  of  thafe  peoples  invaded  your 
country.  None  ofjrhem  wanted  anything 
you  have.  Jr 

While  your  rufers  were  doing  this,  the 
western  nationgr  which  you  call  the  capital¬ 
istic  country^  were  doing  the  opposite. 
Our  countup  gave  freedom  to  the  Philip¬ 
pines.  Gjjsit  Britain  gave  freedom  to  Paki¬ 
stan,  Indrei,  and  Burma.  The  Netherlands 
gave  freedom  to  Indonesia.  All  these  peoples 
are  ndw  free  to  choose  iheir-own  rulers.  If 
those  rulers  do  not  do  well,  these  people  are 
ixff  to  dismiss  them  and  choose  other  rulers. 

at  is  democracy.  Do  you  have  democracy 
in  Russia? 

Our  people,  with  the  peoples  of  other  na¬ 
tions  among  the  United  Nations,  are  now 
fighting  with  the  people  of  South  Korea 
against  the  armies  of  North  Korea.  Why  is 
this?  It  was  intended  that  all  of  Korea 
should  be  one  free  nation.  The  United  Na¬ 
tions  asked  that  free  elections  be  held  all 
over  the  nation.  Your  rulers  would  not  per¬ 
mit  this.  Elections  were  held  in  South  Korea. 
South  Korea  is  free. 

When  South  Korea  became  free  our  coun¬ 
try  withdrew  its  army.  It  left  behind  no 
fighter  or  bomber  planes,  no  tanks,  no  heavy 
artillery.  Your  rulers  armed  North  Korea 
U'ith  a  multitude  of  tanks,  fighter  and  bomber 
planes,  and  heavy  artillery.  Under  the  di¬ 
rection  of  your  rulers  North  Korea  attacked 
South  Korea.  As  so  many  times  before  your 
rulers  have  once  again  set  out  to  destroy  free 
governments  and  enslave  free  people. 

The  free  nations  cannot  permit  your  rulers 
to  do  this  any  more.  That  is  why  we  are 
fighting  in  Korea. 

We  would  like  to  say  to  you,  the  people  of 
Russia,  that  the  citizens  of  the  free  nations 
are  better  fed,  better  clothed,  and  live  in 
better  homes  than  do  you  in  Russia  and  in 
other  countries  which  do  not  enjoy  real  de¬ 
mocracy.  The  good  things  of  life  come  in 
less  and  less  amount  to  the  peoples  whom 
your  rulers  have  conquered. 

Your  own  lot  would  be  far  better  if  your 
,lers  did  not  compel  so  much  of  your  work  to 
gc?*for  armament,  if  it  did  not  make  so  many 
of  your  workers  go  from  productive  work 
into  t%Lf-  army,  and  if  it  did  not  hold  so  many 
milliorfs  of  your  people  as  political  prisoners. 

Your  country  is  rich  in  soil,  in  mines,  and 
forests.  Itt^can  give  you  a  good  living.  But 
it  can  do  this  only  if  your  rulers  seek  peace 
and  freedom.’  No  one  outside  of  Russia  can 
change  your  government  for  you  and  make 
it  a  blessing  to  ypu  and  to  other  people. 

We,  the  America^  people,  want  to  help  you. 
We  can  do  so  if  ypu  will  first  help  your¬ 
selves.  The  time  is  short.  Your  rulers  are 
hurrying  you  and  us  toward  useless  senseless 
war.  We  pray  that  this  tragedy  may  be 
prevented. 

We  believe  it  to  be  the  law  of  God  that 
we  can  live  in  peace  and  prosperity  if  We  love 
one  another.  In  this  message  we  are  trying 
to  tell  of  our  love  for  you. 

This  is  the  message  from  us,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people,  to  you,  the  Russian  people, 
sent  through  our  President,  Harry  S. 
Truman. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  to  be  a  single 
shot  message.  It  must  be  broadcast 
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arbund  the  globe.  It  must  be  inces¬ 
santly  drilled  into  the  ears  of  such  lis¬ 
teners  in  Russia  as  can  hear  it.  It  must 
not  merely  go  through  the  iron  curtain 
hy  radio.  It  must  go  over  the  curtain 
by  balloons.  It  must  go  under  the  cur¬ 
tain  by  human  messengers— not  of  sub¬ 
version  but  of  conversion.  Other  ways 
must  be  found,  but  the  message  must  be 
that  of  love.  In  so  being,  it  will  be  a  t 
message  of  truth.  The  technique  of 
spreading  falsehood  was  developed  to  the 
limit  by  Hitler  and  Goebbels  and  now  is 
used  by  the  Politburo.  It  consists  in  the 
insistent  reiteration,  without  pause  and 
for  an  indefinite  period,  of  the  lie  it  is 
desired  to  have  take  on  the  form  and  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  truth.  Is  there  any  rea¬ 
son  why  the  technique  cannot  be  applied 
to  the  implanting,  germination,  and 
growth  of  truth?  I  believe  that  it 
can  be. 

As  I  said,  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a 
one-shot  undertaking.  It  is  one  to  go  on 
day  and  night,  year  after  year,  with  some 
variety  of  method,  with  some  variety  of 
form,  but  with  its  unvarying  message  of 
good  will  for  the  Rusisan  people  and  of 
a  desire  to  work  together  with  them  for 
their  ov/n  and  the  world’s  good,  instead 
of  toward  world  disaster. 

Mr.  President,;  the  book  of  Genesis 
tells  how  Abraham  and  Lot  settled  by 
the  wicked  cities  of  Sodom  and  Gom¬ 
orrah.  According  to  the  old  story,  the 
Lord  found  it  necessary  to  destroy  those 
two  cities  of  the  plain.  And  He  said, 
“Shall  I  hide  from  Abraham  that  thing 
which  I  do?”  So  He  told  Abraham  his 
problem.  And  Abraham  drew  near  and 
said,  “Wilt  thou  also  destroy  the  right¬ 
eous  with  the  wicked?  Peradventure 
there  be  50  righteous  within  the 
city.”  And  the  Lord  said  He  would  spare 
the  city  for  50  righteous.  Then  Abra¬ 
ham  said,  “Peradventure  there  shall  lack 
5  of  the  50  righteous.”  And  Gqd  said 
in  that  case  He  would  spare  $he  city. 
And  Abraham  said,  “Peradventure  there 
shall  be  40  found  there.”  And  God  said 
He  would  spare  the  city  for  40.  Then 
Abraham  bargained  Him  down  to  30, 
then  to  20,  and  finally  to/10,  and  the 
Lord  said  He  would  not  destroy  the  city 
for  ten’s  sake.  Since  there  were  not  10 
righteous  men  within  the  city,  as  the 
old  story  tells  us,  the  city  was  destroyed. 

I  think  we  may  thsbw  this  story  into 
reverse,  Mr.  President,  and  put  it  an¬ 
other  way.  If  there  are  two  righteous 
men  to  be  found  in  the  Western  world, 
perchance  the  Ldrd  will  save  Western 
civilization  and  tnat  part  of  its  life  and  1 
institutions  which  are  based  on  His  law. 

It  is  not  necessary  that  there  be  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  righteous.  It  is  not  ; 
necessary  that  the  throne  of  grace  be  ) 
bombarded  Xvith  hundreds  of  millions  of 
prayers,  ft  is  only  necessary  that  the 
foreign  policies  of  our  country  be  es-  j 
tablshedfand  directed  in  accordance  with 
the  laufe  of  God.  It  is  only  necessary 
that  our  love  and  good  will  by  any  means, 
conventional  or  unconventional,  known  \ 
or  uhknown,  be  poured  upon  the  people 
of  Russia.  He  who  does  so  through  the 
power  and  authority  vested  in  him  will  j 
be  a  righteous  man.  Mr.  President,  if 
me  find  in  the  President  of  the  United 


States  and  in  the  Secretary  of  State  Of 
the  United  States  two  righteous  men  in 
this  sense  of  the  word  “righteous,”  the 
world  can  be  saved.  We  await  the  out- 
cnme.  f  - 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  apropria- 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  voted  a  great  deal  of  money  in  order 
to  keep  the  Marshall  plan  going  for  an¬ 
other  year.  In  my  capacity  as  chairman 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Foreign 
Economic  Cooperation — the  so-called 
“watchdog  committee” — I  have  kept  in 
close  touch  with  Marshall  plan  opera¬ 
tions;  and  during  the  weeks  since  the 
Communist  invasion  of  southern  Korea, 
I  have  given  particular  attention  to  just 
what  the  function  of  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration  should  be  under 
the  conditions  which  confront  us  today. 

It  is  obvious,  Mr.  President,  that 
fundamental  changes  have  taken  place 
since  Congress  made  its  last  evaluation 
of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration  program  in  passing  the  authori¬ 
zation  legislation  this  year.  I  recognize 
that  the  big  problem  is  to  fit  the  ECA 
program  into  our  all-out  defense  effort  in 
cooperation  with  the  countries  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  Until  a  comprehensive  de¬ 
fense  program  has  been  developed,  we 
should  not  try  to  be  too  specific  in 
assigning  responsibilities  to  the  ECA. 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
clear  that  the  ECA  should  immediately 
make  a  new  approach.  The  old  stand¬ 
ards  by  which  it  judged  whether  or  not 
a  request  for  assistance  should  be  granted 
are  no  longer  valid.  From  now  on,  every 
dollar  that  is  spent  should  be  evaluated 
with  a  new  set  of  factors  in  mind. 

The  administrators  of  the  Marshall 
plan  should  keep  constantly  before  them 
the  following  factors: 

First.  The  demands  on  the  United 
States  Treasury  are  much  greater  than 
when  the  Marshall  plan  appropriation 
request  was  originally  submitted  to 
Congress.  Today  we  cannot  afford  to  do 
certain  things  that  we  could  afford  last 
spring. 

Second.  Every  pound  of  steel  or  of 
certain  other  scarce  items  that  is  allo¬ 
cated  to  Europe  under  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  future  will  be  taken  away 
from  rearmament  or  from  the  American 
consumer.  The  American  people  have  a 
right  to  know  that  scarce  materials  will 
not  be  available  to  Europeans  for  uses 
which  would  not  be  approved  here  in  the 
United  States. 

Third.  The  fighting  in  Korea  has  given 
a  new  priority  to  Asiatic  problems  in 
United  States  foreign  policy.  I  do  not 
see  how  we  can  escape  doing  more  for 
Asia  than  we  have  done  in  the  past,  and 
I  do  not  see  how  we  can  afford  to  do 
more  for  Asia  unless  we  do  less  for 
Europe. 

Fourth.  The  defense  objective  which 
has  received  highest  priority  in  our  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  spending  so  far  has  been  de¬ 
fense  against  internal  penetration  by  the 
Communists.  From  now  on,  I  believe 


that  the  ECA  must  give  first  priority  to 
strengthening  western  Europe  against 
external  aggression. 

Fifth.  It  seems  clear  that  ECA  can  no 
longer  be  as  patient  as  it  has  been  in  the 
past  with  countries  which  persist  in 
dragging  their  feet.  Up  to  now,  our  ap¬ 
proach  has  been  that  the  United  States 
was  helping  Europe  to  help  itself. 
Europe  was  primarily  responsible  for  the 
results;  and  although  we  were  prepared 
to  suggest  and  facilitate,  we  have  not 
tried  to  impose  our  will  on  any  partici¬ 
pating  govermnent.  However,  the  situa¬ 
tion  is  different  now.  Today  we  face  an 
emergency.  The  United  States  and  all 
the  countries  in  Europe  are  in  danger. 
Not  a  single  American  dollar  should  be 
spent  in  Europe  unless  the  responsible 
United  States  official  believes  that  the 
expenditure  ft  that  dollar  will  mitigate 
that  danger.  We  cannot  continue  to 
supply  money  to  nations  which  are  not 
wholeheartedly  carrying  forward  the 
program. 

Sixth.  The  goal  of  making  western 
Europe  self-supporting  by  1952  will  have 
to  be  pushed  into  the  background.  We 
are  going  to  distort  our  own  economic 
structure  for  military  purposes.  We  ex¬ 
pect  the  European  recipients  of  our  aid 
to  do  the  same. 

We  must  accept  the  fact  that  this  will 
create  a  problem  of  reconversion  in 
Europe  when  the  crisis  is  over.  We  can¬ 
not,  however,  spend  money  to  make 
Europe  “normal”  while  we  are  spending 
money  here  to  make  the  United  States 
“abnormal.” 

Seventh.  The  unification  of  Europe 
continues  to  be  desirable  and  presum¬ 
ably  will  be  accelerated  by  participation 
in  a  mutual  defense  program.  Never¬ 
theless,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  ECA 
can  finance  projects  for  rebuilding  or 
relocating  industries  primarily  to  ad¬ 
vance  the  integration  of  Europe,  under 
present  circumstances.  It  is  true  that 
greater  industrial  efficiency  in  Europe 
will  facilitate  our  rearmament  pro¬ 
gram,  but  the  problem  is  immediate  and 
it  is  urgent.  We  should  limit  our  ex¬ 
penditures  for  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment  for  European  factories  to  those 
cases  where  a  definite  contribution  can 
be  made  to  meeting  the  present  emer¬ 
gency. 

Let  me  make  it  clear,  Mr.  President, 
that  while  I  have  emphasized  the  point 
that  the  ECA  should  immediately  read¬ 
just  its  sights  and  modify  certain  of  its 
procedures,  I  recognize  that  many  of 
the  operations  now  being  carried  on  by 
the  ECA  are  essential  to  our  defense  ef¬ 
fort  and  should  continue.  We  must  ac¬ 
knowledge  the  fact  that  a  few  of  the 
Marshall  plan  countries  are  still  in  a 
very  weak  and  uncertain  situation. 
They  are  not  in  a  position  to  do  very 
much  to  defend  themselves,  let  alone 
aid  in  the  defense  of  their  neighbors  or 
contribute  to  the  arms  program  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  nevertheless  in  our 
interest  to  keep  these  weak  countries 
from  falling  under  Soviet  domination, 
and  we  must  consequently  help  to  feed 
them  and  to  provide  employment  for 
their  people,  in  order  that  internal  un¬ 
rest  may  not  undermine  their  present 
governments. 
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I  want  to  point  out  that  in  the 
strongest  of  the  Marshall  plan  countries 
we  expect  the  greatest  contribution  to 
our  mutual  defense,  and  that  in  order 
for  them  to  divert  a  substantial  propor¬ 
tion  of  their  manpower  and  industrial 
resources  to  military  use,  their  ability 
to  manufacture  for  export  and  to  pro¬ 
duce  essentials  for  their  consumers  may 
be  seriously  impaired.  It  will  be  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  rearmament  effort  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  we  give  necessary 
financial  aid. 

Let  me  express  the  hope  that  none  of 
'"the  productive  resources  of  western 
Europe  will  be  allowed  to  remain  idle 
or  devoted  to  nonessential  production 
while  American  industry  is  overburdened 
and  American  consumers  are  unable  to 
obtain  articles  which  they  require.  My 
observation  of  Europe  convinces  me  that 
there  are  numerous  factories  there  with 
precision  equipment  and  highly  skilled 
labor  which  can  manufacture  certain 
types  of  weapons  and  other  armament 
for  the  United  States  Army,  and  that 
there  are  many  things  which  European 
industry  can  supply  to  American  con¬ 
sumers  to  replace  in  part  the  production 
which  is  lost  here  as  a  result  of  the  con¬ 
version  of  some  of  our  major  plants  to 
the  turning  out  of  military  equipment. 
I  urge  that  an  all-out  effort  be  made  in 
this  direction,  and  I  believe  that  the 
ECA  is  better  organized  and  equipped  to 
inaugurate  a  program  of  this  kind  than 
any  other  agency. 

I  think  it  is  clear  that  we  want  to 
keep  the  ECA  in  business,  but  that  the 
ECA  now  has  a  different  job  to  do  from 
what  it  had  before.  I  should  like  to 
make  this  further  point:  The  ECA  has 
not,  so  far,  in  supplying  food,  materials, 
or  machinery  to  Europe,  considered  such 
factors  as  the  will  and  ability  to  fight 
in  the  receiving  country,  the  contribu¬ 
tion  the  receiving  country  can  make  to 
defense  against  communism,  and  the 
ability  of  the  receiving  country  to  sup¬ 
ply  products  to  the  United  States.  It 
is  essential  that  the  ECA  should  not 
spend  money  in  the  future  without  tak¬ 
ing  these  new  considerations  into  ac¬ 
count.  Under  present  conditions  we 
cannot  afford  to  finance  a  country  merely 
because  its  standard  of  living  is  low,  its 
factories  inefficient,  or  its  budget  un¬ 
balanced.  We  should  use  American 
dollars  to  raise  a  country’s  living  stand¬ 
ard  if  it  is  necessary  to  prevent  a  Com¬ 
munist  uprising,  or  if  a  country  shows 
promise  of  being  a  fighting  ally.  We 
can  spend  American  dollars  to  make 
factories  more  efficient  and  to  balance 
budgets  oiily  when  such  action  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  defense  effort. 

It  has  not  been  the  function  of  the 
ECA  to  evaluate  the  fighting  ability  or 
the  defense  role  of  the'  various  countries 
of  western  Europe.  I  am  greatly  con¬ 
cerned  lest  a  portion  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  which  we  have  voted  be  wasted 
through  sheer  bureaucratic  inertia.  ECA 
has  certain  standards  and  procedures 
now  in  effect.  I  am  afraid  that  during 
the  next  2  or  3  months,  while  our  com¬ 
prehensive  program  for  rearming  and 
defending  the  free  world  is  taking  shape, 
the  ECA  will  continue  to  operate  in  the 
old  way. 


I  believe  that  the  interests  of  the 
American  taxpayer  would  be  better  pro¬ 
tected  if  the  ECA  were  at  once  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  making  of  expenditures  in  cer¬ 
tain  categories,  pending  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  new  rules  and  their  coordination 
with  our  military  authorities.  This  is 
particularly  true  of  machinery  and 
equipment  and  industrial  materials. 
The  ECA  as  yet  has  taken  no  action  of 
this  nature,  and  I  note  that  only  last 
week  the  ECA  authorized  Belgium  to 
purchase  $5,000,000  worth  of  automo¬ 
biles,  procurement  to  be  made  any  time 
before  December  31  of  this  year.  I  am 
not  sure  that,  when  the  part  Belgium  is 
to  play  in  the  defense  program  and  the 
extent  to  which  the  United  States  auto 
industry  is  to  be  converted  to  war  pro¬ 
duction  are  determined,  we  can  regard 
this  money  as  well  spent. 

Mr.  President,  I  supported  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee’s  recommendations. 
I  did  it  with  misgivings,  because  the 
situation  has  changed  greatly  since  the 
committee  made  its  recommendations, 
and  now,  as  of  today,  we  intend  that  the 
ECA  shall  not  spend  the  money  as  con¬ 
templated  in  the  program  submitted  in 
justification  of  the  appropriation  re¬ 
quest.  I  hope  that  the  ECA  will  inter¬ 
rupt  the  flow  of  its  expenditures,  except 
in  the  clearest  cases,  until  the  course  it 
should  follow  in  the  future  is  better 
defined. 

In  spite  of  these  misgivings  it  is  de¬ 
sirable  that  the  Marshall  plan  should 
continue  its  essential  functions. 

I  can  assure  you,  Mr.  President,  that 
as  chairman  of  the  watchdog  committee 
I  shall  give  my  continued  attention  to 
this  situation,  and  that  if  ECA  money  is 
not  being  utilized  for  advancing  our  new 
program  for  Europe,  I  shall  call  the 
matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  oppose  the  amendment  of  my  good 
friend  and  colleague,  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey.  He  and  I  have  both 
been  supporters  of  the  ECA  from  its  in¬ 
ception,  in  principle  and  in  practice.  I 
cannot,  however,  in  view  of  the  present 
situation,  agree  with  him  when  he  seeks 
to  omit  from  the  so-called  Bridges 
amendment  the  amount  appropriated  for 
the  ECA  for  the  current  year. 

I  voted  for  the  Hayden  amendment 
which  restored  the  10  percent  cut  made 
from  the  ECA  authorization  and  put  the 
ECA  appropriation  in  the  same  position 
as  the  other  appropriations  that  are  af¬ 
fected  by  the  Bridges  amendment.  In 
other  words  the  ECA  appropriation  at  the 
present  time  is  the  amount  actually  voted 
by  the  committee  without  any  percentage 
cut.  This  puts  it  in  exactly  the  same  po¬ 
sition  as  the  other  items  that  are  to  be 
cut  by  10  percent  if  the  Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted. 

The  Bridges  amendment  becomes  vital 
to  our  economy  when  we  think  of  the 
additional  requests  for  appropriations 
submitted  by  the  President  since  this  bill 
which  has  been  under  debate  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  was  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations.  These  re¬ 
quests  have  come  largely  because  of  the 
fighting  in  Korea. 

I  know,  though  I  do  not  for  1  minute 
consider  that  I  know  of  them  all,  of  sup¬ 
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plemental  requests  totaling  aoproxi- 
mately  $16,640,000,000.  This  total  in¬ 
cludes  $10,500,000,000  for  the  Department 
of  Defense,  $4,000,000,000  for  military  aid 
to  Europe,  $260,000,000  for  atomic  energy, 
$600,000,000  for  stockpiling,  $89,000,- 
000  for  the  Voice  of  America,  $46,- 
000,000  for  the  Post  Office  Department 
deficit,  and  $950,000,000  for  additional 
planes  for  the  Navy. 

I  was  told  this  morning,  that  there 
have  been  some  20  separate  supplemental 
requests  submitted  by  the  President. 

Merely  reading  these  huge  amounts 
tells  more  clearly  than  any  words  can 
possibly  do  the  immediate  necessity  for 
large  appropriations  by  the  Congress  for 
the  security  of  our  country,  our  citizens, 
and  our  loved  ones  at  home. 

I  have  always  voted  for  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  appropriations  for  ECA  because 
I  have  been  confident  that  expenditures 
for  ECA  helped  to  give  our  country  great¬ 
er  security  and  would  lead  to  a  more 
peaceful  world.  While  I  still  realize  the 
great  benefits  that  have  accrued  and 
which  I  hope  will  continue  to  accrue 
from  ECA,  I  am  thinking  too  of  air  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  problem  of  peace  in  the  world 
and  of  our  own  security.  We  are  faced 
now  with  the  -need  for  tremendous  in¬ 
creases,  immediate  increases,  in  our  mili¬ 
tary  strength  and  in  the  armed  resources 
of  the  countries  friendly  with  us,  and 
our  first  endeavor  must  be  in  that  direc¬ 
tion. 

Many  of  the  countries  that  have  been 
receiving  aid  from  the  ECA  must  give 
greater  attention  to  their  defense  bud¬ 
gets.  It  is  in  line  with  that  that  we  are 
increasing  the  military  assistance  pro¬ 
gram  from  $1,200,000,000  to  $5,200,000,- 
000.  Thus,  where  the  Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  will  cut  the  ECA  appropriation  and 
narrow  our  assistance  to  those  countries 
in  the  amount  of  approximately  two 
hundred  and  fifty  million  dollars,  we  will 
contribute  to  those  countries  a  large  part 
of  the  total  of  $5,200,000  for  military  aid. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
Bridges  amendment  and  support  it  as  it 
is  now  written.  The  expenditures  of  our 
Government  must  be  made  on  a  basis  of 
service  to  our  people.  The  greatest  serv¬ 
ice  that  we  can  render  to  our  people  is 
to  protect  them,  as  never  before,  from 
both  external  and  internal  enemies. 

If  there  must  be  any  sacrifice  of  serv¬ 
ices  to  our  people,  that  sacrifice  must  be 
made  in  those  expenditures  that  do  not 
deal  directly  with  our  security.  Where 
there  are  two  expenditures  being  made 
for  security  and  our  economy  cannot 
meet  both  demands  in  full,  then  priority 
must  clearly  be  given  to  defense  security. 
At  this  moment,  in  August  1950,  there  is 
no  question  in  my  mind  that  priorities 
must  go  to  the  providing  of  arms  for  the 
protection  of  our  own  citizens  and  for 
those  of  friendly  nations.  We  must  sup¬ 
port  to  the  very  limit  the  boys  on  the 
fighting  front. 

The  armed  strength  of  our  country  to¬ 
day  and  that  of  the  nations  friendly  to 
us  is  what  the  forces  hostile  to  us  and  to 
freedom  understand  most  clearly.  I 
quote  from  an  article  in  today’s  Wash¬ 
ington  Post  which  in  turn  quotes  from 
an  article  that  just  appeared  in  the  mag- 
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azine,  Bolshevik,  an  article  written  by 
Premier  Stalin.  It  reads: 

On  the  basis  of  a  study  of  the  world  situa¬ 
tion  in  our  time,  when  the  Soviet  Marxist 
revolution  occurs  in  only  one  country  and 
capitalism  reigns  in  all  other  countries,  then 
the  country  where  the  revolution  triumphed 
must  not  weaken  but  must  do  its  utmost  to 
strengthen  its  state,  its  state  organs,  its  in¬ 
telligence  organs,  and  the  army — if  this 
country  does  not  want  to  be  crushed  by  capi¬ 
talist  encirclement. 

Stalin  also  predicted  that  all  languages 
will  be  fused  into  one  language,  “when 
socialism  has  won  its  world-wide  victory 
and  imperialism  and  national  animosi¬ 
ties  have  disappeared.” 

For  all  these  reasons  I  hope  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  will  be  defeated  and  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  will  be  adopted  without  any 
amendment  that  will  reduce  the  extent 
by  which  it  cuts  the  appropriation  bill 
in  the  amount  of  approximately  seven 
hundred  and  fifty  million  dollars. 

The  continuing  studies  which  I  have 
made  of  the  pending  appropriations  bill 
bring  home  to  me  the  fact  that  we  are 
endeavoring  to  carry  two  buckets  of 
water,  one  being  labeled  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  activities;  the  other,  normal 
peacetime  civilian  activities.  When 
both  pails  are  full,  they  are  too  heavy 
for  us  to  carry.  Let  me  repeat  that  I 
have  always  supported  the  principle  of 
ECA.  I  shall  continue  to  support  ECA, 
both  in  principle  and  in  practice;  but 
we  have  clearly  reached  a  period  when 
first  things  must  come  first.  The  first 
things  today  are  the  appropriations  for 
our  own  Armed  Forces  and  for  the  armed 
forces  of  the  friendly  nations  through¬ 
out  the  world  to  whom  we  wish  to  give 
military  assistance.  The  fact  that  $16,- 
640,000,000  has  been  requested  of  the 
Congress  since  the  bill  was  considered 
by  the  committee  has  made  me  feel  that 
military  matters  must  come  first,  and 
that  the  ECA  appropriation  can  be  cut 
by  the  amount  suggested  without  hurt¬ 
ing  its  principle  or  its  practice. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  business  ability  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  but  what  disturbs 
me  about  the  matter  is  that  last  year  we 
provided  in  cash  for  the  Marshall  plan 
$3,778,000,000.  With  this  proposed  cut 
it  would  mean  an  appropriation  of 
$2,105,000,000,  as  I  figure  it— — 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  should 
not  forget  to  add  the  carry-over. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  carry-over, 
whether  we  count  it  one  way  or  the 
other,  is  not  going  to  be  available,  be¬ 
cause  the  carry-over  was  or  last  June, 
and  we  are  now  in  the  month  of  August. 
If  there  ever  was  any  carry-over,  it  has 
been  used  up. 

What  I  am  trying  to  point  out  is  that 
the  testimony  of  the  Administrator  was 
that  $600,000,000  of  the  appropriation  is 
earmarked  for  the  European  payments 
union.  The  Administrator  testified  be¬ 
fore  the  committee,  under  questioning 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Fer¬ 
guson  1,  that  if  it  were  not  used  for  that 
purpose  it  would  not  be  used  at  all,  but 


would  remain  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  This  project  is  entirely 
new  this  year.  It  is  being  undertaken 
for  the  first  time.  It  is  being  undertaken 
with  the  idea  of  breaking  down  trade 
barriers,  reducing  quotas,  and  other  im¬ 
pediments  to  commerce.  The  $600,000,- 
000  has  been  earmarked  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  That  leaves  for  the  former  pur¬ 
poses  of  ECA  only  $1,505,000,000  which, 
as  I  see  it,  would  be  a  reduction  of 
$2,273,000,000  of  what  was  spent  for  this 
purpose  last  year.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  work  can  be  carried  on  for  that  small 
sum  of  money. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  First  let  me  say 
that  I  appreciate  very  much  the  opening 
sentence  of  the  Senator’s  statement.  I 
hold  the  Senator’s  knowledge  of  finan¬ 
cial  matters  in  very  high  esteem.  As  I 
see  it,  the  figures  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  are  incorrect  by  $100,000,000.  I 
believe  the  appropriation  is  for  $2,450,- 
000,000.  , 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  is  correct.  That 
is  the  figure  we  are  asked  to  cut  10  per¬ 
cent. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Hayden 
amendment  restored  the  appropriation 
the  amount  at  first  recommended  by  the 
committee,  of  $2,450,000,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  we  took  off  10 
percent,  or  $245,000,000,  there  would  be 
left  $2,205,000,000.  I  believe  the  Senator 
said  $2,105,000,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  believe  the  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  we  add  to 
that  amount  the  carry-over  of  $276,- 
000,000  we  have  approximately  two  and 
one-half  billion  dollars  for  ECA.  Six 
hundred  million  dollars  would  be  used  to 
supply  a  dollar  deficit  in  the  currency 
union.  What  appealed  to  me  enormous¬ 
ly  in  this  situation  was  that,  outside  of 
military  purposes  of  our  own,  and  the 
increase  in  the  national  budget  of  $16,- 
640,000,000 — and  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
will  agree  that  it  will  be  much  more  than 
that  before  very  long — remember  the 
original  MAP  or  military  assistance  pro¬ 
gram,  which  was  $1,200,000,000  and  is 
now  going  to  be  $5,200,000,000.  It  would 
at  least  in  part  help  the  economy  of  the 
participating  countries.  It  would  em¬ 
ploy  people.  It  would  not  employ  people 
profitably,  to  be  sure,  but  it  would  em¬ 
ploy  some  people,  and  it  would  go  to  in¬ 
crease  production,  the  building  of  fac¬ 
tories,  and  so  forth,  for  unfortunate 
purposes,  I  agree,  but  it  would  employ 
people.  That  is  the  one  thing  that  in¬ 
terests  me. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  point  that  I 
should  like  to  make  is  that  when  Euro¬ 
peans  are  employed  in  a  munitions  plant 
making  guns  or  munitions,  while  they 
draw  wages  and  are  better  satisfied,  yet, 
they  are  not  adding  ultimately  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  they  are  employed  in  construc¬ 
tive  enterprises  such  as  improving  port 
facilities,  or  building  roads  or  hydroelec¬ 
tric  plants,  they  are  adding  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country  and  to  its  ability 
to  better  defend  itself  in  case  of  war. 
Its  economic  base  is  that  much  broader. 
■What  I  am  fearful  of  is  that  the  squeeze 
that  we  would  be  putting  on,  when  we 


consider  that  last  year  we  expended 
$3,778,000,000,  and  this  year  we  will  be 
expending  only  $1,605,000,000  for  the 
same  purposes,  would  have  a  detrimen¬ 
tal  effect. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  think  I  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  May  I  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  yield  so  that  I  may  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Frear  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
answer  the  Senator  from  Arizona;  then 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan.  I  think  one 
answer  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is 
that  we  are  appropriating  this  year,  be¬ 
fore  conditions  changed  because  of  the 
Korean  conflict,  about  $13,500,000,000 
for  military  purposes  out  of  appropria¬ 
tions  of  about  $34,000,000,000  which  does 
not  include  around  six  billion  service  on 
our  debt.  That  is  nearly  one-third  of 
the  budget.  I  am  not  sure  of  my  figures, 
but  I  thihk  they  are  not  far  off.  That  is 
a  higher  percentage  than  any  partici¬ 
pating  countries,  even  England,  France, 
or  Belgium  have  spent  for  such  purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  reason  for  that 
is  that  we  are  better  able  to  afford  it, 
because  we  have  a  broader  economic 
base  in  America  and  a  sounder  economy. 
That  is  why  we  can  afford  to  or  have 
been  able  to  spend  as  much  as  $13,000,- 
000,000  for  military  purposes.  We  have 
a  greater  national  income.  We  have 
better  social  conditions.  Those  factors 
enable  us  to  do  it.  My  conception  from 
the  start  has  always  been  that  what  we 
did  in  Europe  under  the  Marshall  plan 
v/as  done  primarily  for  our  own  national 
defense. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  entirely.  That  is  the  only  justi¬ 
fication.  We  are  working  on  two  things. 
We  are  working  for  our  national  security 
by  providing  appropriations  for  ECA 
and  we  are  working  for  military  defense 
by  MAP.  When  we  are  working  in  two 
ways  for  our  own  national  security,  and 
we  reach  the  point  where  we  cannot  do 
all  of  it,  we  must  decide  which  comes 
first. 

I  have  reached  my  decision  on  this 
question  with  great  reluctance,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  view  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  requests  for  enormous  appropria¬ 
tions  coming  to  Congress  and  in  view  of 
the  all  we  must  do  to  further  world  se¬ 
curity  and  international  peace  by  stimu¬ 
lating  with  our  assistance  military  de¬ 
fense  on  the  part  of  the  other  nations, 
we  must  ask  them,  when  we  increase 
their  military  defense  through  MAP, 
that  they  must  let  us  cut  down  a  little 
on  ECA. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  it  were  only  a  small 
reduction  that  would  be  one  thing,  but 
we  would  be  going  from  $3,778,000,000, 
which  we  spent  during  last  fiscal  year, 
to  $1,605,000,000  this  year. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  do  not  think 
the  Senator  is  quite  fair  in  this  con¬ 
sideration  when  he  fails  to  include  the 
$300,000,000  for  the  currency  stabiliza¬ 
tion  fund. 
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Mr.  KAYDEN.  To  my  mind  the  $600,- 
000,000  constitutes  the  most  valuable 
part  of  the  program. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  it  is  not  for  the 
things  we  have  been  doing  heretofore. 
The  things  we  have  been  doing  hereto¬ 
fore  have  been  to  build  up  the  basic  econ¬ 
omy  of  those  countries,  and  I  do  not 
think  would  be  in  the  interest  of  our  na¬ 
tional  security  to  withdraw  from  that 
field. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Of  course  a  cer¬ 
tain  amount  of  it  would  still  be  used  for 
the  building  of  roads  and  power  dams. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Based  on  whatever 
business  judgment  I  have,  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  we  will  be  putting  suffi¬ 
cient  money  in  this  program  if  we  were 
to  reduce  the  appropriation  by  the  addi¬ 
tional  amount  now  proposed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  regret  that  I 
must  disagree  with  my  friend  from  Ari¬ 
zona,  because  I  usually  do  agree  with 
him. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Tire  Senator  from 
Arizona  will  recall  that  when  we  started 
the  ECA  program  it  was  with  the  under¬ 
standing  it  would  be  completed  entirely 
in  1952.  The  prophecy  was  that  every 
year  would,  see  a  reduction.  It  is  be¬ 
cause  of  that  understanding  that  we 
have  reduced  it  from  $3,000,000,000,  to 
$2,000,090,000,  approximately,  or  almost 
a  billion  dollars.  It  is  Mr.  Hoffman’s 
word  that  next  year  it  will  be  reduced 
further.  Tfte  Senator  could  come  in  at 
that  time  -&nd  say,  “Well,  how  can  it  be 
reduced  this  year?” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No.  I  am  simply  ar¬ 
guing  about  the  proportion  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  reduction.  During  the  first  year 
we  spent  $6,074,000,000.  During  the  sec¬ 
ond  year  we  spent  $3,378,000,000.  This 
year  we  propose  to  provide  $2,450,000,000. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  was  the  plan. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  it  is  a  sound 
plan.  I  think  a  reduction  of  more  than 
a  billion  dollars  in  1  year  is  enough  from 
a  sound  business  point  of  view. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
say  only  one  more  thing  before  I  yield 
the  floor.  I  simply  say  to  my  good  friend 
from  Arizona  that  with  the  substance  of 
what  he  said  I  am  entirely  in  accord. 
Putting  it  on  a  business  basis  of  a  citizen 
thinking  of  security,  we  must  decide  on 
a  priority  basis  how  our  money  can  best 
be  spent. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  said  what  I  have 
said,  and  taken  the  position  I  have  as¬ 
sumed,  since  I  went  over  last  night  the 
additional  presidential  requests,  which 
now  aggregate  $16,640,000,000,  or  about 
half  again  as  much  as  we  are  asked  to 
appropriate  in  the  bill  we  are  discussing. 
I  felt  that  the  money  could  be  better  ex¬ 
pended  in  the  way  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  notice  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  gives  con¬ 
sideration  to  approximately  a  quarter  of 
a  billion  dollars  carry-over  from  last 
year’s  funds  in  estimating  the  amount 


available  for  expenditure  for  the  ECA 
this  year.  However,  is  it  possible  so  to 
plan  the  work  that  the  amount  will  be 
completely  used  up  at  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year?  If  we  anticipate  a  carry¬ 
over  next  year  of  possibly  similar  propor¬ 
tions,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  we 
should  then  include  the  carry-over  in 
the  amount  available  for  expenditure 
this  year.  — 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
$600,000,000  is  included  in  this  appro¬ 
priation,  as  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
so  well  brought  out,  which  is  to  be  set 
aside  to  support  the  Currency  Union. 
If  the  Currency  Union  supports  itself 
and  does  not  run  into  dollar  deficits,  or 
does  not  need  bolstering,  that  $600,- 
000,000  will  be  held  in  the  Treasury,  and 
will  be  available  again  next  year. 

How  much  of  a  carry-over  there  will 
be  it  is  impossible  to  estimate.  Natu¬ 
rally,  if  we  cut  the  amount  down,  there 
probably  will  be  less  of  a  carry-over, 
but  we  will  be  in  a  better  position  to 
know  next  year  how  the  ECA  is  going 
along,  and  how  peaceful  the  world 
may  be. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Could  we  not  normally 
expect  that  the  reduction  in  the  carry¬ 
over  would  correspond,  roughly,  with  the 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  made  this  year? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  do  not  think 
we  could — though  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  may  not  agree  with  me — be¬ 
cause  the  ECA  Administration  has 
planned,  naturally,  somewhat  tenta¬ 
tively,  and  not  accurately  as  to  the 
amount.  They  cannot  figure  accurately 
just  what  they  are  going  to  do.  The 
ECA  is  very  well  managed  by  Mr.  Hoff¬ 
man,  Mr.  Foster,  and  their  associates, 
and  they  have  saved  money,  represented 
by  the  carry-over,  and  are  willing  to 
take  the  cut  in  the  original  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  we  afl  making  a  cut.  When 
they  agreed  to  take  the  cut,  they  had  no 
more  anticipation  than  did  the  Senator 
and  I  of  the  situation  in  Korea,  and  the 
immense  increases  in  appropriations  to 
be  asked  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  However,  is  it  not  true 
that  under  the  ECA  program,  if  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  countries  do  make  the  recovery 
expected,  through  the  production  of 
armaments,  or  by  any  other  means,  the 
Administrator  could  then  reduce  the 
amount  of  spending  under  the  civilian 
recovery  program? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Unquestionably 
he  could;  but  as  I  see  it,  we  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  have  a  responsibility  to  exercise 
our  best  judgment  possible  on  the  esti¬ 
mates  submitted  to  us  by  the  Preident, 
and  when  we  have  to  determine  the 
priorities  where  our  money  is  going,  we 
have  to  take  some  responsibility  in  mak¬ 
ing  a  cut. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  any  idea  of  what  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  an  additional  reduction  might  be 
on  the  morale  of  the  people  of  the 
western  European  countries,  who  un¬ 
doubtedly  do  not  want  war  and  would 
rather  make  their  living  by  some  means 
other  than  war,  if  it  were  indicated  by 
the  reduction  that  they  themselves  were 
expected  to  get  into  war?  Has  the  Sen¬ 
ator  any  estimate  as  to  the  effect  on  the 


thinking  of  the  people  of  western 
Europe  of  spending,  let  us  say,  this  ad¬ 
ditional  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars,  to 
help  them  restore  a  better  living  for 
themselves  permanently,  contrasted  with 
the  effect  of  spending  a  quarter  of  a  bil¬ 
lion  dollars  paid  to  them  to  produce  war 
materials,  which  would  conceivably,  in 
the  long  run,  bring  them  into  the  war  it¬ 
self?  I  am  not  saying  that  we  should  not 
take  steps  against  the  contingency  of  war 
in  western  Europe;  I  am  merely  wonder¬ 
ing  what  the  effect  of  the  proposed  cut 
would  be  upon  the  morale  and  the 
spiritual  condition  of  the  people  of 
western  Europe. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  the  Senator 
is  correct  in  his  implication,  if  that  ques¬ 
tion  is  answered  affirmatively,  and  it 
would  lower  their  morale,  then  we  should 
not  consider  sending  them  all  the  $4,- 
009,000,00,0  additional  MAP  assistance. 
In  other  words,  must  we  not,  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  our  own  security,  and  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  protecting  the  lives  of  our  own 
boys,  who  are  now  fighting  and  dying 
in  Korea,  emplasize  the  fact  that  we  ex¬ 
pect  the  participating  countries  whom 
we  have  been  assisting  to  engage  more 
extensively  in  the  production  of  what  is 
needed? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct  about  that,  but  I  do  not  think 
we  should  lose  sight  of  the  fact,  or  that 
they  should  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
our  primary  purpose  in  going  into 
Europe  with  the  ECA  was  to  restore  the 
people  there  to  a  respectable  standard 
of  living  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  And  it  is  the  hope  of  all 
of  us  that  it  may  be  permanently  main¬ 
tained  under  peaceful  conditions. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  is  the  wish¬ 
ful  prayer  of  all  of  us. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  that  in  the 
over-all  picture  the  $250,000,000  which  it 
is  proposed  to  cut  from  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram  might  pay  good  dividends  if  left 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  judgment,  and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  and  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  could  answer  only  at  the  end 
of  the  next  fiscal  year  as  to  which  is 
right.  I  should  like  to  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Vermont,  and  I  should  like 
to  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
but  when  I  think  of  all  the  things  we 
must  do,  and  all  the  responsibilities,  I 
feel  there  are  other  things  which  come 
ahead  of  the  items  proposed  to  be  cut 
which  will  make  it  possible  and  wise  and 
practicable  to  make  this  10-percent  cut 
effective. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  me 
with  respect  to  the  unexpended-balance 
question? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL*-  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  As  I  recollect  the  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  committee,  it  was  shown 
that  the  unexpended  balance  was  in 
large  measure  due  to  the  fact  that  in 
estimating  the  cost  of  supplies  which 
were  to  be  purchased  the  estimates  were 
liberal,  but  actually  the  costs  were  not 
so  great  as  was  anticipated,  and  per- 
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haps  the  quantities  were  not  so  great. 

I  am  sure  that  with  respect  to  the  costs 
they  were  estimated  liberally,  and  actu¬ 
ally  they  were  not  so  high,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  ECA  did  not  have  to  spend  as 
much  money  in  the  United  States  in  the 
purchase  of  the  supplies  as  had  been 
anticipated. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Did  hot  the  re¬ 
duction  in  the  value  of  the  pound  have 
something  to  do  with  it  as  well?  I  am 
not  sure.  » 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  may  be.  We 
now  face  the  fact  that  this  year  what¬ 
ever  is  to  be  bought  in  the  United  States 
will  be  bought  on  an  advancing  market, 
and  the  appropriation  has  to  be  higher. 
The  money  will  not  go  so  far.  I  believe 
we  have  testimony  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  same  quantity  were  purchased  this 
year  as  last  year  the  amount  spent  would 
be  $300,000,000  more.  So  we  have  two 
factors,  one  a  substantial  cut  in  the 
amount  of  money,  a  quarter  of  a  billion 
dollars,  and  then  we  have  another  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  billion  in  increased  prices.  So 
that  really  the  ECA  Administration  is 
going  to  be  half  a  million  dollars  short 
if  it  does  what  it  wanted  to  do  a  year 
ago. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Their  prices  will 
not  go  up  a  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars, 
and  I  think  the  Senator  should  include 
the  additional  amounts  we  are  providing 
under  the  MAP  program,  which  is  a 
fourfold  increase  of  the  amount  provided 
last  year  and  of  what  we  planned  to 
do  this  year.  A  substantial  percent¬ 
age  of  that  sum  will  immediately  be 
expended  on  the  employment  of  in¬ 
dividuals,  whether  it  is  good  or  bad 
employment,  in  the  countries  affected. 

I  yield  the  floor. 

HOW  FORTUNES  ARE  MADE  IN  “WAR 

BABY”  STOCKS  —  ADVERTISEMENT 

FROM  THE  WASHINGTON  POST 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  on 
last  Sunday  morning  there  appeared  in 
the  press  throughout  the  United  States 
a  story  which  saddened  and  disturbed 
all  loyal  Americans  and  which,  I  am 
sure,  brought  great  grief  and  sorrow  to 
the  loved  ones  of  men  who  are  so  hero¬ 
ically  fighting  in  Korea  to  stem  the  tide 
of  the  Communist  advance.  I  refer  to 
the  story  of  Lt.  Gen.  Walton  H.  Walker 
when  he  issued  a  dramatic  stand-or-die 
order  to  his  outnumbered,  hard-pressed 
American  soldiers. 

We  read  that  General  Walker  firmly 
ruled  out  any  thought  of  surrender  or 
evacuation.  The  general  said,  at  that 
time,  there  could  be  no  hope  of  a  Dun¬ 
kerque,  that  mass  evacuation  by  sea 
would  be  impossible. 

It  was  hard  to  conceive,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  on  that  beautiful  Sunday  in  this 
country  where  millions  were  seeking 
their  recreation  and  pleasure  as  usual, 
that  the  youth  of  this  Nation  was  again 
spilling  their  blood  in  the  far-distant 
reaches  of  the  Pacific. 

As  I  continued  to  read  my  newspaper 
my  feeling  turned  from  one  of  sadness 
and  deep  concern  to  one  of  anger  and 
chagrin  when  I  read  on  the  financial 
page  a  headline  of  an  advertisement 
which  read:  “How  Fortunes  Are  Made 
in  ‘War  Baby’  Stocks.”  That  was  the 
headline,  Mr.  President. 


I  read  on  in  that  advertisement  and  I 
could  not  believe  that  American  busi¬ 
ness  or  American  financial  interests 
could  be  indulging  in  that  which  I  read. 
But  let  me  read  on : 

In  other  wars,  favorably  situated^  compa¬ 
nies  with  large  military  orders  showered 
amazing  profits  on  well-informed  investors. 
Now,  new  billions  of  dollars  will  be  spent 
on  recently  invented  secret  weapons,  protec¬ 
tive  and  offensive  gadgets,  antisubmarine 
devices,  tanks,  guns,  etc.  Again,  some  in¬ 
vestors  with  courage  and  a  few  hundred 
dollars  will  buy  the  right  war-boom  stocks 
and  become  independently  wealthy. 

I  remind  you  again,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  language  which  I  have  just  read 
from  this  advertisement  appeared  in  the 
same  newspaper  as  did  the  report  of  the 
order  to  American  soldiers  to  stand  or 
die. 

Let  me  read  on: 

Will  history  repeat  itself  as  little-known 
bargain-priced  “war  babies”  leap  into  promi¬ 
nence  with  perpendicular  advances?  Four¬ 
teen  “war  baby”  stocks  picked  by  famous  ex¬ 
perts  to  bring  you  riches. 

They  further  say: 

The  experts  say  this  period  is  just  begin¬ 
ning.  It  is  then  you  need  this  pooled  advice 
to  take  full  advantage  of  money-making  op¬ 
portunities. 

♦ 

I  shall  not  read  all  of  the  advertise¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President,  for  it  is  all  in  the 
same  tone.  But  I  shall  offer  it  for  in¬ 
section  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  advertisement  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  adver¬ 
tisement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  30,  1950] 

How  Fortunes  Are  Made  in  “War  Baby” 
Stocks* 

In  other  wars  favorably  situated  companies 
with  large  military  orders  Showered  amazing 
profits  on  well-informed  investors.  Now, 
new  billions  of  dollars  will  be  spent  on  re¬ 
cently  invented  secret  weapons,  protective 
and  offensive  gadgets,  antisubmarine  devices, 
tanks,  guns,  etc.  Again,  some  investors  with 
courage  and  a  few  hundred  dollars  will  buy 
the  right  war-boom  stocks  and  become  inde¬ 
pendently  wealthy. 

DO  GOLD  STOCKS  NOW  OFFER  QUICKER  WEALTH¬ 
MAKING  OPPORTUNITIES  THAN  STEELS,  COP¬ 
PERS,  ALUMINUMS,  ELECTRONICS,  OR  AIR¬ 
CRAFTS? 

Which  companies  can  change  over  to  war 
production  fastest  and  with  least  expense? 
Will  the  1950  “war  baby”  stocks  be  low-priced 
rails  with  enormous  war-materials  traffic? 
Will  history  repeat  itself  as  little-known 
bargain-priced  “war  babies”  leap  into  prom¬ 
inence  with  perpendicular  advances? 

FOURTEEN  “WAR  BABY”  STOCKS  PICKED  BY 
FAMOUS  EXPERTS  TO  BRING  YOU  RICHES 

The  leading  advisory  analytical  staffs  of 
America  combed  over  thousands  of  stocks 
and  applied  modern  standards  of  appraisal 
to  find  today’s  big  “war  baby”  money  makers. 
The  14  most-favored  stocks  of  these  foremost 
experts  (who  are  usually  correct)  are  tabu¬ 
lated  in  our  exciting  reports— now  ready  for 
you.  Get  it  at  once.  If  you  hold  listless  or 
weak  issues,  this  report  will  point  out  profit¬ 
making  exchanges  into  Issues  ready  for  tre¬ 
mendous  moves.  The  experts  say  this  period 


‘Every  speculator  should  have  a  backlog — 
a  savings  account  and  adequate  life  insur¬ 
ance.  He  should  buy  United  States  savings 
bonds  regularly. 


is  Just  beginning.  It  is  then  you  need  this 
pooled  advice  to  take  full  advantage  of 
money-making  opportunities.  If  you  know 
what  the  leading  experts  recommend,  you 
have  in  your  possession  the  opinion  of  all  the 
major  specialists  whose  life  work  is  invest¬ 
ment  counsel.  How  often,  after  depending 
on  one  expert’s  advice,  have  you  wished  you 
knew  what  the  others  were  advising? 

VALUABLE  INFORMATION  ONLY  SI 

Quick — send  $1  for  this  fortune-building 
report  on  today’s  new  opportunities — 14  “war 
baby”  stocks  picked  by  the  experts.  Free: 
4-week  trial  subscription  covers  proflt-mak- 
ng  and  profit-saving  aids  and  buy,  hold,  and 
sell  consensus.  Fill  out,  clip,  and  mail 
coupon. 

Duval’s  Consensus,  Inc.,  Department  T-126, 
41-43  Crescent  Street,  Long  Island  City, 
N.  Y, 

Rush  me  profit-packed  report  on  14  “war 
baby”  stocks  with  free  4-week-trial  subscrip¬ 
tion  for  only  $1  (air  mail,  $1.25). 

Name  _ _ _ _ 

Address  _ _ 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President, 
what  has  happened  to  the  moral  fiber 
of  the  American  people?  What  has  hap¬ 
pened  to  the  ethics  of  business  when  this 
type  of  advertisement  is  presented  to 
the  American  public,  suggesting  that  one 
may  become  independently  rich  at  the 
expense  of  the  blood  and  sacrifice  of 
American  youth ;  that  great  wealth  may  _ 
be  accumulated  through  channels  which 
are  causing  heartbreak  for  the  wives, 
mothers,  fathers  and  children  of  the 
finest  young  men  on  the  face  of  the 
earth? 

I  stood  on  this  floor  several  weeks  ago, 
during  the  debate  on  the  extension  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act,  and  I  said  at  that 
time  that  if  American  youth  were  to  be 
again  inducted  into  the  armed  service 
the  entire  industry  and  economy  of  this 
Nation  should  be  mobilized  and  that  we 
should  see  to  it  that  there  would  not  be 
a  new  group  of  millionaires  created  at 
the  expense  of  those  who  now  make  the 
sacrifice  for  the  preservation  of  our  lib¬ 
erties  and  freedoms. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  this  advertise¬ 
ment  speaks  far  more  eloquently  than 
could  I  in  a  demand  for  rigid  controls. 
It  indicates  for  me  that  there  must  be 
a  rebirth  of  patriotism  in  the  hearts  and 
minds  of  some  of  our  people.  I  believe 
the  great  majority  of  Americans  will 
consider  such  activities  as  reprehensible 
as  I,  but  those  who  would  place  material 
wealth  above  their  love  of  country  and 
honor  of  those  who  are  serving  in  the 
armed  forces  must  be  regulated  and  con¬ 
trolled. 

We  have  been  asked  to  appropriate 
huge  sums  of  the  taxpayers’  dollars  to 
carry  on  a  great  armament  and  construc¬ 
tion  program  for  defense.  I,  for  one, 
Mr.  President,  will  demand  that  those 
funds  which  are  appropriated  be  used 
for  that  purpose  and  that  they  shall  not 
be  siphoned  off  into  the  pockets  of  a  few 
speculators.  These  funds  must  be  used, 
Mr.  President,  so  that  there  shall  be  no 
more  orders  that  American  soldiers  must 
stand  or  die  without  adequate  equip¬ 
ment.  They  shall  not  be  used  for  specu¬ 
lative  business  as  usual  or  gambling  in 
war  baby  stocks. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  for  the  state¬ 
ment  he  has  just  made.  I  do  not  know 
in  what  newspaper  the  advertisement  the 
Senator  read  from  appeared.  I  care  not 
in  what  newspaper  it  appeared,  but  I 
desire  to  say  that  there  must  be  some¬ 
thing  wrong  with  the  thinking  and  the 
patriotism  of  any  newspaper  which  will 
carry  an  advertisement  of  that  kind.  I 
hope  the  publishers  were  unaware  of  the 
fact  that  such  an  advertisement  was  car¬ 
ried  in  their  newspaper.  I  also  hope  that 
the  press  will  do  its  part  in  not  carrying 
advertisements  of  similar  nature  while 
we  are  in  the  situation  in  which  we  now 
find  ourselves. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  very  much  the  remarks  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont.  I 
may  say  for  the  information  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  and  the  other  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  that  the  advertise¬ 
ment  appeared  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  Sunday,  July  30,  1950. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  would  not  condemn  a 
newspaper  for  the  first  appearance  of 
an  advertisement  of  that  kind.  But  if 
newspapers  continue  to  carry  advertise¬ 
ments  of  that  kind,  then  I  think  they 
should  be  condemned. 

RUNAWAY  PRICES  AND  OUR  MIDDLE-  AND 
LOW-INCOME  GROUPS 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  shall  address  my¬ 
self  quite  briefly  to  the  problem 
which  is  daily  becoming  more  acute 
of  what  should  be  done  with  reference 
to  price  control. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  twenty-fifth  day 
of  June  last,  we  had  a  choice  to  make. 
We  could  have  heeded  the  call  of  the 
United  Nations  to  go  into  Korea,  or  we 
could  have  refused  to  go.  We  made  that 
choice.  We  chose  to  go  in.  We  did  go 
in,  and  have  been  fighting  there  for  over 
30  days.  And  let  us  remember  the  con¬ 
stant  threat  of  danger  from  many  pos¬ 
sible  fighting  fronts  beyond  Korea. 

Now,  we  are  bound  by  our  choice.  We 
must  back  it  up.  We  shall  back  it  up. 
Success  on  our  fighting  front  will  depend 
on  our  success  on  our  home  front.  The 
home  front  has  certain  grave  and  essen¬ 
tial  duties.  The  home  front  is  entitled 
to  protection  as  it  buckles  down  to  meet 
those  duties.  , 

By  far,  the  largest  segment  of  this 
home  front  is  our  middle-  and  low-in¬ 
come  groups.  As  the  military  spending 
increases  and  prices  steadily  rise  by 
leaps  and  bounds,  the  purchase  value  of 
the  wages,  salaries  and  savings  of  the 
people  will  steadily  fall. 

Mr.  President,  the  following  facts  con¬ 
front  the  people  on  the  economic  front 
as  we  enter  this  military  program: 

First,  there  will  be  tremendous  new 
spending  for  military  purposes.  The 
$10,COC,G90,000  now  requested  by  the 
President  will  prove  to  be  a  mere  starter. 
Soon,  the  rate  of  military  spending  will 
doubtless  be  increased  at  the  rate  of  $20,- 
000,000,003  to  $25,000,000,000  per  year 
above  our  June  1950  levels. 

Second,  with  these  huge  sums  being 
rapidly  poured  forth,  we  will  have  a 
runaway  of  prices  that  will  skyrocket 
the  cost  of  living  for  the  middle-income 
and  low-income  groups  on  the  home 
front,  and  they  are  the  ones  who  really 
carry  the  burdens  of  the  war  effort. 
These  prices  will  rise,  not  once,  but  over 


and  over  again,  week  after  week,  and 
thus  rapidly  make  serious  inroads  into 
the  buying  power  of  the  public. 

Third,  new  taxes  will.be  imposed  and 
will  have  to  be  paid  by  this  middle-  and 
low-income  group  from  their  already 
greatly  shrunken  buying  capacity. 

Compensating  or  offsetting  increases 
in  wages  or  income  will  be  slow  in  com¬ 
ing,  and  to  many  workers,  wage  earners, 
white-collar  groups,  and  small  farmers, 
these  increases  will  not  come  at  all,  or 
at  least  not  appreciably.  Of  course  the 
wage  increases  will  eventually  come  to 
certain  organized  groups,  and  this  item 
itself  will  even  further  increase  prices 
and  further  add  to  the  burdensome  and 
crushing  load  carried  by  the  unorganized 
millions.  Thus,  these  conditions  will 
soon  be  taking  a  triple  toll  from  the 
small  farmers,  the  white-collar  group, 
and  those  who  live  on  small  savings. 
These  are  the  very  ones  least  able  to 
bear  it. 

Mr.  President,  these  conditions  and 
circumstances  are  not  remote  and  un¬ 
certain.  They  are  positive,  certain  and 
immediate.  Three  things  have  become 
increasingly  clear:  the  first  is  that  the 
only  effective  way  to  avoid  run-away 
prices  with  consequent  ruinous  inflation 
is  for  Congress  effectively  to  establish 
price  controls  and  roll  back  prices  of 
commodities  and  goods  to  a  date  just 
prior  to  the  Korean  invasion:  second, 
the  dark  clouds  of  inflation  are  daily 
destroying  values  and  will  continue  to 
do  co  as  these  prices  rise.  Savings  ac¬ 
cumulated  through  years  of  toil  and 
sacrifice  are  rapidly  losing  their  buying 
power,  and  people  dependent  thereon 
will  find  themselves  in  need.  Other 
values  are  being  destroyed.  It  seems 
clear  to  me  that  without  price  controls 
during  this  emergency  and  during  this 
enormous  expenditure  of  money,  we  will 
have  a  30-cent  dollar  within  a  few  short 
years.  Third,  the  duty  of  the  Congress 
to  act  and  to  act  quickly,  is  clear  and 
demanding.  We  are  burning  daylight 
now. 

There  is  no  easy  or  absolute  solution, 
but  something  can  be  done.  We  are  not 
without  experience  in  this  grave  problem. 
We  have  the  benefit  of  experienced  ad¬ 
ministrators,  and — more — we  have  in  the 
United  States  Senate  Members  who 
gained  invaluable  experience  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  during  World  War  II.  I  feel  that 
our  able  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  will  soon  report  a  worthy  bill  which 
will  meet  the  realities  and  needs  of  these 
unusual  conditions.  I  hope  the  bill  as 
reported  will  provide  ample  power  for 
early  application  of  price  controls  and 
a  roll-back  of  prices  to  June  25,  1950, 
with  properly  protected  rights,  of  course, 
for  any  group  to  show  cause  for  the  al¬ 
lowance  cf  increases  in  proven  and 
proper  cases. 

Mr.  President,  in  these  brief  remarks  I 
emphasize  merely  the  roll-back  of  prices 
and  price  controls  because  they  are  the 
most  immediate  matters.  I  believe  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  stand  on 
the  proposition  that  so  far  as  is  humanly 
and  practically  possible  at  this  time,  all 
our  resources — our  capital,  wages,  com¬ 
modities,  and  goods — should  be  dedicated 
to  the  single  purpose  of  carrying  out  ef¬ 
fectively  our  operations  in  the  war  or  in 
whatever  we  may  face  in  the  future.  I 
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stand  on  the  proposition  of  controlling 
those  matters  and  dedicating  ourselves 
to  the  proper  purpose  and  doing  what  we 
can  to  keep  this  from  being  a  profiteers’ 
war. 

I  pledge  the  committee  my  whole¬ 
hearted  support  for  the  passage  of  such 
a  bill,  even  though  I  greatly  dislike  the 
necessity  for  the  enactment  of  such  leg¬ 
islation. 

However,  even  with  all  the  evils  and 
dangers  of  such  a  lav/ — and  there  are 
evils  and  dangers  in  it — it'  does  not  in¬ 
volve  the  threat  which  we  would  face  in 
what  could  be  military  disaster,  nor  does 
it  present  the  threat  involved  in  ruinous 
inflation. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  yield  the  floor. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  today  has  before  it  two  measures, 
the  first  being  the  so-called  Bridges- 
Byrd  amendment,  of  which  I  am  a  co¬ 
sponsor,  and  which  calls  for  a  10-percent 
cut-back  in  certain  of  the  nondefense 
items  in  the  pending  appropriations  bill. 
The  second  measure  is  a  modification  of 
that  amendment  by  which  it  is  proposed 
that  certain  other  programs,  notably 
ECA,  shall  be  excepted  from  its  opera¬ 
tion.  At  this  time  I  desire  to  address 
myself  to  both  of  those  measures. 

Appropriations  really  mean  that  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  through  their 
tax  payments,  are  providing  certain 
funds  to  be  put  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  as  a  bank,  so  that  the 
Government  may  draw  upon  that  ac¬ 
count.  The  question  now  before  the 
Senate  is  how  much  money  we  are  to 
deposit  in  that  bank,  as  a  charge  against 
the  account  of  the  taxpayers,  in  order 
that  the  Government  may  have  funds  to 
be  used  by  it  during  the  coming  year. 

The  principal  business  now  before  the 
Senate,  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment, 
calls  for  a  specified  reduction  in  the 
amount  of  money  which  is  proposed  to 
be  placed  in  that  bank  by  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  form  of 
the  pending  omnibus  appropriation 
bill,  with  the  money  so  deposited  to 
be  spent  for  the  purposes  indicated. 
The  proposal  is  to  reduce  by  10  per¬ 
cent  the  funds  to  be  expended  on 
certain  items,  with  all  sums  for  national 
defense,  the  Post  Office,  and  other  items, 
including  appropriations  for  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  to  be  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  the  amendment.  These 
items  are  excepted  because  we  do  not 
want  to  affect  emergency  functions  and 
others  are  excepted  because  we  believed 
they  represent  firm  commitments  to  our 
citizens,  notably  our  veterans.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  the  10-percent  reduction  would  ap¬ 
ply  only  to  approximately  $3,000,000,000 
of  the  approximately  $36,000,000,000  in¬ 
tended  to  be  deposited  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  checking  account  by  the  omnibus 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  reached  the  point  where  we  must 
answer  two  questions.  First,  do  we  wish 
to  reduce  the  appropriations  for  some  of 
the  less  essential  Government  activities? 
Second,  how  are  we  to  do  so;  how  are  we 
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to  reduce  the  amount  of  money  which  is 
to  be  deposited  in  the  Government’s  ac¬ 
count  to  be  drawn  on  during  the  next 
fiscal  year,  which  began  on  July  1  of 
this  year? 

To  my  mind,  there  can  be  nothing  but 
an  affirmative  answer  to  the  first  ques¬ 
tion.  The  military  situation  we  now  face, 
with  its  economic  reverberations,  makes 
such  an  answer  imperative. 

Five  weeks  ago,  Mr.  President,  our 
country  did  not  know  it  was  about  to  face 
combat  in  Asia.  On  the  morning  of 
June  25,  apparently  none  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  including  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  realized  they 
were  about  to  become  engaged  in  combat, 
although  there  were  available,  if  we  had 
but  paid  sufficient  attention  to  them,  in¬ 
telligence  reports  indicating  that  combat 
was  to  come  at  a  very  early  date.  How¬ 
ever  that  may  be,  the  events  since  June 
25  have  come  upon  us  hard  and  fast,  and 
with  serious  military  problems  there  also 
have  come  serious  economic  problems. 

As  I  said  on  this  floor  the  other  day, 
when  I  urged  a  50  percent  reduction  in 
the  amount  of  money  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  for  civil  works  projects,  the  day 
of  spending-as-usual  has  passed.  Of 
course,  it  is  quite  true  that  claims  are 
made  by  someone  for  every  item  in  the 
appropriation  bill  that  it  is  “worth 
while,’’  or  is  a  “desirable’’  expenditure 
in  behalf  of  the  people.  Nevertheless 
that  is  not  the  test  today. 

The  question  no  longer  is  whether  a 
project  is  worth  while  or  desirable.  At 
this  time,  when  every  Government  dol¬ 
lar  to  be  spent  for  nondefense  purposes 
must  compete  with  the  dollars  to  be 
spent  for  military  or  defense  purposes, 
and  both  are  competing  with  the  pub¬ 
lic’s  dollars  for  goods  and  services,  the 
test  is  whether  the  proposed  expendi¬ 
ture  is  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the 
people  of  our  country. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  at  the  time 
when  this  budget  was  prepared,  we  were 
confronted  with  a  deficit  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $5,000,000,000.  Since  then  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation  has  estimated  that  the  deficit 
for  the  present  fiscal  year  would  amount 
to  more  than  $7,000,000,000.  In  other 
words,  even  before  the  present  emer¬ 
gency  it  was  estimated  that  for  every 
day  of  the  present  fiscal  year  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  deficit  would  be  $20,000,000, 
and  each  day  we  would  be  going  that 
much  farther  into  the  red  through  defi¬ 
cit  spending. 

But  even  that  dismal  prospect  was 
laid  before  us  at  a  time  when  there  was 
no  knowledge  of  the  increased  military 
expenditures  which  are  now  required; 
none  of  our  armed  services  then  knew 
of  the  present  situation,  and  they  had 
not  planned  on  engaging  in  any  real 
military  action  in  Asia. 

Since  then,  in  fact  since  this  appro¬ 
priations  bill  was  brought  out  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  the  military  expend¬ 
itures  we  are  going  to  be  called  upon 
to  provide  threaten  to  send  deficit 
spending  up  to  $20,000,000,000.  We  are 
now  being  asked  for  $16,640,000,000  in 
spending  authority  to  be  placed  on  top 
of  the  $5,000,000,000  deficit  originally 
estimated. 


Mr.  President,  it  is  sheer  folly  to  per¬ 
mit  that  sort  of  deficit  financing  when 
we  can  curb  it  by  reducing  expenditures 
for  other  governmental  functions  than 
those  which  are  actually  mandatory  for 
our  defense. 

If  the  Federal  Government  had  un¬ 
limited  funds  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  lay  down  a  spending  program  for 
nonmilitary  projects  which  would  exceed 
$180,000,000,000.  Mr.  President,  we  are 
speaking  constantly  about  billions  of 
dollars,  and  yet  there  are  few  of  us  who 
know  what  a  billion  dollars  actually  is. 

I  try  at  times  to  visualize  it.  I  have 
traveled  all  over  the  State  of  Michigan 
and  into  every  one  of  its  counties  and 
most  of  its  towns.  I  have  tried  to  vis¬ 
ualize  the  physical  wealth  of  my  great 
State. 

Do  Senators  realize  that  all  the  prop¬ 
erty  in  the  State  of  Michigan  is  assessed, 
approximately,  at  only  $8,000,000,000? 
That  shows  how  much  a  billion  dollars 
is.  The  people  of  Michigan  have  been 
working  for  150  years  in  order  to  accu¬ 
mulate  wealth,  farms,  factories,  and 
buildings  amounting  to  $8,000,000,000. 
But  here  we  speak  calmly  of  deficit 
spending  of  up  to  $20,000,000,000  a  year, 
almost  three  times  the  entire  assessed 
valuation  of  the  great  State  of  Michi¬ 
gan. 

I  think  at  times  that,  as  we  have  be¬ 
come  accustomed  to  speak  of  billions  of 
dollars  rather  than  of  millions,  we  have 
become  more  careless  in  the  matter  of 
expenditures  of  the  people’s  money.  We 
simply  cannot  let  ourselves  be  blinded  by 
the  size  of  the  amounts  in  which  we  deal 
here. 

I  have  said  there  is  practically  no 
limit  to  the  amounts  of  money  which 
Government  could  spend.  A  survey  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic 
Report  suggests  the  need  of  $41,000,000,- 
000  expenditures  to  improve  and  expand 
highways,  roads,  and  streets  in  the 
United  States. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  from 
$77,500,000,000  to  $81,600,000,000  could 
be  profitably  spent  removing  slums,  pro¬ 
viding  decent  housing  for  all  citizens. 

The  American  Association  of  School 
Administrators  proposes  a  $12,000,000,000 
spending  program  for  school  construc¬ 
tion. 

The  Federal  Security  Administrator 
suggests  that  $9,000,000,000  could  be 
spent  profitably  on  hospital  construction. 

A  Hoover  Commission  task  force  esti¬ 
mates  an  ultimate  cost  of  $40,000,000,000 
for  presently  contemplated  programs  of 
major  power,  flood-control,  and  irriga¬ 
tion  projects. 

And  so  the  list  of  worth  while  and 
desirable  projects  goes.  This  Govern¬ 
ment  could  spend  money  on  all  these 
programs — if  we  had  the  money  to  spend. 
The  facts  of  the  matter  are  well  known 
to  every  Member  of  the  Senate.  We  do 
not  have  the  money  to  spend. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  very  much 
interested  in  the  figures  given  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Michigan  with 
reference  to  the  opportunity  and  need 
for  internal  development  within  our 
country.  Does  the  Senator  have  the  fig¬ 


ures  for  highways,  flood  control,  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  schools,  showing  the  total 
amount  that  is  actually  needed  in  order 
to  bring  this  country  up  to  its  present 
requirements  in  these  particular  fields 
of  development? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  mentioned  a  sum 
in  excess  of  $180,000,000,000.  I  should 
mention  also  that  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  has  estimated  that 
merely  the  new  programs  proposed  by 
the  President  this  year  would,  if  adopted 
and  put  into  effect,  call  for  ultimate 
expenditures  of  about  $25,000,000,000  a 
year. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  This  program  dif¬ 
fers  from  that.  This  is  a  program  over 
a  period  of  years  for  the  development 
of  our  resources  and  for  internal  im¬ 
provement.  The  figures  I  gave,  to  which 
the  Senator  alludes,  related  to  the  leg¬ 
islative  program  already  enacted  into 
law. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 
The  sum  of  $180,000,000,000,  which  I 
mentioned,  and  that  is  undoubtedly  a 
low  estimate,  refers  to  internal  develop¬ 
ment  and  related  projects  which  it  has 
been  suggested  the  Government  might 
undertake  over  a  number  of  years  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
able  Senator  that  I  was  particularly  in¬ 
terested  in  the  breakdown  he  was  giving 
because,  several  months  ago,  without 
meticulous  calculation  as  to  each  par¬ 
ticular  field  and  area  in  which  expendi¬ 
tures  of  this  character  were  needed,  I 
made  a  general  statement  that  within 
the  next  20  years  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  could  well  afford  to  spend,  com¬ 
mensurate  with  its  needs,  $100,000,- 
CCO  CC0  here  at  home  for  internal  im¬ 
provements  and  developments.  In  that 
figure  I  included  construction  of  high¬ 
ways,  improvement  of  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors,  flood  control  and  hydroelectric 
power  development  projects,  the  building 
of  hospitals  and  schools,  and  other 
internal  improvements  of  that  character. 

At  that  time  I  was  challenged.  It  was 
said  to  me,  “You  talk  economy,  but  now 
you  are  advocating  a  $100,000,000,000 
spending  program.”  I  advocated  no  such 
thing.  I  was  simply  drawing  a  line  to 
show  that  the  need  exists  for  further  de¬ 
velopment  of  this  country  in  order  to 
strengthen  our  economy,  and  that  we 
would  have  to  forego  these  necessities  in 
order  to  meet  the  world  crisis,  particu¬ 
larly  to  help  carry  out  the  ECA  program 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate,  upon 
which  we  are  challenged  to  make  any 
cut  whatever,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  Appropriations  Committee  has 
gone  through  the  bill  and  made  severe 
cuts  in  the  expenditures  for  projects 
here  at  home.  But  when  we  undertake 
to  make  a  comparable  cut  in  foreign  ex¬ 
penditures  we  are  told  that  to  do  so 
would  wreck  the  program.  I  merely  call 
that  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  and  I 
had  in  mind  exactly  the. same  things 
when  we  laid  out  those  figures.  I  also 
understood  what  he  had  in  mind  when 
he  totaled  the  future  cost  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  program  recommended  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident.  He  was  trying  to  contrast  re¬ 
quirements  or  desirabilities  with  the  ca¬ 
pacity  to  meet  them  at  the  present  time. 
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I  know  how  the  Senator  feels  about  it, 
and  the  Nation  is  indebted  to  him  for  the 
clarity  with  which  he  has  presented  that 
picture.  „ 

I  know  how,  when  mention  is  made 
of  cutting  foreign  spending,  people  are 
immediately  shocked.  They  seem  to  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  magic  in  foreign  spending, 
that  we  can  spend  abroad,  and  that  we 
can  buy  peace.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
peace  cannot  be  purchased;  it  is  not 
for  sole 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  able  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  should  like  to 
make  one  further  brief  observation. 
We  are  told  that  we  must  spend  this 
money  in  order  to  strengthen  the  recipi¬ 
ent  countries  so  they  can  stand  against 
communism.  I  am  in  accord  with  that 
idea.  But  I  want  to  get  $1  in  value  for 
every  dollar  expended.  I  am  very  much 
concerned  about  that,  of  course.  I  am 
not  criticizing  th&  entire  program.  I 
have  supported  it,  but  I  have  tried  to 
think  in  terms  of  economy,  in  view  of 
our  own  condition  here  at  home. 

The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  this:  We 
can  spend  this  money  on  ECA  countries, 
but  if  we  do  not  back  up  the  expendi¬ 
tures  with  adequate  military  power  both 
at  home  and  abroad,  then,  at  any  time 
that  Russia  decides  to  march  to  the  sea 
from  any  direction,  from  any  place 
where  she  is  now  poised,  she  can  do  so 
within  30  days,  and  all  the  developments 
made  in  those  countries  will  fall  into 
her  hands,  unless  we  are  ready  to  go 
all  out  in  this  fight  and  back  it  up  with 
all  our  strength.  It  is  merely  a  foolish 
expenditure  to  pour  money  into  the  re¬ 
cipient  countries  unless  we  protect  it. 
And  we  have  not  been  protecting  it,  un¬ 
til  now. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  proved  to¬ 
day.  We  have  put  many  millions  of  eco- 
-  nomic  aid  into  Korea.  All  that  is  now 
so  much  wasted  money.  We  were  proved 
unable  to  protect  any  benefits  of  that 
economic  aid  militarily.  But  we  have 
rallied.  We  have  sent  men  into  the  field 
of  battle.  We  are  equipping  and  trans¬ 
porting  more  men  over  7,000  miles  of 
water  to  join  the  battle  and  defend  the 
cause  of  freedom  in  South  Korea.  Could 
we  have  expected  anyone  else  to  assume 
that  task?  That  is  the  test. 

We  have  to  remain  strong  if  we  are  to 
help  to  stem  the  tide'  of  communism. 
And  let  us  never  forget  that  our  own 
economic  stability  is  at  the  heart  of  this 
Nation’s  power  to  resist  and  to  extend 
aid  to  resistance. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  some  persons 
that  we  should  spend  on  the  military  the 
same  percentage  of  our  national  income 
which  Russia  devotes  to  her  armament. 
If  this  suggestion  were  carried  out,  our 
military  budget  would  approximate 
$55,000,000,000  a  year.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  with  supplemental  defense  requests 
and  with  foreign  arms  and  economic  aid 
included,  our  defense  budget  is  creeping 
well  over  half  that  figure,  when  we 
started  with  a  small  fraction  of  it. 

We  do  not  know  what  the  fiscal  year 
1951  will  demand  of  us.  We  know  only 
that  it  will  call  for  new  sacrifices  on  the 
part  of  everyone.  This  Government  can¬ 


not  aggravate  the  needs  for  such  sacri¬ 
fices  by  imposing  a  burden  of  peacetime 
“spending  as  usual”  upon  our  people, 
who  will  have  to  carry  the  superimposed 
burden  of  a  military  effqrt. 

Obviously,  then,  Mr.  President,  this  is 
a  time  to  be  cutting  back  on  nondefense 
spending.  Our  people  have  a  right  to 
expect  from  the  Congress  a  cutback  in 
appropriations  for  items  not  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  the  military  effort  or  the  mini¬ 
mum  requirements  of  Government  oper¬ 
ations.  The  question,  then,  is,  How? 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk, 
Mr.  President,  about  the  meat-axe  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  cutting  of  the  budget. 
That  is  so  much  byplay,  although  the 
advocates  of  “spending  as  usual”  will 
speak  at  length  about  the  need  for 
delicate  surgery  in  this  operation. 

If  we  were  operating  on  a  human 
anatomy  I  could  understand  such  talk. 
But  our  experience  a  week  ago,  when  we 
sought  to  trim  the  so-called  pork  barrel 
appropriation  proves  that  the  anatomy 
of  government  has  its  nerve  centers 
everywhere,  and  appears  even  to  be  most 
sensitive  in  its  fat. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  bill  has  been 
subjected  to  some  close  surgical  prob¬ 
ings.  The  junior  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  spoken  about  68  specific  reduction 
amendments  that  he  has  offered.  I  have 
never  counted  the  number  of  times  that 
motions  to  reduce  specific  items  were  in¬ 
troduced  in  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  and  its  subcommittees.  I  dare  say 
that  such  motions  corresponded  almost 
to  the  number  of  appropriation  items 
submitted. 

Further  in  the  case  of  all  chapters  in 
this  bill  except  that  which  had  already 
been  reduced  by  the  subcommittee,  a 
motion  was  made  in  the  full  committee 
to  return  the  chapter  to  subcommittee 
for  item-by-item  reductions  that  would 
bring  the  chapter  total  down  by  at  least 
10  percent. 

The  fact  that  all  these  motions  were 
by  and  large  unsuccessful  can  be  at¬ 
tributed  to  two  factors. 

In  the  first  place,  when  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  subcommittees  were  at 
work  the  same  urgency  for  economy  was 
not  upon  us.  The  Korean  affair  had  not 
then  exploded  in  our  faces.  For  my 
own  part,  I  found  the  need  for  reduc¬ 
tions  impelling  even  at  that  time,  but  I 
can  understand  that  other  members  of 
the  committee  may  have  been  less  in¬ 
clined  in  that  direction. 

Second,  any  reduction  in  an  appro¬ 
priation  item  is  an  arbitrary  decision  by 
the  committee.  This  is  so  because  the 
department  and  agency  representatives 
come  before  the  committee  and  contend 
most  forcefully  that  their  estimates  rep¬ 
resent  irreducibles.  They  claim  this 
because  it  it  true  that  those  estimates 
have  been  screened  first  in  their  own 
budget  offices  and  then  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  It  is  too  much  to  expect  of 
them  that  they  would  ever  say  their 
screening  efforts  had  not  been  perfect. 
With  the  limbed  facilities  at  the  disposal 
of  the  committees  it  is  difficult  to  go 
behind  those  persuasive  presentations, 
and  so  they  are  accepted. 

The  amendment  for  which  I  speak 
today  is  a  workable,  clear,  and  unmistak¬ 


able  directive  to  the  executive  branch 
that  in  certain  appropriation  items  it 
shall  review  and  reduce  its  expenditure 
schedules  in  accordance  with  a  firm 
policy  adopted  by  the  Congress. 

We  took  pains  to  specify  that  this  di¬ 
rective  applies  only  to  certain  appropria¬ 
tion  items. 

This  amendment  has  been  carefully 
drawn  and  worked  over  for  fully  3 
months  by  its  sponsors,  competent  staffs, 
and  representatives  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  the  General  Accounting 
Office  who  gave  very  freely  of  their  time. 

This  amendment  is  free  of  the  “bugs” 
which  were  the  basis  for  criticism  of  the 
similar  amendment  adopted  by  the 
House.  By  careful  analysis  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  budget  it  exempts  all  of  those 
items  for  which  there  is  a  military  need 
and  the  greatest  justification  can  be 
made. 

It  is  a  sound  approach  to  the  problem 
we  have  before  us,  of  how  appropriation 
reductions  are  to  be  made — now. 

In  particular,  it  is  well  adapted  to  the 
omnibus  appropriation  bill.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  the  omnibus  appropriation 
idea  was  adopted  because  it  would  per¬ 
mit  the  Congress  to  take  an  over-all  look 
at  Government  appropriations  in  a  single 
package,  and  thereby  permit  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  take  responsible  action,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  to  bring  together  the  levels  of  re¬ 
ceipts  and  expenditures. 

I  believe  the  omnibus  appropriation 
approach  is  a  success  insofar  as  it  now 
gives  us  an  opportunity  to  take  general 
action  with  this  reduction  amendment — 
to  do  what  must  be  done  in  terms  of 
trimming  down  appropriations  on  non¬ 
defense  items. 

It  is  an  opportunity  to  vote  responsi¬ 
bly  in  the  interests  of  the  working  men 
and  women  of  America  who  must  pay 
the  cost  of  Government,  who  will  be 
called  upon  to  exert  an  even  greater  ef¬ 
fort  in  behalf  of  their  Government  in 
the  coming  year,  and  who  look  to  the 
Congress  for  sound  defense  measures  by 
reducing  nondefense  expenditures. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  argued  in 
support  of  the  modification  to  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  that  we  should 
consider  the  morale  of  those  who  are  to 
receive  funds  in  foreign  lands.  The 
argument  is  made  that  if  we  cut  ECA 
we  shall  reduce  the  morale  of  the  people 
of  Europe.  Therefore,  it  is  argued,  we 
should  exempt  ECA  and  related  pro¬ 
grams  from  this  percentage  cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to.  speak  today 
of  the  morale  of  the  American  people. 
What  about  their  morale?  What  if  we 
reduce  their  morale  to  the  point  where 
they  cannot  defend  America  as  well  as 
helping  to  defend  the  other  nations  of 
the  world?  I  think  someone’s  voice  must 
be  raised  for  America  as  well  as  for  the 
morale  of  our  friends  across  the  water. 

As  I  said  when  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  was  on  his 
feet,  if  America  had  not  been  strong,  if 
America  had  not  had  her  Air  Force,  if 
America  had  not  been  able  to  ship  fight¬ 
ing  forces  to  Korea,  who  would  be  de¬ 
fending  the  free  people  of  the  world 
today?  No  one,  Mr.  President. 

The  time  has  come  when  we  must  raise 
our  voices,  even  though  it  be  unpopular 
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to  do  so,  in  behalf  of  the  taxpayers  of 
America.  We  are  told,  “Do  not  touch 
the  spending  by  EGA.  That  is  a  sacred 
thing;  that  is  something  that  cannot  be 
reduced.’’  I  say  the  dollars  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  taxpayer  are  sacred,  for  they  are 
the  source  of  this  Nation’s  strength  in 
an  hour  of  great  foreboding. 

Mr.  President,  this  appropriation  bill, 
including  its  provisions  for  ECA,  must 
be  reduced  if  the  American  people  are 
to  meet  the  national  needs  of  today. 

I  have  supported  ECA.  I  have  voted  on 
all  occasions  for  ECA.  But  ECA  is  only 
one  of  the  weapons  by  which  we  took  it 
upon  ourselves  to  contain  communism. 
It  merits  no  priority  over  our  own  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  and  our  own  capacity  to 
defend  ourselves  and  to  prosecute  an 
actual  war. 

I  say  that  all  civilian  items  in  this  ap-  * 
propriation  bill  must  be  reduced,  and 
that  includes  the  civilian  items  con¬ 
tained  in  ECA  money.  There  is  no  other 
way  in  which  it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  President,  I  come  from  the  great 
State  of  Michigan,  whose  industries  will 
be  called  upon  heavily  to  produce  war 
weapons  in  this  great  emergency.  The 
people  of  Michigan  will  be  taken  from 
their  civilian  employment  and  put  on 
war  work.  We  are  asked  to  send  to 
Europe  some  $4,000,000,000  in  arms  aid. 
Some  of  the  people  over  there  will  have 
to  go  into  war  work.  When  the  people 
of  Michigan  are  not  allowed  to  carry  on 
their  civilian  occupations,  how  can  the 
morale  of  the  people  of  Europe  be  said 
to  be  lowered  by  the  fact  that  we  can¬ 
not  give  them  all  the  money  desired  to 
carry  on  their  civilian  activities? 

To  be  sure,  I  hope  the  European  people 
will  come  into  full  alliance  with  us  in 
this  great  fight  against  the  ideology  of 
communism.  I  think  they  will  and  I 
do  not  think  any  10  percent  reduction  of 
economic  aid  will  prevent  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  forget  the  dra¬ 
matic  scene  I  witnessed  yesterday  on 
television,  of  the  meeting  of  the  United 
Nations  at  Lake  Success.  The  Russian 
delegate,  Mr.  Malik,  who  is  now  the 
president  of  the  Security  Council,  ap¬ 
peared  on  the  screen.  It  was  ironic. 
The  arsonist,  the  man  who  had  set  fire  in 
Korea,  was  sitting  in  the  seat  of  the  fire 
chief,  whose  duty  is  to  put  out  other 
fires.  We  saw  how  he  acted.  We  saw 
how  he  tried  on  an  arbitrary  ruling  to 
have  Communist  China  seated  on  the 
Security  Council.  We  saw  our  delegate, 
backed  by  the  other  members,  upset  that 
ruling. 

America  has  a  real  battle.  The  other 
members  of  the  Security  Council  who 
voted  with  America  yesterday  at  the 
Security  Council,  and  who  gave  their 
reasons  for  doing  what  they  had  done, 
were  right,  Mr.  President,  because  they 
were  on  the  right  side. 

We  are  all  in  this  together.  There¬ 
fore,  when  we  cut  our  civilian  production 
in  America  our  friends  in  Europe  must 
expect  also  to  cut  their  civilian  produc¬ 
tion  in  Europe.  We  are  to  send  some 
$5,200,000,000  in  arms  aid  over  there. 
Much  of  it  would  be  spent  by  European 
countries  for  defending  themselves,  as 
we  are  going  to  defend  ourselves. 


I  was  one  who  supported  the  arms-aid 
program,  because  I  believed  it  was  essen¬ 
tial  for  the  common  defense  of  America 
and  the  common  defense  of  people  in 
Europe  who  believe  in  the  same  ideals 
in  which  we  believe.  At  the  time  the 
first  authorization  was  before  us  I  of¬ 
fered  an  amendment  which  made  clear 
that  the  purpose  of  the  act  was  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  common  defense.  We  are 
now  getting  around  to  that  common 
defense. 

Mr.  President,  the  President  yesterday 
asked  for  $4,000,000,000  in  additional  aid. 
He  is  not  asking  just  for  the  $1,300,000,- 
000  of  last  year,  or  the  $1,200,000,000  of 
this  year,  but  he  is  asking  for  an  extra 
$4,000,000,000.  Much  of  that  would  be 
spent  in  Europe.  But  with  all  that  it  is 
said  that  we  cannot  take  $1  off  ECA, 
which  is  intended  for  civilian  expendi¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  refer  at  this 
time  to  some  of  the  items  that  would  be 
sent  over  under  ECA.  Let  us  note 
whether  our  own  people  will  not  have 
need  for  them,  for  military  defense,  and 
for  basic  and  essential  civilian  pursuits 
here. 

It  is  proposed  that  ECA  will  supply  in 
industrial  raw  materials,  $359,000,000. 
Iron  and  steel,  raw,  $6,700,000.  Iron 
and  steel,  crude  and  semifinished,  $57,- 
100,000.  Nonferrous  ores  and  concen¬ 
trates,  $32,100,000.  Aluminum,  $25,- 
100,000.  Copper,  $77,000,000.  Lead, 
$3,600,000.  Zinc,  $6,800,000.  Other 
nonferrous  metals,  $15,800,000.  Lum¬ 
ber,  $39,500,000.  Paper  and  pulp,  $8,- 
200,000.  Rawhide  and  skins,  $25,500,- 
000.  Industrial  chemicals,  $61,000,000. 
Capital  equipment,  $494,700,000. 

Mr.  President,  regardless  of  what  we 
appropriate  for,  much  of  that  material 
simply  cannot  be  shipped  to  Europe  if 
we  are  to  produce  the  necessary  weapons 
of  war  in  this  country.  If  we  are  to  go 
to  rationing,  if  we  are  to  go  on  an  allot¬ 
ment  of  materials,  such  as  iron  and  steel, 
it  will  be  apparent  that  these  materials 
cannot  be  shipped  abroad  in  the  amounts 
specified,  and  the  people  of  Europe  will 
understand  that  fact. 

Mr.  President,  ever  since  the  war  we 
have  been  sharing  our  money  and  our 
substance  with  others  because  we  be¬ 
lieved  that  we  were  making  common 
cause.  I  hope  and  I  believe  that  those 
other  people  will  understand  the  effort 
we  are  making  here  today.  I  believe 
they  will  understand  and  appreciate, 
because  it  must  be  understood  by  all 
people,  that  if  we  are  to  maintain  this 
Republic  of  ours  so  that  it  may  be  a 
beacon  of  light  for  all  the  people  of  the 
world,  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  reduce 
our  nonessential  government  expendi¬ 
tures. 

In  that  process  it  must  be  understood 
that  we  are  applying  our  cutbacks  as 
well  and  in  the  same  proportion,  to  the 
economic  aid  we  have  been  giving 
gladly  to  other  nations. 

I  hope  that  every  Senator,  in  voting 
on  the  two  proposals  now  before  us, 
will  probe  his  conscience.  I  hope  that 
when  he  casts  his  vote  he  will  be  abso¬ 
lutely  certain  that  he  is  acting  to 
strenghen  this  Republic  of  ours  in  a 


critical  hour  of  its  history.  He  can  be 
so  assured  if  he  will  throw  his  weight 
behind  the  effort  to  cut  all  the  nones¬ 
sentials  of  government  spending.  It 
would  be  a  tragedy  if  we  were  to  en¬ 
danger  or  to  lose  the  institutions  of 
America  in  this  emergency  through  the 
fiscal  folly  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  a  mag¬ 
nificent  chapter  of  American  heroism 
and  sacrifice  is  being  written  in  far-off 
Korea. 

It  is  being  written  in  the  blood  of 
America’s  finest  young  men. 

Facing  a  force  superior  in  numbers 
and  armament  they  were  ordered  to 
“stand  and  die.” 

They  were  called  upon  to  hold  the 
line — to  pay  with  their  lives  for  the  time 
needed  to  bring  in  reenforcements. 

The  “No  retreat — no  surrender”  order 
of  Lieutenant  General  Walker  was  in  the 
best  and  bravest  tradition  of  American 
valor. 

And  along  the  blazing  200  miles  of  Ko¬ 
rean  battlefront  the  order  was  obeyed. 
Our  boys  fought  and  died  to  hold  the 
line. 

Mr.  President,  the  appropriation  bill 
now  before  us  for  final  action  must  be 
considered  in  the  light  of  that  grim  pic¬ 
ture. 

We,  too,  must  hold  the  line.  We  are 
moving  rapidly  toward  a  supreme  test 
of  American  strength,  patriotism,  and 
sacrifice. 

How  soon  we  shall  be  called  upon  to 
meet  that  test  no  one  can  foretell.  But 
no  one  questions  the  imperative  need 
for  full-scale  preparation  which  may 
take  us  up  to  the  limit  of  our  total  re¬ 
sources  in  manpower,  wealth,  and  pro¬ 
ductive  capacity. 

The  people  are  aware  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  request  for  an  additional  $10,- 
000,000,000  for  the  current  military 
budget  is  only  the  beginning. 

They  know  that  in  this  fiscal  year 
alone  many  more  billions  of  dollars  will 
be  called  for,  not  only  to  build  our  own 
military  strength,  but  also  to  arm  the 
friendly  nations  of  the  Atlantic  Pact. 

The  people  are  prepared  to  support 
whatever  expenditures  may  be  required 
to  defeat  Communist  aggression  wher¬ 
ever  it  may  threaten  human  liberty. 

But,  Mr.  President,  when  we  ask  the 
American  people  to  make  the  sacrifices 
that  are  part  of  the  price  of  war  we 
must  make  sure  that  every  expenditure 
by  the  Government  not  necessary  for 
national  defense  is  cut  to  the  bare  es¬ 
sentials. 

I  know  that  such  a  proposal  will  be 
criticized  by  every  pressure  group  that 
has  sought  public  funds  for  local  or  re¬ 
gional  advantage. 

I  know  it  will  be  unpopular  in  many 
sections  which  hoped  to  benefit  from 
public  works  to  be  paid  for  in  whole  or 
in  part  from  the  Federal  Treasury.  I 
know  it  will  displease  the  free-spending 
bureaucrats  in  many  Government  de¬ 
partments  and  agencies.  But  I  contend, 
Mr.  President,  that  in  order  to  hold  the 
line  on  the  home  front  we  must  practice 
the  most  drastic  economy  in  every  Gov¬ 
ernment  function  not  directly  con- 
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nected  with  defense.  Every  cut  we  make 
in  Government  spending  is  a  step  for 
_  the  preservation  of  our  freedom. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  we 
should  attack  this  problem  courageously. 
We  must  stand  firm  against  the  de¬ 
mands  of  the  free  spenders.  I  am  not 
unmindful  of  President  Truman’s  order 
directing  Government  departments  and 
agencies  to  review  their  spending  pro¬ 
grams.  I  commend  him  for  this  action, 
and  I  am  hopeful  that  it  will  result  in 
recommendations  for  substantial  sav¬ 
ings.  But  I  am  not  too  optimistic  that 
the  drastiQ  economies  which  should  be 
our  objective  will  be  achieved  in  that 
manner.  Decisive  action  must  be  taken 
in  this  Chamber.  Ours  is  the  responsi¬ 
bility.  The  way  to  reduce  expenditures 
is  to  cut  appropriations. 

I  am  firmly  convinced  that  if  we  pass 
this  appropriation  bill  and  leave  it  up 
to  the  bureaucrats  to  reduce  expendi¬ 
tures,  it  will  never  be  done.  My  ex¬ 
perience  has  been  that  bureaucrats, 
whether  they  are  Democrats  or  Republi¬ 
cans,  never  willingly  take  less.  They 
always  want  more.  The  one  way  to  re¬ 
duce  bureaucratic  spending  is  by  not 
giving  the  bureaus  the  money  to  spend. 
Even  then,  in  many  cases,  they  will  not 
live  within  the  amounts  provided.  They 
will  come  back  before  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  yeaf  and  ask  for  deficiency  appro¬ 
priations.  V/e  have  seen  that  happen 
year  after  year. 

In  the  face  of  the  situation  that  con¬ 
fronts  us  and  the  sacred  responsibili¬ 
ties  that  are  ours,  we  cannot  continue 
the  present  free-spending  program  on 
the  domestic  front.  If  we  do,  we  will 
spell  out  in  bold  letters  the  final  de¬ 
struction  of  individual  freedom  in  the 
United  States. 

We  we  are  through  fighting  this  war 
and  the  stars  and  stripes  are  carried  to 
victory,  we  must  be  in  such  financial 
condition  that  our  individual  liberties 
will  not  have  been  destroyed. 

I  ask  my  colleagues  to  bear  with  me 
while  I  go  over  some  figures  relating  to 
the  cost  of  war.  I  believe  the  figures 
make  very  clear  our  duty  to  cut  to  the 
bone  every  appropriation  not  directly 
connected  with  national  defense. 

Wars  have  become  more  expensive 
with  each  generation.  The  Revolution¬ 
ary  War  cost  a  little  less  than  $80,000,- 
000;  the  War  of  1812  cost  $180,000,000; 
the  Mexican  War  cost  $116,500,000;  the 
War  Between  the  States  cost  $3,358,0C0,- 
000;  World  War  I  cost  $25,000,000,000; 
and  World  War  II  cost  $356,000,000,000. 
This  does  not  include  interest  on  the 
debt  incurred,  benefits  to  veterans  and 
their  dependents,  and  other  postwar 
costs. 

We  are  starting  the  present  war  with 
a  debt  of  about  $257,000,000,000.  If 
world  war  III  should  continue  for  4 
years  it  will  cost  a  minimum  of  $600,000,- 
000,000.  How  do  I  arrive  at  this  conclu¬ 
sion?  I  wish  to  give  a  few  examples  of 
the  rising  costs.  In  World  War  II  the 
maintenance  of  a  soldier  cost  $1,900  a 
year;  it  now  costs  $4,000.  A  fighter 
plane  which  formerly  cost  $100,000 
now  costs  $150,000.  In  World  War  I  the 
cost  of  an  aircraft  carrier  was  $65,000,- 


000;  now  it  is  twice  that  amount.  In 
World  War  II  a  bazooka  cost  $36.25;  it 
now  costs  more  than  three  times  that 
amount.  A  tank  cost  $60,000  in  World 
War  II;  now  it  costs  double  that  amount. 
A  rifle  that  cost  $40  in  World  War  II  now 
costs  $64.  An  antiaircraft  gun  in  World 
War  II  cost  $113,000;  now  it  costs  two 
and  one-half  times  as  much.  War  de¬ 
mands  much  heavy  construction,  and 
steel  which  cost  $50  a  ton  in  World  War 
II  now  costs  $88  a  ton.  Critical  mate¬ 
rials  like  gasoline  and  oil  cost  twice  as 
much  now  as  they  did  in  1943. 

One  of  the  big  items  of  expense  to  the 
United  States  in  wartime  is  the  pay  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  men  in  the  armed  services. 
For  example,  a  private,  first  class,  now 
draws  $95.33  a  month  while  he  received 
only  $54  in  World  War  II.  The  base  pay 
of  an  Army  captain  in  World  War  II  was 
$230  a  month;  now  it  is  $313.50.  Every 
other  item  essential  for  waging  war  will 
show  a  corresponding  increase  in  cost. 
During  the  4  years  of  World  War  II,  even 
with  the  high  taxes  that  were  imposed, 
we  were  able  to  pay  only  45  percent  of 
the  combat  cost  out  of  taxation. 

If  the  conflict  in  Korea  should  devel¬ 
op  into  full-scale  warfare  and  we  should 
impose  taxes  that  would  pay  45  percent 
of  the  estimated  $600,009,000,000  cost, 
we  would  add  approximately  $315,000,- 
000,000  to  the  present  national  debt, 
making  a  total  debt  of  $572,000,000,000. 
If  that  should  occur,  the  whole  economy 
of  the  United  States  would  be  hog-tied 
under  Government  controls  and  regula¬ 
tions  from  which  it  might  never  free  it¬ 
self.  The  liberty  of  the  individual  which 
we  have  enjoyed  as  Americans  for  174 
years  would  be  lost.  We  would  continue 
to  live  under  wartime  price  and  wage 
controls,  rationing,  priorities,  alloca¬ 
tions,  and  regimentation,  restricting 
every  activity  of  our  daily  lives. 

We  will  have  robbed  every  boy  and 
girl  in  America  for  many  generations  of 
the  opportunities  to  which  they  are 
rightfully  entitled.  The  burden  that  we 
will  have  placed  upon  them  will  be  so 
great  that  they  will  never  be  able  to  get 
ahead.  Instead,  in  the  words  of  James 
F.  Byrnes,  they  will  become  “economic 
slaves,  pulling  an  oar  in  the  galley  of  the 
state.” 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat,  we  must  hold 
the  line  against  nonessential  Govern¬ 
ment  spending,  without  regard  for  po¬ 
litical  consequences.  We  must  make 
substantial  cuts  even  though  some  de¬ 
sirable  services  may  be  curtailed  or  elim¬ 
inated.  We  must  haVe  the  courage  to 
say  “No”  to  every  pressure  group  which 
places  selfish  advantage  above  the  na¬ 
tional  interest. 

As  I  said  before,  the  people  are  pre¬ 
pared  for  willing  and  patriotic  sacrifice. 
They  are  ready  to  assume  an  increased 
burden  of  taxation,  even  though  it  may 
mean  a  reduced  standard  of  living. 
Therefore  we  must  do  our  part  by  hold¬ 
ing  nondefense  spending  to  a  minimum. 
As  far  as  possible  we  must  proceed  on  a 
pay-as-you-go  basis,  paying  the  costS?<6f 
war  preparations  out  of  the  increased 
taxation.  By  that  method  we  can  avoid 
a  substantial  part  of  the  deficit  financ¬ 
ing  which  would  mean  dangerous  infla¬ 


tion,  and  would  prolong  the  time  when 
wartime  controls  would  be  fastened  upon 
our  people. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  before  us  an 
appropriation  bill  written  in  peacetime 
and  in  contemplation  of  a  continuance 
of  peace.  Just  before  the  peace  of  the 
world  was  violated  by  Communist  ag¬ 
gression  in  Korea  we  were  working  on  a 
tax-revision  program,  including  the 
elimination  or  reduction  of  war-imposed 
excise  taxes.  When  the  shooting  start¬ 
ed  that  plan  was  abandoned  immediate¬ 
ly.  It  was  recognized  that  instead  of  tax 
reductions  it  would  be  our  job  to  legis¬ 
late  sharply  increased  rates  of  taxation. 

Can  we,  in  voting  on  this  bill,  close  our 
eyes  to  the  changed  conditions  forced 
upon  us  and  the  world?  Can  we  justify 
spending  programs  which  would  require 
the  use  of  money,  manpower,  and  ma¬ 
terials  vitally  needed  for  defense  pur¬ 
poses? 

Mr.  President,  brave  men  are  dying  on 
the  front  lines  in  Korea.  In  time  of  war 
there  must  be  battle  casualties.  Here  in 
this  Chamber  we  must  have  the  courage 
to  face  the  political  fire  of  those  who  con¬ 
tinue  their  demands  for  legislation  favor¬ 
ing  their  own  pet  projects.  The  situa¬ 
tion  confronting  us  calls  for  courage  to 
stand  and  fight  for  the  whole  United 
States. 

If  we  must  have  political  casualties  in 
the  battle  to  build  the  strength  of  our 
Republic  and  to  preserve  our  freedom, 
then,  I  say  to  my  colleagues,  we  must  be 
ready  to  make  that  sacrifice.  But  there 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  patriot¬ 
ism  of  the  American  people  will  support 
every  economy  we  can  effect  that  will 
help  maintain  the  financial  strength  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  while  our  boys  are  dis¬ 
playing  such  magnificent  heroism  with 
bayonets,  machine  guns,  and  bazookas, 
in  the  tanks,  and  piloting  our  fighting 
planes,  we  ought  to  have  the  courage  to 
do  what  good,  common  horse  sense  di¬ 
rects,  without  any  thought  of  political 
consequences. 

I  shall  therefore  vote  for  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment,  and  ask  my  col¬ 
leagues  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  to  vote 
for  its  adoption. 

The  one  regret  I  have  is  that  the 
amendment  does  not  go  far  enough  or 
cut  deep  enough. 

I  am  informed  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry]  intends  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  cut  the  appro¬ 
priation  deeper,  and  I  shall  support  that 
amendment  with  all  my  heart  and  soul 
because  I  believe  it  represents  good  sound 
Americanism. 

For  my  part  I  am  convinced  that  every 
nondefense  item  should  be  reconsidered 
and  that  the  cuts  should  go  right  down 
to  the  bone. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  has  just  stated,  it  will  be  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
to  offer  an  amendment  at  the  proper 
time  providing  fo^a  cut  of  15  percent. 
That,  of  course,  ^vill  be  after  the  vote 
is  taken  on  the  so-called  Smith  amend¬ 
ment  which  provides  that  ECA,  the  point 
4  program,  and  other  projects  be  elim- 
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inated  from  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment.  Until  that  is  done  it,  of  course, 
is  the  pending  amendment,  an  amend¬ 
ment  of  very  great  importance. 

I  wish  to  thank  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania  for  his  very 
foi’ceful  speech.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  not  only  an  able  states¬ 
man,  but  he  is  a  man  with  a  military 
record  second  to  none.  The  observations 
made  by  him  at  such  a  time  as  this, 
a  time  of  need,  were  forceful  and  sound. 
They  should  be  heeded  by  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  When  the  time  comes 
for  the  Senate  to  act  I  hope  the  sound 
advice  given  by  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  will  be  heeded. 

A  few  moments  ago  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden] 
mentioned  that  we  should  do  many  of 
the  things  proposed  in  connection  with 
EGA  because  our  country  is  much  more 
able  financially  than  other  countries  to 
do  them;  that  our  people  are  on  a  higher 
economic  level,  that  we  have  greater 
financial  strength  than  other  countries, 
and  therefore  we  can  afford  to  do  what 
is  called  for  under  the  ECA  program. 
No  one  has  more  charity  in  his  heart 
for  all  people  than  has  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska.  I  should  like  to  see  other  peo¬ 
ples  have  what  those  who  administer 
ECA  wish  them  to  have.  But  unless  the 
United  States  maintains  its  financial 
stability,  unless  we  maintain  the  value 
of  our  dollar,  the  prime  medium  of  ex¬ 
change,  the  time  may  come  when  we  can 
no  longer  lead  any  nation  out  of  its  diffi¬ 
culties,  because  of  the  troubled  financial 
situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves.  Un¬ 
less  we  preserve  the  stability  of  our  own 
great  country  we  cannot  be  of  effective 
help  to  others.  So  when  it  is  proposed 
that  we  appropriate  for  this,  that,  or  the 
other  civil  purpose  in  the  name  of  de¬ 
fense,  whether  the  appropriation  is  made 
for  projects  to  be  undertaken  across  the 
water  or  in  the  United  States,  I  appeal 
to  my  colleagues  to  cpmb  over  the  pro¬ 
posals  with  a  fine-toothed  comb,  to  cut 
from  nonmilitary  expenditures  every  dol¬ 
lar  that  properly  can  be  cut  and  to 
apply  to  military  expenditures  every 
dollar  that  can  be  taken  from  nonmili¬ 
tary  expenditures.  I  say  it  is  common 
sense  and  good  judgment  to  do  so.  The 
time  for  such  action  has  now  arrived, 
and  we  must  act. 

Dictator  Lenin  said  in  1924  that  the 
Communists  would  drive  the  United 
States  of  America  to  spend  itself  into 
destruction.  Unless  we  use  wisdom,  and 
meet  the  military  needs  of  the  hour  by 
devoting  to  military  purposes  every  dol¬ 
lar  we  can  save  on  the  home  front  or 
across  the  water  from  nonmilitary  ex¬ 
penditures,  we  will  hasten  the  day  when 
the  United  States  of  America  will  lose  its 
financial  stability  and  be  unable  to  help 
other  nations,  let  alone  amass  the  de¬ 
fense  needed  to  protect  itself. 

In  discussing  the  appropriations  bill 
many  general  statements  have  been 
made.  We  have  heard  it  said  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  ifciat  if  expenditures 
from  ECA  could  be  cyt  by  $1,000,000,000 
it  would  be  a  tremendous  cut.  It  has 
been  proposed  to  cut  ECA  expenditures 
for  this  year  by  several  hundred  million 
dollars.  The  first  budget  request  was  for 
$2,900,000,000.  That  estimate  came  to 


the  Senate  and  the  House  long  before  we 
were  confronted  with  the  Korean  situa¬ 
tion.  In  my  humble  opinion,  we  should 
now  approach  the  question  along  an 
entirely  different  line  in  view  of  the  situ¬ 
ation  in  Korea. 

I  shall  not  now  discuss  the  merits  of 
ECA  generally.  However,  in  the  face  of 
our  military  needs,  justifications  for  cer¬ 
tain  ECA  projects  should  be  looked  upon 
in  an  entirely  different  light  than  they 
were  last  May.  If  any  items  in  the  ECA 
program  are  of  a  long-range  character, 
and  have  been  included  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  morale  and  economic 
strength  of  the  ECA  countries,  we  should 
again  examine  those  items  to  see  wheth¬ 
er  money  for  such  purposes  can  now  be 
used  by  the  people  of  western  Europe 
to  help  them  protect  themselves  from 
external  force.  Such  protection — 
against  possible  attack  from  outside 
their  countries — in  my  opinion,  is  more 
important  in  the  face  of  the  present 
acute  situation  than  long-range  pro¬ 
grams  which  are  provided '  for  under 
ECA.  I  repeat,  the  acute  situation  with 
which  we  are  now  faced  makes  it  neces¬ 
sary  that  we  go  over  the  ECA  proposals 
with  a  fine-toothed  comb  to  see  whether 
any  cuts  should  be  made. 

Mr.  President,  I  sat  in  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  and  very  patiently  in¬ 
terrogated  witnesses  who  came  before 
the  committee  with  respect  to  the  ECA 
program.  If  Senators  were  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  with  some  of  the  specific  items 
which  are  included  in  ECA  overseas  de¬ 
velopment  projects  I  believe  they  could 
easily  understand  the  viewpoint  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I  say 
with  all  the  force  and  strength  within 
me,  that  many  items  can  be  cut  out  of 
the  ECA  program,  and  the  money  used 
for  the  purpose  of  helping  ECA  countries 
defend  themselves,  at  the  same  time 
permitting  us  to  spend  our  dollars  in 
such  a  manner  that  we  can  secure  the 
greatest  amount  of  defense  equipment  in- 
this  critical  time.  I  ask  Senators  to  turn 
to  page  383  ofi  the  hearings  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  on  for¬ 
eign-aid  appropriations  for  1951.  The 
first  item  is  “Jamaica  irrigation  project, 
$175,000.”  Mr.  President,  I  ask:  Is  the 
money  spent  for  such  a  purpose  going  to 
aid  any  ECA  country  to  help  defend  it¬ 
self  today? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  what  justification  there 
is  for  spending  money  for  such  a  purpose 
in  a  foreign  country  while  we  are  dis¬ 
cussing  reduction  of  50  percent  in  ap¬ 
propriations  for  civil  projects  in  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  the  point  I 
had  expected  to  make.  The  Senator  has 
anticipated  my  argument.  The  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  however,  has  made  the 
point  more  ably  than  could  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska.  How  can  we 
jiistify  an  irrigation  project  in  Jamaica 
while  we  are  discussing  cuts  of  50  per¬ 
cent  in  public-works  projects  in  the 
United  States  of  America?  I  ask  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  that  question.  How 
can  it  be  done?  Mr.  President,  I  come 
from  a  State  where  civil  projects  such  as 


those  for  irrigation  mean  a  great  deal.  I 
think  an  across-the-board  cut  in  ex¬ 
penditures  for  civil  projects  should  be 
made.  But  why,  in  the  face  of  such  a 
cut,  should  we  exempt  ECA  projects  in 
out-of-the-way  corners  of  the  earth, 
which  have  no  more  to  do  with  defense 
over  there  than  they  have  to  do  with  de¬ 
fense  over  here? 

Arguments  are  made  by  Senators  in 
favor  of  cuts  being  made  in  nondefense 
projects  in  this  country,  but  the  same 
Senators  say  we  cannot  touch  the  ECA 
items  at  all.  That  to  me  does  not  make 
sense,  Mr.  President. 

I  have  mentioned  the  Jamaica  irriga¬ 
tion  project.  Then  I  come  to  Gold  Coast 
road  development  project,  $301,200. 
Cypress  agricultural  project,  $100,550. 
Northern  Rhodesia  road  project, 
$695,700. 

Here  we  are  talking  about  reducing 
appropriations  for  the  road  program  in 
the  United  States,  including  military 
roads  which  we  need.  The  other  day  a 
point  of  order  was  raised  against  an 
amendment  which  would  have  provided 
for  construction  of  roads  we  do  need,  and 
the  point  of  order  was  sustained.  Yet 
we  say  to  foreign  nations,  ‘‘We  will  give 
you  all  the  money  you  need”;  and  we 
take  that  position  on  the  theory  that 
such  expenditures  will  contribute  to  the 
national  defense. 

Mr.  President,  I  appeal  to  my  col¬ 
leagues  to  stop  and  consider.  Do  they 
really  feel  that  such  projects  will  con¬ 
tribute  to  defense  and  will  prevent  an 
external  force  from  attacking  western 
Europe?  If  Senators  answer  that  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  affirmative,  then  I  say  what 
is  the  difference  between  such  a  road 
project  in  Rhodesia  and  a  road  project 
here  in  the  United  States?  I  ask  that 
question,  because  I  know  about  this  mat¬ 
ter;  I  have  been  on  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  I  have  spent  hour  after 
hour  attempting  to  justify  these  re¬ 
quested  appropriations.  I  can  refer  to 
many  similar  items. 

Here  I  have  a  list  of  22  projects,  In¬ 
cluding  the  British  Honduras  road  proj¬ 
ect,  for  which  an  appropriation  of  $288,- 
400  is  requested.  I  happened  to  be  in  the 
neighborhood  of  British  Honduras  last 
fail,  and  I  know  that  American  repre¬ 
sentatives  have  had  to  go  to  British  Hon¬ 
duras  to  talk  the  officials  there  into  even 
accepting  the  money  and  spending  it  for 
that  purpose.  They  do  not  need  it,  and 
it  will  not  add  to  the  defense  of  the  west¬ 
ern  European  countries  or  to  the  defense 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  Yet 
now  we  are  discussing  the  question  of 
cutting  by  50  percent  the  appropriations 
for  some  of  our  own  projects,  which  are 
much  more  needed  from  the  military 
standpoint. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  very  happy  to  hear 
the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska  speak 
about  the  proposals  to  reduce  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  some  of  the  very  worth¬ 
while'  projects  in  the  United  States 
which  have  been  recommended  and  ap¬ 
proved.  If  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
will  permit  me  to  do  so,  I  should  like  to 
explain  why  I  voted  against  the  proposed 
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50-percent  reduction  in  nonmilitary 
appropriations. 

I  voted  against  the  amendment  call¬ 
ing  for  a  50-percent  reduction  in  non¬ 
military  appropriations,  and  the  citizens 
of  my  good  State  could  rightfully  ques¬ 
tion  why  I  would  vote  aginst  a  so-called 
economy  proposal  today,  when  we  find 
ourselves  confronted  with  the  necessity 
of  greatly  increasing  taxes  and  still  of 
having  a  tremendously  unbalanced 
budget. 

However,  in  Minnesota  we  have  had 
a  drastic  flood  condition,  not  only  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year,  but  for  3  years  of  the 
last  5.  In  18  of  the  counties  of  Minne¬ 
sota  there  has  been  a  less  of  some  $12,- 
000,000,  and  farmer  after  farmer  has  lost 
the  opportunity  to  grow  a  crop  this  year, 
because  of  the  floods. 

In  the  appropriations  bill,  and  as  set 
forth  at  page  255  of  the  report,  an  item 
of  $35,000  was  recommended  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  a  study  leading  to  the 
correction  cf  the  flood  conditions  which 
might  recur  in  Aitkin  County,  Minn. 

There  was  another  reason  for  the  Red 
Lake  and  Clearwater  projects;  that  item 
was  in  the  amount  of  $1,350,000. 

I  met  the  delegation  which  came  here 
from  the  northwest  section  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  and  I  took  the  members  of  that 
delegation  to  various  of  the  Senate  com- 
mitees,  where  they  made  a  very  fine  pre¬ 
sentation  in  regard  to  the  need  for  that 
appropriation.  The  committees  have 
respected  their  request,  and  have  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  item  be  included  in  the 
appropriation  bill. 

Another  project  involved  $1,300,000  for 
the  Red  River  of  the  North.  That,  like¬ 
wise,  is  an  appropriation  to  correct  flood 
■conditions  which  may  recur.  At  the 
present  time  we  arc  just  recovering  from 
one  such  condition. 

So,  Mr.  President,  after  I  appeared 
before  those  committees  with  those  dele¬ 
gations  and  presented  our  requests,  and 
after  cur  requests  were  given  consider¬ 
ation  by  the  committee,  by  including  the 
items  in  the  appropriations  bill,  if  2 
weeks  later  I  came  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  voted  in  favor  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  calling  for  a  50-percent  reduction 
in  the  appropriation  items,  how  could 
I  explain  such  a  stand  to  the  people  of 
my  State  who  lost  their  crops  and  had 
their  buildings  damaged  anywhere  from 
50  to  75  percent?  Of  course,  I  could  not 
explain  such  a  position. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  have  received 
from  some  of  the  good,  sound  people  of 
my  State  letters  in  which  they  make 
statements  which  should  cause  any  of  us 
to  blush. 

I  fully  recognize  the  fact  that  these 
good  people  are  confronted  with  increas¬ 
ing  taxes,  even  though  the  tax  burden 
already  is  too  great;  and  of  course  the 
deficit  which  may  be  incurred  this  year, 
because  of  the  excess  of  expenditures 
over  revenues,  is  most  frightening. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  appreciate  full  well  the  force  of  the 
explanation  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
is  making  apropos  of  items  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  which  were  proposed  to 
be  included  under  the  proposed  50  per¬ 
cent  reduction;  and  I  realize  that  some 
of  the  Senators  who  voted  against  the 
&«a&.iuiucub  calnng  foi  a  50  pen  cent  re¬ 


duction  did  so  because  they  knew  full 
well  that  some  of  those  proposed  expend¬ 
itures  are  badly  needed  and  that  the  in¬ 
vestments,  if  made,  will  be  good,  sound 
investments  and  will  return  dividends 
manyfold. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for 
his  observation.  In  the  case  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  projects  he.  has  mentioned,  and  in 
which  he  is  greatly  interested,  he  has 
expanded  on  the  point  I  have  made. 

Mr.  President,  I  voted  against  the 
amendment  which  proposed  a  50  per¬ 
cent  reduction  in  civil  functions  appro¬ 
priations  because  I  thought  such  an 
amendment  was  the  wrong  way  to  handle 
appropriations  in  the  Senate.  I  may 
join  in  the  proposal  to  make  a  10-percent 
reduction  in  appropriations,  because  I 
believe  that  if  appropriations  are  to  be 
reduced — and  they  should  be — the  re¬ 
duction  should  be  on  the  basis  of  a 
straight-across-the-board  cut. 

Last  January  I  was  asked,  “But  will 
you  vote  to  reduce  the  expenditures  for 
projects  in  Nebraska?” 

I  replied,  “Yes;  if  the  Senate  will  vote 
to  cut  all  appropriations,  both  those  for 
domestic  projects  and  those  for  foreign 
projects,  straight  across  the  board,  I  will 
vote  to  cut  all  appropriations  enough  to 
permit  the  budget  to  be  balanced,  and 
I  mean  just  what  I  say.” 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  since  that 
time  the  military  situation  has  changed. 
I  will  vote  to  appropriate  every  dollar 
that  is  needed  for  the  national  defense. 

In  further  reference  to  the  statement 
just  made  by  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota,  let  me  say  that  of  course  the  people 
are  alarmed  by  the  proposed  increase  in 
taxes,  as  they  have  a  right  to  be.  After 
all,  what  good  does  it  do  to  increase 
taxes,  if  the  Congress  continues  to  ap¬ 
propriate  money  for  nonmilitary,  non- 
essential  purposes?  In  that  case,  the 
more  the  Government  obtains  by  means 
of  taxes,  the  more  will  be  thrown  away. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  work  in  two 
ways.  We  must  cut  out  nonessentials, 
and  must  see  to  it  that  100  cents  worth  of 
national  defense  is  obtained  for  every 
dollar  that  is  spent.  Then  we  should 
proceed  on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis. 

I  say  that  we  must  determine  the 
ability  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
to  pay  the  bill,  not  only  this  year,  but 
in  the  years  to  come.  I  sit  on  various 
subcommittees  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  I  assure  the  Senate 
that  the  demands  which  will  be  made 
for  various  defense  items  will  require 
the  people  of  the  United  States  for  a 
number  of  years  to  come  to  tighten  their 
belts,  in  order  to  help  protect  the  sol¬ 
vency  of  the  Nation. 

So,  Mr.  President,  why  should  we  no.t 
cut  out  proposed  appropriations  for  some 
of  the  long-range  items  which  last  March 
or  last  April  might  have  had  a  place  in 
the  ECA  section  of  the  bill,  but  which, 
believe  me,  should  be  put  off  in  favor 
of  projects  for  the  national  defense, 
which  we  must  undertake  in  order  to 
back  up  sufficiently  the  men  who  today 
are  giving  their  lives  on  the  foreign  front. 

I  was  reading  a  list  of  some  of  the 
projects  which  certainly,  to  say  the  least. 


should  be  postponed.  After  we  find 
where  much  of  the  money  is  proposed  to 
go,  or  where  much  of  it  already  has 
gone,  and  we  protest,  we  are  told  that  in 
the  name  of  national  defense  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  those  projects  cannot  be 
cut.  However,  Mr.  President,  that  sim¬ 
ply  is  not  the  fact.  Nevertheless,  we  are 
told  that  we  must  provide  100  cents  for 
every  dollar  requested  for  such  projects, 
or  else  the  morale  of  the  ECA  countries 
will  be  impaired.  However,  the  cut  pro¬ 
posed  in  regard  to  such  items  is  very 
small,  as  compared  to  the  amount  of 
funds  which  will  be  provided  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  western  European  countries 
under  appropriations  still  to  be  made 
under  the  ECA  program,  as  all  of  us  must 
realize  when  we  add  the  $4,000,000,000  to 
be  provided  under  MAP  to  the  previous 
$1,200,000,000  for  that  purpose,  and 
to  other  supplemental  appropriations 
which  I  think  will  be  required  before 
this  year  is  over. 

If  we  are  to  protect  the  countries  of 
western  Europe,  we  must  protect  them 
from  an  external  force,  and  that  I  think 
has  the  first  consideration,  rather  than 
the  long-range  programs  which  not  only 
require  money  now  but  which,  as  the 
years  come  and  go,  will  require  more 
money,  as  I  shall  point  out  in  a  moment 
or  two.  The  projects  which  I  have  in 
mind  are  merely  being  started.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  build  these  roads  this 
year  in  order  to  help  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  strategic  materials.  These  proj¬ 
ects  are  just  in  the  making,  and  if  they 
can  be  delayed,  it  will  help  us  provide 
the  money  for  national  defense,  even 
though  someday  when  conditions  per¬ 
mit,  they  might  be  undertaken,  if  we 
want  to  continue  to  help  build  up  the 
productivity  of  the  countries  involved. 

We  have  heard  much  of  the  dollar 
gap.  It  has  been  argued  that  we  should 
send  the  money  over  there,  so  they  can 
have  the  wherewithal  with  which  to  buy. 
Well,  we  are  going  to  send  them  plenty 
of  money,  including  $1,200,000,000  plus 
$4,000,000,000  under  the  military-assist¬ 
ance  program.  That  is  more  than 
$5,000,000,000.  What  about  the  dollar 
gap?  That  will  close  it.  And  the  more 
we  spend,  the  more  counterpart  funds 
are  available  the  more  they  will  spend 
over  there.  That  is  the  way  to  handle 
it.  They  do  not  need  the  money  repre¬ 
sented  by  this  small  proposed  reduction. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  come  here  and  say 
that  it  must  be  provided  for  defense,  or 
that  it  must  be  provided  because  of  the 
dollar  gap.  Not  any  more — not  with 
MAP  assistance,  which  I  think  those 
countries  surely  will  get. 

Here  are  two  other  items ; 

Tanganyika  mechanical  cultivation 

of  rice  project _ $176,  630 

Tanganyika  cotton  and  food  de¬ 
velopment  project _  324,  610 

These  are  not  the  mother  countries  in 
Europe,  these  are  their  colonies.  The 
ones  I  have  mentioned  are  in  Africa. 
The  next  item  is : 

Tanganyika  soil-conservation  proj¬ 
ect— _ $38,  930 

So  a  soil-conservation  project  is  to  be 
started  in  Tanganyika.  We  pared  the 
soil-conservation  appropriation  in  this 
country  down  to  the  bone,  if  you  please. 
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Mr.  President,  on  the  theory  that  we 
could  not  afford  it  this  year.  Yet  we 
are  going  into  Africa  and  starting  up  a 
new  project  of  soil  conservation.  I  ask 
those  who  feel  that  this  is  necessary  for 
defense  to  show  me  wherein  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  defense.  Why  must  such  a 
project  be  established  this  year?  I  ask 


the  question. 

Other  projects  are: 

Uganda  road  project  (new) _  $64,000 

Nigeria  road  project _  160,  000 

French  West  Africa  road-develop¬ 
ment  project _  1,  245,  000 

Conakry  iron-ore  project _  1,  743,  000 

Algeria  soil-erosion  project _  525,  000 


What  has  soil'  erosion  in  Algeria  to  do 
with  the  defense  of  the  Western  Powers 
today?  Can  anyone  stand  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  and  plead  that  if  we  fail 
to  make  provision  for  such  a  project  it 
will  undermine  the  morale  of  those  coun¬ 
tries?  Why,  Mr.  President,  they  have 
not  even  started  these  projects.  They 
can  be  delayed.  They  are  authorized 
now,  and,  believe  me,  before  they  are 
completed,  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
will  be  called  upon  to  pay  millions  upon 
millions  of  dollars  to  complete  the  initial 
projects  which  are  now  being  proposed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Florida? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  have  not  had  the 
privilege  of  hearing  all  the  discussion 
by  the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska,  but 
when  the  Senator,  by  his  remarks,  ques¬ 
tions  the  value  of  soil  erosion,  surely  the 
Senator  is  overlooking  the  fact  that  we 
have  had  to  help  feed  the  world,  and 
that  we  may  have  a  larger  obligation 
in  that  respect  in  the  future.  *• 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  sorry  the  Sena¬ 
tor  did  not  hear  all  my  remarks,  because 
had  he  heard  them  I  believe  the  ques¬ 
tion  would  not  have  been  asked.  I  am 
not  questioning  the  merits  of  soil  con¬ 
servation  projects  in  the  United  States. 

I  am  referring  to  such  projects  in  over¬ 
seas  territories  of  ECA  countries,  and  I 
am  not  here  trying  to  sabotage  the  basic 
and  essential  appropriations.  I  am  not 
questioning  the  soil  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  either  at  home  or  abroad.  But  I 
am  saying  that,  if  we  cut  them,  in  this 
country,  we  should  also  cut  them  in  over¬ 
seas  territories  not  related  to  defense. 
The  argument  is  now  made  that  we  must 
protect  the  defense  of  these  countries. 

I  ask  again,  if  we  do  need  to  finance 
soil  conservation  programs  in  Tangan¬ 
yika  and  Algeria,  do  Senators  think  it 
will  vitally  affect  the  defense  of  the  west¬ 
ern  Europe  powers?  My  judgment  is 
that  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  prevent 
an  external  force  from  disrupting  west¬ 
ern  Europe— and  we  shall  be  called  upon 
to  do  so  to  the  tune  of  about  $5,000,000,- 
000.  What  the  Senate  should  do  is  to 
cut  out  these  nonessential  expenditures, 
to  safeguard  those  dollars  which  will 
have  to  be  appropriated  for  the  defense 
of  those  countries.  That  is  my  plea.  I 
am  not  questioning  soil  conservation.  I 
come  from  a  section  that  needs  it,  and 
I  voted  for  soil  conservation.  But  I  am 


not  going  to  cut  soil  conservation  50  per¬ 
cent  at  home  and  not  apply  the  ax  to 
soil  conservation  in  Africa.  That  is  the 
way  I  feel  about  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  further  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  imagine,  of  course, 
the  Senator  would  wish  to  know  the  facts 
as  to  what  the  need  was  for  these  soil 
erosion  projects  before  acting  upon  them, 
would  he  not? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  does  not  need  to  give  a  discourse 
on  the  needs.  I  sat  in  the  committee,  and 
I  questioned  the  witnesses  for  hours  re¬ 
garding  the  justifications,  and,  per¬ 
chance,  as  one  who  has  been  on  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  for  nearly  8 
years,  I  know  as  much  about  the  needs 
in  Africa  as  does  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  further  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  PEFPER.  The  thing  I  wanted  to 
know  was  that  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  knew  the  facts,  and  that  he 
was  commenting  upon  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  has  not  yet 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida.  There  is  no 
one  for  whom  I  have  more  respect  than 
I  have  for  him. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  remark. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  no  other 
Senator  to  whom  I  would  rather  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  appreciate  the  char¬ 
acteristic  chivalry  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  feeling  is  mu¬ 
tual. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  thing  in  which  I 
was  interested  was  to  observe  that  the 
Senator  was  speaking  from  a  specific 
knowledge  of  facts  about  these  specific 
projects.  In  hearing  his  remarks,  I 
thought  he  was  just  saying,  “Let  us  cut 
out  all  these  soil -erosion  projects  over 
there;  they  are  not  needed.’’ 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  I  have  made  my  point  very  clear.  I 
am  attempting  to  cut  out  these  nonmili¬ 
tary  overseas  colonial  projects.  The  de¬ 
fense  dollars  come  first  with  me.  They 
have  a  priority.  I  am  not  discussing  the 
value  of  soil  conservation.  But,  so  far 
as  the  facts  are  concerned,  I  know  I 
have  the  facts  relative  to  the  justifica¬ 
tion  of  these  projects.  I  questioned  the 
witnesses,  and  I  want  to  say  there  is  an 
absence  of  facts,  and  an  absence  of  a 
showing  of  need  all  through  the  ECA 
justification.  I  ask  Senators  to  read  the 
hearings.  I  particularly  urge  them  to 
read  the  testimony  by  Mr.  Thorp  on 
point  4.  I  challenge  any  Senator  here 
to  justify  the  appropriations  for  the 


point  4  program  on  the  basis  of  Mr. 
Thorp’s  testimony.  In  fact,  he  himself 
admitted  that  he  did  not  make  a  case.  I 
again  urge  Senators  to  read  the  testi¬ 
mony,  showing  that  we  can  and  should 
cut  out  these  appropriations. 

I  could  go  through  the  list  of  projects; 
I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  do  so.  I  did  not  intend  to  get 
into  an  argument  as  to  the  merits  of 
certain  of  these  projects,  and  I  am 
not  arguing  about  them  now. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  of 
America  is  faced  with  a  new  condition 
since  these  recommendations  were  made. 
In  my.  opinion,  the  United  States  of 
America  is  at  war,  and  I  think  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  called  upon  to  appropriate  all 
the  money  the  people  of  this  country 
can  pay/  and  all  the  money  we  can 
spend,  not  only  now,  but  in  the  months 
to  come.  For  that  reason,  I  think  we 
should  scrutinize  these  appropriations 
once  again.  The  House  is  doing  it.  The 
House  has  sent  a  number  of  bills  back 
to  the  committee.  I  hope  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  if  the  Senate  lacks 
the  courage  to  do  it,  will  review  every 
one  of  these  projects  and  will  send  to 
the  Congress  a  rescission  bill  that  will 
do  the  very  thing  I  am  attempting  to  do. 
If  the  legislative  body  does  not  exercise 
that  authority,  I  hope  the  President  will. 
And  when  and  if  he  does,  I  want  him  to 
do  it  right  across  the  board.  If  he  is 
going  to  rescind  an  appropriation  for 
a  project  here,  let  us  rescind  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  one  in  Africa  which  to  my 
mind  has  not  one  iota  to  do  with  either 
the  defense  of  its  mother  country,  or 
the  national  defense  of  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  the  table  of  projects  found  at 
page  383  of  the  hearings,  from  which  I 
have  been  reading. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

ECA  overseas  development  projects  approved 
or  under  active  consideration  as  o{  May  1, 
1950,  out  of  the  special  fund 

UNITED  KINGDOM 

Estimated  cost 
(tentative) 


Jamaica  irrigation  project _  $175,  000 

Mauritius  food  development 

project _  38,  880 

Gold  Coast  road  development 

project _  301,200 

Cyprus  agricultural  project _  100,  550 

Northern  Rhodesia  road  project-  695,  700 

North  Borneo  road  project _  449,  000 

British  Honduras  road  project _ _  288,  400 

Sarawak  road  project _  75,  002 

Uganda  food  production  project.  24,  300 

Tanganyika  mechanical  cultiva¬ 
tion  of  rice  project _  176,  660 

Tanganyika  cotton  and  food  de¬ 
velopment  project _  324,  610 

Tanganyika  soil  conservation 

project -  38,  930 

Tanganyika  water  development 

project _  836,  840 

Tanganyika  road  development 

project _ '. _  646,  000 

Uganda  cottonseed  project _ _  12,  000 

Uganda  road  project  (new) _  64,000 

Nigeria  road  project _  160,  000 


Total.. . .  3,807,072 
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FRANCE 

Estimated  cost 
( tentative ) 


French  West  Africa  road  develop¬ 
ment  project _ $1,  245,  000 

Conakry  iron  ore  project _  1,  743,  000 

Algeria  soil  erosion  project _  525,  000 

Morocco  rice  cultivation  project.  267,  000 

C&neroons  road  development 

project _  71,  300 

French  Equatorial  Africa  road 

project _  97,  632 


Total _ -  - _ 

3,  948,  932 

BELGIULI 

Belgian  Congo  soil  conservation 

project  _  _  _ _ 

Navigation  aids  of  Belgian  Congo  1 

project  __  _  _  — _ | 

Belgian  Congo  road  project _ 

1,  000,  000 
650,  000- 
3,  000,  000 
1,  693,  000 

Total _  _ -j 

3,348,  000- 
5,  698,  000 

NETHERLANDS 

Surinam  land  reclamation 

project _ _  _ 

Surinam  land  reclamation 

project _ _ 

1,  200,  000 

800,  000 

Total _  2,  000,  000 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  now  to  turn  to  page  411  of  the 
hearings.  I  come  to  the  subject  of 
power  and  this  international  power  pro¬ 
gram.  I  agree  that  power  is  needed  in 
Europe.  That  has  certainly  been  shown. 
We  also  need  power  here.  I  repeat,  power 
is  needed  in  Europe,  but  I  want  to  say 
that  all  the  power  they  can  get  within 
the  next  few  months  is  not  going  to  help 
the  cause  of  defense  in  the  situation 
which  now  confronts  us,  and  which  may 
confront  us  within  the  next  12  months. 
I  am  satisfied  materials  will  be  allocated, 
and  that  will  be 'a  brake.  But  on  page 
410  appears  one  statement  which  I  de¬ 
sire  to  read: 

As  anticipated  in  the  initial  planning  of 
the  European  assistance  program,  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  making  an  adequate  supply  of  elec¬ 
tric  power  has  been  extremely  difficult.  In 
the  effort  to  relieve  the  situation,  ECA,  as 
of  June  12,  1950,  has  approved  32  projects 
of  the  national  programs  which  will  provide 
approximately  1,215,000  kilowatts  of  new 
generating  capacity.  These  projects  will  have 
a  total  cost  of  about  $320,000,000  cur¬ 
rencies),  and  the  dollar  assistance  will  be 
about  $150,000,000. 

That  dollar  assistance  will  come  from 
the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  Grant  that  they  need  it;  grant 
that  the  projects  are  meritorious;  I  say 
that  at  this  time  we  cannot  afford  to 
risk  the  financial  stability  of  the  United 
States  and  our  ability  to  provide  the 
necessary  money  for  the  defense  of  this 
country  and  our  allies,  by  entering  upon 
a  long-range  scheme  of  projects  such  as 
these — projects  which  involve  not  only 
tax  dollars,  but  strategic  materials  as 
well. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  raised*^,  question  about  these  proj¬ 
ects.  Here  they  are.  I  am  not  going 
to  take  the  time  to  read  them,  but  they 
can  be  found  on  page  236  of  the  justi¬ 
fications,  revised  as  of  May  4,  1950. 

I  desire  to  close  by  reading  some  ob¬ 
servations  by  ECA  itself,  made  on  July 
5.  While  the  United  States  is  talking 
about  huge  military  appropriations, 


while  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee  is  reporting  a  bill  to  place  con¬ 
trols  on  commodities  practically  across 
the  board,  including  stand-by  controls, 
and  while  we  are  talking  about  increas¬ 
ing  taxes,  let  us  see  what  the  ECA  says 
in  its  release  of  July  5,  1950: 

Industrial  commodities  represented  nearly 
70  percent  of  the  dollar  value  of  Marshall 
plan  recovery  goods  and  services  approved  for 
purchase  by  western  European  countries 
during  May.  *  *  .* 

The  total  for  the  month  for  17  countries 
was  $143,900,000,  of  which  $100,400,000  was 
for  industrial  commodities.  The  major  items 
were  machinery  and  equipment,  nonferrous 
metals  and  their  products,  and  crude  oil 
and  petroleum  products. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]  will  listen  to  that  statement, 
because  he  was  interested  a  few  days  ago 
in  the  products  going  across  the  water 
as  strategic  materials.  Seventy  percent 
of  those  materials  that  went  across  the 
water  were  industrial  commodities,  and 
yet  we  are  going  to  allocate  materials  in 
this  country. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  the 
entire  release  in  the  Record.  I  read  only 
the  first  two  paragraphs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  two  paragraphs  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  I  might  have  misun¬ 
derstood,  but  I  understood  the  Chair  to 
say  that  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
release  were  admitted  into  the  Record. 
I  understood  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
to  say  that  he  had  read  only  the  first  two 
paragraphs,  but  he  desired  to  insert  the 
entire  release  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  apologizes  for  the  error.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  entire  release  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release, 
ECA  No.  1582,  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows :  • 

Washington,  July  5. — Industrial  commod¬ 
ities  represented  nearly  70  percent  of  the 
dollar  value  of  Marshall  plan  recovery  goods 
and  services  approved  for  purchase  by  west¬ 
ern  European  countries  during  May,  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration  re¬ 
ported  today. 

The  total  for  the  month  for  17  countries 
was  $143,900,000,  of  which  $100,400,000  was 
for  industrial  commodities.  The  major 
items  were  machinery  and  equipment,  non- 
ferrous  metals  and  their  products,  and  crude 
oil  and  petroleum  products. 

Food  and  agricultural  commodities  totaled 
$43,800,000,  of  which  $22,400,000  was  for  cot¬ 
ton.  The  May  total  also  included  $600,000 
for  technical  services  and  a  decrease  of  $900,- 
000  on  ocean  freight. 

The  May  figure  brought  the  cumulative 
Marshall  plan  total  for  western  Europe  to 
$9,115,100,000.  Purchase  approvals  announced 
through  July  3  raised  the  figure  to  $9,430,- 
260,000. 

About  40  percent  of  the  May  total,  $57,- 
800,000,  was  for  France  and  her  territories. 
The  United  Kingdom  was  second  with  $24,- 
200,000;  the  Netherlands,  third,  $15,100,000, 
and  Italy,  fourth,  $10,700,000. 

The  other  countries  who  received  purchase 
approvals  during  May  are:  Austria,  Belgium 


and  Luxemburg,  Denmark,  the  Federal  Re¬ 
public  of  Germany,  Greses,  Iceland,  Ireland, 
Norway,  Portugal,  Sweden,  Trieste,  and  Tur¬ 
key. 

The  leading  May  commodity  group  was 
machinery  and  equipment,  with  a  total  of 
$24,100,000.  The  bulk  of  this  amount  went 
to  France,  who  received  $12,600,000  primar¬ 
ily  for  machine  tools;  construction,  mining 
and  conveying  equipment;  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery;  and  engines  and  turbines. 

Austria  received  $3,600,000  for  machinery 
and  equipment.  Italy  received  $3,500,000, 
mainly  for  industrial  machinery. 

The  month’s  total  for  nonferrous  metals 
and  their  products  was  $24,000,000,  of  which 
$10,500,000  was  for  the  United  Kingdom, 
primarily  for  copper  and  aluminum  and  their 
products.  France  received  $3, SCO, COO,  mainly 
for  copper  and  copper  products. 

Crude  oil  and  petroleum  products  showed 
a  total  during  May  of  $21,600,000,  of  which 
$9,500,000  was  for  the  United  Kingdom  and 
$4,600,000  was  for  Sweden. 

The  May  cotton  purchase  approvals  totaled 
$22, 400, COO,  with  $20,600,000  going  to  France. 
Denmark  received  $1,400,000  for  raw  cotton, 
excluding  linters. 

Other  May  commodity  totals  included  $3,- 
200,000  for  chemicals  and  related  products, 
including  medicinal  and  pharmaceutical 
preparations,  of  which  $4,lC0,OC0  went  to 
France  and  $1,900,000  to  Eelgium-Luxem- 
burg,  and  $8,000,0C0  for  bread  grains,  in¬ 
cluding  $7,000,000  to  Greece  for  wheat. 

Following  are  May  and  cumulative  com¬ 
modity  and  country  totals  (in  millions  of 
dollars) : 

|Amount  in  millions! 


Commodities 


May 

1950 

totals 


Cumu¬ 
lative 
totals 
(as  of 
May31) 


Grand  total 


$143. 9 


$9,115.1 


Commodity  total . . . 

Food  and  agricultural  commodities. 
Industrial  commodities _ 


144.  2  8, 430. 5 

43.  8  4,  074.  0 

100.4  4,356.5 


Technical  services . . 

Ship  disbursements.. . . 

Ocean  freight — . . 

COMMODITY  DETAIL 


26.0 

6.5 

652.2 


Food,  feed,  and  fertilizer. 

Bread  grains . 

Wheat _ 

Wheat  flour  .... 
Rye . 


19. 9  2, 

8.0  1, 
7.8  1, 

.  7 
-.5 


Fats  and  oils _ 

Peanuts _ 

Flaxseed - - 

Soybeans _ _ _ 

Copra - - - 

Oilseeds _ _ 

Lard . . . 

Soybean  oil - - — . 

Tallow _ 

Linseed  oil . . . — 

Whale  oil  and  fish  oils . . 

Soap,  soap  stock,  and  fatty 

acids . . . . . . . 

Other _ 

Coarse  grains . . . . 


6.0 

5.8 


.7 

5.7 


Com _  4. 8 

Grain  sorghums  and  buck¬ 
wheat . . . —  .8 

Barley . 1 

Oats . . . . . . 


Sugar  and  related  products .  2. 2 


681.0 

338.7 
088.5 

239.7 
10.5 


327.0 

55.2 

44.3 

41.5 

29.5 
10.9 
54.1 
28.fi 

22.5 
9.2 

7.8 

4.8 

18.6 
278.2 


200.5 

31.2 

25.0 

21.5 


259.4 


Sugar,  etc . . 

Molasses,  inedible. 

Meat . 


2.  2  239. 6 

_  19. 8 

-.2  122.1 


Beef,  veal,  pork,  lamb,  and  mutton. 
Horse  meat . . . . .. 


-.2 


Canned  meat  and  poultry. 


Other.’. 


80.4 

20.6 

18.0 

3.2 


Dairy  products. 

Cheese . 

Milk . 

Other . 


114.0 


73.5 

39.2 

1.3 
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[Amount  in  millions] 


Commodities 


commodity  detail— continued 

Food,  feed,  and  fertilizer— Continued 
Feeds  and  fodder _ _ 


Oilcake  and  oil  cake  meal. 
Other . — 


Fertilizer.. 


Nitrogenous- 
Other _ 


Fruits  and  nuts,  excluding  peanuts. 

Rice... _ _ 

Vegetables  and  preparations - 

Fish  and  fish  products,  excluding 

fish  oil  and  meal _ _ 

Coffee _ 

Eggs - - - 

Miscellaneous  grain  preparations... 

Seeds,  other  than  oilseeds . 

Miscellaneous  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts— . . . . 


Fuel. 


Petroleum  and  products.. 
Coal  and  related  fuels . 


Raw  materials  and  semifinished  prod¬ 
ucts _ /. _ 


Cotton- 


Raw  cotton,  excluding  linters-.. 

Cotton  linters _ _ 

Cotton  waste _ _ _ 

Unclassified  cotton  credits _ 

Nonferrous  metals  and  products.. .. 


Copper. . . . 

Aluminum _ _ _ 

Zinc . . 

Read _ 

Brass  and  bronze _ 

Nickel _ _ _ 

Tin _ _ _ _ 

Other,  including  preciousmetals. 


Iron  and  steel  mill  materials  and 
products,  including  ferro-alloys. 
Chemicals  and  related  products _ 

Medicinal  and  pharmaceutical 

preparations . . . 

Industrial  chemicals,  excluding 

alcohol _ _ 

Alcohol _ _ _ 

Pesticides _ 

Other _ _ _ _ 

Lumber  and  lumber  manufactures. 

Metallic  ores  and  concentrates _ 

Fabricated  basic  textiles _ 

Pulp  and  paper _ 

NonmetalUe  minerals _ 

Hides,  skins,  and  leather _ 

Fibers,  ex.  unmfd.  cotton  and  wool. 

Naval  stores _ _ _ 

Wool,  unmanufactured _ 

Miscellaneous  fiber  products... . 

Machinery  and  vehicles . . 


Machinery  and  equipment. 


Construction,  mining  and  con¬ 
veying  equipment _ 

Metalworking  machinery,  ex¬ 
cluding  machine  tools.  . . 

Machine  tools . . . 

Electrical  apparatus,  excluding 

generators  and  motors _ 

Engines  and  turbines _ _ 

Generators  and  motors . . 

Industrial  machinery . . 

Agricultural  machinery,  ex¬ 
cluding  tractors _ _ 

Tractors,  tracklaying,  50  horse¬ 
power  or  over _ _ 

Tractors,  other  (largely  agricul¬ 
tural) . . . 


Motor  vehicles,  engines,  and  parts.. 

Aircraft,  engines,  and  parts _ 

Other  transportation  equipment... 
Miscellaneous  and  unclassified . 


Tobacco _ _ _ _ 

Miscellaneous  industrial  commodi¬ 
ties . . . 


steel 


Miscellaneous  iron  and 

manufactures . . . 

Ef-ntific  and  professional  in¬ 
struments . . . 

Other . . . 


May 

1950 

totals 


-$1.4 


-1.3 


.9 


-0.1 

1.0 


-1.3 

.3 


-.2 


21.6 


23.3 

-1.7 


72.1 


22.4 


21.4 

1.1 

-.1 


24.0 


18.2 

7.0 

-2.6 


1.2 


2.5 

8.2 


.2 

1.5 
.3 
.2 
6.0 
1.8 
4.4 
.5 
3.  5 
3.2 
1.1 
.5 
.6 
.2 
— .  4 
25.4 


24.1 


3.5 

3.4 

3.0 

1.0 

1.3 
.3 

6.2 

2.2 

1.9 

1.4 


1.4 

-.2 

.1 

5.2 


1 

4.6 


.6 

3.9 


Cumu¬ 
lative 
totals 
(as  of 
May31) 


$51.5 


40.6 

5.0 


44.5 


27.5 

17.0 


31.9 

27.4 

17.5 

17.0 

16.4 

15.8 

6.5 

6.7 

7.3 


1, 189. 7 


911.7 

277.9 


2,  723.  5 


1,010.0 


996. 3 
12.0 
2.2 
-.6 
551.5 


281.3 

115.7 

68.4 

55.4 
7.0 
6.3 
1.9 

15.6 


247.3 

238.4 


44.9 

32.9 

16.9 
3.5 

140.2 
124.0 

107.3 
106.5 

99.5 
85.0 
76.  4 
36.4 
23.1 
16.3 
1.  7 
1,  439. 3 


1, 126.  5 


169.0 

154.6 

107.3 

71.0 

44.6 

42.7 
336.0 

96.4 

39.7 
65.3 


175.9 

84.6 

52.3 

397.0 


287.8 

89.9 


18.2 


16.2 

55.6 


[Amount  in  millions] 


Commodities 

May 

1950 

totals 

Cumu¬ 
lative 
totals 
(as  of 
May31) 

COMMODITY  detail— continued 

Miscellaneous  and  unclassified— Con. 

U  nclassified  agricultural  commodities_ 
Unclassified  industrial  credits _ 

$0.7 

$19.5 

-.2 

RECIPIENT  COUNTRIES 

United  Kingdom _ 

24.2 

2,  485. 7 
1, 959. 8 
1, 013.  2 
870.0 

France _ _ _ _ _ 

57.8 

Italy. . - . —  _ _ 

10.7 

3.  6 

Netherlands _ _ 

15. 1 

835.0 

Belgium- Luxemburg. . 

-.7 

476.3 

Austria . . . . . 

5.5 

420.5 

Greece _ _ 

8.8 

319.6 

Denmark . . . . . 

4.1 

194.5 

Norway . . . . . 

2.0 

187.0 

Ireland.. . . 

—1.  4 

119.6 

Sweden _ _ 

'6.0 

92.4 

Turkey _ _ _ _ _ 

5.7 

88.3 

Trieste _ _ - . - 

.6 

25.7 

Portugal _ _ _ _ 

1.3 

15.5 

.6 

12.1 

Note.— Totals  shown  are  sums  of  unrounded  figures, 
hence  may  vary  slightly  from  totals  of  rounded  amounts. 
Overseas  territories  are  reported  with  recipient  mother 
countries.  % 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  read 
from  a  release  of  the  ECA,  dated  June  30, 
1950: 

Hundreds  of  miles  of  roads  opening  up 
isolated  areas  of  Africa  and  the  British  East 
Indies  will  he  constructed  with  the  help  of 
Marshall-plan  dollars,  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration  announced  today. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  wanted  the  facts,  and  I  have  given 
him  the  facts.  He  can  read  the  record. 

This  release  came  from  the  ECA,  and 
I  am  giving  the  facts  as  the  ECA  re¬ 
leased  them.  I  want  to  read  again  the 
first  paragraph,  and  then  I  shall  ask 
that  the  entire  release  be  printed  in  the 
Record: 

Hundreds  of  miles  of  roads  opening  up 
Isolated  areas  of  Africa  and  the  British  East 
Indies  will  be  constructed  with  the  help  of 
Marshall-plan  dollars,  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration  announced  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  fellows: 

Washington,  June  29. — Hundreds  of  miles 
of  roads  opening  up  isolated  areas  of  Africa 
and  the  British  East  Indies  will  be  con¬ 
structed  with  the  help  of  Marshall-plan 
dollars,  the  Economic  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration  announced  today. 

Nearly  1,000,000  ECA  dollars  will  buy 
United  States  equipment  to  be  used  in  road- 
development  projects  in  seven  British  terri¬ 
tories — the  Gold  Coast,  Northern  Rhodesia, 
Nigeria,  Sierra  Leone,  and  Nyasaland  in 
Africa,  and  North  Borneo  and  Sarawak  in 
the  British  East  Indies.  The  funds,  totaling 
approximately  $975,000,  are  coming  from  the 
special  reserve  fund  set  aside  by  ECA  to  help 
the  development  of  overseas  territories  of 
Marshall-plan  countries,  both  for  their  own 
economic  well-being  and  their  contributions 
to  the  economic  stability  of  the  mother 
countries. 

An  additional  $356,000  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  from  this  same  reserve  fund  to  buy 
United  States  equipment  for  three  other  de¬ 
velopment  projects  announced  by  ECA  today. 
They  are  a  rice-cultivation  project  in  French 
Morocco,  in  which  ECA  costs  will  be  $300,000; 
a  reservoir-construction  project  in  British 
Somaliland,  to  which  ECA  will  contribute 
$36,000;  ancT  an  antierosion  program  on  the 
British  island  of  Cyprus,  with  ECA  costs  of 
about  $20,000. 


The  road-development  projects  in  the 
British  African  territories  are  companion 
projects  to  three  announced  last  week  for 
French  West  Africa,  French  Equatorial 
Africa,  and  the  French  Cameroons.  ECA  aid 
in  African  road-development  projects  is  de¬ 
signed  to  help  open  up  isolated  areas  on  the 
continent  as  well  as  improve  existing  road 
facilities  so  that  resources  can  be  developed 
and  goods  moved  to  Inland  and  coastal  cen¬ 
ters.  ECA  pointed  out  that  this  will  increase 
intra-African  trade  as  well  as  trade  between 
the  territories  and  the  mother  countries. 

ECA  dollar  costs  in  the  British  African 
road-development  projects  are  estimated  at 
$314,000  in  the  Gold  Coast;  $267,000,  Northern 
Rhodesia;  $149,000,  Nigeria;  $91,000,  Sierra 
Leone;  and  $65,000,  Nyasaland. 

The  North  Borneo  road-development  proj¬ 
ect  calls  for  the  reconstruction  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  68  miles  of  road  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  an  additional  46  miles.  The  terri¬ 
tory’s  road  system  was  badly  damaged  by  the 
Japanese  during  the  war,  and  the  project 
provides  for  rehabilitation  of  old  roads  as 
well  as  construction  of  new  roads.  These 
will  open  up  additional  areas  for  settlement 
and  rice  cultivation  and  also  aid  the  further 
economic  development  of  a  region  now  pro¬ 
ducing  large  quantities  of  rice,  peanuts, 
sugar,  tobacco,  and  large  numbers  of  draft 
animals.  ECA  expenditures  in  this  project 
are  estimated  at  $48,000. 

The  Sarawak  road-development  project 
calls  for  the  construction  of  225  miles  of 
arterial  and  143  miles  of  secondary  roads, 
with  ECA  dollars  buying  equipment  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $40,000.  The  purpose  of 
the  project  is  to  open  up  areas  capable  of 
producing  foodstuffs,  chiefly  rice,  urgently 
required  for  local  consumption;  to  help  relo¬ 
cate  population;  and  to  generally  aid  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  territory’s  area  of  economic 
development  now  confined  to  regions  border¬ 
ing  on  waterways. 

In  the  French  Morocco  rice-cultivation 
project,  ECA  dollars  will  buy  equipment  to 
help  cultivate  the  Rharb  area  to  make  the 
territory  self-sufficient  in  rice  by  1952. '  When 
the  project  is  completed,  6,250  acres  will  be 
devoted  to  rice  cultivation,  compared  to  180 
acres  last  year. 

The  British  Somaliland  reservoir  construc¬ 
tion  project  is  designed  to  prevent  the  ex¬ 
haustion  of  the  territory’s  coastal  areas  by 
overgrazing.  Small  reservoirs  are  to  be  built 
at  suitable  points  along  the  routes  taken  by 
camels  and  other  livestock  on  their  return 
from  inland  grazing  areas.  One  of  the  ter¬ 
ritory’s  key  economic  problems  is  the  severe 
erosion  and  deterioration  of  grazing  areas 
due  to  overstocking  and  competition  for 
pasturage.  > — . 

The  antierosion  program  on  Cyprus  is  one 
phase  of  a  land-reclamation  program  de¬ 
signed  to  help  increase  the  island’s  agricul¬ 
tural  production,  which  has  been  retarded  by 
erosion  as  well  as  antiquated  farming  meth¬ 
ods.  The  increased  output  will  be  used  both 
for  domestic  consumption  and  export. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  a  list  of  approximately  25  projects  in 
Africa,  the  British  East  Indies,^  and  all 
over  the  world.  The  taxpayers  of  this 
country  are  called  upon  to  pay  for  those 
projects  when  we  are  confronted  with  a 
war.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  there  is  an 
amendment  to  take  ECA  out  from  this 
proposed  cut.  It  is  being  s?tid  that  we 
cannot  touch  ECA  Junds,  that  they  are 
for  defense.  But  these  are  long-range 
projects  that  do  not  have  anything  in  the 
world  to  do  with  defense. 

Mr.  MALONE  and  Mr.  McCLELLAN 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
that  the  money  for  these  projects  for 
England,  France,  Belgium,  the  Nether¬ 
lands,  and  Africa  would  result  in  fur¬ 
thering  the  colonial  system  in  Africa, 
holding  down  wages,  and  keeping  the 
Negroes  in  practical  bondage,  so  far  as 
their  own  government  is  concerned? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  there  can  be 
no  doubt  about  that,  and  I  appreciate 
the  Senator’s  observation.  That  is  an¬ 
other  very  good  point  which  can  be 
argued  in  connection  with  these  appro¬ 
priations.  But  the  point  I  am  making 
is  that,  regardless  of  the  merits  or  de¬ 
merits — and  that  question  could  be 
argued  all  afternoon — here  is  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  25  projects  in  colonial  terri¬ 
tories,  when  we  are  confronted  with  a 
budget  which,  when  we  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  military  expenditures,  the 
supplemental  appropriations  and  the  de¬ 
ficiency  appropriations  will  approach 
nearly  $50,000,000,000.  How  far  am  I 
off  in  my  figures? 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  further,  I  should  like  to  ask  him, 
with  reference  to  the  appropriation  for 
ECA  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  the 
peacetime  industrial  structures  of  the 
16  Marshall  plan  countries,  whether  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  it  is  a  type 
of  strengthening  the  industrial  produc¬ 
tion  in  Europe  which  puts  them  into 
position  to  fulfill  their  contracts  under 
the  96  trade  treaties  they  have  with 
Russia  and  with  the  satellite  nations  in 
accordance  with  which  they  are  furnish¬ 
ing  ballbearings  and  other  commodities 
to  equip  them  for  world  war  III. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  First,  let  me  place 
this  release  in  the  Record,  and  then  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas.  I  want  to  read  the  first 
paragraph :  , 

Washington,  May  10. — A  project  to  fur¬ 
ther  mechanize  rice  farming  in  French  West 
Africa  to  provide  basic  food  for  a  growing 
population  has  been  approved  by  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Administration,  it  was 
announced  today  here  and  in  Paris. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  entire  release  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  May  10. — A  project  to  further 
mechanize  rice  farming  in  French  West 
Africa  to  provide  basic  food  for  a  growing 
population  has  been  approved  by  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Administration,  it  was 
announced  today  here  and  in  Paris. 

The  project,  to  be  undertaken  by  the  Office 
du  Niger,  a  public  agency  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Government  of  French  West 
Africa,  involves  $1,400,000  in  ECA  financing. 
This  covers  funds  for  the  purchase  of  agri¬ 
cultural  and  earth-moving  equipment  in¬ 
cluding  tractors,  graders,  ditchers,  and 
scrapers. 

ECA  funds  do  not  Include  requirements 
for  spare  parts  estimated  to  total  $400,000  by 
1952.  Of  this  sum,  $50,000  will  be  required 
this  fiscal  year,  $150,000  in  1950-51,  and 
about  $200,000  in  1951-52.  These  purchases 
will  be  made  from  local  dealers. 

With  the  equipment  to  be  purchased  it  is 
expected  that  13,000  acres  of  rice  land  will  be 


d-veloped  for  the  1951  crop  and  a  similar 
amount  of  acreage  for  1952.  The  French 
West  Africa  Administration  plans  on  devel¬ 
oping  about  120,000  acres  of  rice  land  by  mid- 
1957  at  a  eost  of  about  eight  billion  colonial 
French  African  francs,  equivalent  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $46,000,000  (at  the  present  rate  of  ex¬ 
change).  Of  this  amount,  about  six  billion 
francs  would  represent  direct  expenditures 
for  reclaiming  new  areas  and  extending  main 
irrigation  canals. 

Although  cotton  was  to  be  the  chief  prod¬ 
uct  of  the  area  when  the  Office  du  Niger  was 
formed  in  1932,  experience  showed  the  area 
was  well  suited  to'  rice  production.  Upon 
completion  of  a  dam  across  the  Niger  River 
in  1947,  assuring  an  adequate  supply  of  water 
for  irrigation,  emphasis  swung  to  rice  pro¬ 
duction.  This  decision  was  prompted  by  the 
uncertainty  over  the  prospective  availability 
of  rice  from  Indochina  and  the  need  for  a 
greater  supply  of  the  commodity  for  the 
increasing  population. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  next  release 
which  I  have  here  is  dated  May  12,  1950, 
the  first  paragraph  of  which  reads  as 
follows: 

Increased  electric  power  for  industrial  and 
home  use  will  be  provided  under  two  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  industrial  projects  approved  for 
Iceland,  the  Economic  Cooperation  Admin¬ 
istration  announced  today  in  Washington 
and  Reykjavik. 

Then  it  goes  on  to  say : 

The  expansion  of  two  hydroelectric  power 
projects  will  also  reduce  Iceland’s  require¬ 
ments  for  imported  fuels,  ECA  said. 

ECA  funds  totaling  $5,065,000  will  be  used 
to  finance  the  purchase  of  machinery  and 
equipment  in  the  United  States  and  to  pay 
for  American  engineering  services.  Total 
over-all  cost  of  the  projects  is  estimated  at 
the  equivalent  of  more  than  $12,000,000. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  en¬ 
tire  release  from  which  I  last  read  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Washington,  May  12. — Increased  electric 
power  for  industrial  and  home  use  will  be 
provided  under  two  Marshall  plan  industrial 
projects  approved  for  Iceland,  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration  announced  to¬ 
day  in  Washington  and  Reykjavik. 

The  expansion  of  two  hydroelectric  power 
projects  will  also  reduce  Iceland’s  require¬ 
ments  for  imported  fuels,  ECA  said. 

ECA  funds  totaling  $5,065,000  will  be  used 
to  finance  the  purchase  of  machinery  and 
equipment  in  the  United  States  and  to  pay 
for  American  engineering  services.,  Total 
over-all  cost  of  the  projects  is  estimated  at 
the  equivalent  of  more  than  $12,000,000. 

One  project  provides  for  expansion  of  the 
Sog  River  plant  of  the  Reykjavik  Municipal 
Electric  Light  &  Power  Co.  Development 
of  this  plant  was  first  authorized  in  1933 
and  the  plant  went  into  operation  in  1937 
with  an  installed  capacity  of  8,300  kilowatts. 
In  1944  an  additional  5,500  kilowatts  of  ca¬ 
pacity  was  added. 

Under  the  expansion  program,  a  dam  will 
be  constructed  across  the  Sog  River  about 
32  miles  above  Reykjavik  and  an  under¬ 
ground  powerhouse  to  accommodate  three 
16,000  kilowatt  units  will  be  built.  How¬ 
ever,  only  two  of  these  units  will  be  installed 
at  this  time.  A  transmission  line  from  the 
station  to  Reykjavik  anl  substations,  trans¬ 
formers,  switchgear,  and  underground  cables 
Will  also  be  provided. 

ECA  will  provide  financing  of  $3,955,000 
for  the  project  for  the  purchase  in  the 
United  States  of  insulators,  transmission  line 
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towers,  steel  aluminum  wires,  generators, 
transformers,  switchgear,  and  other  miscel¬ 
laneous  equipment  as  well  as  engineering 
plans  and  services.  Total  over-all  cost  is 
estimated  at  the  equivalent  of  $9,060,000. 

The  second  project  calls  for  expansion  of 
facilities  on  the  Laxa  River  in  northeastern 
Iceland.  A  reinforced  concrete  dam,  intake 
works,  and  powerhouse  will  be  constructed, 
together  with  a  transmission  line  to  Aku- 
reyri,  and  necessary  substation  and  auxil¬ 
iary  equipment. 

United  States  equipment  costing  $1,110,- 
000  will  be  purchased  with  ECA  financing. 
The  commodities  needed  include :  Wood  poles 
and  crossarms,  insulators,  penstock  and 
surge  tank,  copperstrand,  a  generator,  trans¬ 
formers  and  switchgear,  a  turbine,  and  con¬ 
struction  machinery.  Funds  will  also  be 
used  for  supplying  American  engineering 
services.  It  is  estimated  that  the  total 
over-all  cost  will  be  the  equivalent  of 
$2,981,000. 

The  Reykjavik  project  will  supply  power 
to  meet  increased  domestic  and  industrial 
demand  which  has  resulted  from  a  rise  in 
population.  Power  from  the  Laxa  River  pro¬ 
ject  will  be  used  mainly  for  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  in  the  central  part  of  northern 
Iceland  and  to  supply  various  industrial 
plants  including  a  textile  mill,  three  herring 
oil  and  meal  factories,  and  a  number  of 
freezing  plants. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further?  „ 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  96  trade  treaties 
which  have  been  put  into  the  Record 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  are 
being  serviced  from  the  material  we  are 
furnishing  -the  16  nations  under  ECA  to 
further  the  two  nonaggression  pacts  sep¬ 
arately  made  by  England  with  Russia 
and  by  France  with  Russia  and  which 
are  still  in  good  standing,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Of  course  the  answer 
would  be  “Yes,”  as  to  any  money  or  ma¬ 
terials  furnished  by  us  and  so  used. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  compli¬ 
ment  the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska  for 
giving  this  splendid  expose  of  those  proj¬ 
ects  that  we  are  expected  to  pay  for  out 
of  these  funds.  I  want  to  point  out  that 
every  dollar  of  this  ECA  money  under 
present  conditions  must  be  borrowed, 
must  be  added  to  our  national  debt,  and 
must  be  charged  to  the  American  tax¬ 
payers  and  American  toilers  and  pro¬ 
ducers  of  the  future.  Why  cannot 
France,  Britain,  and  other  countries,  who 
have  an  interest  in  the  areas  mentioned, 
use  counterpart  funds  or  use  their  own 
money  to  employ  people  to  build  roads 
and  build  soil-conservation  projects? 
The  point  I  make  is  that  all  the  free 
peoples  of  the  world  are  confronted  with 
an  international  danger,  and  we  here  at 
home  are  faced  with  the  demand  and 
urgent  need  for  the  identical  character 
of  projects  that  we  are  asked  to  appro¬ 
priate  for  abroad  in  ECA.  We  are  sacri¬ 
ficing  and  we  are  doing  without  over 
here.  Why?  It  is  because  of  the  inter¬ 
national  crisis  and  because  we  feel  we 
must  conserve  and  concentrate  our 
strength  and  power  in  this  hour  of 
danger  where  they  will  be  most  effective 
in  meeting  this  crisis.  Yet  we  are  told 
that  if  we  do  not  build  some  trails  in 
Africa  or  pile  up  or  dump  some  dirt 
somewhere  to  keep  some  little  topsoil 


No.  152- 


4 


11764 


August  2 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


from  washing  away  in  some  overseas 
territory,  and  charge  it  to  the  American 
people  in  this  time  of  crisis,  the  whole 
economy  of  the  ECA  countries  is  going  to 
crumble.  I  want  to  say  that  if  their 
economy  is  so  weak,  all  the  dollars  that 
America  can  borrow,  scrape  together, 
and  spend  will  not  be  adequate  to  save 
the  crumbling  economy  of  those  coun¬ 
tries. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas  for 
his  observations.  Why  cannot  these 
countries  use  counterpart  funds?  I 
asked  that  question  many  times  in  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  The  an¬ 
swer  has  always  been  that  we  cannot  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  sovereignty  of  another 
nation.  We  cannot  tell  another  nation 
what  it  must  do.  We  can  give  them 
money.  However,  after  they  get  the 
money,  there  are  no  strings  attached. 
Does  the  Senator  agree  with  that  state¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  correct. 
Will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  May  I  ask  the 
Senator  what  is  keeping  those  countries 
from  issuing  their  own  currency? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  would  suit  me. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  primary  pur¬ 
pose  of  our  providing  dollars  is  that  the 
countries  may  use  them  for  the  purchase 
of  materials  to  rehabilitate  their  plants, 
and  so  forth,  which  materials  they  must 
buy  from  us  because  they  cannot  get 
them  elsewhere. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  will 
agree  with  me,  I  think,  that  the  huge 
amount  of  money  which  the  United 
States  will  give  to  the  European  coun¬ 
tries  for  machinery,  trucks,  and  so  forth, 
will  supply  the  dollar  gap  without  hav¬ 
ing  to  depend  on  ECA. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Someone  asked  for 
the  facts.  I  shall  give  a  few  facts.  I 
did  not  intend  to  go  into  all  these  facts 
today,  but  I  think  they  should  be  put 
into  the  Record.  I  am  giving  the  Senate 
the  releases  issued  by  the  ECA.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  question  has  been  brought 
up  I  shall  give  these  facts.  I  have  an¬ 
other  one.  „ 

May  18. — Generating  equipment  which 
produced  electric  power  for  a  wartime  air  I 
base — 

If  we  ever  needed  air  bases,  we  need 
them  now.  We  certainly  need  them 
in  Spain.  At  long  last  we  finally  got 
an  authorization  for  Spain  yesterday. 

Generating  equipment  which  produced 
electric  power  for  a  wartime  air  base  will 
soon  supply  electricity  for  a  peacetime  irri¬ 
gation  and  food-development  project  in 
Jamaica,  British  West  Indies. 

What  do  Senators  think  of  that? 
Taking  it  from  an  air  base  and  putting 
it  into  a  peacetime  irrigation  project. 

We  will  probably  raise  some  more 
money  and  build  another  air  base  next 
to  the  irrigation  project.  That  is  the 
way  the  Fair  Deal  operates.  The  more 
taxes  are  levied  and  the  more  money 
we  give  them,  the  more  they  throw  away. 

I  ask  that  the  entire  release  be  inserted 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  May  18. — Generating  equip¬ 
ment  which  produced  electric  power  for  a 
wartime  air  base  will  soon  supply  electricity 
for  a  peacetime  irrigation  and  food  develop¬ 
ment  project  in  Jamaica,  British  West  Indies. 

The  Economic  Cooperation  Administration 
announced  today  that  it  has  authorized  the 
use  of  $175,000  in  Marshall-plan  funds  for 
the  purchase  by  the  Jamaican  Government 
of  three  generators  to  supply  power  for  the 
island’s  mid-Clarendon  irrigation  project. 
The  generators  have  been  operating  at  the 
United  States  Air  Force  base  at  Vernam  Field, 
Jamaica,  which  is  now  being  evacuated. 

The  ECA  announcement  marks  the  first 
use  of  a  special  reserve  fund  set  aside  by  the 
recovery  agency  to  aid  the  development  of 
overseas  territories  of  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries  through  special  projects. 

In  requesting  this  ECA  aid,  the  Jamaica 
Government  said  that  provision  of  electric 
power  is  an  essential  prerequisite  to  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  project  and  that  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  Vernam  Field  equipment  would 
be  the  most  economical  way  of  obtaining  it. 
The  power  available  from  the  Vernam  Field 
electric  plant  is  sufficient  to  pump  the  water 
required  for  the  project. 

Jamaica’s  mid-Clarendon  area  covers  ap¬ 
proximately  5,000  acres  and  at  present  sup¬ 
ports  a  population  of  about  2,000.  Surveys 
have  determined  that  this  low-rainfall  area 
contains  inherently  fertile  soil,  capable  of 
heavy  production  if  irrigated.  It  has  also 
been  determined  that  there  are  sufficient  re¬ 
serves  of  underground  water  to  carry  out  the 
irrigation  project  and  insure  permanent 
benefit  from  it. 

It  is  estimated  that  with  proper  irrigation, 
the  mid-Clarendon  area  will  produce  about 
6,500  tons  of  cane  sugar  annually,  primarily 
for  export,  as  well  as  food  for  the  farmers 
living  on  the  land,  and  crops  such  as  swamp 
rice,  corn,  and  pulses  for  sale  on  the  local 
market.  A  dairying  Industry  will  also  be 
established  in  the  area.  It  is  planned  to  de¬ 
vote  about  2,000  acres  to  the  production  of 
cane  sugar. 

The  Jamaica  Government,  which  is  man¬ 
aging  the  mid-Clarendon  project,  plans  to 
lease  the  power  plant  to  the  Jamaiea  Public 
Service  Co.,  Ltd.,  a  private  company,  since 
the  Government  has  neither  the  organiza¬ 
tion  nor  staff  to  operate  the  plant.  Con¬ 
struction  and  installations  for  the  irrigation 
system  will  be  completed  within  18  months. 

The  total  cost  of  the  equipment  required 
for  the  project  is  estimated  at  the  equivalent 
of  $280,000.  In  addition  to  the  $175,000  from 
ECA,  the  Jamaican  and  British  Governments 
will  provide  the  equivalent  of  $105,000  to 
purchase  auxiliary  equipment  to  operate  the 
power  plant. 

This  is  the  first  irrigation  and  food  de¬ 
velopment  project  in  the  Caribbean  area  re¬ 
ceiving  Marshall  plan  aid,  as  well  as  the  first 
ECA  use  of  the  special  reserve  fund.  ECA’s 
program  to  aid  the  development  of  dependent 
overseas  territories  also  provides  for  pur¬ 
chases  of  recovery  goods  for  these  areas, 
technical  assistance  projects,  and  special 
projects  and  surveys  in  the  territories  in  con¬ 
nection  with  ECA’s  procurement  of  strategic 
materials  for  the  United  States  stockpile. 

Previous  ECA  aid  in  the  Caribbean  area  has 
provided  for  purchases  of  recovery  goods  and, 
under  the  strategic  materials  program,  a  pro¬ 
ject  for  the  development  of  mining  resources 
and  facilities  in  Jamaica  and  other  British 
West  Indies  areas. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
before  me  a  release  dated  July  27  In 
which  it  is  said: 

To  help  the  Portuguese  to  develop  the  rich 
timber  reserves  in  their  West  Africa  colony  of 


Angola,  the  Economic  Cooperation  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  made  available  the  services  of  an 
American  forestry  expert. 

I  ask  the  Senators  if  that  is  an  item 
that  is  untouchable?  Does  that  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  defense  of  our 
country?  I  ask  that  the  entire  release  be 
inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  prin£ed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Washington,  July  27. — To  help  the  Portu¬ 
guese  develop  the  rich  timber  reserves  in 
their  West  African  colony  of  Angola,  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration  has 
made  available  the  services  of  an  American 
forestry  expert. 

He  is  Winslow  L.  Gooch,  who  has  left  for 
Lisbon,  en  route  to  Cabinda,  Angola,  where  he 
will  spend  3  months  surveying  the  area’s 
timber  resources  and  production  facilities  fo^. 
the  Portuguese  Government. 

Through  the  project,  the  first  under  ECA’s 
technical  assistance  program  to  aid  in  the 
development  of  a  Portuguese  colony,  a  new 
source  of  lumber  may  be  opened  for  west¬ 
ern  Europe. 

Cabinda,  located  on  the  Atlantic  coast  near 
the  mouth  of  the  Congo  River,  is  covered  with 
dense  tropic  forests,  many  of  them  virgin. 
Among  the  valuable  species,  for  which  a  ready 
market  exists  in  Europe,  is  mahogany. 

During  his  stay,  Gooch  will  make  a  study 
to  determine  the  quality,  amount,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  various  species  and  the  costs 
involved.  In  addition,  he  will  inspect  the 
production  set-up,  including  existing  saw 
mills,  transportation,  and  handling  facilities 
and  will  recommend  to  the  Colonial  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Ministry  of  Colonies  ways  for 
increasing  productivity  in  the  timber  indus¬ 
try. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  read  from  another 
release : 

Washington,  May  20. — The  Economic  Co¬ 
operation  Administration  announced  today 
the  conclusion  of  an  agreement  with  the 
French  Government  whereby  $965,000,000 
worth  of  American  equipment  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  modernization  and  development 
of  nickel  production  in  New  Caledonia. 

There  may  be  some  use  for  nickel,  but 
we  cannot  get  it  out  of  there  now.  I  ask 
that  the  release  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Washington,  May  20. — The  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration  announced  today  the 
conclusion  of  an  agreement  with  the  French 
Government  whereby  $965,000  worth  of 
American  equipment  will  be  provided  for  the 
modernization  and  development  of  nickel 
production  in  New  Caledonia  by  Societe  Le 
Nickel. 

The  arrangement  calls  for  delivery  by  So¬ 
ciete  Le  Nickel  for  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  stockpile  of  nickel  in  an  amount 
corresponding  to  the  amount  of  the  ECA  dol¬ 
lar  advances.  At  the  time  ECA  advances  the 
dollars,  the  company  will  deposit  the  equiva¬ 
lent  in  francs,  and  as  nickel  is  delivered,  cor¬ 
responding  amounts  of  francs  will  be  re¬ 
leased  to  the  company. 

The  arrangement  takes  into  account  the 
nickel  requirement  of  the  French  Union  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  ECA  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  United  States  and  France. 

According  to  ECA  officials,  the  expansion 
program  helped  by  the  Marshall  plan  should 
increase  the  production  of  New  Caledonian 
nickel  from  the  prewar  rate  of  6,000  to  7,000 
tons  a  year  to  10,000  to  12,000  tons  a  year. 
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The  modernization  of  the  New  Caledonian 
mining  operation  is  expected  to  enable  the 
company  to  sell  its  product  at  competitive 
world  prices. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
said  that  in  the  interest  of  national  de¬ 
fense  we  cannot  take  one  dollar  from  the 
ECA  appropriations.  If  the  President 
fine  combs  the  bill  and  he  takes  from  it 
items  affecting  projects  which  need  to 
be  developed  in  America  he  should  do 
the  same  thing  with  the  projects  such 
as  I  have  mentioned  designed  for  places 
in  the  West  Indies,  Africa,  and  other 
parts  of  the  globe.  They  should  be  post¬ 
poned  indefinitely.  How  can  we  justify 
taking  dollars  from  our  taxpayers  and 
throwing  the  Nation  into  more  debt  than 
we  are  already  faced  with,  for  projects 
like  these,  when  we  are  confronted  with 
a  war?  I  say  conditions  have  changed, 
Mr.  President,  and  these  projects  should 
be  viewed  in  the  light  of  such  changed 
conditions. 

I  have  before  me  release  No.  1574. 

Washington,  June  29. — Belgium  today 
signed  agreements  with  the  Economic  Co¬ 
operation  Administration  and  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  under  which  she  will  receive 
a  loan  of  $1,778,000  to  finance  a  major  road 
development  project  in  the  Belgian  Congo. 

We  are  asked  to  pay  for  that.  Amer¬ 
ican  taxpayers  are  being  asked  to  pay 
for  it.  It  must  be  undertaken  imme¬ 
diately.  Yet  we  need  every  dime  we  can 
get,  and  to  obtain  the  money,  we  will 
have  to  levy  taxes  in  order  that  we  may 
defend  the  United  States  and  defend 
western  European  countries,  to  which 
we  have  already  agreed  to  send,  or  will 
send  probably  $5,000,000,000  under  the 
MAP. 

I  ask  that  the  release  be  printed  in 
full  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  June  29. — Belgium  today 
signed  agreements  with  the  Economic  Co¬ 
operation  Administration  and  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  under  which  she  will  receive 
a  loan  of  $1,778,000  to  help  finance  a  major 
road  development  project  in  the  Belgian 
Congo. 

ECA  announced  that  the  Marshall  plan 
dollars  will  pay  for  United  States  equipment 
to  be  /  used  in  initial  stages  of  the  Congo 
road-building  program  and  also  for  salaries 
of  12  United  States  technicians  who  will 
train  local  workers  in  operation  of  the  equip¬ 
ment.  The  Congo  project  is  a  10-year  pro¬ 
gram  and  its  total  cost  is  estimated  at  the 
equivalent  of  $120,000,000. 

The  loan,  which  is  the  first  under  the 
Marshall  plan  for  an  overseas  territory  de¬ 
velopment  project,  was  negotiated  through 
ECA  and  signed  for  Belgium  by  her  Ambas¬ 
sador  to  the  United  States,  Baron  Silver- 
cruys.  It  is  a  20-year  loan  with  interest 
set  at  2  y2  percent.  Principal  and  interest 
payments  are  scheduled  to  begin  at  the  end 
of  1952,  with  50  percent  of  the  principal  to 
be  paid  in  equal  semiannual  installments 
during  the  1952-60  period,  and  the  remain¬ 
ing  50  percent  between  1960  and  1970.  The 
loan  agreement  provides  that  Belgium  will 
negotiate  at  the  request  of  the  United 
States  for  all  or  any  part  of  such  payments 
to  be  made  in  materials  needed  for  United 
States  stockpiles. 

The  Congo  road  project  is  one  phase  of  the 
Belgian  Government’s  10-year  plan  for  the 
economic  and  social  development  of  the 
African  territory.  Covering  more  than  904,- 
000  square  miles  and  with  a  population  of 


about  12,000,000,  the  Congo  is  the  world’s 
largest  producer  of  industrial  diamonds,  one 
of  the  world’s  leading  copper -producing 
areas,  and  a  producer  of  a  variety  of  other 
products  including  minerals,  palm  oil,  cot¬ 
ton,  rubber,  and  ivory. 

Much  of  the  area,  however,  is  untapped 
jungle  and  its  only  coastline  is  a  short 
stretch  bordering  on  the  south  Atlantic  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Congo  River.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  Belgian  Government’s  over¬ 
all  program  for  Congo  development  calls 
for  expansion  of  such  basic  utilities  as 
roads,  railroads,  water  navigation,  power  fa¬ 
cilities  and  warehouses,  as  well  as  projects  in 
the  housing,  public  welfare  and  education 
fields. 

The  purpose  of  the  program  is  to  create 
economic  conditions  conducive  to  private 
as  well  as  public  investments,  leading  to 
development  of  new  industrial,  mineral  and 
agriclutural  enterprises.  The  Belgian  Gov¬ 
ernment  foresees  this  development  as  pro¬ 
viding  new  employment  in  diversified  Congo 
industries  with  an  accompanying  increase 
in  levels  of  income,  and  more  extensive  and 
intensive  development  of  indigenous  min¬ 
eral  and  agricultural  resources.  Much  of 
the  increased  output  would  go  into  world 
trade  channels. 

The  road  development  phase  of  the  over¬ 
all  program  calls  for  a  network  linking  pro¬ 
ductive  areas  of  the  Congo  and  providing 
transportation  for  regions  now  inadequately 
served  by  existing  water  and  rail  transport 
facilities.  Five  primary  routes  will  be  con¬ 
structed  and  11  feeder  roads.  In  addition, 
existing  roads  will  be  improved  so  that  they 
will  be  able  to  carry  loads  of  more  than 
4  tons,  the  present  maximum,  which  is  con¬ 
sidered  economically  unfeasible. 

The  Marshall-plan  dollars  aiding  the  proj¬ 
ect  will  come  from  two  ECA  funds.  A  total 
of  $1,718,000  to  pay  for  United  States  road¬ 
building  equipment  is  being  made  available 
from  the  special  reserve  fund  set  aside  by 
ECA  to  help  the  development  of  overseas 
territories  of  Marshall-plan  countries. 

The  balance  of  $60,000  is  coming  from 
funds  set  aside  by  ECA  for  its  technical  as¬ 
sistance  program,  under  which  United  States 
technical  know-how  is  channeled  to  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  areas.  The  $60,000  will  pay  sal¬ 
aries  and  certain  incidental  expenses  of  the 
12  United  States  technicians  who  will  go  to 
the  Congo  for  6  months  to  advise  on  the 
setting  up  of  base  maintenance  shops  and 
the  deployment  of  equipment  among  road 
construction  sites,  as  well  as  instruct  local 
workers  in  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  United  States  equipment. 

The  United  States  equipment  will  provide 
10  road  construction  units.  Each  will  consist 
of  one  heavy  and  one  medium  scraper,  seven 
tractors  of  varying  power,  one  motor  grader, 
one  ripper,  six  dump  trucks,  a  mobile  shop, 
and  spare  parts. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  read 
another  release: 

Washington,  May  25. — Plans  of  Italy’s 
leading  automobile  manufacturer  to  increase 
production  by  more  than  25  percent  during 
1950  will  be  aided  by  Marshall-plan  indus¬ 
trial  project,  the  Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 
ministration  announced  today  in  Washing¬ 
ton  and  Rome. 

Of  course  it  would  be  well  to  increase 
the  manufacture  of  automobiles  in  Italy; 
but  I  ask  Senators  if  manufacturing 
automobiles  in  Italy  is  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense  of  this  country?  Is  it 
in  the  interest  of  our  national  defense  to 
help  automobile  manufacturers  in  Italy 
increase  their  output  by  25  percent?  Yet 
we  are  told  that  we  cannot  take  this  item 
out  of  ECA.  Would  it  hurt  the  defense 
of  the  United  States  in  the  least  if  we 
took  this  item  out  of  the  bill?  Anyone 


with  sound  judgment  knows  that  it 
would  not.  I  should  like  to  have  the  re¬ 
lease  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  May  25. — Plans  of  Italy’s 
leading  automobile  manufacturer  to  in¬ 
crease  production  by  more  than  25  percent 
during  1950  will  be  aided  by  a  Marshall  plan 
industrial  project,  the  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  Administration  announced  today,  in 
Washington  and  Rome. 

The  ECA  supplemental  project  to  assist 
in  financing  a  modernization  program  for 
the  FIAT  Co.,  was  approved  along  with  two 
other  Italian  projects.  The  other  projects 
provide  financing  for  an  Italian  steel  works 
and  a  new  thermal  power  station. 

FIAT  production  of  automobiles,  vans, 
trucks,  and  buses  in  1950  is  expected  to  reach 
a  total  of  about  107,000  units.  This  com¬ 
pares  with  71,144  units  produced  in  1949. 

The  expected  increase  in  production  re¬ 
sults  from  a  multimillion  dollar  moderniza¬ 
tion  program  now  under  way  at  FIAT.  The 
original  project  was  approved  by  ECA  last 
July,  when  $14,620,000  of  Marshall-plan  funds 
were  earmarked  for  the  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment  in  the  United  States. 

Under  the  supplement,  the-  equivalent  of 
approximately  $26,000,000  will  be  spent  by 
FIAT  for  modernization  of  its  mechanical 
sector.  Of  this  total,  ECA  will  supply  $8,- 
432,000  to  finance  the  purchase  of  machine 
tools  from  United  States  firms  and  $200,000 
to  meet  ocean  freight  charges.  Other  expen¬ 
ditures  will  include  $468,000  in  non-ECA  dol¬ 
lars;  the  equivalent  of  $3,094,000  in  sterling 
and  the  equivalent  of  $13,450,000  in  lire  for 
the  project. 

The  steel  project  provides  for  $4,523,000  in 
ECA  financing  for  the  purchase  of  United 
States  equipment  and  services  for  the  Milan 
works  of  Acciarierie  e  Ferriere  Lombardo, 
FLACK.  An  additional  $314,000  is  provided 
for  ocean  freight.  The  company  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  lire  equivalent  of  $3,000,000  for  the 
project. 

New  equipment  to  be  purchased  under  this 
phase  of  the  project  is  primarily  for  the  mod¬ 
ernization  of  the  plant’s  wire  rod,  plate,  sheet 
and  seamless  tube  facilities.  Certain  of  the 
new  equipment  will  replace  outmoded  exist¬ 
ing  facilities. 

Previously,  ECA  approved  the  use  of  $2,- 
200,000  in  Marshall-plan  funds  for  the  same 
plant. 

The  third  Italian  project  provides  for  boil¬ 
ers  for  a  new  120,000-kilowatt  thermal  power 
station  at  Tavazzano.  The  plant  will  be  con¬ 
nected  to  the  high-tension  transmission  sys¬ 
tem  of  northern  Italy.  Five  companies  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  STEI,  will  own, and  operate 
the  plant. 

A  total  of  $2,680,000  in  ECA  financing  will 
be  used  for  the  purchase  of  two  boilers,  con¬ 
trol  equipment  and  American  technical  serv¬ 
ices.  Freight  costs  are  estimated  at  $320,000 
for  the  project,  which  will  cost  the  equiva¬ 
lent  of  $10,877,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  I  could  read 
all  this  material  at  this  time.  Someone 
wanted  facts.  I  am  giving  the  facts.  We 
do  not  need  those  items  in  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram,  and  they  ought  to  be  taken  out. 
Projects  for  unessential  purposes  should 
be  taken  out  of  our  domestic  programs. 
If  the  Senators  cannot  rise  to  the  occa¬ 
sion  and  have  the  courage  to  take  these 
items  out  of  the  bill,  even  if  to  do  so 
may  hurt  their  own  States,  I  hope  the 
President  of  the  United  States  will  send 
to  the  Congress  a  rescission  bill  that  will 
take  these  items  out  clear  across  the 
board  as  affecting  both  foreign  and  do¬ 
mestic  spending.  I  think  he  should  do 
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that  to  protect  the  interests  and  stabil¬ 
ity  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Here  is  another  release.  It  is  release 
No.  1498  dated  May  26,  1950: 

Washington,  May  25. — An  industrial  re¬ 
covery  project  to  provide  equipment  for  oil 
prospecting — 

This  is  a  good  one.  Oil  prospecting. 
We  have  50,000  wildcat  operators  pro¬ 
specting  in  this  country  every  year. 
This  item  is  also  apparently  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  national  defense.  We  are  pro¬ 
viding  $1,300,000  out  of  ECA  funds  to 
pay  for  oil  prospecting  in  French  North 
Africa  for  two  French  oil  companies-.  I 
ask  that  the  release  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  May  25. — An  industrial  re¬ 
covery  project  to  provide  equipment  for  oil 
prospecting  and  drilling  in  French.  North 
Africa  for  two  French  companies  has  been 
approved  by  the  Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  it  was  announced  today  in 
Washington  and  Paris. 

The  over-all  cost  of  the  project  is  the 
equivalent  of  $15,000,000  including  $1,300,- 
000  in  ECA  financing.  The  companies  re¬ 
ceiving  aid  are  S.  N.  Repal,  which  operates 
in  Algeria,  and  SCP,  which  operates  in  Mo¬ 
rocco. 

Exploration  has  disclosed  that  seven- 
ninths  of  Algeria’s  territory  is  underlaid  by 
potential  oil  bearing  strata.  Morocco  is  now 
producing  oil  in  commercial  quantitites. 

Under  the  project  approved,  S.  N.  Repal 
will  receive  $220,000  for  maintenance  and 
replacement  machinery  and  $500,000  for  ad¬ 
ditional  drilling  equipment. 

SCP  will  receive  $580,000  for  maintenance 
and  replacement  equipment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
been  said  that  to  take  a  dime  off  these 
appropriations  would  destroy  the  morale 
of  people  in  the  participating  foreign 
countries  and  hurt  their  national  de¬ 
fense.  The  facts  were  presented  before 
me  as  I  sat  in  the  meetings  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  time  and 
time  again,  hour  after  hour  after  hour, 
and  to  say  that  it  is  necessary  to  appro¬ 
priate  $2,900,000,000  of  ECA  funds  for 
the  defense  of  those  countries  is  just  not 
stating  a  fact. 

Here  is  another  release,  ECA  No.  1544, 
dated  June  15: 

Three  pulp  and  paper  mill  projects  which 
are  expected  to  substantially  benefit  Aus¬ 
tria’s  balance  of  trade. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  anything 
against  that  if  we  desire  to  help  them 
when  the  proper  time  comes,  but  what  do 
three  pulp  and  paper  plants  in  Austria 
mean  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States, 
or  Austria  "for  that  matter.  How  will 
that  aid  the  boys  in  Korea,  whom  we 
need  to  back  up  with  military  equip¬ 
ment? 

I  ask  that  this  release  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Washington,  June  15. — Three  pulp  and 
paper  mill  projects  which  are  expected  to 
substantially  benefit  Austria’s  balance  of 
trade,  strengthen  her  domestic  economy  and 
provide  additional  employment  have  been 
approved  by  the  Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 


ministration,  It  was  announced  today  in 
Washington  and  Vienna. 

Total  cost  of  the  three  projects  is  the 
equivalent  of  $9,936,000,  including  $3,902,000 
in  ECA  financing  for  purchases  to  be  made  in 
the  United  States. 

The  first  project  is  for  modernization  of 
two  mills  owned  by  Arland  Papier-  und 
Zellstoffariken  A.  G.  One  of  these  factories 
is  a  fine  paper  mill  at  Andritz,  and  the  other 
plant  is  a  sulphite  pulp  mill  at  Rechberg. 
Upon  completion  of  the  modernization  pro¬ 
gram,  it  is  estimated  that  paper  production 
at  Andritz  will  be  increased  from  8,000  metric 
tons  to  17,000  metric  tons  annually  and  that 
pulp  production  at  Rechberg  will  be  in¬ 
creased  from  10,000  metric  tons  to  16,000 
metric  tons.  The  present  equipment  of  the 
two  mills  is  obsolete  and  inefficient.  Mod¬ 
ernization  will  provide  increased  production 
with  considerable  savings  in  power,  fuel  and 
pulpwood  per  ton  of  production. 

Total  cost  of  this  project  is  estimated  at 
the  equivalent  of  $2,647,000.  Of  this  amount, 
$1,169,000  in  ECA  dollars  will  be  used  for 
purchases  in  the  United  States.  The  equiv¬ 
alent  of  $144,000  in  German  drawing  rights, 
$75,000  in  Italian  drawing  rights  and  local 
currency  of  $1,259,000  will  also  be  used  for 
the  project. 

A  second  project  involves  replacement  of 
two  obsolete  newsprint  paper  machines  by 
the  purchase  and  installation  of  one  modern 
high-speed  newsprint  machine,  together  with 
the  necessary  auxiliary  equipment  in  the 
plant  of  Murztal  Pulp  and  Paper  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Ltd.,  at  Bruck  a.  d.  Mur,  Austria. 

The  total  cost  of  the  project  amounts  to 
the  equivalent  of  $3,714,000,  including  $80,- 
000  for  ocean  freight  costs.  Of  this  total, 
ECA  financing  for  machinery  and  equipment 
will  amount  to  $1,604,000.  In  addition, 
drawing  rights  for  the  equivalent  of  $549,520 
were  approved  for  purchases  in  Germany. 
Local  currency  to  be  expended  is  equivalent 
to  $1,430,000. 

With  the  proposed  improvements  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  the  plant  production  of  news¬ 
print,  for  which  there  is  an  increasing  world 
demand,  will  be  increased  from  12,500  tons  in 
1949  to  30,000  tons  in  1952.  It  is  planned  to 
export  all  of  this  additional  production, 
thereby  increasing  Austrian  exports  by  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,500,000  per  year.  Through 
the  erection  of  a  new  boiler  plant  and  im¬ 
proved  utilization  of  power,  importation  of 
black  coal  will  be  eliminated,  saving  ap¬ 
proximately  $250,000  per  year. 

The  third  project  covers  modernization  of 
a  completely  integrated  pulp  and  paper  mill 
at  Niklasdorf  for  Brigl  &  Bergmeister  A.  G. 
The  mill  is  old  and  its  equipment  is  ineffi¬ 
cient  and  obsolete.  Total  cost  of  the  project 
is  estimated  at  the  equivalent  of  $3,575,000. 
Of  this  amount,  $1,129,000  will  be  financed 
by  ECA  for  purchases  in  the  United  States. 
In  addition,  the  project  involves  an  equiva¬ 
lent  of  $221,743  in  German  drawing  rights, 
$218,085  in  Swedish  krona  and  $81,650  in 
Swiss  francs.  The  local  currency  cost  is 
estimated  at  an  equivalent  of  $1,925,000. 

The  proposed  modernization  is  expected  to 
increase  the  chemical  pulp  capacity  from 
26,000  to  30,000  metric  tons  per  year  and 
paper  manufacturing  capacity  from  10,000 
metric  tons  to  18,000  metric  tons  per  year. 
The  contemplated  improvements  in  equip¬ 
ment  and  methods  is  expected  to  bring  about 
this  increased  production  without  a  sig¬ 
nificant  increase  in  raw  material  consump¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Does  the  Senator  real¬ 
ize  that  already  the  paper  industry  in 
America  is  in  a  very  serious  condition? 


Imports  are  coming  in  which  are  put¬ 
ting  out  of  business  many  of  pur  old 
standing  paper  mills.  Paper  is  a  very 
important  product  in  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  defense.' 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
situation  in  the  paper  and  pulp  business 
is  rather  tight,  I  know.  It  is  a  question 
whether  we  want  to  put  the  money  into 
such  projects  in  foreign  countries  now, 
or  when  the  proper  time  comes.  I  am 
saying  that  the  acute  need  is  for  defense 
dollars.  That  is  what  is  confronting  the 
Senate  this  afternoon.  These  so-called 
justifications  were  made  before  the 
Korean  war  situation  developed.  As  I 
said  before,  a  fine-toothed  comb  must 
be  used  on  these  appropriations,  and 
every  one  taken  out  that  is  not  essential, 
and  is  not  for  the  military.  That  is  what 
should  be  done  by  every  Senator.  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  do  it.  Any  other  Senator  can 
do  as  he  pleases,  of  course. 

Here  is  another  release,  No.  1555: 

Nearly  $4,000,000  Marshall  plan  dollars 
will  be  spent  in  the  United  States  to  buy 
equipment  which  will  help  Africa  develop 
her  road  systems,  agriculture,  iron-ore  de¬ 
posits,  and  soil-conservation  programs. 

This  release,  No.  1555,  was  issued  on 
June  23. 

This  is  a  soil  conservation  program! 
I  submit  to  all  Senators  present  that  we 
have,  delayed' and  put  off  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  soil  conservation  program  in  the 
United  States  because  we  could  not  af¬ 
ford  it.  We  have  put  it  off  and  put  it 
off.  We  have  tightened  up  at  every 
corner.  Yet  we  are  asked  to  launch  out 
and  spend  $4,000,000  to  start  soil  con¬ 
servation  in  Africa,  and  help  in  that 
section  of  the  world.  It  is  meritorious,  I 
suppose,  if  we  can  afford  it.  But  the 
time  has  come  when  we  have  to  choose 
where  we  are  to  spend  our  dollars. 

I  ask  that  this  release  be  printed  in 
full  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Washington,  June  22. — Nearly  four  mil¬ 
lion  Marshall-plan  dollars  will  be  spent  in 
the  United  States  to  buy  equipment  which 
will  help  Africa  develop  her  road  systems, 
agriculture,  iron-ore  deposits,  and  soil-con¬ 
servation  programs. 

The  Economic  Cooperation  Administration 
today  announced  the  first  six  African  proj¬ 
ects  under  a  special  reserve  fund  set  aside 
by  the  recovery  agency  to  help  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  overseas  territories  of  Marshall-plan 
countries.  The  areas  involved  range  from 
Algeria  in  French  North  Africa  to  French 
West  Africa  and  to  the  island  of  Mauritius 
in  the  Indian  Ocean  off  the  coast  of  South 
Africa. 

The  projects  are: 

Three  road  development  projects — in 
French  West  Africa,  French  Equatorial  Africa, 
and  the  French  Cameroons,  in  which  ECA 
dollar  assistance  amounts  to  $1,236,000. 

ECA  financing  of  $1,976,000  worth  of  equip¬ 
ment  to  help  develop  iron-ore  deposits  in 
the  Conakry  Peninsula  in  French  Guinea. 

Purchases,  financed  by  ECA,  of  $603,750 
worth  of  United  States  heavy  earth-moving 
equipment  vitally  needed  in  Algeria  to  help 
halt  soil  erosion. 

A  Marshall-plan  dollar  outlay  of  $13,460  to 
pay  for  the  purchase  of  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery  to  go  into  an  equipment-loan  pool 
for  farmers  on  the  island  of  Mauritius. 


1950  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


ECA  said  the  projects  will  aid  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  African  resources  and,  through  the 
road-construction  programs,  help  to  move 
goods  to  other  areas  of  the  continent  and  to 
coastal  ports  for  shipment  to  other  world 
regions.  > 

The  road  projects  will  help  fill  in  gaps  in 
meager  existing  road  systems  and  will  aid 
materially  in  linking  together  the  transpor¬ 
tation  network  of  the  French  territories.  In 
French  West  Africa,  the  goal  is  construction 
of  4,300  miles  of  paved  road.  ECA  will  -"con¬ 
tribute  $1,035,000  to  this  program.  In 
French  Equatorial  Africa,  the  goal  is  8,500 
miles  of  paved  road,  with  ECA  aid  amount¬ 
ing  to  $117,000.  In  the  French  Cameroons, 
the  program  calls  for  construction  of  about 
200  miles  of  paved  road,  with  ECA  aid  under 
the  new  project  amounting  to  $84,000. 

Inadequate  transportation  facilities  have 
isolated  large  areas  of  the  African  Continent. 
Development  of  road,  rail,  and  waterway 
systems,  ECA  said,  is  essential  to  the  eco¬ 
nomic  progress  of  the  African  territories  and 
a  rise  in  their  trade  with  Europe  and  the 
Americas. 

The  Conakry  iron-ore  project  is  a  princi¬ 
pal  phase  of  French  Guinea’s  over-all  eco¬ 
nomic  plans,  which  also  call  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  hydroelectric  power  resources  in 
mountains  northeast  of  Conakry  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  port  of  Conakry.  The 
Conakry  deposit,  in  which  Societe  Miniere  de 
Conakry  holds  a  75-year  lease,  is  considered 
well  suited  for  open-pit  operations  by  mech¬ 
anized  means. 

The  Algerian  soil-conservation  program 
has  been  developed  by  the  Algerian  and 
French  Governments  to  cut  heavy  agricul¬ 
tural  losses  resulting  from  soil  erosion  of 
Algeria’s  hilly  countryside  during  seasonal 
torrential  rains. 

The  ECA  project  for  the  British  island  of 
Mauritius  will  provide  agricultural  equip¬ 
ment  to  be  used  by  local  farmers.  The  ma¬ 
chinery  will  aid  in  opening  up  approximately 
200  acres  of  land  annually  for  the  lifetime 
of  the  equipment,  to  be  planted  in- rice  or 
maize,  potatoes,  beans,  and  onions.  The 
machinery  will  also  help  intensify  cultiva¬ 
tion  of  1,200  acres  now  planted  in  corn,  root 
crops,  and  vegetables. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  here,  Mr. 
President,  an  ECA  pamphlet.  It  is  quite 
a  pamphlet,  and  shows  what  they  are 
doing.  On  page  2  I  find  this  headline: 
“ECA  names  ’49  top  projects  in  Europe.” 

I  shall  read  only  the  last  one,  because 
time  is  fleeting. 

In  the  Netherlands  the  Zuyder  Zee  rec¬ 
lamation  project  being  developed  at  a  cost 
of  $11,000,000  is  an  outstanding  ECA  project. 

In  Norway  there  is  another  one  cost¬ 
ing  $5,000,000,  aided  by  ECA  funds. 

The  ECA  pamphlet  is  advertising  to 
the  world  what  we  are  doing  for  these 
countries,  including  an  $11,000,000  rec¬ 
lamation  project  in  The  Netherlands. 
Yet  we  are  denying  the  very  same  kind 
of  thing  in  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  particular  part  of  page  2  to  which 
I  have  referred  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

ECA  Names  1949  Top  Projects  in  Europe 

Ten  of  the  outstanding  Marshall  plan  aid 
projects  of  1949  have  been  picked  by  ECA- 
Washington  and  the-  European  headquarters 
of  ECA  in  Paris. 

The  projects  range  from  the  completion 
of  the  Corinth  Canal  in  Greece  to  the  reha¬ 
bilitation  of  Norway’s  mines  300  miles  inside 
the  Arctic  Circle. 


The  reconstruction  of  the  Corinth  Canal 
was  started  by  American  contractors  under 
the  supervision  of  the  United  States  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers  in  1947  and  was  com¬ 
pleted  in  1949.  American  funds  totaling 
approximately  $522,000  and  8,800,000,000 
drachmas,  part  of  which  was  ECA  money, 
were  spent  to  rebuild  the  canal. 

The  largest  single  Marshall  plan  project 
for  western  Europe  was  the  Sollac  Steel 
Works  in  Lorraine  near  Metz  in  France. 
With  $49,360,000  in  ECA  funds,  the  company 
is  expanding  its  plant  facilities  and  install¬ 
ing  the  latest  American  steel  milling  equip¬ 
ment. 

In  the  Black  Sea  mining  town  of  Zon- 
guldak  in  Turkey  American  and  Turkish 
engineers  are  modernizing  the  vital  mines 
under  a  $55,000,000  program,  of  which  ECA 
will  contribute  more  than  $12,000,000.  Zon- 
guldak’s  harbor  is  also  being  improved  at 
a  cost  of  more  than  $9,000,000  with  ECA 
advancing  $4,000,000. 

In  the  lower  Rhone  Valley  in  France  a 
combined  electric  power  and  irrigation  proj¬ 
ect  .will  add  2,000,000,000  kilowatts  TS  the 
nation’s  electric  potential  and  an  elaborate 
system  of  canals  is  expected  to  turn  south¬ 
eastern  France  into  fertile  farmland.  More 
than  $9,000,000  of  counterpart  funds  is  being 
invested. 

The  construction  of  new  plant  installa¬ 
tions  of  the  Steel  Co.  of  Wales  in  Port 
Talbot  reached  an  advanced  stage  in  1949. 
ECA  financing  permits  the  dollar  purchase 
of  about  $27,000,000  worth  of  machinery  and 
equipment  from  United  States  companies 
which  is  not  available  in  the  United  King¬ 
dom.  The  construction  program  is  cur¬ 
rently  employing  6,000  workers. 

In  the  Netherlands  the  Zuyder  Zee  recla¬ 
mation  project  being  developed  at  a  cost 
of  $11,000,000  is  an  outstanding  ECA  proj¬ 
ect.  In  Norway  the  Syd  Varanger  mines  at 
Kirkenes,  demolished  by  the  retreating  Ger¬ 
mans,  are  being  restored  with  ECA  dollar 
aid  amounting  to  $5,000,000. 

In  1949  western  Europe  saw  a  great  revival 
of  rail  transportation.  Dollar  funds  ad¬ 
vanced  by  ECA  enabled  the  Belgium  firm 
of  Brugeoise,  Nicasise  and  Delcuve  Co.  to 
modernize  its  machine  shops  and  assembly 
lines.  The  firm  is  now  turning  out  a  new 
freight  car  every  18  minutes,  and  is  com¬ 
pleting  a  3,000  freight  car  order  for  Bizone 
Germany. 

With  $4,250,000  from  ECA  the  Aquila  Oil 
Refinery  in  Trieste  was  able  to  largely  recon¬ 
struct  it  war-damaged  plant.  Twenty  Amer¬ 
ican  technicians  helped  expedite  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  new  American  equipment.  In 
its  partially  rebuilt  state  the  refinery  is 
already  working  at  more  than  140  percent 
of  its  prewar  capacity. 

A  greatly  augumented  ECA  technical  as¬ 
sistance  program  in  1949  provided  the  peoples 
of  western  Europe  with  an  unprecedented 
opportunity  to  study  and  acquire  industrial 
and  scientific  know-how  from  other  Euro¬ 
pean  countries  and  from  America.  The  tech¬ 
nical  knowledge  and  experience  furnished 
under  this  program  generally  through  send¬ 
ing  technicians  from  one  country  to  another, 
is  expected  to  have  a  lasting  effect  on  the 
agriculture  and  industry  of  the  countries 
participating  in  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  top  this  off.  I  stated  that  re¬ 
quests  for  appropriations  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  would  continue  to  come  to  Con¬ 
gress.  A  new  one  has  just  come  in  today. 
The  President  of  the  United  States,  in  a 
supplemental  estimate,  is  asking  for 
seventy-nine  million  more  dollars  in 
cash  and  $25,000,000  in  authorizations. 
I  have  here  a  report  which  came  before 
our  committee,  whose  chairman,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellar],  has  done  such  wonderful 
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work  in  connection  with  this  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  On  page  16  is  this  provision: 

The  funds  (not  to  exceed  $700,000,000)  and 
authority  available  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  March  11,'  1941  (55 
Stat.  31) ,  as  amended,  to  carry  out  the  agree¬ 
ment  of  December  31,  1943,  between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Government  o£  Liberia  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  port,  port  facilities,  and  ac¬ 
cess  roads  in  Monrovia,  Liberia,  shall  re¬ 
main  available  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  and  improving  roads 
giving  access  from  the  interior  of  Liberia  and 
adjoining  areas  to  the  port  of  Monrovia. 

I  now  read  from  the  report  submitted 
by  the  committee: 

Extension  of  the  availability  of  these 
funds  and  authority  will  permit  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  year-round  highway  to  the 
port  of  Monrovia.  The  increased  traffic  will 
make  it  possible  to  utilize  the  full  potential 
of  the  port  and  increase  its  success  as  a 
financial  venture. 

I  ask,  Mr.  President,  is  that  necessary 
for  the  defense  of  the  United  States  of 
America?  Is  that  necessary  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  western  European  powers? 

As  I  said  in  the  beginning,  the  appro¬ 
priation  is  authorized,  and  therefore  one 
should  not  sabotage  the  appropriation, 
but  with  all  due  respect  to  those  who  be¬ 
lieve  in  ECA,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  been  and  is  constructively 
pointing  out  project  after  project  after 
project  that  is  nonessential,  that  has 
not  a  thing  to  do  with  defense,  which 
should  not  be  started  at  this  time,  which 
should  not  be  an  added  obligation  on  the 
people  of  the  United  States  until  they 
can  afford  it.  What  we  need  to  do  is  to 
take  every  dime  we  can  raise  and  use  it 
first  for  defense. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  I  appeal 
to  every  Senator  on  this  floor  to  reduce 
these  appropriations.  The  committee 
has  spent  hours  and  hours,  during  the 
years,  studying  this  question,  and  many 
of  these  projects  have  not  been  justified, 
and  if  they  afe  eliminated  it  will  not  hurt 
the  ECA  program.  Some  of  them  can 
be  eliminated  under  a  10-percent  cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  my  distinguished  friend 
from  New  Jersey,  who  made  a  very  ad¬ 
mirable  case  for  his  amendment,  will  be 
defeated,  not  because  of  any  personal 
feeling  I  have,  because  I  respect  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  who  is  doing  great  work  on  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  he 
believes  in  these  things,  but  I  have 
pointed  out  project  after  project  after 
project,  which  could  be  dispensed  with, 
and  I  ask  him  if  in  his  good  judgment 
and  his  good  will,  he  does  not  feel  that  he 
should  withdraw  the  amendment  he  of¬ 
fered  and  permit  a  cut  of  10  percent  to 
be  applied  to  ECA,  as  we  are  applying  it 
to  projects  in  the  United  States,  so  that 
projects  in  Africa,  the  West  Indies,  the  > 
Congo,  and  the  others  to  which  I  have 
referred  may  be  eliminated.  I  submit  to 
his  good  judgment,  to  his  integrity,  to 
his  ability.  After  all,  this  is  a  very  ser¬ 
ious  matter.  The  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  is  facing  a  dangerous  situation,  and 
if  we  are  to  lead  the  nations  of  the  world 
out  of  the  darkness  into  the  light,  it  is 
absolutely  mandatory  that  we  maintain 
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the  financial  and  economic  stability  of 
the  land  we  love. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  place  where 
it  should  be  done,  and  if  we  fail  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  today,  I  shall  appeal 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
send  a  rescission  bill  to  the  Congress 
which  will  do  what  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  attempted  to  do  in 
making  the  proposed  cut  in  the  ECA  ap¬ 
propriations,  along  with  the  others  men¬ 
tioned. 

Mr.  McCKbLLAN.  Mr.  Presient, 
simply  for  the  record  and  for  an  expres¬ 
sion  of  my  own  views  I  wish  to  follow 
up  along  the  line  of  discussion  taken  by 
the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I  re¬ 
mind  Senators  that  in  the  effort  of  both 
the  House  and  the  Senate  to  economize 
with  respect  to  our  domestic  program  at 
home  on  projects  similar  to  those  which 
have  been  referred  to  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Nebraska — in  fact  more  important 
projects  really  to  any  economy,  than 
some  cf  those  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred — the  House  has  cut  from  the 
flood  control  and  rivers  and  harbors  ap¬ 
propriation  24.9  percent  under  the 
budget  recommendations.  Those  cuts 
were  made  by  the  House  before  the  pres¬ 
ent  crisis  arose.  But,  in  our  efforts  to 
economize,  in  view  of  conditions  that  ob¬ 
tained  then,  the  House  made  cuts  in  our 
domestic  program  of  this  character  of 

24.9  percent. 

The  Senate  committee  felt  that  those 
cuts  were  too  great.  Therefore  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  restored  a  number  of  those 
cuts,  and  the  over-all  cut  under  the 
budget  by  the  Senate  committee  in  this 
particular  field  amounted  in  round  fig¬ 
ures  to  $66,936,000,  or  8.40  percent. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  am  emphasizing 
is  that  these  efforts  to  economize  here 
at  home  were  being  made,  and  we  felt 
the  impelling  duty  to  make  them,  prior 
to  the  war  situation  that  has  now  de¬ 
veloped,  which  makes  the  necessity  for 
making  cuts  far  more  impelling  than  at 
the  time  the  I-Iouse  itself  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Senate  acted. 

Mr.  President,  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment,  to  which  I  subscribe,  if 
adopted,  will,  under  the  Senate  bill,  re¬ 
sult  in  a  further  reduction  of  10  percent. 
Thus,  funds  for  this  type  of  projects  in 
America  will  be  reduced  a  minimum  of 
18.4  percent  under  budget  estimates. 

We  ar»  doing  our  best  to  cut  here  at 
home,  and  are  cutting  where  it  hurts, 
and  pains  deeply.  Many  of  our  projects, 
when  constructed  and  completed,  and 
are  in  operation,  will  be  a  protection  to 
human  life,  just  as  the  able  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye]  has  pointed 
out  with  respect  to  projects  in  his  State. 
The  same  is  true  in  my  own  State,  Mr. 
President.  I  think  we  have  in  Arkansas 
more  miles  of  navigable  rivers  than  any 
other  State  in  the  Union.  Such  projects 
>  are  badly  needed  there,  as  well  as  in 
many  other  States.  But,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  in  view  of  the  exigencies  of  our 
fiscal  situation,  we  are  undertaking  to 
make  these  sacrifices  in  the  name  of  in¬ 
ternational  security,  as  well  as  for  our 
own  security;  we  are  paying  by  way  of 
sacrifices  here  by  way  of  deferring  the 
construction  of  many  projects  of  the 
character  I  have  mentioned. 


Mr.  President,  if  this  proposed  10  per¬ 
cent  is  added  to  the  House  cut,  then  we 
would  have  a  total  reduction  in  amount 
under  the  Budget  recommendation  of 

34.9  percent. 

When  the  bill  goes  to  conference,  the 
cut  on  this  character  of  projects  is  going 
to  be  somewhere  between  18.4  and 

34.9  percent  in  America’s  program  of  in¬ 
ternal  development  and  the  strengthen¬ 
ing  of  our  economy  and  the  preserving 
of  our  resources  and  devloping  them  for 
the  benefit  of  mankind.  That  is  the 
sacrifice  we  are  making  here  on  the 
home  front. 

Mr.  President,  can  anyone  success¬ 
fully  persuade  the  intelligent  American 
people  that  it  is  imperative  that  we  make 
the  character  of  expenditures  abroad 
that  have  been  so  ably  pointed  out  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Can  anyone  successfully  argue  that  we 
are  compelled  to  do  that  as  a  part  of  an 
international  defense  program? 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment  there 
is  no  Senator  nor  anyone  else  who  has 
the  wisdom  or  the  force  of  persuasion  to 
make  a  convincing  argument  to  the 
effect  that  ECA  countries,  with  respect 
to  projects  in  the  same  category  we  are 
cutting  out  in  the  United  States,  should 
not,  for  their  own  protection  and  their 
own  defense  be  required  to  cooperate 
with  us  and  make  their  contribution, 
too,  make  their  sacrifice.  They  would 
not  be  making  the  sacrifice  at  their  own 
expense.  The  sacrifice  would  be  made 
at  our  expense,  at  the  expense  of  the 
American  taxpayer.  We  are  very 
anxious  to  help  them  rehabilitate  them¬ 
selves,  we  are  very  anxious  to  help  im¬ 
prove  their  economy  and  strengthen  it, 
but  can  we  not  in  good  conscience  ask 
them  in  this  crisis  to  relieve  our  taxpay¬ 
ers  of  that  much  of  the  burden  for  the 
present,  at  least?  Just  a  10-percent  cut 
is  all  we  are  asking  be  made  in  what  we 
appropriate  for  internal  projects  in  those 
countries.  We  have  already  taken  off 
our  own  internal  program  from  8.4  per¬ 
cent  to  24.9  percent. 

As  we  impose  upon  ourselves  a  fur¬ 
ther  cut  of  10  percent,  is  it  unreason¬ 
able,  is  it  improper  to  ask  the  ECA 
countries  to  go  along  with  the  same 
kind  of  sacrifices? 

Mr.  President,  we  must  spread  this 
thing  around.  We  have  got  to  take  our 
cuts.  We  have  all  got  to  deny  ourself 
some  of  the  things  we  need  and  that  we 
want,  both  personally  and  in  Govern¬ 
ment. 

To  support  the  program,  even  with 
the  proposed  reductions  and  the  econo¬ 
mies  we  are  compelled  to  make,  and  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  military  program 
which  must  be  carried  out  effectively, 
the  American  people  are  called  on  to 
do  two  other  things.  They  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  take  from  their  earnings 
money  with  which  to  pay  higher  taxes 
as  a  contribution  to  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  the  common  welfare.  Beyond 
that,  they  are  asked  to  go  still  further 
in  debt,  ’a  national  debt,  which  will  be 
a  charge  upon  generations  unborn. 

Assuming  there  is  a  legal  obligation 
and  committal  on  our  part,  yet  when  the 
very  lives  of  the  people  in  the  ECA 
countries  are  in  danger,  when  their  very 


existence  is  threatened  as  well  as  our 
own,  as  we  make  sacrifices  here  at  home 
should  they  not  be  willing  to  make  sac¬ 
rifices  also?  In  my  judgment  every  sup¬ 
porter  of  ECA  should  be  willing  to  say 
“We  are  all  going  to  travel  the  same  road 
at  this  time.”  That,  Mr.  President,  is 
all  we  are  asking  the  ECA  countries  to 
do. 

It  may  be  said  that  all  the  proposed 
civil  expenditures  are  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense.  However,  the  proj¬ 
ects  which  were  read  off  to  us  by  the 
very  able  Senator  from  Nebraska  fur¬ 
nish  a  thoroughly  convincing  argument, 
which  will  remain  unchallenged  on  this 
floor.  The  spending  of  money  for  such 
purposes  will  not  contribute  to  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  countries  involved.  The 
program  is  a  fine  one  in  time  of  peace. 
The  purpose  is  to  build  up  the  economy 
of  the  various  countries.  I  probably 
would  support  such  a  program  in  time 
of  peace.  I  certainly  would  support  the 
same  character  of  program  here  at 
home.  But  in  this  crisis,  when  we  have 
got  to  place  first  things  first  and  give 
priority  of  attention  and  effort  to  those 
things  which  are  most  vital  and  essen¬ 
tial,  we  are  compelled  to  dispense  with 
many  things  and  defer  many  projects 
that  are  desirable,  in  order  to  be  able  to 
provide  for  those  things  which  are  of 
compelling  necessity. 

Mi-.  President,  I  could  make  the  same 
comparison  in  reference  to  Federal-aid 
highways. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  brief  statement,  but  I 
shall  put  it  in  the  form  of  a  question: 
Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact  that 
this  matter  was  explored  fully  by  Mr. 
Hoffman,  of  the  ECA,  and  that  he  has 
said  that  he  is  always  glad  to  take  his 
share  of  any  cut  which  must  be  made, 
provided  he  is  not  required  to  take  his 
cut  twice? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
reply,  let  me  say  that  we  have  taken 
cuts  twice  for  domestic  projects.  If  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  means  what  he 
says,  he  should  withdraw  his  amend¬ 
ment  right  now,  and  should  follow  Mr. 
Hoffman’s  advice,  for  we  are  taking  the 
cuts  twice  and  where  it  hurts,  so  far  as 
our  projects  in  the  United  States  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am 
talking  against  the  proposed  20-percent 
cut. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  But  our  domestic 
projects  and  programs  are  taking  a  20- 
percent  cut.  For  instance,  in  the  case 
of  highways  we  have  already  cut  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  that  purpose  9.6  per¬ 
cent,  under  the  budget  recommenda¬ 
tions,  and  here  is  another  10-percent  cut 
to  be  made,  which  will  comprise  a  total 
of  approximately  20  percent. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Of  course, 
my  State  takes  it  share  of  that  cut. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Of  course. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  But  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  does  not  realize 
that  the  only  justification  at  all  for  ex¬ 
empting  the  ECA  from  the  proposed  re¬ 
ductions  to  be  made  is  because  the  ECA 
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is  a  part  of  the  military  operations. 
That  is  the  only  purpose. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  certainly  does  not  maintain 
that  projects  of  the  character  of  those 
which  have  been  enumerated  here  by  the 
able  and  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  constitutes  a  part  of  any  mili¬ 
tary  defense  operations;  does  he? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Oh,  not 
for  a  minute. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Of  course  not. 
Then  why  not  cut  out' the  appropriations 
for  them? 

The  only  way  we  can  cut  them  out  is 
by  means  of  this  proposed  blanket  cut 
of  10  percent.  If  we  insist  upon  having 
the  blanket  cut  made,  then  the  ECA  will 
cut  out  those  projects,  or  some  of  them. 
That  is  the  only  way  to  get  them  taken 
out. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  But,  Mr. 
President,  I  have  endeavored  to  deter¬ 
mine  about  these  matters,  and  I.  have 
been  assured  that  the  whole  program 
is  adapted  to  the  military  operation.  I 
would  be  amazed  if  any  of  those  projects 
are  included  this  year. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  we 
can  say  just  as  much — and,  in  fact 
more — in  favor,  of  every  flood-control 
project  and  every  highway  project  in 
the  United  States  that  is  included  in 
this  bill.  They  are  for  the  defense  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  the  defense 
of  other  countries  too,  because  if  our 
power  to  defend  ourselves  breaks  down, 
there  will  be  no  power  on  earth  which 
will  be  able  to  save  the  other  countries. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield. 

Mi\  CORDON.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  aware  of  the  fact,  as  has  just 
been  stated  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  that  the  entire  basis  on 
which  the  Appropriations  Committee 
recommended  this  appropriation  and  the 
entire  basis  on  which  the  appropriation 
was  justified  have  been  changed  and 
tossed  out  the  window,  and  another  one 
substituted? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Of  course  the  sit¬ 
uation  has  changed.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  we  have  before  us  now  the 
10-percent-reduction  amendment.  We 
are  undertaking  to  cut  drastically  in  the 
appropriations  for  projects  here  at 
home ;  and  we  undertook  that  before  the 
new  development  occurred.  We  were  un¬ 
dertaking  that  because  of  our  fiscal  sit¬ 
uation  and  the  fact  we  are  operating  our 
Government  at  a  deficit,  and  because  we 
wanted  to  keep  our  economy  stable  and 
sound." 

So  we  were  deferring  many  desirable 
projects  until  we  could  afford  them. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Did  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  understand  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
to  be  that  he  had  been  advised  by  Mr. 
Hoffman  that  the  entire  basis  on  which 
these  funds  would  be  expended  had  been 
changed  by  the  ECA  since  ECA  presented 
its  justification  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee?  That  is  news  to  me,  I  say 
frankly. 


Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senate  has  that  information. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  may  I  correct  that  statement? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
simply  say  that  I  do  not  have  that  in¬ 
formation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  to  me,  let 
me  say  that  I  have  understood  that  the 
ECA  has  studied  this  matter,  so  that  un¬ 
necessary  expenditures  which  do  not 
contribute  to  the  all-out  military  effort 
will  be  eliminated  and  that  the  ECA  is 
trying  to  focus  on  plants  which  can  be 
put  into  production  for  military  needs, 
and  also  on  transportation  projects  and 
on  power  plants  in  connection  with  the 
military  necessities;  and  also  the  ECA  is 
reconsidering  the  entire  policy  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  counterpart  funds  which 
must  be  used  for  military  purposes 
abroad,  and  we  are  getting  the  benefit 
of  that. 

I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  said,  but  I  felt  that  he  had 
not  been  fully  advised  in  regard  to  the 
application  of  this  entire  matter  to  the 
military  picture.  If  that  picture  has 
been  ignored  by  the  ECA,  and  if  ECA, is 
going  ahead  with  a  peacetime  program, 
I  would  be  as  much  opposed  to  that  as 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is,  and  I 
would  not  support  such  a  position. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Then  let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  that  the  ECA  certainly 
should  acquaint  us  with  the  revised  plans. 
All  we  have  before  us  today  are  the 
justifications  the  ECA  submitted  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee.  If  all  that 
is  changed  now,  certainly  until  the  ECA 
discloses  its  change  in  plans,  and  as  long 
as  we  can  act  only  on  what  is  before  us, 
then  let  us  treat  ECA  with  the  same 
economy  provisions  and  practices  which 
we  are  going  to  apply  here  at  home. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  just  this  further 
brief  statement  to  make  with  reference 
to  highways;  There  are  a  number  of 
road  projects  coming  under  the  ECA 
program. .  The  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  has  reduced  by  9.6  percent 
all  proposed  expenditures  for  highways. 
Mr.  President,  we  are  going  to  add  to 
that  a  further  10-percent  reduction,  if 
this  amendment  is  adopted ;  and  that  will 
mean  a  total  reduction  of  approximately 
20  percent  in  our  highway  program. 

Mr.  President,  cannot  we  dispense 
with  the  building  of  some  roads  in 
Africa,  while  the  necessity  is  upon  us  to 
concentrate  on  Europe  and  Asia  where 
our  boys  are  dying?  Had  not  we  better 
dispense  with  the  construction  of  roads 
in  Africa  for  the  present?  That  is  the 
way  the  situation  impresses  me. 

In  regard  to  both  the  road  programs 
here  at  home  and  flood  control  and  rivers 
and  harbors  projects  here  at  home,  let 
me  say  that  notwithstanding  that  the 
further  10-percent  reduction  will  be  ap¬ 
plied,  and  notwithstanding  that  the  law 
may  be  enacted  in  that  form,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  will  still  have 
the  power — and  it  is  my  anticipation 
that  he  will  use  it — to  freeze  or  impound 
the  funds  appropriated  for  any  project, 
If  the  crisis  grows  more  acute,  and  if 
the  President  feels  that  such  an  expendi¬ 
ture  would  not  be  justified  in  the  war 
effort.  Therefore,  we  can  expect  the  ap¬ 
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propriations  for  these  projects  and  these 
programs  to  take  a  further  cut,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  10-percent  reduction;  and  I 
say  frankly  that  whenever  that  situation 
arises  and  the  President  exercises  that 
power,  instead  of  complaining,  I  shall 
applaud  and  approve. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  With  reference  to  the 
power  the  President  now  has  to  control 
the  expenditure  of  funds  in  the  case  of 
any  department  if  an  emergency  occurs, 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  considering  the 
new  road  bill,  which  was  drawn  up  even 
before  the  situation  in  Korea  became  so 
serious  as  it  is  now - 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  refers  to  the  highway  au¬ 
thorization  bill,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes.  Did  not  the  com¬ 
mittee,  at  the  instance  of  one  of  its  mem¬ 
bers,  insist  upon  writing  into  that  bill  a 
provision  which  will  strengthen  the 
power  of  the  President  in  this  respect? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Yes;  and  very  defi¬ 
nitely  so  in  the  case  of  highway  funds, 
because  the  committee  voted  to  give  the 
President  the  power  to  divert  all  those 
funds  to  military  purposes  and  military 
construction. 

Mr.  President,  I  can  well  foresee  that 
if  the  present  conflict  abroad  becomes 
drawn  out,  as  it  may  well  become,  al¬ 
though  I  hope  not — but  I  cannot  view  the 
present  situation  with  sufficient  optimism 
to  lead  me  to  believe  that  the  conflict 
ther£  will  end  soon — in  view  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  appropriations  and  in  view  of  the 
power  we  have  vested  in  the  President  to 
further  withhold  the  expenditures  for 
construction  of  projects  needed  in  this 
country,  I  say  we  will  not  be  true  in  the 
highest  sense  to  the  American  people  or 
to  ourselves  or  to  the  countries  abroad 
which  we  wish  to  help  if  we  do  not  make 
the  same  reduction  in  the  appropriations 
for  their  nonessential  projects  which  we 
are  financing  that  we  are  making  in  our 
own  domestic  program.  We  should 
make  the  reductions  straight  across  the 
board;  and  the  ECA  should  make  its  sac¬ 
rifices  in  connection  with  its  program, 
just  as  is  done  in  the  case  of  the  high¬ 
way  program  in  the  United  States  and 
all  the  other  internal  development  pro¬ 
grams  in  our  country. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Frankly,  I  am  troubled 
by  the  statement  which  was  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  hope  some 
light  will  be  thrown  upon  this  question, 
with  respect  to  exactly  where  we  are  in 
the  entire  ECA  program,  if  the  fact  is  as 
indicated  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  agree 
that  the  only  source  of  counterpart 
funds  which  accrue  as  a  result  of  the 
ECA  operations,  is  when  the  dollars  ap¬ 
propriated  for  ECA  are  used  by  private 
industry  in  a  recipient  country  and  the 
private  industry  pays  the  equivalent  of 
those  to  its  government,  and  that  gov¬ 
ernment  then  receives 'from  private  in¬ 
dustry  the  equivalent  of  dollars  in  its 
own  currency? 


11770 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  2 


Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  is  correct,  as 
I  understand.  I  am  not  referring  to 
normal  conditions,  since  ECA  has  been 
in  operation,  but  in  my  opinion,  if  they 
do  not  want  to  use  those  funds  for  the 
national  defense  in  the  present  situa¬ 
tion,  they  are  funds  of  the  character 
that  ought  to  go  into  the  building  of 
roads  down  in  Africa  or  somewhere  else, 
in  order  that  we  may  not  be  required  to 
put  up  dollars  for  them.  But  if  we  are 
going  to  rehabilitate  them,  certainly 
they  can  do  that  character  of  work.  But 
let  us  provide  the  tools  and  the  machin¬ 
ery  to  rehabilitate  their  industries. 
That  is  what  I  thought  was  the  purpose 
of  the  ECA  program,  together  with  the 
other  purpose,  of  course,  of  providing 
them  with  food,  as  to  which  they  have  a 
deficiency,  because  it  is  necessary  to  sus¬ 
tain  them  until  they  can  be  rehabilitated 
economically. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield  further  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  am  very  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  there  is  a  new  con¬ 
cept  in  the  recipient  countries  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  need  for  changing  the  use 
of  the  American  dollar,  or  its  equivalent 
in  counterpart  funds,  and  that  new  con¬ 
cept  includes  a  greater  use  for  national 
defense  purposes,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  if 
the  dollar  itself  be  used  for  national  de¬ 
fense  purposes  it  will  be  used  by  the  re¬ 
cipient  government,  in  which  case  ’there 
will  be  no  counterpart  funds  equivalent 
to  it ;  and  if  it  be  used  by  private  indus- 
ery,  then  its  equivalent  in  counterpart 
funds  will  be  available  anyway  to  the 
Government,  and  the  Government  will 
have  the  use  of  the  same  amount  of 
money  in  its  own  currency,  that  it  would 
have  otherwise  in  dollars? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  its  own  curren¬ 
cy,  for  these  purposes.  That  is  what  I 
have  been  trying  to  point  out.  I  feel 
that  those  funds  should  be  used  for  that 
purpose,  Mr.  President.  We  keep  speak¬ 
ing  of  defense  of  the  European  countries, 
and  we  are  appropriating,  I  think  about 
$5,000,000,000,  or  we  are  asked  to  appro¬ 
priate  it,  for  military  assistance.  Many 
of  the  things  that  we  are  talking  about 
here  as  being  necessary  for  their  defense 
will  be  provided  in  this  additional  appro¬ 
priation  for  military  assistance. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  in  fairness  to  the 
American  people,  in  all  common  sense 
and  justice  and  equity,  and  in  deference 
to  the  situation  as  it  applies  to  the  coun¬ 
tries  we  are  trying  to  help  and  to  our¬ 
selves,  that  this  cut  of  10  percent  will  be 
made  across  the  board. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  speak  briefly  in  support  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  and  other  Senators,  of  whom  I 
am  happy,  to  be  one,  and  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  to  that  amendment,  of¬ 
fered  by  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey.  I  may  say  in  the  be¬ 
ginning  that  I  think  it  would  be  appro¬ 
priate  at  this  time  to  review  the  history 
of  the  effort  of  the  Congress  this  year  to 
make  appropriations  to  meet  the  ex¬ 


penses  of  our  National  Government. 
Both  the  committee  in  the  other  branch 
of  Congress  and  the  committee  in  the 
Senate  have,  I  think,  worked  with  tre¬ 
mendous  devotion.  I  have  never  seen,  in 
the  brief  time  I  have  been  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  anything  approaching  the  hard 
work  which  those  committees  have  done 
on  the  subject  of  appropriations  this 
year.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  it  very  clear  in  the  beginning 
that  the  things  I  shall  say  are  not  to  be 
regarded  as  criticism  leveled  against  our 
own  committee,  or,  for  that  matter, 
against  the  House  committee.  I  think 
both  have  worked  hard  and  diligently. 
But,  Mr.  President,  when  one  looks  at 
this  bill  he  will  have  to  recall  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  passed  the  bill 
in  the  early  part  of  May.  It  came  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  on  May  11  of  this 
year.  All  the  efforts  of  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  on  this  bill  were  expended  prior 
to  that  time.  All  of  them  were  against  a 
background  of  a  belief  on  the  part  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the 
heads  of  our  Defense  Department,  of  our 
armed  services,  and  of  many,  many  oth¬ 
ers  of  our  very  finest  citizens,  as  an¬ 
nounced  to  the  public  and  to  us  repeat¬ 
edly  and  from  time  to  time,  that  we  were 
nearer  to  a  secure  peace  than  we  had 
been  for  a  long  time,  and  that  the  sit¬ 
uation  was  a  good  one,  in  which  we  could 
confidently  plan  for  the  development  of 
our  Nation  and  for  the  enlargement  of 
our  peacetime  activities. 

Mr.  President,  on  May  11  that  bill 
came  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  was 
referred  to  our  able  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  which  had  already  been  working 
diligently  on  the  subject,  but  which  con¬ 
tinued  its  labors  until  early  July,  when 
it  reported  to  the  Senate  the  bill  in  the 
form  that  it  came  from  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee,  with  the  Senate  committee 
amendments. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  every  one 
of  us  knows  that  the  labors  of  the  Senate 
committee  were  complete  before  the 
stunning  notice  and  knowledge  came 
upon  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
upon  the  world  in  general  that  we  were 
faced  with  what  may  be  the  beginning 
of  a  long  war,  with  what  is  certainly  a 
difficult  and  expensive  war,  fought  on  a 
spot  where  we  were  not  prepared  to  fight, 
a  spot  most  remote  from  our  Nation,  and 
under  highly  difficult  circumstances. 

It  is  quite  apparent  that  the  comment 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  in 
his  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  is  completely  sound,  namely,  that 
the  background  against  which  this  bill 
was  reported  by  our  own  diligent  and 
able  and  devoted  committee  has  been 
changed  completely  to  a  background  of 
war  and  military  apprehension  and 
generally  worsened  world  conditions.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  background, 
changed  as  it  is,  must  apply  to  the  think¬ 
ing  and  action  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  as  they  pass  upon  this  bill.  If 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  do  not  regard 
that  as  the  background  upon  which  this 
bill  now  must  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Senate,  we  will  have  to 'be  blind  to  world 
conditions,  we  will  have  to  be  deaf  to 
the  requests  of  our  people,  we  will  have 
to  be  completely  oblivious  to  the  fact 


that  our  own  people  all  over  this  Nation 
are  apprehensive,  and  that  they  do  not 
expect  this  bill  as  oi’iginally  drawn,  on 
a  basis  of  “business  as  usual,”  “govern¬ 
ment  as  usual,”  and  “expenditures  as 
usual,”  to  be  enacted  in  that  form,  but 
instead  expect  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  which  is  the  only  body  of  the 
Congress  which  has  the  opportunity  to 
view  this  bill  under  these  changed  con¬ 
ditions,  to  reflect  those  changed  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  action  which  we  take  upon 
this  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Magntjson  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  Senator  imagines,  as  certain 
other  Senators  seem  to  have  done,  that 
the  Appropriations  Committee  has  not 
reduced  this  appropriation.  The  Senate 
committee  has  already  reduce  this  ap¬ 
propriation  nearly  $1,000,000,000  below 
what  it  was  last  year.  It  has'  already 
reduced  the  appropriations  $332,915,000 
under  the  estimate.  The  committee  has 
made  very  large  reductions  already.  We 
have  cut  out  on  a  percentage  basis  quite 
as  much  with  reference  to  these  items 
as  we  have  with  reference  to  other  items 
of  the  bill.  The  committee  has  not  been 
derelict  in  its  duty. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  question.  I  refuse  to  yield 
further. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  have  not  men¬ 
tioned — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  distinguished  Senator,  I 
want  to  say  that  I  am  not  at  all  without 
knowledge  of  the  fact  that  reductions 
under  the  budget  figures  have  been 
made.  Before  the  Senator  returned  to 
the  floor  I  had  expressed  my  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  so  ably  headed  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  for  its  long  and  devoted  service,  but 
I  had  invited  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  background  of  war  which  prevails 
now  did  not  prevail  while  the  able  and 
devoted  services  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  members  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  were  being 
performed. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  read  into  the 
Record  two  short  paragraphs  appearing 
on  page  6  of  the  report  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  to  the  Senate,  because 
they  show  that  the  work  was  done  and 
that  reductions  were  made,  but  they  also 
show,  inescapably,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  same  kind  of  approach  was  followed 
by  our  own  able  committee  of  the  Senate 
as  was  followed  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives.  I  read: 

Of  the  $28,701,781,108  of  budget  estimates 
considered  by  the  House,  a  total  of  $27,346,- 
713,664  was  approved  by  the  House,  or  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $1,354,967,504  from  the  budget 
estimates. 

Of  the  $33,900,208,648  of  budget  estimates 
considered  by  the  Senate,  a  total  of  $32,504,- 
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972,672  was  approved  by  the  committee,  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $1,395,235,976. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  supplemental  esti¬ 
mates  came  to  the  Senate  committee  in 
the  amount  of  nearly  $5,000,000,000  after 
the  House  committee  had  worked  on  the 
bill,  and  it  will  appear  from  the  quoted 
figures  that  the  total  reductions  made 
by  the  House  committee  and  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  from  the  estimates  upon 
which  they  were  working  were  quite  sim¬ 
ilar,  and  that  there  was  no  real  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  approach,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  there  should  be  a  difference, 
because  there  was  no  war  threat  at  that 
time.  I  think  it  shows  that  equal  devo¬ 
tion,  equal  ability,  and  equal  under¬ 
standing  of  the  situation  wl>ich  then 
prevailed,  and  which  does  not  now  pre¬ 
vail,  existed  both  in  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  and  in  the  House  committee. 

Mr.  President,  to  make  my  point  per¬ 
fectly  clear  I  want  to  read  again  simply 
two  figures.  One  is  that  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  cut  off  from  the  budget  estimates 
which  went  before  it  $1,354,000,000,  and 
that  the  Senate  committee  cut  off  from 
the  larger  amount  of  estimates  which 
came  before  it  $1,395,000,000.  In  other 
words,  Mr.  President,  no  one  is  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  blame  for  the  present 
situation.  The  philosophy  which  pre¬ 
vailed  when  both  of  these  excellent  and 
devoted  committees  were  performing 
their  able  services  was  exactly  the  same 
when  the  service  was  being  performed 
in  the  House  as  when  the  service  was 
being  rendered  in  the  Senate,  and  the 
two  committees  came  to  very  nearly  the 
same  answer  and  to  very  nearly  the  same 
kind  of  treatment  of  the  claims  by  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Government  for  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  1951,  in  which 
we  are  now  operating. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  blame  to  be 
attached  to  the  action  of  either  commit¬ 
tee.  To  the  contrary,  they  were  serving 
ably,  they  were  serving  splendidly,  and 
they  both  showed  a  grasp  of  the 
situation. 

But,  Mr.  President,  war  is  now  here, 
and  that  fact  is  going  to  change  and 
must  change  the  thinking  of  every  Sen¬ 
ator,  just  as  it  has  already  changed  the 
thinking  of  every  businessman,  of  every 
farmer,  of  every  young  man  who  is  facing 
possible  induction  into  the  service.  Every 
person  in  our  entire  Nation  necessarily 
has  to  readjust  his  thinking  as  to  his  own 
situation  as  well  as  to  the  situation  of 
his  State  and  Nation  in  the  light  of  the 
changed  conditions.  Mr.  President,  if  we 
did  not  recognize  that  changed  situation, 
if  we  did  not  adopt  a  different  approach, 
if  we  did  not  bring  out  a  different  an¬ 
swer,  we  would  simply  make  it  appear 
that  we  thought  the  problems  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  which  is  now  at  war  and  now  in  the 
critical  condition  which  we  recognize, 
were  identical  with  the  problems  of  this 
Nation  as  they  w’ere  thought  to  be  by 
these  two  able  committees — and  they 
had  every  right  to  think  them  so  to  be 
in  the  spring  and  the  summer — when 
they  were  passing  upon  the  peacetime 
estimates  which  had  been  submitted  to 
them. 


Mr.  President,  so  much  for  that  point. 
The  next  point  I  want  to  make  is  this, 
and  I  ask  Senators  to  follow  it  carefully 
because  the  performance  of  the  Senate 
is  going  to  be  measured  not  only  by  our 
demonstrated  understanding  of  the 
changed  situation,  but  it  is  going  to  be 
measured  to  some  degree  by  a  compari¬ 
son  of  the  attitude  which  we  are  reflect¬ 
ing  after  war  has  come  with  the  attitude 
reflected  on  the  floor  of  the  House  when 
the  House  passed  this  particular  meas¬ 
ure.  The  House  'wrote  into  the  bill  be¬ 
fore  it  permitted  its  passage,  two  amend¬ 
ments.  I  shall  not  labor  the  question  as 
to  what  is  involved  in  those  amendments. 
One  was  the  Taber  amendment,  appear¬ 
ing  as  chapter  X-A  of  the  Senate  bill; 
the  other  was  the  Jensen  amendment 
which  is  now  sought  to  be  replaced  by. 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  and 
other  Senators  of  whom  I  am  one. 

Mr.  President,  no  matter  how  wise  or 
unwise  those  amendments  were — and 
personally,  my  thinking  is  different  from 
the  approach  used  under  both  of  those 
amendments — the  fact  remains  that  the 
House  of  Representatives,  before  the 
existence  of  war,  in  performing  its  func¬ 
tion  against  the  background  of  peace, 
for  peace  then  seemed  to  be  here  for  a 
good  long  time,  insisted  upon  putting 
two  general  economy  amendments  upon 
the  bill  which  would  have  effected  a  sav¬ 
ing  of  somewhere  between  a  billion 
dollars  and  $1,200,000,000,  if  the  figures 
reported  by  the  staff  are  correct,  as  I 
believe  them  to  be. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  now  proposed  here, 
after  weeks  of  debate  and  after  war  has 
come,  that  we  go  along  with  the  strik¬ 
ing  of  both  those  efforts  at  economy  and 
pass  to  the  conference  a  bill  without  any 
general  approach  toward  economy  what¬ 
ever.  In  the  House  there  were  two 
amendments  with  an  attempt  to  indicate 
economies  effected  by  the  lopping  off  of 
approximately  $1,200,000  in  the  general 
list  of  expenditures,  and  in  the  Senate 
both  of  those  amendments  are  to  be 
stricken  and  nothing  offered  to  take  their 
place.  In  spite  of.  the  fact  that  we  are 
at  war,  there  is  nothing  offered  which 
looks  to  reduced  expenditures  except  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New.  Hampshire,  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  will  go  to  con¬ 
ference.  I  think  the  Senate  owes  it  to 
itself,  in  the  first  instance,  to  show  that 
it  realizes  the  fact  that  we  are  at  war, 
that  conditions  have  changed,  that  the 
able  committee  could  not  possibly  base 
its, decisions  upon  the  present  conditions, 
and  that  we,  in  justice  to  ourselves  and 
to  the  country,  ought  to  make  it  clear 
that,  in  our  judgment,  the  changed  con¬ 
ditions  require  and  necessitate  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  expenditures  of  our  Nation  in 
these  civilian  activities  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment  which  have  nothing  to  do  directly 
with  our  defense.  If  we  do  not  take  that 
action,  we  shall  be  unfair  to  ourselves 
and  to  our  country. 

There  is  another  thing  which  I  want 
to  mention.  If  we  do  not  take  that  ac¬ 
tion,  I  think  we  shall  be  unfair  to  our 
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committee  and  to  the  conferees  who  have 
to  go  into  conference  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  remind  Senators  that 
the  House  bill  will  come  to  conference 
with  two  House  economy  amendments  on 
it.  We  should  pass  a  bill  with  this  par¬ 
ticular  amendment  or  some  other  gen¬ 
eral  economy  amendment,  and  not  pass 
a  wide-open  peacetime  appropriation 
bill;  knowing  that  war  has  changed  our 
situation  and  problems,  without  any  in¬ 
structions  whatever  or  any  indications 
whatever  to  our  conferees  as  to  where 
economies  should  be  effected.  It  is  from 
that  point  of  view  that  I  think  it  is  highly 
necessary  not  only  for  the  protection  of 
the  country  and  the  protection  of  Sena¬ 
tors  themselves,  but  in  particular  for  the 
holding  up_of  the  hands  and  giving  infor¬ 
mation  to  our  conferees  as  to  what  is  the 
attitude  of  the  Senate  as  a  whole  that 
this  amendment  be  passed  because,  care¬ 
fully  drawn  as  it  is,  I  think  it  makes  very 
careful  distinction  between  exempt  fields 
of  appropriation,  on  the  one  hand,  which 
are  not  affected  by  the  amendment  and 
wherein  appropriations  are  not  reduced, 
such  as  the  appropriations  for  defense, 
atomic  energy,  law  enforcement,  and  tax 
collection,  and  the  other  group  of  ac¬ 
tivities,  as  to  which  this  amendment 
makes  it  clear  that  this  Senate  thinks, 
not  as  against  the  background  of  when 
the  bill  was  being  drawn  but  as  against 
the  background  now  existing,  that  sub¬ 
stantial  reduction  is  in  order,  and  that 
these  particular  activities  can  be  and 
should  be  reduced.  I  think  the  conferees 
would  go  to  conference  with  a  much  bet¬ 
ter  understanding  of  what  the  Senate 
wants  and  with  a  much  better  chance  of 
bringing  back  a  good  sound  bill  under 
which  these  agencies  could  properly 
function,  if  we  passed  this  particular 
amendment  for  the  guidance  of  our 
conferees. 

To  summarize  what  I  have  said,  I 
think  we  owe  it  to  ourselves  and  the 
country  to  make  it  clear  that  we  realize 
that  this  Nation  at  war  should  not 
go  on  with  the  business-as-usual,  big- 
Government-as-usual,  and  expenditures- 
as-usual  basis,  which  might  have  pre¬ 
vailed  very  properly  if  the  situation 
were  otherwise  and  if  we  were  going 
toward  a  more  lasting  peace. 

If  we  pass  this  amendment  we  would 
not  only  be  fair  to  ourselves  and  our 
country,  but  particularly  we  would  be 
pointing  out  to  our  conferees,  who  as 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  want  to 
know,  what  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  it¬ 
self  is  upon  the  question  as  to  which  ap¬ 
propriations  can  be  properly  cut  to  meet 
the  emergency.  By  the  passage  of  this 
amendment  we  would  indicate  to  them 
that  we  think  there  are  items  that  should 
be  left  as  they  are.  They  are  the  items 
in  the  exempt  classifications.  However, 
we  would  also  point  out  that  we  do 
think  there  are  other  items  and  other 
activities  that  do  not  have  to  continue 
on  a  100-percent  basis  in  time  of  war  as 
they  would  be  continued  in  time  of  peace. 
With  the  passage  of  this  amendment, 
Mr.  President,  the  conferees  would  go 
into  conference  with  the  definite  expres¬ 
sion  from  the  Senate  that  we  have  di¬ 
vided  out  from  the  essential  wartime  ac- 
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tivities  of  our  Nation  those  which  do  not 
have  such  direct  relation  to  our  na¬ 
tional  defense.  We  would  have  the  first 
class  of  items,  those  that  are  essential. 
They  should  stay  as  they  were  orig¬ 
inally  put  in.  We  know  that  some  of 
them  will  require*much  more  in  the  near 
future.  As  to  the  other  items,  however, 
we  feel  that  they  should  take  cuts,  and 
we  do  not  believe  any  harm  would  be 
done  by  such  cuts. 

I  know  that  during  World  War  II 
some  16  or  17  Members  of  the  Senate 
served  as  Governors  of  their  States.' 
They  had  to  reduce  their  budgets,  and 
usually  more  than  the  10  percent  which 
would  be  accomplished  under  the  terms 
of  this  amendment.  They  found  it  not 
impossible  to  do.  They  found  it  quite 
easy  to  do.  They  found  their  people 
not  only  expected  it  and  approved  it, 
but  were  highly  satisfied  with  the  re¬ 
duction  in  size  of  the  civil  agencies  and 
functions  of  government. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  such  a  situation 
prevails  now.  I  confess  I  am  disap¬ 
pointed  that  heads  of  agencies  which 
are  not  essential  to  the  successful  de¬ 
fense  of  our  Nation  have  not  come  in 
and  offered  to  take  reductions  and  to 
point  out  the  places  where  such  reduc¬ 
tions  could  be  accomplished.  I  think 
that  is  what  they  ought  to  be  doing. 
I  regret  they  are  not  doing  it.  Since 
they  are  not  doing  it,  I  think  it  is  the 
clear  duty  resting  upon  the  Members  of 
the  Senate,  and  ultimately  upon  the 
whole  Congress  and  the  President,  to  see 
that  appropriations  for  these  nonessen¬ 
tial  agencies  be  reduced  in  conformity 
with  the  fact  that  we  are  operating  un¬ 
der  wartime  conditions. 

I  want  to  say  that  I  much  prefer  this 
amendment  to  either  or  both  of  the 
amendments  offered  in  the  House.  If 
the  Senators  will  follow  the  remarks 
which  I  am  about  to  make,  perhaps  they 
will  see  some  compelling  fact  in  what 
I  am  about  to  mention,  namely,  it  seems 
to  ms  that  the  reductions  proposed  by 
the  House,  which  will  be  in  conference 
no  matter  what  form  of  bill  we  send  to 
conference,  are  absolutely  wrong  in  the 
light  of  the  changed  conditions  which 
now  prevail.  For  instance,  if  Senators 
will  read  one  of  the  amendments,  they 
will  find  that  it  actually  proposes  a  ref 
duction  of  defense  personnel — not  a  large 
reduction,  but  nevertheless  a  2-percent 
reduction  in  defense  personnel.  Many 
of  the  activities  which  we  now  know  to 
be  so  necessitous  are  not  exempted  by 
the  House  amendments.  For  instance, 
the  personnel  for  the  collection  of  reve¬ 
nue,  personnel  for  the  handling  of  our 
immigration  problems,  and  numerous 
other  agencies,  which  we  certainly  want 
to  have  functioning  on  a  basis  of  real 
effectiveness  during  wartime,  and  many 
other  such  activities  that  I  could  men¬ 
tion,  are  not  exempted  in  the  House 
amendments,  as  they  are  under  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  which  is  now  pending.  This 
amendment  has  been  very  carefully 
drawn  and  I  think  it  carefully  discrimi¬ 
nates  and  differentiates  between  activi¬ 
ties  which  are  essential  to  the  war  effort, 
and  which  are  exempted  from  this  10- 
percent  cut,  and  activities  which„are  not 


essential  to  the  war  effort  and  are  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  10-percent  cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  because  I  want  to  say  that 
while  I  have  not  been  able  to  support 
him  in  all  the  efforts  he  has  made,  I 
have  a  very  wholesome  respect  for  the 
way  in  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  devoted  himself  to  the  effort  to  bring 
down  the  total  of  the  appropriation  bill 
to  something  like  what  we  can  pay  or 
should  pay  for  the  civilian  activities  of 
government  under  our  present  confused 
and  difficult  situation.  Certainly  I  want 
him  to  understand  that  while  I  have 
been  able  to  vote  with  him  on  some 
things  and  not  vote  with  him  on  others, 
nevertheless  I  greatly  respect  his  ap¬ 
proach  to  this  problem.  I  hono^  him  for 
his  approach,  even  though  at  times  he 
must  have  felt  like  a  man  armed  with  a 
toothpick  or  a  teaspoon  trying  to  chop 
up  an  iceberg..  That  is  all  it  has 
amounted  to.  Going  at  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  item  by  item  the  Senator  from 
Florida  would  respectfully  say  to  his 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
is  quite  properly  to  be  likened  to  an  at¬ 
tack  on  an  iceberg,  in  the  hope  of  de¬ 
molishing  it,  with  a  toothpick  or  tea¬ 
spoon. 

We  have  come  down  now  to  where  we 
can  by  general  effort,  which  is  an  effort 
based  on  the  desire  to  discriminate  be¬ 
tween  essential  and  nonessential  items, 
approach  the  problem  in  a  way  in  which 
I  hope  a  majority  of  the  Senate  are  will¬ 
ing  to  enact  savings  which  will  amount 
to  around  $800,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  there  were  other  par¬ 
ticulars  in  which  I  was  not  wholly  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  approach  made  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois,  but  I  think  it  would  be 
useless  to  discuss  them  now.  I  do  want 
to  mention  just  one  of.  those  particulars, 
however,  namely,  the  one  that  has  to  do 
with  internal  improvements,  particu¬ 
larly  for  flood  control  and  waterpower 
development. 

If  we  are  in  the  middle  of  a  hot  war 
which  will  continue  as  such,  those  things 
which  cannot  be  quickly  completed  will 
of  course  be  cut  off  by  Executive  deci¬ 
sion;  and  if  we  are  not  in  the  middle  of 
a  hot  war,  but  will  shortly  find  ourselves 
back  again  in  the  progress  of  a  continu¬ 
ing  cold  war  for  an  indefinite  period  of 
time  in  the  future,  I  say  respectfully  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  I  think  it 
is  of  very  great  importance  to  have  avail¬ 
able  appropriations  in  these  particular 
fields.  I  especially  name  flood  control 
hnd  waterpower  development  because  if 
we  press  them  to  completion,  we 
strengthen  the  sinews  of  war  in  this  Na¬ 
tion,  and  every  additional  project  we 
complete  we  find  ourselves  better  able  to 
cope  with  the  problems  which  will  pos¬ 
sibly  confront  us  in  the  future  in  the 
event  of  a  long  war. 

Mr.  President,  on  that  point  I  may 
say  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  complete 
every  internal  improvement  to  get  value 
from  it.  I  happen  to  know  of  one  which 
is  in  my  own  State,  and  which  will  have 
to  be  differentiated  from  some  of  the 
others  in  my  State.  I  think  every  addi¬ 
tional  mile  of  levee  finished  and  con¬ 
structed  on  that  project  serves  a  two¬ 


fold  purpose,  of  saving  lives  or  property 
in  the  event  of  a  disastrous  flood,  and 
also  saving  additional  precious  acres  for 
the  production  of  an  immense  amount  of 
food  which  will  be  of  incomparable 
value  to  our  Nation  in  time  of  great  or 
global  war. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  in  his 
thinking  on  that  point  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  may  have  been  mistaken.  I  real¬ 
ize  that  he  was  perfectly  sincere  in  his 
approach.  Perhaps  he  was  right  and 
the  Senator  from  Florida  wrong,  but  at 
least  it  seems  to  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  that  the  action  sought  to  be  taken  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  in  the  matter 
was  not  sound  in  that,  in  the  first  place, 
if  hot  war  comes,  the  action  is  not  nec¬ 
essary,  and  is  meaningless,  because  the 
cut-backs  will  come  anyway;  and  if  hot 
war  does  not  come,  I  think  we  should 
press  ahead  with  all  vigor  to  conclude 
construction  of  these  very  great  develop¬ 
ments,  which  mean  so  much  to  the 
strength  and  power,  the  food-producing 
power,  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  dwell 
longer  on  this  particular  point.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Senate  must  adopt  this 
amendment  or  leave  itself  on  the  Record 
as  having  determined  that  there  is  no 
war  going  on,  and  that  if  there  is  a  war 
going  on,  it  does  not  change  our  situa¬ 
tion  at  all,  and  that  the  painstaking  and 
devoted  efforts  of  the  committee  of  last 
summer,  rendered  against  a  back  drop  of 
peace  and  promised  peace,  are  still  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  present  situation,  changed 
as  it  is,  and  disagreeably  changed. 

Mr.  President,  I  come  now  briefly  to  a 
discussion  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith],  for  whom  I  have  the  deepest  re¬ 
spect.  I  doubt  if  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  any  keener  desire  than  I  to 
carry  on  to  its  logical,  successful  con¬ 
clusion  the  ECA  effort,  which  I  think  has 
already  rendered  great  service  to  our¬ 
selves  as  well  as  to  our  allies,  a  great 
service  in  the  cause  of  freedom  and  free 
men  everywhere.  I  submit  that  I  am  as 
anxious  to  carry  that  on  to  successful 
completion  as  is  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey,  but  I  am  strongly  of  the  feeling 
that  the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
can,  against  the  background  of  what  has 
happened  to  us  in  the  last  several  weeks, 
be  cut  down  and  reduced  without  in  any 
way  jeopardizing  the  successful  comple¬ 
tion  of  that  great  effort. 

I  wish  to  associate  myself  whole¬ 
heartedly  with  the  remarks  made  a  lit¬ 
tle  while  ago  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  on  that 
particular  point.  I  believe  it  was  sound, 
and  I  should  like  to  carry  a  little  further 
two  points  which  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  made  so  ably,  namely,  that 
we  were  going  to  be  called  upon  very  soon 
to  do  two  things  which  do  affect  very 
greatly  the  interior  economic  stability  of 
our  friends  in  western  Europe,  and  that 
we  must  have  that  fact  in  mind  as  we 
pass  upon  the  provisions  of  the  bill  re¬ 
lating  to  ECA,  which  affect  them  now. 

One  point  has  to  do  with  the  raising 
of  the  amount  for  our  strategic  stock¬ 
piling  of  materials.  We  have  already 
raised  it  somewhat  in  this  year’s  bill,  as 
related  to  last  year’s  bill.  We  have 
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raised  it  to  $730,000,000,  and  if  the  Sen¬ 
ators  care  to  look  through  the  record  of 
what  was  done  last  year  and  the  year 
before,  they  will  find  that  much,  indeed, 
the  great  majority,  of  the  stock-piled 
materials  which  were  required  for  our 
Nation  to  make  a  bulwark  of  safety  and 
security  in  the  event  we  are  thrown  into 
global  war,  was  purchased  from  and 
came  from  our  friends  in  ECA.  In  some 
instances  they  produced  within  their 
own  areas  in  Europe  some  of  these  vital 
materials,  and  in  other  instances,  in 
many  instances,  in  fact,  empires  like  the 
British  Empire,  the  French  Empire,  and 
the  Dutch  Empire,  produced  in  their 
colonies,  possessions,  and  dependencies 
lying  outside  of  their  own  territorial  lim¬ 
its,  these  materials  which  are  regarded 
as  of  such  strategic  importance  to  us. 

I  call  attention,  therefore,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  the  fact  that  the  pending 
bill  raises  materially,  raises  substan¬ 
tially,  the  appropriation  for  stockpiling, 
and  that  that  very  fact  will  throw  more 
business  into  the  hands  of  oirr  friends 
in  western  Europe,  in  the  regular  chan¬ 
nels  of  trade.  That  is  the  finest  thing 
that  could  happen,  because  that  is  regu¬ 
lar  trade,  where  real  dollars  move  from 
us  in  the  purchase  of  materials  produced 
by  them  and  help  to  restore  the  sound 
balance  which  we  are  so  eagerly  hoping 
eventually  to  restore. 

I  go  to  the  next  point  mentioned  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  when 
he  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
supplemental  estimate  that  reached  us 
a  few  days  ago  calls  for  $600,000,000  addi¬ 
tional  money  for  stockpiling  to  be  made 
available  immediately. 

Mr.  President,  no  matter  how  much 
this  appropriation  is  combed  with  a  fine- 
tooth  comb — and  we  may  reduce  the  ap¬ 
propriations — it  is  inconceivable  to  me 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
will  not  listen  to  the  advice  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  department  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  leaders  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 
those  who  are  responsible  for  our  indus¬ 
trial  mobilization  when  they  tell  us  that 
our  stockpiles  are  not  large  enough,  that 
we  need  more  money  to  acquire  more 
of  such  strategic  materials,  particularly 
in  certain  very  vital  cases,  and  that  we 
should  step  up  greatly  the  tempo  of  our 
acquisition  of  these  strategic  materials. 

Every  Senator  knows  that  we  are  cer¬ 
tainly  going  to  appropriate  whatever  can 
be  justified,  and  it  is  not  going  to  be 
very  far  from  what  is  asked  for  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  build,  as  rapidly  as  we  can,  our 
strategic  stockpiles.  We  are  going  to 
make  the  appropriations,  and  I  call  again 
to  the  attention  of  the  present  occupant 
of  the  chair,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Magntjson],  who  him¬ 
self  has  been  so  interested  in  this  sub¬ 
ject  matter,  together  with  all  other  Sen¬ 
ators  who  are  present,  the  fact  that  of 
necessity  most  of  the  added  amount,  just 
as  most  of  the  $730,000,000  already  in  the 
bill,  is  going  to  have  to  be  spent  in  ECA 
countries,  because  they  are  the  only  ones 
who  produce,  either  by  themselves  or 
through  then’  dependencies,  the  mate¬ 
rials  which  are  strategically  of  such  vital 
and  of  such  overwhelming  necessity  to  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  looked  at  the 
proposed  budget,  and  I  am  just  as  sure 


as  that  I  am  standing  here  that  there 
is  more  business  for  our  friends  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe,  the  ECA  nations,  involved 
in  the  $600,000,000  added  stockpiling  ap¬ 
propriation,  and  in  the  expenditures  to 
accomplish  it,  than  there  is  in  the  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  $245,000,000  which  is  proposed 
under  the  amendment  we  are  considering 
at  this  time. 

But,  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  the 
whole  of  the  picture.  There  is  yet  an¬ 
other  part  of  the  picture  which  shows 
greater  and  even  greater  acceleration  of 
the  business  of  Europe.  I  do  not  feel 
justified  in  referring  to  it  in  too  great 
detail,  though  if  Senators  wish  to  do  so 
they  will  find  in  committee  the  papers, 
they  will  find  the  justification  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  estimates  which  have  reached 
our  committee.  I  understand  that  the 
committee  has  not  considered  it.  It  is 
not  classified  information,  but  I  prefer 
not  to  discuss  it  in  detail  so  long  as  the 
committee  has  not  itself  yet  had  the 
opportunity  to  consider  it,  because  I  do 
have  the  greatest  of  confidence  in  the 
patriotism,  the  ability,  and  the  industry 
of  the  able  chairman  and  the  members 
of  his  committee.  I  know  that  they  will 
give  due  effect  to  those  supplemental  re¬ 
quests  and  the  others  which  are  being 
made  now  by  the  President  just  as 
quickly  as  he  can  prepare  them.  But  I 
do  feel  justified,  since  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  already  put  the  mat¬ 
ter  in  the  Record,  in  calling  attention  to 
the  fact  that  one  of  the  supplemental 
estimates  calls  for  $4,000,000,000  of  mili¬ 
tary  aid  over  and  above  what  is  in  the 
present  bill,  and  that  the  President  asks 
for  its  quick  consideration  and  for  its 
prompt  appropriation,  in  order  that  the 
timing  of  our  stepping  up  of  the  ability 
of  western  Europe  to  stand  with  us  stur¬ 
dily,  if  there  should  come  serious  diffi¬ 
culty  shall  be  accelerated  so  that  they 
will  be  sooner  prepared  than  if  we  merely 
continued  the  present  program. 

Mr.  President,  this  $4,000,000,000  is 
broken  down,  and  Senators  can  see  the 
justification,  if  they  wish.  It  is  avail¬ 
able  in  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
I  shall  not  quote  the  figures.  But  they 
can  see  for  themselves  how  that  justifi¬ 
cation  is  broken  down  into  amounts  to  be 
expended  here,  and  then  into  amounts 
to  be  expended  overseas  in  the  ECA 
countries  themselves,  to  build  up  their 
facilities  in  the  one  case  or  give  them 
more  materials  to  enable  them  to  work 
at  full  blast  with  many  of  their  facilities 
which  are  not  now  operating  at  full  blast, 
so  that  their  economy  must  be  greatly 
affected  for  the  better  by  the  expenditure 
of  these  increased  amounts. 

Mr.  KNOWliAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  able  Senator  from  Florida,  apropos 
of  his  discussion  of  the  $4,000,000,000 
supplemental  arms  implementation  pro¬ 
gram,  if  he  does  not  think  it  would  be  ad¬ 
visable  for  the  State  Department  and  the 
National  Defense  Establishment  to  give 
more  attention  to  the  Pacific  flank.  I 
have  at  this  moment  more  particularly  in 
mind  bringing  both  Australia  and  New 
Zealand  into  the  picture.  So  far  as  I  can 
learn  from  reading  the  press  dispatches 


dealing  with  the  statement  from  the 
White  House  the  other  day,  there  is  no 
provision  in  the  request  for  funds  which 
is  being  submitted  to  us  which  would 
cover  Australia  and  New  Zealand.  In  the 
event  of  trouble  of  a  major  sort  breaking 
out  in  the  Pacific,  and  in  view  of  Prime 
Minister  Menzies’  speech  here  yesterday, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  not  under¬ 
estimate  the  importance  of  the  Pacific 
flank  in  the  arms  implementation  bill. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the 
question  and  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  California.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  him  that  just  as  we  are  helping 
friends  in  one  direction  to  make  them¬ 
selves  strong  and  able  to  help  themselves 
and  us,  so  we  must  help  friends  in  the 
other  direction  to  do  exactly  the  same 
thing,  i  comment  only  for  myself,  but 
I  believe  my  comments  will  find  approval 
in  the  heart  of  every  Senator  who  was 
present  and  heard  Prime  Minister  Men¬ 
zies  yesterday.  I  comment,  however, 
only  for  myself  when  I  say  that  I  have 
not  heard  in  a  long  time  such  sturdy, 
self-reliant,  pioneering  words  coming 
frorfi  good  never-yielding  stock  as  I 
heard  from  the  Prime  Minister  of  Aus¬ 
tralia  yesterday.  I  say  if  we  cannot  back 
up  the  Australians  and  New  Zealanders 
and  stand  with  and  help  them  to  arm 
themselves  and  help  to  make  themselves 
the  effective  force  for  liberty  and  the  ef¬ 
fective  force  for  freedom  they  want  to  be, 
we  are  very  unwise  and  blind  to  the  fact 
that  we  have  no  such  natural  friends  on 
top  side  of  green  earth,  except  the  Ca¬ 
nadians  on  our  northern  boundary.  I 
fully  agree  with  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  President,  I  spoke  of  the  reduc- 
iton  a  while  ago  as  $245,000,000.  That 
would  be  the  reduction  accomplished  by 
taking  10  percent  of  the  amount  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  bill,  which  has  now  been 
restored  under  the  amendment  adopted 
yesterday,  from  an  amount  somewhere 
under  $2,400,000,000  to  $2,450,000,000; 
10  percent  of  that,  of  course,  would  be 
$245,000,000. 

There  is  in  addition  a  small  amount 
that  is  carried  over,  variously  mentioned 
in  the  debate  today  all  the  way  from 
some  $230,000,000  to  two-hundred-and- 
seventy-odd  million  dollars  all  across  the 
board.  There  seems  to  be  some  question 
as  to  exactly  how  much  there  is  in  the 
carry-over.  But  10  percent  of  that 
amount  would  be  cut  off  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  and  other 
Senators. 

Mr.  President,  that  amount,  that  whole 
10  percent — or  about  $270,000,000 — will 
be  so  far  offset  and  so  completely  offset 
by  the  added  amounts  for  stockpiling 
which  will  be  purchased  through  ECA 
countries,  and  the  added  amounts  for 
arms  aid  which  will  be  expended  through 
those  countries,  that  there  will  be  no 
comparison  between^  the  lesser  amount 
which  we  proposed  to  cut  off  here,  the 
10  percent,  and  the  much  larger  amount 
which  will  be  poured  into  their  domestic 
economy  through  the  two  other  chan¬ 
nels  which  I  have  just  mentioned. 

So  in  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  It 
seems  to  me  that  to  make  a  distinction. 
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between  ECA  and  vital,  very  vital  agen¬ 
cies,  domestic  agencies  of  Government 
to  which  we  are  applying  cuts  in  the 
amount  of  10  percent,  would  be  unwise. 
Are  not  these  people  our  partners?  Are 
they  not  our  allies?  Or  are  they  simply 
beneficiaries?  I  think  they  are  our 
partners  and  allies,  and  I  think  they  are 
as  proud  to  be  considered  as  our  allies 
as  we  are  proud  to  be  considered  theirs. 
I  think  they  will  feel  that  we  have  done 
the  right  thing  in  applying  to  this  par¬ 
ticular  expenditure,  now  become  so  much 
less  necessary  than  that  part  of  the  help¬ 
ing  of  Europe  which  has  to  do  with  arms 
aid,  that  they  will  be  so  sure  that  this 
effort  must  be  subordinated  to  that, 
that  they  will  approve  heartily  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  effort  as  of  no  higher 
standing  than  that  of  our  own  domestic 
agencies  to  which  we  apply  a  10-percent 
cut.  * 

Mr.  President,  I  very  strongly  hope 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
looking  now  at  the  backdrop  of  war 
which  has  fallen  back  of  the  stage, 
changing  the  scenery  since  this  bill  was 
developed  by  a  devoted  and  excellent  and 
patriotic  committee,  and  realizing  the 
meaning  of  the  changed  scene,  will  make 
a  reduction  in  ECA,  particularly  when 
it  knows  that  it  can  do  so  without  hurt¬ 
ing  one  bit.  To  the  contrary,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Senators,  the  amounts  which 
I  have  spoken  of  as  being  added  to  the 
stream  of  American  money  which  is  go¬ 
ing  into  European  industry  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  stockpiling  and  arms-aid 
efforts,  are  so  much  greater  than  the  cut 
we  propose  to  ECA,  that  when  the  time 
comes  for  us  to  consider  those  amounts, 
I  think  we  are  going  to  see  that  it  is 
going  to  be  necessary  for  us  to  take  steps 
to  reduce  further  the  ECA  appropria¬ 
tion.  I  would  not  be  in  favor  of  doing 
so  at  this  stage,  but  I  do  think,  with  all 
the  information  we  now  have,  we  have 
definite  assurance  that  we  are  not  hurt¬ 
ing  this  important  objective  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  same  degree  of  cut-back 
to  them  that  we  are  applying  to  our  own 
important  domestic  agencies. 

BUILDING  AND  OPERATION  BY  THE 

DU  PONT  CO.  OF  PLANTS  FOR  THE 

PRODUCTION  OF  HYDROGEN  BOMB 

EXPLOSIVES 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
just  been  advised  of  an  announce¬ 
ment  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  to  the  effect  that  the  du 
Pont  Co.  of  Wilmington,  Del.,  will 
build  and  operate  plants  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  hydrogen  bomb  explosives.  The 
fact  that  it  is  necessary  to  produce  any 
atomic  weapons  is  regrettable,  but  in  the 
light  of  existing  international  conditions 
no  other  course  of  action  appears  possi¬ 
ble.  It  is  a  source  of  great  satisfaction 
to  me  personally,  and  I  know  to  all  the 
people  of  Delaware,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  asked  the  du  Pont  Co.  to  play 
a  major  part  in  this  program. 

As  I  am  sure  you  know,  Mr.  President, 
du  Pont  has  already  had  wide  experience 
in  the  field  of  atomic  energy.  The  com¬ 
pany  built  and  for  a  time  operated  the 
huge  atomic  plant  at  Hanford,  Wash., 
during  and  until  shortly  after  World 
War  II. 


I  am  advised  that  the  du  Pont  Co. 
officials  in  their  proposed  contract  with 
the  Government  have  stipulated  that  all 
patents  growing  out  of  this  work  are  to 
go  to  the  Government  and  that  the  com¬ 
pany  will  receive  a  fee  of  $1. 

I  am  completely  confident  that  this  im¬ 
portant  assignment  by  the  Government 
could  have  been  placed  in  no  more  ca¬ 
pable  hands  than  those  of  du  Pont  Co. 
As  the  Senate  may  recall,  only  a  short 
time  ago  I  made  here  on  the  floor  an  ad¬ 
dress  in  which  I  expressed  the  belief  that 
in  the  present  emergency,  the  du  Pont 
Co.’s  facilities  and  its  personnel  stand 
ready  at  any  time  for  a  call  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Those  comments,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  were  made  in  connection  with  an 
incident,  which  I  described,  concerning 
the  inability  of  the  du  Pont  Co.  to  supply 
business  establishments  of  this  country 
with  an  adequate  supply  of  cellophane,  a 
product  extensively  used  in  the  packag¬ 
ing  of  foods  and  other  goods.  The  du 
Pont  Co.  has  been  unable  to  meet  its-de- 
mands  because  a  pending  suit  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  against  du  Pont 
made  it  undesirable  for  this  concern  to 
proceed  with  the  construction  of  addi¬ 
tional  plants. 

I  said  then,  Mr.  President,  that  in  my 
opinion  this  is  no  time  for  our  Govern¬ 
ment  to  restrict  the  activities  of  Ameri¬ 
can  business,  either  large  or  small;  and  I 
added  that  a  company  is  not  good  or  bad 
because  of  its  size.  The  du  Pont  Co.  has 
made  its  greatest  contributions  to  Amer¬ 
ica’s  economic  life  in  the  field  of  chemis¬ 
try.  In  doing  so,  it  has  provided  employ¬ 
ment  for  thousands  and  thousands 
of  our  citizens,  and  most  of  its  prod¬ 
ucts  are  in  constant  and  increasing  de¬ 
mand  because  of  their  high  quality.  The 
fact  that  this  company  has  been  so  suc¬ 
cessful  in  this  field  indicates  to  me  that 
its  efforts  to  assist  our  Government  in 
atomic  projects  will  be  equally  success¬ 
ful.  This  has  already  been  proven  by  the 
company’s  accomplishments  during  the 
past  war,  and  I  know  it  will  attain  com¬ 
parable  results  in  its  newest  endeavors  in 
the  atomic  field. 

Mr.  President,  American  business  is 
probably  the  most  expressive  form  of  our 
free  economic  system,  and  I  hope  it  will 
ever  remain  so.  Without  it,  I  fear  that 
our  standard  of  living,  and  in  fact  our 
whole  way  of  life  could  not  successfully 
continue. 

I  join  with  all  other  peace-loving  peo¬ 
ples  in  the  hope  that  the  mere  feasibil¬ 
ity  of  an  H-bomb  will  successfully  deter 
any  further  aggression  on  the  part  of  un¬ 
scrupulous  Governments.  I  commend 
the  leadership  of  this  Government  in  as¬ 
sociation  with  American  business  and 
industry  in  leading  the  way  toward  the 
successful  attainment  of  essential  wea¬ 
pons  to  defend  the  democratic  way  of 
life,  and  thereby  to  hasten  the  day  when 
world  peace  will  be  a  reality. 


STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  MALONE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
Unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  a  release  is¬ 
sued  today  from  my  office  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  universal  military  training 
Pill,  Senate  bill  66,  now  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee, 


j  Mr.  President,  I  joined  in  introducing 
tjois  bill  on  January  5,  1949,  and  if  it 
Had  been  passed  at  that  time  we  wo’iid 
Have  trained  troops  in  Korea  now^  in¬ 
stead  of  sending  untrained  boyjj  up 
Against  the  superior  training  of  the 
North  Koreans. 

f  There  being  no  objection,  the'' release 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the*  Record, 
as  follows: 

4  Washington,  D.  C.,  August  2,  1950. — 
nited  States  Senator  George  W.  Malone 
{Republican,  of  Nevada)  today  called  on  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  to  report 
out  the  Malone  bill  for  universal  military 
training,  S.  66,  introduced  in  the  Senate  on 
January  5,  1919.  The  Nevada  Senator  said 
fill  at  the  American  Legion  and  the  military 
lfeaders  of  the  Nation  are  now  calling  for 
"just  such  legislation  as  is  provided  for  in 
the  Malone  bill  which  was  referred  to  com- 
Ipittee  a  year  and  a  half  ago.” 

;i  It  is  being  suggested  by  congressional 
Baders  in  the  Capital  that  the  Malone  bill, 
fhich  when  passed  will  be  cited  as  the  Na- 
■  ional  Security'  Training  Act,  will  now  at  last 
'  le  considered,  that  hearings  on  the  bill  will 
le  started  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Jommittee. 

Senator  Malone  said  that  he  agreed  with 
I  iecretary  of  Defense  Louis  Johnson  and  the 
ther  military  leaders  who  recently  have  ex- 
iressed  the  opinion  that,  had  a  universal 
nilitary  training  program  been  adopted, 
fiien  the  Malone  bill  was  introduced,  we 
/ould  not  have  suffered  such  severe  setbacks 
n  Korea.  Our  boys  must  have  the  proper 
undamental  training  and  the  most  modern 
qulpment  so  as  to  have  an  even  break  in 
ny  conflict,”  the  Senator  said. 

3  Senator  Malone  expressed  the  belief  that 
the  Korean  situation  mig'ht  never  have  aris- 
n  in  the  first  place  if  the  State  Department 
ad  not  blundered  in  advocating  loss  of 
hina,  Manchuria,  and  Korea.  In  this  coll¬ 
ection,  Senator  Malone  said:  ‘‘For  3  years 
have  been  pressing  the  executive  branch 
o  name  the  nations  in  Europe,  Asia,  the 
feouth  Seas,  and  Africa,  whose  integrity  is 
Important  to  our  ultimate  safety,  and  to 
fcuild  a  national  defense  organization,  spear- 
readed  by  an  Air  Corps  and  a  submarine 
leet,  strong  enough  to  defend  thpse , areas, 
so  that  the  entire  world  would  be  on  notice 
rot  only  as  to  our  position,  but  as  to  our 
ibility  to  fight  if  necessary  to  maintain  that 
iosition.  The  executive  branch  paid  no  at¬ 
tention  to  these  demands,  and  even  now  have 
lo  fixed  foreign  policy.  The  people  of  for- 
lign  nations  and  our  own  people  are  entitled 
io  know  just  what  we  intend  to  do  and  what 
fereas  we  must  protect  for  our  own  ultimate 
feafety. 

i  “It  has  been  demonstrated  that  we  must 
keep  our  Nation  strong  industrially  and  mili¬ 
tarily.  An  important  part  of  the  overall 
program  to  keep  us  strong  is  the  permanent 
establishment  of  military  training  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  Malone  bill.” 

AID  GIVEN  BY  OUR  COMBINATION  DO- 
;  MESTIC  AND  FOREIGN  POLICY  TO  THE 
:  ADVANCEMENT  OF  COMMUNISM — 
STATEMENT  BY  'SENATOR  MALONE 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
rnanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
ihis  point  in  the  Record^  statement  re- 
1  eased  from  my  office  on  July  26,  rela- 
'  ;ive  to  the  effect  of  our  combination  do¬ 
mestic  and  foreign  policy  on  the  ad¬ 
vancement  of  communism. 

The  attack  on  American  industry 
which  has  been  carried  on  within  the 
present  administration,  through  its  free- 
trade  policies,  curtailing  or  preventing 
the  domestic  production  of  the  articles 
so  necessary  to  our  national  defense, 
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constitutes  a  dire  threat  to  our  entire 
economic  structure. 

Our  State  Department  at  the  same 
time  tes  advocating  the  loss  to  Russia 
of  Manchuria,  China,  and  Korea — and  at 
the  sameStime  gave  Berlin  to  the  Rus¬ 
sians  without  means  of  ingress  or 
egress. 

The  ccmbiiYation  of  wrecking  our 
economic  structure  and  giving  away 
strategic  foreign Nareas  has  more  than 
doubled  the  hazarag  in  the  defense  of 
our  country. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  bekprinted  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  26,' V950. — United 
States  Senator  George  W.  Malone  (Republi¬ 
can,  Nevada)  charged  today  that  we  have 
been  “Eold  out”  by  our  State  Department. 
The  Nevada  Senator  said  that  theVoreign 
policy  of  our  Government  “which  gwt  us 
into  this  war  was  part  of  a  deliberately 
designed  plot  to  advance  communism.’ 

Continuing,  Senator  Malone  said:  “Tf 
handing  over  of  Asia  to  the  Soviets,  the  arm-'' 
ing  of  Russia  through  Marshall-plan  coun¬ 
tries,  the  encroachment  of  socialistic  ideas 
in  our  legislation  here,  and  the  wrecking 
of  American  industry  were  some  of  the  steps 
In  the  treacherous  plot. 

“Undoubtedly,  Stalin  thought  he  had  the 
nod  from  Acheson  to  go  ahead  in  Asia. 
Everything  points  to  that.  But  Acheson’s 
position  on  Korea  was  suddenly  reversed, 
and  it  may  be  presumed  that  he  is  now 
apologizing  to  the  Hisses  and  his  other  Com¬ 
munist  friends.  Our  position  in  Asia  and 
elsewhere  is  just  what  could  be  expected 
with  the  personnel  of  our  State  Department 
what  it  is. 

“On  the  home  front,  the  Red  plot  has 
been  carried  on  within  the  administration 
by  a  constant  attack  on  American  indus¬ 
try.  This  attack  has  come  through  (a) 
Government  regulations  so  designed  as  to 
eliminate  venture  capital,  which  made  this 
country  great;  (b)  taxes  so  designed  as  to 
eliminate  initiative;  (c)  a  foreign  free-trade 
policy  so  designed  as  to  curtail  domestic 
production;  and  (d)  reckless  spending  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  so  designed  as 
to  threaten  our  whole  economic  structure. 

“Until  this  country  squarely  faces  its  errors 
in  foreign  and  domestic  policy,  which  is  qll 
one  policy,  until  it  abandons  the  spend-and- 
elect  theories  of  welfare  stateism,  and  until 
its  citizens  are  discouraged  from  running  to 
Washington  for  hand-outs  we  will  continue 
to  tremble  before  the  threats  of  a  people 
backward  in  production  and  culture.  Until 
that  time,  the  prestige  of  America  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  sink  as  it  sank  in  the  face  qf  the 
Korean  affair. 

“How  far  are  we  now  from  the  mood  foit 
reclaiming  our  national  self-respect?  Unless 
there  is  a  complete  reversal  in  Washington’s 
mood,  this  armed  outbreak  will 'be  the  occa¬ 
sion  for  more  reckless  spending,  further  de¬ 
mands  for  power,  and  more- of  all  the  same 
trappings  that  have  accompanied  this  coun¬ 
try  to  its  present  plight. 

“There  will  no  doubjf^  be  bigger  requests 
for  all  sorts  of  things,,that  can  in  some  way 
be  tied  to  the  label/'national  defense.’  We 
will  not  question  fhany  of  these  expendi¬ 
tures.  Peace  thgft  was  so  costly  won  has 
been  thrown  away  by  blunders  and  stupidi¬ 
ties.  And  wijm  it  gone,  we  must,  however 
sadly,  prepare  to  defend  ourselves  against 
the  possibility  of  new  onslaughts. 

“We  do'"  not  anticipate  that  the  present 
administration  will  curtail  its  spending  on 
nondefense  items.  It  has  shown  no  love  for 
a  balanced  budget  or  a  strong  currency.  Now 
is  t£'e  time  Congress  needs  a  little  backbone 
to/stand  up  against  Government  waste  and 
against  unlimited  powers  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration-all  in  the  name  of  saving  us. 


“We  need  to  remind  ourselves  that  our  first 
and  foremost  task  is  to  keep  ourselves  strong. 
Only  with  a  strong  American  industry  can 
we  win.  The  anti-Communist  forces  of  the 
world  that  are  able  and  willing  to  fight  are 
outnumbered.  The  defense  of  the  free  world 
must  be  achieved  by  quality  which  is  able 
to  overcome  quantity.  We  are  not  big 
enough  to  overwhelm  out'  opponents  by  the 
massing  of  military  power.  Since  we  can¬ 
not  hope  to  be  bigger,  our  fate  depends  on 
whether  we  can  be  better. 

“Where  is  the  greatest  danger — at  home  or 
abroad?  We  have  been  repeatedly  warned 
that  we  are  in  danger  from  within.  Since 
1932  there  has  been  a  constant  war  against 
America,  within  our  gates. 

“The  State  Department’s  foreign  free 
trade  policy,  through  the  1934  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act,  as  extended,  which  has  been 
erroneously  called  ‘Reciprocal,’  has  removed 
the  floor  from  under  wages  and  investments 
and  has  stopped  the  flow  of  venture  capital 
in  a  large  section  of  the  Industrial  field. 
American  mines  have  been  closed,  and  at  a 
time  when  an  adequate  stockpile  of  stra¬ 
tegic  metals  and  a  going-concern  mining 
industry  is  vitally  needed.  The  so-called 
escape  clause  proved  to  be  no  escape;  a 
'  jeaf  ear  has  been  turned  to  the  American 
dustries  which  have  appealed  for  reliej 
friSm  the  State  Department’s  actions.  T1 
so-called  peril-point  provision  is  justj*as 
muclrof  a  snare  and  delusion;  in  casmfbf  a 
test,  it^yould  mean  nothing,  because  j f  pro¬ 
vides  onto  that  when  the  peril  aoint  is 
reached  trie  President  write  a  lettqjrto  Con¬ 
gress.  NotnSng  more. 

“Let  us  c%n  up  the  hom&Pfront,  give 
assurance  to  American  people  .that  American 
industries  and  tlUngs  Amerig&i  will  be  pro¬ 
tected.  Let  us  once  and  fdr  all  put  a  stop 
to  the  foreign  policmwhioK  weakens  cur  po¬ 
sitions  abroad  and  desweys  our  industries 
at  home.  Let  us  fight^or  ideals  and  for  an 
administration  that  Jn In  uphold  them  when 
this  war  is  at  an  en«f.  The  poys  on  the  front 
have  little  to  fight  "for  unless  they  can  know 
clearly  that  thef  are  defending  the  Amer¬ 
ican  way  of  life."’’  V, 

TIMID  REPUBLICANS — EDITORIAL  FROM 

the  Chicago  daily  tribune 

Mr.  JMALONE.  Mi’.  President,'-!  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this^oint  in  the  Record  an  editorial  fen- 
titled  “Timid- Republicans,”  which  ap-> 
pfeared  in  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  of 
July  27. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Timid  Republicans 

The  Democrats  in  Congress  are  almost  a 
total  loss  to  the  country.  They  know  that 
the  administration  invited  what  is  happen¬ 
ing  to  our  Army  and  our  prestige  in  Korea. 
In  the  circumstances,  the  only  thing  the 
Democrats  can  do  is  to  wrap  the  flag  around 
them  and  cry  that  in  such  a  time  of  crisis 
the  Executive  must  be  supported  in  every 
proposal  he  now  offers. 

The  Democrats,  to  save  their  own  hides, 
have  to  pretend  that  the  President  is  a  leader 
whose  recommendations  for  domestic  legis¬ 
lation  on  taxes  and  economic  controls  can 
safely  be  trusted!  The  Republicans  are 
under  no  such  necessity.  There  is  nothing 
to  prevent  them  from  examining  the  admin- 
4s,tration’s  proposals  and  pointing  to  the 
flaws  in  them.  Nevertheless,  with  the  hon¬ 
orable  exceptions  of  Mr.  Taft,  Mr.  Malone, 
and  a  few  others,  the  Republicans  are  taking 
the  whole  business  lying  down.  The  coun¬ 
try  expected  better  of  them  and  is  bitterly 
disappointed. 

First,  as -to  taxes:  They  are  surely  going 
up,  but  even  before  they  are  raised  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  expenditures  for  nonmilitary  pur¬ 


poses  should  be  shaved  to  the  bone.  If  the 
Republicans  were  worth  their  salt,  they 
would  be  crying  for  the  reduction  of  farm 
subsidies,  for  the  dismissal  of  thousands  of 
departmental  press  agents,  and  all  other 
superfluous  help  in  Government  offices,  for 
the  withdrawal  of  all  funds  for  reclamation 
and  river  and  harbors  pork  until  the  war 
is  won,  for  denying  free  service  in  veterans’ 
hospitals  to  anyone  whose  ^usabilities  are 
not  service  connected,  and  ffir  a  great  many 
other  economies  of  the  sa£t  which,  in  the 
aggregate,  could  save  jfae  war-burdened 
Treasury  $10, COO, 000,000.  a  year. 

With  that  accomplished,  the  need  for  new 
taxes  would  be  considerably  less. 

Second,  as  to  economic  controls:  The  Re¬ 
publicans  know  JiJrat  a  voluntary  system  of 
giving  priority  tf6  military  contracts  can  be 
improvised  in  i  couple  of  days  and  will  work 
more  quickly-  and  more  effectively  than  any 
compulsorwsystem  that  can  be  devised.  A 
voluntary-system  of  allocating  raw  mate¬ 
rials  and  factory  facilities  to  war  needs  is 
all  tha*  is  required,  at  least  for  the  present, 
and  anything  more  than  that  will  only  delay 
a  start  until  an  elaborate  bureaucratic  ma- 
clahie  is  assembled  and  set  in  motion.  A 
Muntary  system  of  allocations  will  save 
lonths  and  millions. 

The  measures  which  the  President  is  pro¬ 
posing  are  wholly  disproportionate  to  the 
scale  of  the  war.  All  that  Mr.  Truman’s 
controls  will  accomplish  is  to  tie  the  Nation 
in  knots,  hamper  production,  and  promote 
the  Socialist  revolution  to  which  he  long  has 
been  committed.  The  war  gives  him  an  ex¬ 
cuse  for  demanding  the  dictatorial  power 
that  he  craves  but  is  wholly  unfit  to  wield. 
Why  haven’t  the  Republicans  had  the  sense 
and  courage  to  say  so? 

PROVIDING  FOR  THE  WARTIME  BUDGET 

BY  MAKING  SAVINGS  IN  OUR  PEACE¬ 
TIME  DOMESTIC  EXPENDITURES 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Record  a  release  from 
my  office  under  date  of  August  2,  show¬ 
ing  how  $8,000,000,000  can  be  saved  for 
the  wartime  budget,  through  making  re¬ 
ductions  in  our  peacetime  domestic  ex¬ 
penditures. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C.,  August  2,  1950. — 
United  States  Senator  Geobce  W.  Malone 
(Republican,  Nevada)  said  today  that  there 
is  no  need  at  present  to  raise  the  taxes  on 
the  overburdened  American  taxpayers.  In 
a  statement  issued  by  his  office  in  the  Capi¬ 
tol,  the  Nevada  Senator  said  it  is  unfair  to 
call  olLthe  American  people  to  support  Eu¬ 
rope  arid  pay  for  new  domestic  peacetime 
projects  ti(hile  they  are  carrying  the  cost  of 
the  war. 

“We  will  provide  whatever  is  necessary  to 
win  this  wan”  Senator  Malone  said,  con¬ 
tinuing  :  “The  \dministration  has  called  on 
the  people  to  tighten  their  belts.  The  ad¬ 
ministration  should  tighten  its  own  belt 
along  with  them— cajl  a  recess  in  its  world¬ 
wide  boondoggling,  its  peacetime  projects, 
and,  in  fact,  all  domestic  spending  which 
is  not  absolutely  necessary.” 

The  Senator  has  suggested  the  following 
savings  which  he  says  would  make  available 
the  funds  now  requested  by  tHq  President  for 
the  expanded  military  program 'without  rais¬ 
ing  the  tax  rates  at  the  present  time : 

(a)  Suspend  ECA,  a  peactime '  endeavor, 
save  $3,000,000,000. 

(b)  Suspend  domestic  peacetime  public 
works,  save  $500,000,000. 

(c)  Suspend  20  percent  of  civil  govern¬ 
ment  spending,  save  $3,500,000,000. 

(d)  Suspend  e.:tra  foreign  military  assist¬ 
ance,  cave  $1,000,000,000. 

Total  savings,  $8,000,000,000. 
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KThe  Senator  made  the  following  comment^ 
atibut  the  four  items: 

4(a)  ECA  assistance  was  to  be  dependent 
upc|i  continuity  of  cooperation  among  ( 
trie|j  participating  in  the  program, 
thertpore,  ECA  assistance  to  European  indus¬ 
try— the  carrying  on  our  backs  of  16  fo*ign 
countries — was  to  be  a  peacetime  endejSvor. 
We  m^st  pay  for  a  new  war  now. 

“(b)Y Worthy  as  are  our  peacetime  fublic 
works,  pur  taxpayers  cannot  be  expewed  to 
pay  for  these  while  having  to  bear  thj  heavy 
cost  of  war. 

“(c)  I%t  us  look  at  our  budget  for/;he  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year: 

“National  . defense - . - $13,  5^5,  000,  000 

Veterans’  services  and  bene¬ 
fits _ _ - _ -  6,  cfto,  000,  000 

Interest  on  public  debt -  5,£ 25,  000,  030 

Remaining- A _  17/l89,  000,  000 

Total.A _  4#,  439,  000,  000 

“I  have  suggested  that  we  slve  20  percent 
on  the  last  item,  the  seventefti-billion  item. 
This  would  be  \  reasonable  /kitting  back  of 
the  Government's  domestic  expenditures, 
and  would  not  nke  1  penny  from  national 
defense,  the  stockpiling  c X  atomic  energy, 
veterans’  aid,  or  interest  on  the  public  debt. 

“(d)  The  moneylapprop/iated  for  military 
assistance  to  foreign  countries  can  now  be 
better  spent  in  our' expanded  military  pro¬ 
gram,  which  doubtless  will  be  on  a  global 
tograms  should  be 


:luded:  “There  is  no 
the  people  to  build 
Europe  and  finance 


basis.  Our  military 
unified.’’ 

Senator  Malone  co! 
valid  reason  for  goug: 
up  peacetime  econom; 
domestic  peacetime  jbrojects  here  while  we 
are  on  a  wartime  bafts.  Economy  is  a  much 
sounder  method  of  meerting  the  increased 
military  costs  thaiy  burdening  the  American 
people  with  more  faxes.”  , 

PRESIDENT  TRUMAN’S  APPROVAL  OP  LEG¬ 
ISLATION  FOR  STAND-feY  PRICE,  RA¬ 
TIONING,  ApJD  WAGE?,  CONTROLS— 
STATEMENTJBY  SENATOR  LEHMAN 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  yester¬ 
day  I  issued  tf>  the  press  a  statement  com¬ 
menting  on  President  Truman’s  approval 
of  legislation  for  stand-by  pfcice,  ration¬ 
ing,  and  wage  controls.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  insert  that  statement  in  the 
body  of  jpe  Record. 

There  neing  no  objection,  tkie  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
REcoRD/as  follows: 

int  by  Senator  Lehman  on  the 
ent’s  Message  on  Stand-By,  Price, 
ning,  and  Wage  Controls 
pleased  that  the  President  hS 
the  idea  of  stand-by  price,  ratie 
age  controls.  I  feel  that  such  cor 


may  soon  be  necessary,  if  they  are  not  n« 

Bar#  already.  I  agree  that  the  powers 
posed  to  be  granted  should  be  authorized'  in 
siffeh  a  manner  as  to  make  their  application 
txible  in  the  situation  as  it  develops.  But 
le  country  must  know  and  must  be  assured 
that  inflation  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  run 
Rampant.  The  health  of  the  national  econ- 
;‘omy  must  be  preserved.  Whatever  powers 
f  are  necessary  to  guarantee  this  must  be 
/  granted  and  must  be  enforced  whenever  and 
-In  whatever  maWiBWii 


Lxaoan 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  amendment  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 


(Mr.  Smith]  to  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  reads  as  follows :  “so  much  of  title 
III  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  contained  in  the 
paragraph  headed  ‘Aid  to  Palestine 
Refugees’.” 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the  Smith 
amendment  is  to  exempt  from  a  further 
10-percent  cut,  such  as  is  proposed  by 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  the  sub¬ 
jects  covered  in  the  ECA  legislation, 
namely,  the  mutual  defense  assistance 
program,  the  Economic  Cooperation  pro¬ 
gram,  the  international  children’s  wel¬ 
fare  work,  international  development, 
the  mutual  defense  assistance  program, 
and  aid  to  Palestine  refugees. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  to  be 
commended,  in  my  opinion,  for  offering 
this  amendment  and  asking  the  Senate 
not  to  impose  a  second  10-percent  cut  on 
the  appropriations  for  these  purposes,  all 
of  which  were  embodied  in  the  ECA  au¬ 
thorization  bill  passed  by  the  Congress, 
and  all  of  which  are  directly  related — as 
is  the  amendment  I  shall  discuss — to  the 
peace  and  progress  of  the  world. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  it  not  true  that 
a  few  days  ago  we  had  a  direct  vote  in 
regard  to  making  provision  for  ECA,  and 
that  the  Senate  sustained  the  ECA  on 
these  very  items?  Now  to  reconsider 
them  and  take  another  cut  at  them  is 
not  in  accordance  with  our  method  of 
procedure? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thank  the  able  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
for  his  inquiry  and  observation,  and  I 
wish  to  commend  him  for  already  having 
acquiesced,  without  opposition,  in  the 
making  of  the  cut  of  10  percent  in  the 
ECA  funds,  as  recommended  by  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee. 

In  other  words,  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  supported  by  the  members  of  his 
committee,  already  has  recognized  the 
need  for  all  possible  and  practical  econ¬ 
omy,  and  has  accepted  a  10 -percent  cut 
in  ECA  appropriations,  as  recommended 
in  the  wisdom  of  the  Senate  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee. 

However,  I  think  it  is  the  position  of 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Committee — and  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  mine — that  a  second  10-percent 
cut  should  not  be  imposed  on  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  those  items,  which  are  as 
vitally  related  to  the  peace  and  security 
of  the  world  as  is  the  defense  effort 
itself. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Florida  is  not  mistaken 
so  far  as  the  appropriation  for  aid  to 
Palestine  refugees  is  concerned.  The 
full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  was 
allowed:  no  10  percent  cut  was  made  in  ife 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  understood  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  had  recom¬ 
mended  a  10  percent  cut,  and  that  a  10 
percent  cut  was  made,  on  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No;  the  full  amount 
of  the  budget  estimate  was  restored. 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  was  restored,  on  my 
motion. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Likewise,  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  international  point  4 
program  is  up  to  the  amount  of  the  bud¬ 
get  estimate,  namely,  $26,900,000.  So 
no  cut  has  been  made  in  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  So  the  Palestine  refu¬ 
gee  fund  is  now  back  to  the  amount  of 
the  budget  estimate;  is  it? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes;  it  is  back  to 
the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate, 
namely,  $27,450,000.  So  is  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  point  4  program. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I 
thought  the  same  principle  should  be 
applied.  I  would  acquiesce  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  principle  similarly  to  the 
appropriations  for  all  these  subjects.  I 
shall  not  ask  for  special  treatment  in 
favor  of  the  Palestine  refugee  fund,  al- 
thought  I  feel  that  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  was  correct  in  speaking  of  the 
significance  of  that  program. 

I  wish  to  read  what  the  committee 
said  in  January  in  support  of  the  reso¬ 
lution  allowing  approximately$27,500,000 
for  that  purpose.  As  I  understand,  there 
is  $27,500,000  in  the  bill  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  exact  amount 
is  $27,450,000,  which  is  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  is  very  good.  So 
there  would  be  only  one  10 -percent  cut 
for  the  Palestine  refugee  fund,  even  if 
the  Bridges  amendment  should  prevail. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  while, 
as  I  said,  it  is  very  questionable  whether 
there  should  be  any  cut  in  these  funds, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  ask  that  they  be 
treated  in  any  more  favorable  way  than 
the  ECA  appropriation  was  treated.  But 
I  do  want  to  call  attention  to  what  was 
said  in  the  report  of  the  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions  Committee: 

Reasons  for  Committee  Action 

Quite  apart  from  humanitarian  consider¬ 
ations,  the  committee  believes  that  it  is  in 
the  interests  of  American  foreign  policy  to 
continue  our  contribution  to  the  Palestine 
refugee  program.  The  presence  of  750,000 
refugees  in  the  Near  East  constitutes  a  seri¬ 
ous  strain  on  the  economies  of  the  Arab 
states  and  consequently  creates  real  dangers 
to  the  peace  and  security  of  that  area. 
Moreover,  it  is  apparent  that  so  long  as  the 
refugee  problem  remains  unsolved,  one  of 
the  major  sources  of  friction  between  Israel 
and  the  Arab  states  will  be  prolonged.  On 
the  other  hand,  a  satisfactory  solution  of 
this  problem  would  ease  existing  tensions 
and  contribute  greatly  toward  an  over-all 
political  settlement  in  Palestine  and  the  Near 
East. 

No  one  can  doubt  that  peace  and  security 
in  the  Near  East  have  a  direct  and  important 
bearing  upon  the  security  and  prosperity  of 
the  western  world.  Taken  together  the  six 
countries  of  Israel,  Egypt,  Jordan,  Syria, 
Lebanon,  and  Iraq  comprise  an  area  of  great 
strategic  importance  in  world  affairs.  They 
serve  as  a  vital  cross  road  of  world-wide  sea 
and  air  communications,  they  are  a  major 
source  of  petroleum  supply,  and  they  are  the 
center  of  the  Moslem  religion  whose  follow¬ 
ers  number  nearly  300,000,000  people. 

Traditionally  our  relations  with  the  peoples 
of  the  Near  East  have  been  friendly.  The 
committee  strongly  believes  that  the  reser¬ 
voir  of  good  will  which  we  have  built  up  Is 
that  area  is  well  worth  preserving.  This  res¬ 
olution  will  help  accomplish  that  purpose, 
for  our  leadership  in  a  humanitarian  enter- 
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prise  such  as  this  is  not  likely  to  be  forgotten 
by  the  peoples  of  the  Near  East. 

I  am  pleased  to  learn  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  restored  that  10  percent  cut,  and 
I  shall  not  ask  treatment  more  favorable 
than  is  accorded  to  these  other  subjects. 
Let  me  ask,  has  anything  been  done 
about  the  International  Children’s 
Fund? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  understand  that,  but 
is  the  appropriation  the  amount  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  requested  for  that 
fund? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  No.  My  recollection— 
we  did  not  allow  the  Budget  request, 
but  we  allowed  more  than  the  House  did. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  allowed  a  10  percent  cut  tot  the 
budget  request;  is  that  correct?  Does 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  recall  what 
was  done? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Budget  esti¬ 
mate  was  $15,000,000,  and  the  commit¬ 
tee  allowed  $12,500,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Twelve  million  five 
hundred  thousand  is  correct. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Is  it  proposed  that 
that  be  cut  again,  unless  the  Smith 
amendment  is  adoped? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  item  would 
come  under  the  cut. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  no 
doubt  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was 
not  aware  that  this  restoration  had  been 
made.  I  suggest  that  if  there  has  al¬ 
ready  been  a  10  percent  cut  in  the  chil¬ 
dren’s  fund,  the  -  Senate  should  weigh 
wisely  the  subject  of  whether  an  addi¬ 
tional  cut  should  be  imposed.  Surely, 
if  we  are  trying  to  provide  some  means 
for  the  salvation  of  homeless  and  help¬ 
less  children,  we  should  not  impose  an 
additional  cut  above  the  10  percent  cut 
that  has  already  been  made  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  So  I  certainly  hope  that  that 
part  of  the  Smith  amendment  will  pre¬ 
vail. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  so 
anxious  to  see  whether  an  arrangement 
can  be  made  whereby  we  may  conclude 
consideration  of  the  entire  bill  tomor¬ 
row,  that  I  should  like  to  suggest  that  the 
leadership  discuss  the  question  of  a  lim¬ 
itation  of  debate. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  at 
1  o’clock  tomorrow  proceed  to  vote  on 
all  amendments  to  the  bill  and  on  the 
bill  itself,  and  that  each  Senator  be 
allotted  5  minutes  on  each  amendment, 
if  he  desires  to  take  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object — and  I  shall  object — every  day 
I  have  been  here,  the  same  question  has 
been  asked.  But  there  are  two  impor¬ 
tant  amendments  pending  to  this  bill. 
There  have  been  many  amendments 
which  have  been  discussed  by  Senators, 
in  some  cases  for  hours.  There  is  a  very 
important  amendment  on  the  subject  of 
cancer  and  heart  research.  I  know  38 
Senators  are  sponsors  of  that  amend¬ 
ment,  many  of  whom,  probably,  will 
want  to  discuss  certain  portions  of  it. 
The  other  is  a  very  important  amend¬ 
ment  affecting  our  entire  war  effort, 
namely,  the  amendment  regarding  ship 
repair  of  vital  merchant  marine  ships 
necessary  for  any  naval  movement. 


That  is  pending.  I  think  it  would  be 
a  little  bit  unfair  if  we  were  allowed  only 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  How  long  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator^ 'think  it  would  take  to  discuss  the 
amendments? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  could  finish  what 
I  have  to  say  in  20  minutes  or  half  an 
hour.  But  there  are  several  other  Sena¬ 
tors  who  I  know  want  to  speak  on  the 
health  amendment.  It  is  the  last  im¬ 
portant  amendment  pending.  I  have 
waited  here  patiently  through  the  whole 
week,  with  the  acquiesence  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee.  If 
we  could  make  some  arrangement  where¬ 
by  we  could  devote  about  2  hours  to  those 
amendments  and  to  the  other  amend¬ 
ments  which  have  already  been  dis¬ 
cussed,  that  might  suffice.  There  has 
been  no  discusison  whatever  of  the 
amendments  to  which  I  refer. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  make  this  sug¬ 
gestion  to  the  Senator:  I  am  quite  sure 
that  so  far  as  the  heart  and  cancer 
amendments  are  concerned  practically 
every  Senator  has  made  up  his  mind, 
and  there  is  no  occasion  for  much  argu¬ 
ment.  If  the  limitation  were  10  minutes, 
and  the  Senator  had  not  completed  his 
remarks  in  that  time,  and  another  Sena¬ 
tor  took  the  floor,  he  could  yield  to  him 
some  time.  This,  as  I  understand,  is  a 
proposal  that  no  Senator  shall  speak 
more  than  once,  nor  more  than  10 
minutes.  It  could  be  modified  to  not 
more  than  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Why  cannot  these 
two  amendments,  which  have  not  been 
discussed  at  all,  be  excepted’  from  the 
unanimous  consent  agreement? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  What  would  be  a 
proper  limitation  as  to  the  amendments 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Washington 
refers? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  suggest  that  we 
limit  discussion  of  those  two  amend¬ 
ments  to  half  an  hour.  We  would  prob¬ 
ably  get  through  in  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  mean  a  half  hour  on  each 
amendment? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  mean  on  the  two 
amendments. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
half  an  hour  on  each  side? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  mean  for  each 
side.  There  would  probably  be  10- 
minute  talks  at  most. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Why  not  begin  at 
1  o’clock  on  those  two  amendments,  de¬ 
vote  a  half  hour  to  each  amendment,  and 
then  vote  at  2  o’clock,  beginning  ap¬ 
proximately  at  the  hour  suggested  by 
the  distinguished  majority  leader?  I  be- 
live  that  would  be  the  best  way. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  that  would 
be  agreeable  with  me,  but  I  know  there 
are  many  Senators  who  would  like  to 
speak. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Each  of  them  would 
have  10  minutes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  We  would  limit  it 
between  1  and  2  o’clock. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Assuming  we  start  upon 
the  debate  on  the  amendments  in  which 
the  Senator  is  interested  at  12  o’clock, 
would  2  hours  be  sufficient  time  on  those 
amendments? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  2  hours 
would  be  a  sufficient  time.  But  in  order 
to  be  sure,  why  not  make  it  2:30,  because 
usually  when  the  Senate  convenes  a  half 
hour  is  taken  up  by  Senators  wanting  to 
make  insertions  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  remind  the 
Senator  that  this  is  the  fourth  week  the 
bill  has  been  before  the  Senate.  I  know 
he  has  been  waiting  all  that  time,  but 
the  bill  must  be  passed. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  was  not  my 
amendments  that  took  up  the  time.  I 
am  willing  to  limit  the  time  on  my 
amendments  to  a  very  short  time  com¬ 
pared  to  the  time  which  has  been  con¬ 
sumed  on  other  amendments.  There  has 
been  no  discussion  whatever  of  these 
amendments.  This  is  the  fourth  week, 

I  appreciate  that,  but  the  discussions 
have  continued  for  hours  on  other 
amendments. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  even 
with  no  discussion,  I  think  the  two 
amendments  of  which  the  Senator  speaks 
have  the  best  chance  of  any  amendments 
at  all  of  being  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  suggest  the  Senator 
from  Washington  had  better  accept  the 
2 -hour  limitation,  in  view  of  what  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  said. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  think  the  Senator 
had  better  accept  it,  and  if  he  needs 
any  additional  time,  if  I  have  any  time, 
I  will  yield  it  to  him. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  not  speaking 
for  myself.  I  am  speaking  for  many 
other  Senators.  I  know  the  Senator  from 
Montana  wants  to  make  some  remarks 
on  the  dental-care  provision.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  wants  to  place 
in.  the  Record  certain  important  facts 
regarding  cancer  research.  I  can  get 
through  in  15  or  20  minutes,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  wondered  wheth¬ 
er,  in  order  to  try  to  arrive  at  some 
arrangement,  it  would  be  possible  for 
some  of  the  Senators  who  I  know  are 
vitally  interested  in  the  subject  of  can¬ 
cer  and  heart  research,  and  so  forth,  to 
put  some  of  their  statements  in  the 
Record  tonight,  so  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  to  review  them  when  the 
Record  is  read  tomorrow,  and  thereby 
save  some  of  the  time  required,  so  that 
we  could  fix  a  time  for  voting  with  a 
reasonable  limitation  on  debate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  agree  that 
that  may  be  done.  It  is  all  right  with 
me.  But,  as  has  been  said,  there  has 
been  debate  over  a  period  of  4  weeks, 
during  which  time  I  have  not  said  a 
word.  I  have  two  important  amend¬ 
ments.  An  effort  is  now  made  to  cut 
me  down  to  10  minutes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Where  has  the  Senator 
been  during  all  these  4  weeks? 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  been  here 
all  the  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  He  has  surely  had  op¬ 
portunity  during  that  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  suggest  giving  the 
Senator  from  Washington  2  hours. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  What  is  the 
request? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  There  is  no  request.  We 
are  trying  to  formulate  one. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  would  just  as 
soon  act  on  the  amendments  now,  if  the 
Senate  is  willing  to  stay  here. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  If  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  wishes  to 
accept  the  so-called  Magnuson  amend¬ 
ments,  why  not  act  on  them  now,  get 
them  out  of  the  way,  and  not  have  any 
discussion  on  them? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  doubt  whether  the 
Senate  will  do  that. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
majority  leader  will  agree,  I  am  sure 
it  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  the  Mem¬ 
bers  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  to  carry 
out  the  proposal  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  In  fact,  I  should  not  be  averse, 
in  order  to  have  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  tonight,  to  meet  at  11:30  to¬ 
morrow  morning  and  make  these  two 
amendments  the  pending  business,  and, 
at  2  o’clock,  start  voting  on  all  pending 
amendments  and  motions,  with  5  min¬ 
utes  for  each  Senator  on  each  amend¬ 
ment  or  motion. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  After  2  o’clock? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes.  I  make  that 
suggestion  to  the  distinguished  major¬ 
ity  leader. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
have  not  more  than  20  minutes  on  the 
so-called  cancer  and  heart  amendment. 
I  should  like  to  have  another  20  min¬ 
utes  on  the  ship-repair  amendment.  I 
know  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr, 
Lehman]  would  like  to  have  15  or  20  min¬ 
utes.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Murray],  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]  want  some 
time.  It  will  not  take  me  very  long. 
I  do  not  talk  all  afternoon  on  an  amend¬ 
ment.  I  think  my  amendments  are  very 
important,  however. 

Why  not  meet  at  11  o’clock? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  amendments 
which  the  Senator  from  Washington  has 
in  mind  are  amendments  which  are  in 
the  chapter  which  I  handle.  To  my 
mind,  they  are  so  meritorious  that  they 
do  not  require  a  debate  of  20  minutes; 
they  could  be  handled  in  5  minutes  if 
their  merits  were  discussed. 

As  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  I 
have  other  responsibilities.  I  think  the 


amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  are  so  good  that  if  they  require 
20  minutes  of  discussion  they  should  not 
be  agreed  to  at  all.  I  think  there  is  so 
much  merit  in  the  proposals  that  the 
Senator  from  Washington  should  accept 
the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  shall  limit  myself 
to  less  than  20  minutes.  Why  can  we  not 
modify  the  agreement  so  as  to  vote  at 
2  o’clock?  If  we  can  meet  at  11  o’clock 
it  will  accommodate  a  few  Senators  who 
want  to  make  a  few  brief  remarks. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  meet 
at  11  o’clock  a.  m.  tomorrow  and  proceed 
to  the  amendments  which  the  Senator 
from  Washington  has  been  discussing, 
that  those  amendments  be  debated  until 
not  later  than  2  o’clock,  and  that  follow¬ 
ing  the  disposition  of  those  amendments 
we  proceed  to  vote  upon  each  and  every 
other  amendment,  each  Senator  to  have 
5  minutes,  if  he  so  desires. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  re¬ 
quest  include  motions  and  points  of 
order? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  how 
will  the  time  be  divided? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  will  be  divided  equally 
between  the  Senator,  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellar]  and  the  Senator  from 
Washington  in  the  case  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  which  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  has  referred. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  was 
not  my  understanding  when  I  said  we 
would  approve  the  unanimous-consent 
request  that  the  amendments  were  to  be 
voted  upon  at  2  o’clock.  I  meant  that 
the  Magnuson  amendments  were  to  be 
debated  until  2  o’clock,  and  at  2  o’clock 
the  Senate  would  proceed  to  take  up  the 
amendments  in  turn  where  we  left  off, 
the  pending  business  being  the  ECA 
appropriation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  us  vote  on  my 
amendments  and  get  them  out  of  the 
way. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  one  other  important  matter  to  which 
I  should  like  to  invite  attention.  It 
relates  to  the  vocational-training  pro¬ 
gram.  Could  it  not  precede  the  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington?  It  comes  ahead  -pf  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendments  in  the  bill.  It  is  on 
page  141.  The  amendments  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  follow  that. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  it  would 
not  make  any  difference  so  far  as  the 
offering  of  the  amendment  is  concerned, 
whether  it  is  offered  in  the  way  the 
Senator  suggests  or  whether  we  take  up 
the  other  amendments  first.  So  long 
as  the  Senator  has  an  opportunity  to 
present  it  before  the  debate  is  closed, 
the  Senator  will  be  protected. 

Mi'.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
have  it  understood  that  if  we  are  ready 
to  vote  on  these  amendments  by  1:30 


o’clock,  we  vote  on  them  and  get  them 
out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  was  included  in 
my  unanimous-consent  request.  I  said, 
no  later  than  2  o’clock. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  have  to  object  if  there  is  going  to 
be  any  vote  before  1  o’clock,  because  the 
Finance  Committee  is  called  upon  to 
raise  $5,000,000,000  of  additional  reve¬ 
nue.  We  are  working  on  the  tax  pro¬ 
gram  presented  by  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  if 
we  have  to  adjourn  our  meeting  in  the 
morning  at  11  o’clock,  or  even  if  we  have 
to  vote  before  1  o’clock  or  1:30  o’clock 
on  any  of  these  important  amendments, 
we  would  be  precluded  from  any  con¬ 
sideration  of  them  or  from  speaking  a 
word  above  them  if  we  should  be  moved 
to  say  anything  about  them.  I  should 
like  to  have  a  definite  understanding 
that  the  vote  shall  not  begin  on  these 
amendments  prior  to  1  o’clock. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  think  there  will  be  any  vote  prior 
to  1  o’clock. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  should  like  to  have 
it  in  the  agreement;  otherwise,  I  shall 
object. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  further 
modify  my  request  with  reference  to  the 
amendments  which  we  have  just  been 
discussing  and  as  to  which  more  time 
is  desired  for  debate,  that  they  be  not 
voted  on  before  1  o’clock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  ask  the  Senator  from  Illinois  what 
effect  that  would  have  on  the  pending 
question  before  the  Senate,  which  is  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd].  v 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  see  why  the 
Magnuson  amendments  cannot  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  first,  and  then  we  can  move 
along  with  the  other  amendments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  it  the 
Senator’s  request  that  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington 
be  discussed  from  the  time  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Senate  until  1  o’clock,  and 
then  that  the  amendments  be  voted  on 
seriatim? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  And  that 
after  that,  each  Senator  is  limited  to 
one  speech  of  5  minutes  on  all  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  After  we  dispose  of  the 
amendments  covered  by  the  proposed 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  will  the 
offering  of  amendments  be  then  in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  After  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  pending  amendment,  which 
is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  and  then  when  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  is 
disposed  of,  other  amendments  will  be 
in  order.  The  Chair  will  suggest  that  if 
the  amendments  which  are  under  discus¬ 
sion  are  debated  until  1  o’clock,  that  need 
not  necessarily  mean  they  will  be  voted 
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upon  first.  They  can  take  their  place 
and  be  voted  on  following  the  disposition 
of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  and  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  cannot 
see  that  it  makes  much  difference. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  will 
be  perfectly  agreeable  to  the  minority, 
I  am  satisfied,  to  proceed  to  vote  on  the 
two  amendments  covered  by  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request,  either  at  1  o’clock 
or  2  o’clock,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned. 
It  is  perfectly  agreeable  to  vote  on  them, 
provided  that  after  the  vote  on  them  the 
Senate  proceed  to  vote  on  the  Smith 
amendment,  which  is  the  pending  busi¬ 
ness.  * 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  would 
be  the  order,  anyway.  If  the  pending 
question  is  temporarily  laid  aside  for  the 
disposition  of  the  two  amendments  re¬ 
ferred  to,  the  course  which  the  Senator 
has  suggested  would  automatically  be 
followed. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous - 
consent  request? 

Mr.  NEELY.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire 
whether  there  would  be  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  those  in  control  to  accept  the 
amendment  to  increase  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  war  against  cancer  by  $17,- 
000,000?  If  not,  I  must  insist  on  having 
at  least  10  minutes  to  discuss  this  vital 
matter. 

.  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  one 
of  the  amendments  which  is  under  dis¬ 
cussion. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  will 
be  afforded  sufficient  time  to  discuss  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  NEELY.  May  I  have  some  assur¬ 
ance  on  that  point? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  10  or  2Q  minutes  to  the  Senator 
for  that, purpose. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Ten  minutes  would  be 
sufficient.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  make  the  time  for  voting  2  o’clock? 
Several  Senators  will  be  required  to 
attend  a  meeting  of  a  committee  in 
Baltimore. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  modify  my  request  to 
make  it  2  o’clock.  Are  there  any  other 
proposals? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  it  the 
Senator’s  request  that  the  Senate  meet 
at  11  o’clock? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Perhaps  we  should  meet 

11  o^^ock 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Very  well. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  for  pre¬ 
senting  the  unanimous-consent  request. 
I  ask  that  the  usual  provisions  be  in¬ 
serted  in  this  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest,  namely,  that  any  motion  or 
amendment  which  is  pending  or  may  be 


offered  is  included  in  the  agreement  giv¬ 
ing  5  minutes  on  each  amendment  after 
the  amendments  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington  are  disposed 
of. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  modify  his  request  to  that  ex¬ 
tent?  Let  the  Chair  understand  whether 
the  request  is  that  each  Senator  has  the 
right  to  speak  5  minutes  on  each  amend¬ 
ment,  or  whether  there  shall  be  a  limi¬ 
tation  of  10  minutes  on  each  amendment, 
to  be  equally  divided. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Each  Senator  is  to  have 
5  minutes  on  each  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Each  Sen¬ 
ator  will  have  5  minutes  on  each  amend¬ 
ment.  Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  All  amendments 
must  be  germane. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  inquire, 
if  the  appropriation  bill  is  passed  to¬ 
morrow  night,  whether  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  contemplates  a  Friday  session? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  A  Friday  session  is  con¬ 
templated  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  All  amendments 
must  be  germane. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dees  the 
Senator  include  in  his  request  the  elimi¬ 
nation  of  amendments  that  are  not 
germane? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  unanimous-consent  agreement,  as 
subsequently  reduced  to  writing,  is  as 
follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  the  calendar  day  of 
Thursday,  August  3,  1950,  at  the  hour  of  11 
o’clock  a.  m„  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  certain  amendments  intended 
to  be  proposed  to  the  bill  H.  R.  7786,  the  gen¬ 
eral  appropriation  bill  for  1951,  by  Mr.  Mag¬ 
nuson,,.  for  himself  and  others,  relating  ( 1 ) 
to  the  National  Cancer  and  Heart  Institutes 
and  mental  health  activities;  (2)  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  vocational  education;  and  (3) 
providing  for  repair  of  vessels  in  the  national 
defense  reserve,  and  consider  same  until  2 
o’clock  p.  m.:  Provided,  That  no  vote  shall 
be  had  on  any  of  said  amendments  prior  to 
the  hour  of  2  o’clock  p.  m.,  that  the  time  for 
debate  between  said  hours  shall  be  equally 
divided  between  those  favoring  and  those 
opposing  the  amendment,  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  Mr.  Magnuson  and  Mr.  Me- 
Kellar,  and  that  at  the  hour  of  2  o’clock 
p.  m.  the  Senate  shall  proceed  to  vote,  with¬ 
out  further  debate,  upon  said  amendments. 

Ordered,  That  after  the  disposition  of  the 
foregoing  amendments,  no  Senator  shall 
speak  more  than  once  or  longer  than  5  min¬ 
utes  upon  any  amendment  or  motion  that 
may  be  pending  or  that  may  be  proposed  to 
the  said  bill,  and  that  no  amendment  that 
is  not  garmane  shall  be  in  order  and  points  of 
order  shall  not  be  waived. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  majority  leader  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  view  of  the  an¬ 
nouncement  made  by  the  majority 
leader  that  he  proposes  a  call  of  the 
calendar  on  Friday,  may  I  ask  whether 
he  proposes  to  have  the  calendar  called 
from  the  point  at  which  we  left  off  at  the 


last  call  of  the  calendar  or  from  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  From  where  we  left  off 
the  last  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate 
will  be  in  order.  The  Chair  cannot  hear 
Senators  and  does  not  know  how  anyone 
else  can  hear  what  is  going  on. 

A.MMQBN61  EMEKaP-Aly  =£0  -MQMIMA3TQN8 

REPORTED  ADVERSELY 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  make  an^ 
other  announcement.  Four  or  five  nor 
inations  appear  on  the  Executive  Cal¬ 
endar  which  have  been  reported 
versely  by  various  committees.  I  tt 
that  probably  on  Tuesday  next  we 
try  to  dispose  of  all  these  nominaij 
one  way  or  another.  They  are  or 
calendar  and  we  must  do  something 
them  sooner  or  later. 

ANNUAL  AND  SICK  LEAVE  OF  CERTAIN 

COMMISSIONED  OFFICERS  —  CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  conference  report  on  Senate  bill 
2160,  amending  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act,  with  respect  to  annual  and  sick 
leave  of  commissioned  officers,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its,  immediate 
consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  report  was  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
2160)  to  amend  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  to  authorize  annual  And  sick  leave  with 
pay  for  commissioned  qpicers  of  the  Public 
Health  Service,  to  authorize  the  payment  of 
accumulated  and  accrued  annual  leave  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  sixty  days,  an®  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  ful f  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  cecede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  num¬ 
bered  1  and  2  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3 :  That  the  Senate 
recede  from  its  d»agreemen,t  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Houa&  numbered  3,  and  agree  to 

)the  same  with  |n  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted 
by  the  Hous|  amendment  insert  the 
following : 

"Sec.  3.  (a) .^Sections  1  and  2  of  this  Act 
shall  be  effective  on  July  1,  1950. 

“(b)  Any  officer  who,  on  June  30,  1949,  was 
credited  wit#  more  than  sixty  days  of  accu¬ 
mulated  an<J  accrued  leave,  shall  be  compen¬ 
sated  for  s6  much  of  such  leave  as  exceeds 
sixty  days  but  does  not  exceed  ond'  hundred 
and  twenty  days,  in  a  lump-sum  payment  on 
the  basis  as f  the  base  and  longevity  pay,  the 
allowance  for  subsistence,  and  the  allowance 
for  rental  of  quarters  (whether  or  not  he 
was  receiving  such  allowance  on  such  date), 
which  were  applicable  to  him  on  such  date 
under  provisions  of  law  then  in  effect:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  there  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
number  of  days  upon  which  such  lump-sum 
paynjent  is  otherwise  authorized  to  be  com¬ 
puted  the  number  of  days  of  leave  in  excess 
of  thirty  days  taken  during  the  period  from 
July  1,  1949,  to  June  30,  1950.  Payments  au¬ 
thorized  pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall  be 
due  and  payable  on  July  1,  1950.  All 
amounts  received  pursuant  to  this  subsec¬ 
tion  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation. 
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14(c)  The  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  not 
be  Applicable  to  an  officer  who  has,  prior  to 
July  1,  1950,  been  placed  on  terminal  leave 
preceding  separation,  retirement,  or  release 
from  active  duty.” 

And  thn  House  agree  to  the  same. 

James  E.  Murray, 
l  Claude  Pepper, 

M.  M.  Neely, 

'  -.Robert  A.  Taft, 

Per  "H.  A.  S. 

ife  Alexander  Smith, 
Managers  on'tlie  Part  of  the  Senate. 

»  J.  PeS»£y  Priest, 

Andrew  J.  Biemiller, 

Geo.  Howard  Wilson, 

Chas.  A.  wolverton, 

Hugh  D.  SC^tt,  Jr., 

Managers  on  the  PartoJ  the  House. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  conference  report? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  con¬ 
ference  report  was  considered  and  agreed 

>  to.  V, 

OMNIBUS  MEDICAL  RESEARCH  BILL- 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  conference  report  on  Senate  bill 
2591,  the  omnibus  medical  research  bill, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  im¬ 
mediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  report  was  read. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  July  27,  1950,  pp.  11380- 
11382.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 
EXPANSION  AND  DISPOSITION  OF  CER¬ 
TAIN  NATIONAL  CEMETERIES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2863)  to 
provide  for  the  expansion  and  disposi¬ 
tion  of  certain  national  cemeteries,  which 
was,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  author* 
ized  and  directed — 

a.  to  expand  existing  facilities  at  the  R^ck 
Island  National  Cemetery,  Rock  IslancLflll., 
by  utilizing  not  to  exceed  30  acres  of  federally 
owned  lands  under  the  jurisdictioiVhf  the 
Department  of  the  Army  adjoiningjcne  pres¬ 
ent  national  cemetery  facility,  ^hich  are 
surplus  to  military  needs,  andf  to  provide 
for  the  care  and  maintenance  /Thereof  under 
the  same  regulations  as  presari  bed  for  other 
national  ’cemeteries  under Ahe  jurisdiction 
of  the  Department  of  that  Army;  and 

b.  to  expand  existing  facilities  at  the  Fort 
Leavenworth  National  Cemetery,  Fort  Leav¬ 
enworth,  Kans.,  by  j/tilizing  not  to  exceed 
8  acres  of  federally/ owned  land  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  thWDepartment  of  the  Army, 
adjoining  the  present  national  cemetery 
facility,  which  are  surplus  to  military  needs, 
and  to  provide  for  the  care  and  maintenance 
thereof  undpt  the  same  regulations  as  pre¬ 
scribed  fo&  other  national  cemeteries  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  au- 
thorlzeq  to  transfer,  without  compensation 
therefor,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for 
qdmeterial  purposes  such  Government-owned 
land  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart¬ 


ment  of  the  Navy,  located  adjacent  to  the 
Barrancas  National  Cemetery  near  the  city 
of  Pensacola,  Fla.,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  available 
for  the  expansion  of  said  cemetery.  The 
lands  transferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  constituted  a  part  of 
the  Barrancas  National  Cemetery. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  RULE  FOR  GUAM 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
yesterday  the  President  of  the  United 
States  signed  a  bill  providing  an  organic 
act  for  the  Island  of  Guam.  It  is  a 
measure  of  a  great  deal  of  significance, 
particularly  in  the  light  of  what  is  now 
going  on  in  the  Pacific  area.  In  that 
connection,  I  desire  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  there  may  be  printed  in  the 
body  of  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks  an  editorial  from  the  New  York 
Times  of  July  28,  an  editorial  from  the 
Washington  Post  of  July  26,  and  a  letter 
to  the  editor  of  the  Washington  Post 
written  by  Martha  L.  Jay,  assistant  ec|j* 
tor,  Guam  Echo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  ./Edi¬ 
torials  and  letter  were  ordered  Ao  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follow* 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  Jujy 28,  1950] 
Doing  Justice  to  Gt 

The  Senate  did  a  good  thhdg  on  Wednes¬ 
day  in  adopting,  by  unaiwnous  vote,  an 
organic  act  for  Guam.  ine  measure  has 
already  passed  the,  Housp  and  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  minor.  VQu^k  agreement  and 
Presidential  signature^ should  therefore  be 
relatively  easy.  Tha^;  4s  more  reason  than 
ever,  in  the  light  Jft  what  is  happening  in 
the  Far  East,  fojrthis  wipe  and  beneficent 
measure,  and  it  As  gratifying  that  action  has 
come,  at  length,  with  such  .unanimity  of 
support.  Jr  ,  \ 

The  people  of  Guam  have  '  been  under 
AmericarnfTule  for  51  years,  but ''during  all 
that  time  the  question  of  the  establishment 
of  thymachinery  for  civil  government  and 
a  largj  measure  of  self-government  has.  been 
keujr  pending.  A  short  time  ago  Guam’s 
halt  civilian  Governor  was  appointed  and 
le  transfer  of  administration  from  the 
lavy  Department  to  Interior  was  scheduled' 
for  July  1,  but  then  postponed  for  1  month. 
The  organic  act  that  has  been  adopted  will 
make  this  transfer  automatic,  but  it  provides 
for  supervision  rather  than  administration. 

Under  this  act  the  people  of  Guam  become 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  Guam  be¬ 
comes  an  unincorporated  Territory  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  clear,  however,  that 
Guam  does  not  look  to  eventual  statehood, 
but  will  have,  rather,  a  special  form  of  self- 
government  within  the  large  framework  of 
the  American  political  structure.  The  act 
contains  an  admirable  bill  of  rights  which 
embraces  not  only  the  provisions  of  the  first 
10  amendments  to  the  Constitution  but  also 
the  other  constitutional  stipulations  in  de¬ 
fense  of  individual  liberty.  It  provides  for 
an  elected  legislature  and  a  civil  judiciary 
integrated  with  our  Federal  courts.  The 
Governor  will  be  a  Presidential  appointee. 

This  organic  act  has  the  full  approval  of 
the  people  of  Guam  and  that  is  its  most 
important  characteristic.  The  people  of 
Guam  do  not  want  independence  or  state¬ 
hood,  but  they  do  want  to  live  under  a  civil 
government  of  their  own  choosing.  It  is 
part  of  our  political  philosophy  that  gov¬ 
ernments  derive  their  just  powers  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed  and  this  act,  as  far 
as  Guam  is  concerned,  establishes  govern¬ 
ment  by  that  consent. 


This  action  of  the  Congress  is  unusually 
timely.  It  gives  us  the  opportunity  to  make 
a  demonstration  of  our  good  faith  just  when 
that  good  faith  is  being  challenged  b^jom- 
munist  propaganda.  We  can  thus  shpw  that 
we  are  earnestly  devoted  to  the  enlargement 
of  human  liberties  rather  than  to,rfneir  con¬ 
striction.  We  can  show,  moreover,  that  the 
menace  of  assault  does  not  deflect  us  from 
good  purposes  and  constructive  actions.  In 
Guam,  also,  the  transfer  to,mvil  rule  should 
take  a  burden  from  our  a/med  services  and 
make  their  task  easier. 

The  people  of  Guarryfiave  been  our  faith¬ 
ful  and  loyal  friends  fbr  many  decades.  We 
can  now,  with  singular  pleasure,  extend  our 
enthusiastic  welcjpne  to  this  group  of  our 
fellow  American 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  July  26,  1950] 
"jrviL  Rule  for  Guam 
Augusts  is  the  date  which  has  been  offi¬ 
cially  axed  for  the  transfer  of  Guam  from 
nava^fto  civilian  rule.  This  transfer  was 
supixfeed  to  take  pltice  by  Presidential  order 
or^ffuly  1  but  was  postponed  for  30  days  by 
President,  presumably  because  of  the 
ruption  in  Korea.  We  trust  that  there  will 
rnot  be  another  postponement.  Administra¬ 
tion  of  the  island  is  already  actually  in 
civilian  hands,  and  a  shift  of  authority  from 
the  Navy  Department  to  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  would  in  no  way  impair  the  efficiency 
of  naval  operations  in  the  area.  Indeed,  it 
would  relieve  the  Navy  of  the  burden 'of  ad¬ 
ministering  the  island’s  internal  affairs. 

Guam  was  acquired  from  Spain  half  a  cen¬ 
tury  ago  under  an  agreement  which  com¬ 
mitted  the  United  States  to  promote  its 
growth  toward  self-government.  It  is  high 
time  for  that  agreement  to  be  fulfilled.  The 
House  has  already  passed  a  bill,  due  to  come 
up  on  the  Consent  Calendar  /Of  the  Senate 
today,  to  establish  an  organic  law  giving 
Guamanians  American  citizenship,  the  access 
they  now  lack  to  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  guaranty  of  a  bill  of  rights. 
These  minimum  attributes  of  freedom  be¬ 
long  as  a  matter  of  natural  right  to  any 
people;  the  people  of  Guam  have  earned  them 
in  particular  by  their  suffering  and  their  de¬ 
votion  to  the  United  States  during  the  war 
against  Japan. 

Passage  of  the  organic  act  and  realization 
of  the  transfer  of  administrative  authority 
from  the  Navy  to  the  Interior  Qppartment 
will  strengthen  the  bonds  between  Guam 
and  this  country  and  thus  enhance  our 
security  in  the  Pacific.  These  measures  will 
serve,  too,  as  a  fresh  demonstration  of  Amer- 
•  ican  adherence  to  democratic  principles. 
Both  should  be  given  effect  without  any 
further  delay. 

Civil  Rule  for  Guam 

Ycur’ -.editorials,  “Puerto  Rico  Left  Out” 
(July  18>,  and  “Statehood  Now”  (July  19), 
stress  the  point  that  there  is  a  need,  particu¬ 
larly  at  this'time,  for  the  United  States  to  set 
an  example  consistent  with  democratic  tra¬ 
ditions  in  the  treatment  of  dependent  areas. 

We  desire  to  add  one  more  example  of  the 
treatment  of  dependent  areas  where  the 
United  States  is  in  'imminent  danger  of  act¬ 
ing  unwisely.  On  June  30,  the  long-planned 
transfer  of  the  administration  of  Guam  from 
military  rule  to  civilian  government  was 
postponed  from  July  1  to  '^ugust  1. 

As  H.  R.  7273,  a  bill  to  provide  a  civil  gov¬ 
ernment  for  Guam,  nears  -  Senate  action 
(scheduled  for  Wednesday) ,  Guamanians  stir 
uneasily  at  the  thought  that  farther  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  transfer  may  cause  the 
death  of  H.  R.  7273.  This  bill  was  passed  by 
the  House  on  voice  vote  on  May  23.  President 
Truman  has  consistently  stated  his  approval 
of  both  the  transfer  of  Guam  government 
from  the  Navy,  a  military  agency,  to  one- 
better  equipped  and  trained  i:i  civil  admin¬ 
istration,  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
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passage  of  organic  legislation.  Both 
easures  have  been  a  basic  part  of  the  Pres¬ 
ident’s  civil-rights  program. 

riotic  Americans  and  democratic 
peoples,  watch  with  the  grave  apprehension 
that  further  postponement  will  provide  am¬ 
munitions  for  Communist  accusations  of 
American  imperialism,  broken  promises,  mil¬ 
itary  domination,  etc. — accusations  which 
the  United  States  can  ill  afford  to  brook  at 
this  critical  tin 

Martha  L.  Jay, 
Assisfhpt  Editor,  Guam  Echo. 

Washington. 

AMENDMENT  OF  R\jLE  RELATING  TO 

clotOee 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  Present,  on  behalf 
of  myself  and  the  junioiX^enator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  HumphreiM,  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  resolution  amending  the 
present  cloture  rule  of  the  Senate,  and 
ask  for  its  appropriate  refereno 

The  resolution  proposes  to  charige  the 
cloture  rule  in  the  following  respect*: 

First.  Cloture  may  be  invoked  b^  a 
majority  vote  of  those  voting,  instead 
of  the  present  requirement  of  two-thirds- 
of  the  Senators  duly  chosen  and  sworn.  " 

Second.  After  a  cloture  motion  is 
adopted,  debate  is  limited  to  1  hour  for 
each  Senator,  except  that  any  Senator 
may  yield  his  time  to  another. 

Third.  Subsection  3  of  the  cloture  rule, 
added  last  year,  is  repealed.  This  sub¬ 
section  of  Rule  22  exempts  proposals  to 
change  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate 
from  application  of  the  cloture  rule, 
thus  guaranteeing  unlimited  debate,  if 
such  were  desired,  on  any  motion  to 
amend  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  in  submitting  the  reso¬ 
lution,  I  wish  to  say  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  authors  that  in  this  time  of  great 
national  crisis  this  is  a  very  important 
defense  measure,  because  I  think  it  is  im¬ 
portant  that  we  pass  legislation  provid¬ 
ing  for  changes  in  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  which  will  guarnatee  to  the 
American  people  that  a  successful  fili¬ 
buster  cannot  be  conducted  in  the 
Senate  of  th]e  United  States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  will  be  received  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  322)  submitted 
by  Mr.  Morse  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Humphrey),  was  received  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin¬ 
istration,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  subsection  2  of  rule  XXII 
of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  relating 
to  cloture,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“If  at  any  time,  notwithstanding  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  rule  III  or  rule  VI  or  any  other 
rule  of  the  Senate,  a  motion,  signed  by  16 
Senators,  to  bring  to  a  close  the  debate  upon 
any  measure,  motion,  or  other  matter  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Senate,  or  the  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness,  is  presented  to  the  Senate,  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  shall  at  once  state  the  motion  to 
the  Senate,  and  1  hour  after  the  Senate  meets 
on  the  following  calendar  day  but  one  he 
shall  lay  the  motion  before  the  Senate  and 
direct  that  the  Secretary  call  the  roll,  and, 
upon  the  ascertainment  that  a  quorum  is 
present,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall,  without 
debate,  submit  to  the  Senate  by  a  yea-and 
nay  vote  the  question: 

“  ‘Is  it  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the 
debate  shall  be  brought  to  a  close?’ 

“And  if  that  question  shall  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative  by  a  majority  vote  of  those 
voting,  then  said  measure,  motion,  or  other 


matter  pending  before  the  Senate,  or  the 
unfinished  business,  shall  be  the  unfinished 
business  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  busi-  | 
ness  until  disposed  of. 

“Thereafter  no  Senator  shall  be  entitled  to  I 
speak  in  all  more  than  1  hour  on  the  measure,  j 
motion,  or  other  matter  pending  before  the  : 
Senate,  or  the  unfinished  business,  the  i 
amendments  thereto,  and  motions  affecting  , 
the  same;  except  that  any  Senator  may  yield 
to  any  other  Senator  all  or  any  part  of  the  t 
aggregate  period  of  time  which  he  is  entitled  J 
to  °speak;  and  the  Senator  to  whom  he  so  j 
yields  may  speak  for  the  time  so  yielded  in  . 
addition  to  any  period  of  time  which  he  is  ; 
entitled  to  speak  in  his  own  right.  It  shall  j 
be  the  duty  of  the  Presiding  Officer  to  keep  j 
the  time  of  each  Senator  who  speaks.  Ex-  < 
cept  by  unanimous  consent,  no  amendment  ‘ 
shall  be  in  order  after  the  vote  to  bring  the 
debate  to  a  close,  unless  the  same  has  -been 
presented  and  read  prior  to  that  time.  No 
dilatory  motion,  or  dilatory  amendment,  or  j 
amendment  not  germane  shall  be  in  order.  : 
Points  of  order,  including  questions  of  rele-  : 
vancy,  and  appeals  from  the  decision  of  the  j 
Presiding  Officer,  shall  be  decided  without  j 
debate.” 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  3  of  such  rule  is  hereby 
repealed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE — ENROLLED  : 

BILLS  SIGNED 

^message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Snader,  its  assistant 
reading,  clerk,  announced  that  the 
Speaker’ had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
followintpfenrolled  bills : 

S.  4.  An  act  authorizing  the  advanced  | 
training  in  aeronautics  of  technical  person-  j 
nel  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration;  ■ 

S.  2655.  An  actlfor  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn  » 
M.  Hryniak; 

S.  3380.  An  act  to  amend  the  act.of  August  i 
9,  1939,  to  redefine  feje  term  “contraband 
article”  with  respect  to  narcotic  drugs,  and  S 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3520.  An  act  to  strengthen  the  common  , 
defense  by  providing  for  the  continuation 
and  expansion  of  Western  Hemisphere  pro- 
duction  of  abaca  by  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  1293.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  j 
Franco-Italian  Packing  Co.; 

,  H.  R.  5074.  An  act  to  promote  the  national : 
defense  by  authorizing  specifically  certain. 
functions  of  the  National  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the  effective  j 
prosecution  of  aeronautical  research,  and  for  i 
other  purposes;  * 

H.  R.  6533.  An  act  to  provide  that  the 
United  States  shall  aid  the  States,  in  fish  • 
restoration  and  management  projects,  andj 
for  other  purposes;  '> 

H.  R.  7695.  An  act  to  provide  a  5-day  week 
for  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  States  Park  Police 
force,  and  the  White  House  Police  force;  and 

H.  R.  8909.  An  act  to  authorize  the  District, 
of  Columbia  government  to  establish  an  Of-; 
fire  nf  Civil  Defense,  and  toiLQ-ther  purposes. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  support  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  and  34  other  Members  of  the 
Senate,  including  myself.  This  amend¬ 
ment,  with  certain  exceptions,  such  as 
military,  trust  funds,  and  so  forth,  pro¬ 
poses  a  10-percent  cut  in  the  appropria¬ 
tions  of  each  department  or  agency  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 


In  view  of  the  situation  with  which 
our  country  finds  itself  today  as  a  result 
of  the  Korean  episode,  this  10-percent 
cut  in  the  domestic  programs  is  the  very 
least  which  we  should  do.  The  adoption 
of  the  amendment  would  mean  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  approximately  $800,000,000  in  this 
$34,000,000,000  appropriation  bill.  This 
$34,000,000,000  does  not  include  the 
$5,600,000,000  interest  on  the  national 
debt,  plus  another  $2,500,000,000  on  other 
items  such  as  trust  funds,  and  so  forth. 

Even  after  the  reduction  it  would  mean 
that  we  would  still  be  spending  more 
money  on  the  domestic  programs  under 
the  executive  departments  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  than  was  spent  during  either 
of  the  years  1947  or  1948,  at  which  time 
the  Eightieth  Congress  under  the  control 
of  the  Republican  Party  cut  the  appro¬ 
priations  and  balanced  the  budget. 

For  instance,  during  the  year  1947  the 
total  appropriations  were  $36,931,503,030, 
and  in  1948  our  Government  was  oper¬ 
ated  with  a  total  appropriation  of  $33,- 
484,343,000. 

After  the  Democratic  Party  regained 
control  of  the  Congress,  these  appropria¬ 
tions  were  increased  to  $40,476,613,000  in 
1S43,  and  in  1950  the  total  appropria¬ 
tions  were  $43,495,385,000.  This  year’s 
appropriation  again  will  exceed  $43,000,- 
000,000,  excluding  the  additional  billions 
which  will  be  required  as  a  result  of  the 
Korean  incident. 

The  argument  ofttimes  is  advanced 
that  a  substantial  part  of  this  increase 
during  the  past  2  years  was  as  the  result 
of  increased  military  expenditures,  but 
that  statement  cannot  be  supported. 
A  major  part  of  the  increased  appropria¬ 
tions  during  the  past  2  years  has  been 
to  pay  for  the  additional  cost  of  the 
domestic  projects  of  the  Fair  Deal  pro¬ 
gram. 

For  instance,  the  appropriations  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  during  the 
past  4  years  have  been  doubled : 

1947  _ $290,  408,  000 

1948  _ : _  320,  603,  000 

1949  _  516,  401,  000 

1950  _  646,431,000 

During  the  past  10  years  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  appropriations  have 
increased  from  $67,135,000  in  1941  to 
$135,970,000  in  1950: 

1941  _ _ $67,  135,  000 

1942  _  84, 215,  000 

1943  _ : _  107,  885,  000 

1944  _ , _  114,  940,  000 

1945  _  117,  866,  000 

1946  _  106, 650, 000 

1947  _  112,086,  000 

1943 _  116,024,000 

1949  _ _  126,759,000 

1950  _  135,  970,  000 

The  deficit  of  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  has  increased  during  the  past  10 
years  from  $30,465,000  in  1941  to  a  deficit 
of  over  $550,000,000  in  1950.  During 
this  same  period  the  efficiency  of  our 
postal  service  has  deteriorated  by  more 
than  50  percent.  This  drop  in  efficiency 
is  true  despite  the  fact  that  the  number 
of  the  employees  in  the  Postal  Depart¬ 
ment  during  this  same  10-year  period 
has  increased  from  303,654  in  1940  to 
535,745  in  1949.  In  fact  as  of  January  1, 
1950,  there  were  employed  in  the  Post 
Office  Department  alone  almost  as  many 
employees  as  were  required  to  operate 
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all  branches  of  the  Federal  Government 
including  the  Postal  Department  as  re¬ 
cently  as  1934.  Congress  should  author¬ 
ize  some  increase  in  postal  rates  to  off¬ 
set  this  deficit;  however,  with  proper 
management  at  the  executive  level  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  this  deficit  could  be  elim¬ 
inated  by  greater  efficiency. 

The  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  have  increased  over 
400  percent  during  the  past  10  years  from 
$147,827,000  in  1941  to  $688,200,000  in 
1950:  * 


1941  _ $147,  827,  000 

1942  _  445,  437,  000 

1943  _  622,  846,  000 

1944  _  136,  200,  000 

1945  _ 88,  313,  000 

1946  _  108,  469,  000 

1947  _  200,112,000 

1948  _  198,  372,  000 

1949  ... _  642,  899,  000 

1950  _  688,  200,  000 


The  functions  of  these  departments 
are  practically  all  related  to  domestic 
programs  and  therefore  this  increase 
cannot  be  charged  against  the  military 
defense  of  our  Government.  In  view  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  appropriations 
for  these  domestic  departments  of  our 
Government  have  increased  there  is  ab¬ 
solutely  no  reason  why  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment  should  not  be  agreed  to,  nor 
is  there  any  reason  why  any  of  the  es¬ 
sential  services  under  the  executive  de¬ 
partments  of  our  Government  should  be 
curtailed  as  a  result  of  its  enactment. 

Not  only  should  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment  be  agreed  to  but  also  of 
equal  importance  is  another  amendment 
which  I,  with  the  support  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  am 
offering.  This  second  amendment  pro¬ 
poses: 

First.  That  construction  or  work  on 
any  Government  project  authorized  un¬ 
der  this  appropriation  bill  be  postponed 
indefinitely;  and 

Second.  That  the  construction  or  work 
on  any  Government  project  which  has 
been  commenced  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  this  act  be  suspended  immediately 
unless — 

(a)  it  is  certified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  as  essential  to  national  security; 
or 

(b)  the  construction  work  has  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  the  point  where  its  suspension 
would  result  in  an  unnecessary  loss. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
already  during  the  past  2  weeks  issued 
similar  instructions  to  the  executive  de¬ 
partments  of  our  Government,  request¬ 
ing  that  they  survey  each  project  with 
the  thought  of  determining  whether  or 
not  that  project  could  be  temporarily 
suspended.  I  commend  the  President  for 
taking  that  step  and  sincerely  hope  that 
he  will  follow  through  with  the  neces¬ 
sary  Presidential  directive,  ordering  the 
suspension  of  those  projects  which  "are 
not  found  to  be  essential  to  our  national 
defense  program.  However,  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  orders  apply  only  to  those  projects 
authorized  by  Congress  under  prior  ap¬ 
propriation  bills. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senate  is 
now  in  the  process  of  passing  the  1951 
appropriation  bill,  we  should  accept  our 
own  responsibility  and  order  the  suspen¬ 
sion  of  all  nonessential  Government 


work,  thereby  telling  our  constituents 
that  all  of  those  projects  in  our  own 
States  which  are  not  absolutely  essential 
to  the  national  defense  program  are  be¬ 
ing  postponed  indefinitely  with  our  con¬ 
sent. 

During  World  War  II  this  same  step 
was  taken;  however,  unfortunately,  dur¬ 
ing  that  period  the  decision  to  suspend 
Government  public  works  programs  was 
delayed  until  after  a  critical  shortage 
had  developed  in  many  of  the  strategic 
materials  which  were  needed  to  further 
our  war  effort.  Let  us  not  make  the  same 
mistake  this  time.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  suspend  all  Government  proj¬ 
ects  at  this  time  and  then  a  few  months 
later  find  that  the  action  was  unneces¬ 
sary,  in  which  event  either  Congress 
next  January  or  the  President  by  Presi¬ 
dential  directive  could  order  the  re¬ 
sumption  of  the  work.  It  is  much  safer 
that  we  make  a  mistake  in  that  direction 
than  it  would  be  to  continue  'Govern¬ 
ment  construction  at  this  time  and  then 
find  that  the  materials  and  manpower 
which  are  being  used  in  this  work  were 
seriously  needed  in  those  programs  re¬ 
lating  to  our  national  security. 

The  adoption  of  these  two  amend¬ 
ments  would  also  reduce  Government 
expenditures  at  a  time  when  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  are  on  the  verge  of  being  con¬ 
fronted  with  a  drastic  upward  tax  revi¬ 
sion  and  while  these  reductions  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  expenses  will  not  eliminate  en¬ 
tirely  the  necessity  for  an  upward  tax 
revision,  they  will  reduce  the  percentage 
of  that  increase. 

We  must  not  overlook  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  vast  difference  in  the  financial 
condition  of  this  country  today  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  period  in  which  we  en¬ 
tered  World  War  II.  In  1940  our  na¬ 
tional  debt  was  less  than  $43,000,000,000, 
and  during  that  year  the  total  cost  of 
operating  our  Government,  including 
both  domestic  and  military  programs, 
was  only  $9,305,000,000.  Today  we  are 
approaching  the  present  crisis  with  a 
national  debt  of  over  $257,000,000,000 
and  an  annual  budget  in  excess  of  $40,- 
000,000,000.  The  interest  charges  alone 
on  our  national  debt  today  are  over  $5,- 
600,000,000. 

During  the  next  few  months  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  our  expanded  military  expendi¬ 
tures  our  country  is  going  to  be  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  most  serious  threat  of 
inflation  we  have  ever  experienced,  and 
it  is  absolutely  useless  for  us  to  attempt 
to  check  this  inflation  through  rigid 
controls  and  increased  taxes  and  at  the 
same  time  continue  to  aggravate  the  sit¬ 
uation  by  pumping  into  our  economy  bil¬ 
lions  representing  unnecessary  Govern¬ 
ment  programs. 

I  repeat — the  very  least  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  could  do  at  this  time  in  the  way  of 
economy  would  be  to  agree  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  authorizing  a  10 
percent  cut  in  the  domestic  appropria¬ 
tions  along  with  the  second  amendment 
which  is  being  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and 
myself  and  which  would  immediately 
suspend  all  Government  work  not  es¬ 
sential  to  national  defense.  , 

It  is  perfectly  absurd  for  anyone  to  say 
that  these  appropriations  cannot  be  cut 
to  at  least  this  extent  when  we  consider 


that  the  Hoover  Commission  has  already 
pointed  out  the  manner  in  which  this 
Government  could  be  reorganized  on  a 
more  efficient  basis  resulting  in  a  net 
saving  of  at  least  $3,000,000,000  without 
the  elimination  of  a  single  essential  Gov¬ 
ernment  service.  The  program  of  this 
bipartisan  commission  has  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  President  for  more  than 
1  year  and  to  date  about  the  only  por¬ 
tions  of  the  recommendations  which 
have  been  placed  in  effect  by  the  Presi-  * 
dent  are  those  proposals  which  would 
give  to  the  executive  departments  of  the 
Government  increased  power  and  an  in¬ 
crease  in  their  own  salaries. 

On  the  other  hand,  that  portion  of  the 
recommendations  cf  the  Hoover  Com¬ 
mission  which  proposes  a  reduction  in 
personnel  of  these  departments  by  con¬ 
solidating  the  agencies  and  promoting 
greater  efficiency  with  a  lesser  force  has 
been  resisted  by  all  departments.  Actu¬ 
ally,  the  number  of  civilian  Government 
employees  during  the  3-month  period 
between  December  1949  and  March  1950 
was  increased  5  percent  representing  an 
additional  personnel  of  more  than  100,- 
OCO,  bringing  the  total  to  2,090,998  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees.  This  represents 
more  than  double  the  949,418  employees 
on  the  payroll  in  March  1940.  Inciden¬ 
tally  this  latter  figure  of  949,000  in  March 
1940  included  those  employees  in  the 
WPA,  CCC,  and  the  other  make-work 
agencies. 

In  the  face  of  this  shameful  record, 
and  as  one  who  has  consistently  reported 
the  reorganization  plans  which  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Congress  by  the 
President,  I  am  of  the  firm  opinion  that 
the  only  way  that  the  American  people 
will  ever  get  any  eonomy  in  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  any  reduction  in  nonessen¬ 
tial  personnel  will  be  by  cutting  the  ap¬ 
propriations  of  those  departments,  and 
at  the  same  time  Congress  should  tell  the 
executive  'head's  of  these  government 
agencies  that  they  must  operate  their 
departments  within  the  reduced  budget. 

Mr.  President,  just  a  brief  reference 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  which 
would  eliminate  the  foreign  aid  cut  from 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment.  I  notice 
that  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair, 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Pepper];  addressed  his  remarks 
just  a  few  minute§  ago  in  opposition  to 
that  amendment,  and  pointed  out  in  his 
statement  that  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  had  already  reduced  this  year’s 
authorization  by  $1,000,000,000  below 
last  year’s  appropriation." 

Mr.  President,  much  emphasis  has 
been  placed  on  that  point,  and  that  has 
been  used  as  an  argument  against  any 
further  cut  in  the  ECA  appropriation. 

I  point  out,  however,  that  in  the  very 
beginning,  when  ECA  was  first  author¬ 
ized,  it  was  never  intended  that  its  appro¬ 
priations  should  equal  each  year  what 
they  received  in  the  prior  years.  The 
committee  at  that  time  planned  for  a 
gradual  reduction  in  the  program  each 
year  until  its  elimination  in  1951.  The 
reduction  in  the  appropriation  bill  of  this 
year,  which  is  now  before  the  Senate,  is 
only  about  the  same  reduction  which  w7as 
contemplated  at  the  time  Congress  acted 
on  the  ECA  appropriation. 
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To  support  that  statement  I  refer  to 
the  report  put  out  by  the  Committee  of 
European  Economic  Cooperation,  under 
the  supervision  of  the  State  Department. 
I  refer  to  page  54  of  that  report  pub¬ 
lished  in  1947,  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  ECA  Act.  They  point  out  to 
Congress  that  in  the  year  1950,  which  is 
this  year  we  are  now  operating  in,  we 
should  expect  to  and  we  should  cut  the 
appropriations  by  $1,000,000,000  below 
what  they  were  in  the  year  1949.  They 
point  out  how  that  the  1949  appropria¬ 
tion  would  be  cut  below  the  1948  appro¬ 
priation,  and  how  the  program  would 
finally  end  in  1951.  So  this  reduction 
in  the  present  appropriation  bill  does  not 
in  reality  represent  a  cut  of  a  single 
dime.  It  is  only  the  reduction  which 


was  contemplated  in  1947  at  the  time 
the  ECA  was  first  authorized.  So  I  do 
not  think  we  should  do  a  great  deal  of 
boasting  about  the  fact  that  there  has 
been  a  cut,  because  there  has  been  up  to 
this  point  no  cut  made  in  that  program. 
It  is  true  there  has  been  a  cut  made  in 
what  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  asks. 
But  if  we  are  going  to  take  as  our  guide 
here,  what  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
asks,  then  we  would  always  be  cutting 
the  appropriations,  or  else  spending 
about  twice  as  much  as  we  have  been 
spending. 

Every  Member  of  the  Senate  knows 
that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  always 
figures  to  ask  about  50  percent  more 
than  they  ever  expect  to  receive.  So  I 
say  again  that  there  has  actually  been 


no  real  cut  made  in  the  ECA  program. 
All  of  these  programs  have  merit,  but 
they  are  all  going  to  be  cut  unless  we 
want  to  bankrupt  this  country. 

I  most  certainly  shall  vote  against 
the  Smith  amendment,  and  support  both 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  and  the 
amendment  proposing  to  suspend  all  un¬ 
necessary  Government  works  programs. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  ta¬ 
bles  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  showing  how  the  appropriations 
for  the  different  departments  of  our 
Government  have  increased  during  the 
past  10  years. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 


Appropriations  by  organization  unit  for  fiscal  years  1941  through  1950 
(Note. — Includes  permanent  appropriations  and  refunds  of  receipts;  excludes  public  debt  retirements) 

|In  thousands] 


1041 

1042 

1943 

1944 

1945 

1946  ' 

1947 

1948 

1949 

1950 

Legislative  branch . . . . . 

$25,  230 
11,  785 

840 

$29,  700 
12,  410 

1,315 

$32,057 
12, 748 

1,982 

$47, 897 
13,  425 

2,817 

$49,  562 
13, 620 

2,957 

$55, 770 
15,  856 

3, 037 

$62, 517 
17,  935 

3,762 

275 

$61, 919 
20, 147 

3,377 

350 

$62,  413 
21,456 

3,280 

310 

200 

>3,000 

$66, 406 
24,497 

3,300 

300 

200 

‘3,600 

The  judiciary _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Executive  Office  of  the  President: 

Bureau  of  the  Budget _ _ 

National  Security  Council. . . . . 

National  Resources  Planning  Board... . 

709 

1, 101 

806 
20,500 
1,  420,  697 
133,  450 

$0 
29,  COO 
2,  725,  912 
169,  500 

Office  of  Censorship _ _ 

29,  700 
941,  455 
185, 700 

13,  000 
651,  695 

Office  for  Emergency  Management _ 

1,000 

437, 798 

128,  325 

500 

435 

Office  of  Price  Administration . . . 

Office  of  Government  Reports _ _ 

748 

£0 

230 

Office  of  Strategic  Services... _ _ 

35,  COO 
6, 070 
529 

57,  000 
6, 000 
779 

20, 000 
3,  968 
2,290 

Petroleum  Administration  for  War . . 

4,050 

546 

Other.. _ _ _ _ _ _ 

598 

£48 

1, 161 

2,235 

2  722 

5, 074, 000 

3,  536 

3,  628,  380 
110,  000 
45,000 
100 

Funds  appropriated  to  the  President: 

Economic  cooperation,  foreign  assistance _ 

Assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Korea . . 

* 

Assistance  to  Qreece  and  Turkey... . . 

400,  000 
500 

225,  000 
250 

7, 000, 000 

11,  432,  738 

200,  000 
66,  000 
34,000 
300, 000 

6,  287,  015 

150,  COO 

32,  286 

3,  572,  471 

2, 683, 386 

5,751 

Emergency  fund  for  the  President: 

National  defense _ _ _ 

W'ar . . . 

06, 000 
34, 000 
20,000 
100,  000 

Navy _ _ _ _ 

/ 

Foreign  aid,  Austria,  France,  and  Italy . 

£77,  000 
18,  000 

400,  000 

35,  COO 

International  Children’s  Emergency  Fund 
of  the  UN.  . . . . 

35, 000 

814,  010 

Overtime,  leave,  and  holiday  compensation. 

20,  000 
2,431,708 

£0,  COO 

332,  000 

12, 000 

18,  300 

4,  000 

Surplus  property,  care  and  handling  over- 

35, 348 

TJNRRA 

450, 000 

42 

40 

1,  765,  COO 

42. 

40 

Independent  offices: 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission.. 
American  Commission  for  the  Protection 
and  Salvage  of  Artistic  and  History  of 

135 

134 

£0 

46 

223 

3C2 

1,079 

6,921 

175, 192 

621,851 

703,  229 

173 
97, 466 

205 
115, 959 

347 

189 
124, 859 

£00 

194, 969 

275 

219, 019 

265, 992 

236, 797 

262,  807 

244, 116 

324,  402 

Board  of  Investigation  and  Research— 

Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Execu- 

1,939 

Commission  on  Renovation  of  the  Execuive 

50 

3,200 

5 

£0 
4,  210 
180 

Employees’  Compensation  Commission _ 

Eederal  Communications  Commission _ 

6, 403 
2,376 

9, 660 
6,656 
159 

11,165 

7,777 

483 

11,547 

7,885 

15,422 

6,312 

5,955 

6,252 

6,240 

6,717 

6,729 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service. 

2,260 
3,  961 

3,090 
4,  305 

2,758 

4,139 

2,509 

1 

2,300 

1,280 

2,807 

2,789 

2,683 

2,798 

2,975 

3,  729 

Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration.. 

2,360 

975 

2,050 

1,350 

1,958 

640 

2, 054 
790 

2,174 
950 
50 
41, 964 

2,850 

2,955 

3,  622 

3,  723 

10, 913 

9 

12,  355 

0 

.  17, 545 

28,  465 

38,  480 

40, 300 

36,517 

35,  791 

35, 070 

George  Washington  Bicentennial  Commis- 

15 
10, 524 

150 
10, 748 

90 
11, 335 

R 

90 

11,420 

5 

9,059 

9,323 

9,669 

9,173 

,  9,190 

9, 016 

Interstate  Commission  on  th§  Potomac 

175 

30 

£0 

160 

1  Represents  National  Security  Resources  Board. 
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Appropriations  by  organization  unit  for  fiscal  years  1941  through  1950 — Continued 

(In  thousands] 


Independent  offices—  Continued 

Mineral  Act  of  October  5,  1918 . . . 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aero¬ 
nautics . . . — . . . 

National  Archives . . - . 

National  Capital  Housing  Authority - 

National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Com¬ 
mission - - - 

National  Capital  Sesquieentennial  Com¬ 
mission . . . . . 

National  Labor  Relations  Board . . 

National  Mediation  Board . . - . 

Office  of  Selective  Service  Records,. . 

Office  of  Housing  Expediter..., - - 

Office  of  War  Mobilization  and  Reeouver- 


Philippine  War  Damage  Commission - 

Price  Decontrol  Board - 

Protection  of  interest  of  United  States  in 
matters  affecting  oil  lands  in  former  naval 

reserves _ _ _ 

Railroad  Retirement  Board . . 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. . 

Selective  Service  System . — . 

Smithsonian  Institution . 

Tariff  Commission . . . 

Thomas  Jefferson  Memorial  Commission... 

The  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States . 

United  States  Maritime  Commission - 

United  States  Commission  for  the  Celebra¬ 
tion  of  the  Two-Hundredth  Anniversary 

of  the  Birth  of  Thomas  Jefferson.... . 

United  States  University  of  Pennsylvania 

Bicentennial  Commission - 

Thomas  Jefferson  Bicentennial  Commission. 

Veterans’  Administration . . . . 

Panama  Railroad  Company - 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority . . . 

War  Assets  Administration . . 

Federal  Loan  Agency - - - 

Federal  Security  Agency . . 

Federal  Works  Agency . — . 

General  Services  Administration... . ~ 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency. . . 

Department  of  Agriculture . . . . 

Department  of  Commerce - - 

Department  of  Defense: 

Office  of  Secretary  of  Defense.. . . 

Department  of  the  Army: 

Military  functions _ 

Civil  functions _ _ _ 

Department  of  the  Navy.. . . 

Department  of  the  Air  Force _ _ _ 

Department  of  the  Interior _ 

Department  of  Justice - 

Department  of  Labor _ 

Post  Office  Department  (general  fund) . 

Department  of  State - - - 

Treasury  Department _ 

District  of  Columbia . . . 


Total,  appropriations.. 


1941 


$198 

11, 200 
933 


850 


2,901 

383 


20 

132,  324 
5,400 
24,  825 
1,446 
920 
480 
557 
498,  190 


582, 026 

"'65;6oo 


1,400 
1, 009,  225 
1,  854,  558 


1, 150,  629 
147,  827 


8, 483, 709 
274,  617 
3, 629, 234 


169,  537 
67, 135 
23,  013 
30,  465 
23, 955 
1,  429,  294 
6,000 


27,  071,  973 


1942 


$165 

19,  865 
1,078 


1,390 


3,  396 
474 


26 

152,  423 
5,  440 
37,  270 
1,708 
920 


558 
2, 360,  811 


611, 034 
"  196,"  800’ 


1,  098,  891 
1,  462,  499 


309,  501 
1,  254,  224 
445,  437 


75,  464, 199 
309,  655 
18,  686,  603 


286,  490 
84,  215 
24, 145 
25,  469 
31, 434 
2, 060,  834 
6, 000 


1943 


$25, 429 
1,045 
12 

200 


3,642 

424 


138 


231,  707 
4,  910 
58,  508 
1,850 
931 


582 
4,  985, 368 


50 

608, 147 


136, 100 


840, 194 
466,  637 


629,  380 
860,  571 
622.  846 


42,  820,  959 
343,  483 
23,  808,  853 


117,  653,  534 


281,  206 
107,  885 
26, 112 
26,  621 
37,  922 
2,  320,  767 
6, 000 


87,  512,  656 


1944 


$38,393 

941 

27 


2, 493 
527 


1945 


$40,  943 
1,071 
19 

740 


138 


277, 417 
4. 603 
58,  943 
2,314 
907 


588 
1, 289,  780 


946, 637 


762,  754 
360,  577 


163, 251 
1, 024,  248 
136,  200 


59, 036, 403 
110, 156 
28,  527,  446 


235,  424 
114,940 
55,  034 


53, 190 
3,  267,  938 
6,000 


3, 664 
657 


1,198 


324,  580 
4,  697 
62, 502 
2,127 
962 


587 
6, 766, 000 


1,517,209 


658, 033 
200,  623 


118, 804 
720, 137 
88, 313 


15,  457, 647 
115,  782 
29,075,088 


214, 338 
117,  866 
71,  5S9 


55,  340 
6,  635,  995 
6,000 


99,  798,  026 


67, 866,  508 


1946 


$26, 015 
1,078 
19 

394 


,308 

721 


307, 623 
4,  694 
52, 000 
2,401 
1,007 


580 
437, 583 


4, 780, 630 
. 9, ‘648 


749, 668 
256, 755 


458,  527 
768,  412 
10S,  469 


21, 503, 953 
367, 177 
23, 010,  931 


248,  817 
106,  650 
82,  289 
160,  576 
102, 345 
8,  776,  631 
6,000 


67, 879, 061 


1947 


$30, 720 
1,242 
19 

868 


4, 454 
829 
6, 103 


10, 000 
250 


317, 384 
5,  535 
27,  750 
2,777 
1,117 


712 
144,  747 


8, 352,  918 


39, 906 
510, 000 


884, 925 
422,  445 


138, 162 
778,  908 
200, 112 


7,305,  457 
1, 071,  882 
4, 150, 609 


290,408 
112,086 
140,  490 
260,  080 
193,  269 
8,  546, 105 
8, 000 


30,  931,  503 


1948 


$43, 453 
1,261 
22 

354 

15 
5, 975 
918 
4,  250 
24, 199 


70,  000 


705,  308 
5,739 


3, 010 
1,152 


772 
252,  565 


6, 972,  714 
10, 000 
18,  700 
257, 149 


1, 045,  297 
342,  806 


145,  205 
833,  415 
198, 372 


4,' 749,  853 
I,  447,  517 
3,  642,  964 
1,  437,  889 
320,  603 
116,  024 
86,  590 
310,  215 
315,  595 
8, 147,  705 
12, 000 


1949 


$48, 664 

. 28 

400 


9,400 
941 
2,  477 
22,  222 


95,  000 


652,  701 
6,121 
25,  000 
3,  593 
1,268 


788 
101,  989 


5,  962,  865 
'"“30,' 339 


1, 381, 200 


514, 670 
131, 496 
843,  634 
642,899 

6?  800 

5, 829, 000 
1,999,  464 
3,  768,  392 
939,  977 
516,  401 
126,  759 
15,  490 
527, 210 
350,  852 
9,112,894 
12,  000 


33,  484,  343  40,  476,  613 


1950 


$128, 009 
. '35 

715 

3,000 

8,605 

1,211 


22, 100 


184,  800 


758,  589 
5,  878 
8,500 
3,  721 
1,272 


811 

74,007 


6,  352,  430 

61,041 


1, 574, 726 


683, 495 
29, 878 
880,  223 
688,  200 

191, 450 

6, 018,  795 
1, 583, 656 
4, 366,  776 
4, 121,  731 
646, 431 
135,  970 
58,  805 
55S.OOO 
300,  672 
8, 224,  548 
12,000 


43, 495, 385 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  consider  executive 
business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICERAMr.  Pep¬ 
per  in  the  chair)  laid’  befo^  the  Sen¬ 
ate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nom¬ 
inations,  which  were  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  committees 

(For  nomination^  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Sejrfate  proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  report  of  a 
committee  yns  submitted: 

By  Mr.  QONNALLY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreis^  Relations: 

Executive  N,  Eighty-first  Congress,  second 
sessioflf  a  treaty  between  the  United  States 
of  ^nerica  and  Canada  concerning  uses  of 
thjr  waters  of  the  Niagara  River,  signed  at 
ashington  February  27,  1950;  with  a  reser¬ 
vation  (Ex.  Rept.  No.  11). 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IF  the? 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the\ 
nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar 
will  be  stated. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomina¬ 
tion  to  the  Motor -Carrier  Claims  Com- 
jmission,  the  nomination  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  the  nomination  to 
the  Advisory  Board  for  the  Post  Office 
Department,  and  the  nominations  of 
United  States  district  judges,  be  passed 
over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceded  to  read  sun¬ 
dry  nominations  in  the  Diplomatic  and 
Foreign  Service. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  nominations  in  th6  Diplo¬ 
matic  and  Foreign  Service  be  considered 
en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
without  objection,  the  nominations  in 


the  Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service  are 
confirmed  en  bloc. 

RECESS 

ir.  MAGNUSON.  As  in  legislative 
sesflton,  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
rece3s  until  ll  o’clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The\notion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o’clock  atad  25  minutes  p.  m. )  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
August  3,  fS^O,  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 


NC 


INATIONS 


Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  August  2  (legislative  day  of  July 
20),  1950: 

Post  Office  Department 
John  M.  Redding,  of  IllinWs,  to  be  Assist¬ 
ant  Postmaster  General,  vi^  Paul  Aiken, 
resigned. 

International  Claims  CoMivftesioN 
The  following-named  persons  to\ie  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  International  Claims  Commission 
of  the  United  States : 

Josiah  Marvel,  Jr.,  of  Delaware. 

Raymond  S.  McKeougli,  of  Illinois. 

Roy  G.  Baker,  of  Texas. 
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Senate 


ie  Senate  met  at  II  o’clock  a.  m.,  on 
the  dHpixation  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  k.  Norman  Van  Brunt,  associate 
minister  /^Foundry  Methodist  Church, 
Washington^.  C.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Be  to  us,  O  GN  the  guiding  light  of 
this  day,  that  witfHwisdom  and  insight 
we  may  be  able  to  competently  match 
its  responsibilities.  Mazour  faith  look 
up  to  Thee ;  our  hearts  pvh  their  trust 
ha  Thee;  and  our  souls  be  Hooded  with 
the  power  of  Thy  presence,  ^ive  unto 
us,  we  beseech  Thee,  the  motivKof  the 
day;  a  complete  willingness  to  'S.erve 
Thee  as  we  seek  the  best  ends  for  b^r 
fellow  men.  Let  us  be  radiant  diffuser 
of  confidence  by  every  act  and  service 
we  perform,  that  men  may  see,  in  these 
days  of  insecurity,  our  faith  in  Him  who 
does  not  change.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Magntjson,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednes-J 
day,  August  2,  1950,  was  dispensed  withj 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  was  communicated  to,  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre¬ 
taries. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGN! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  Announced 
that  on  today,  August  3,  19jj0,  he  signed 
the  following  enrolled  biye,  which  had 
previously  been  signed  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

S.  4.  An  act  authorising  the  advanced 
training  in  aeronautic^  of  technical  person¬ 
nel  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration; 

S.  2655.  An  act  fopfthe  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn 
M.  Hryniak; 

S.  3380.  An  acUCo  amend  the  act  of  August 
9,  1939,  to  refine  the  term  “contraband 
article”  with  Respect  to  narcotic  drugs,  and 
for  other  pi 

S.  3520.  Aft  act  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  Xw  providing  for  the  continuation 
and  exnjmsion  of  Western  Hemisphere  pro- 
ductiojr  of  abaca  by  the  United  States; 

,  1293.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
a-Italian  Packing  Co.; 
f.  R.  5074.  An  act  to  promote- the  national 
by  authorizing  specifically  certain 
functions  of  the  National  Advisory  Commit- 


(Legislative  day  of  Thursday,  July  20,  1950 ) 

tee  for  Aeronautics  necessary  to  the  efiectiv 
prosecution  of  aeronautical  research,  and /fcr 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6533.  An  act  to  provide  thaJF  the 
United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  fish 
restoration  and  management  projects,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7695.  An  act  to  provide  aj6-day  week 
for  officers  and  members  of  the ^Metropolitan 
Police  force,  the  United  Stahls  Park  Police 
force,  and  the  White  House  Bolice  force;  and 

H.  R.  8909.  An  act  to  authorize  the  District 
of  Columbia  government  Jso  establish  an  Of¬ 
fice  of  Civil  Defense,  ancf  for  other  purposes. 

LEAVE  OF/ABSENCE 

On  request  of  iVIr.  Wherry,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Tobey  was  ex- 
cused  from  attendance  on  the  sessions 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  the  amendments  relating  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  offered  by 
myself  and  a  number  of  other  Senators 
to  the  pending  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ments  will  be  stated. 

The  amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Mag- 
nuson,  for  himself,  Mr.  Benton,  Mr. 
Graham,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr. 
Ives,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Pep¬ 
per,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Neely,  Mr.  Thomas 
of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah,  Mr. 
Sparkman,  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr. 
Downey,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr. 
Morse,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Myers,  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  May- 
bank,  Mr.  McFarland,  and  Mr.  Leahy, 
were  read  by  the  legislative  clerk,  as 
follows: 

On  page  149,  line  24,  strike  out  "$15,750- 
000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$79,750,000.” 

On  page  150,  line  10,  change  the  period  to 
a  colon  and  add  the  following:  “Provided, 
That  funds  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro¬ 
priations  ‘National  Cancer  Institute’,  ‘Mental 
Health  Activities’,  ‘National  Heart  Institute’, 
and  ‘Dental  Health  Activities’  in  the  amounts 
of  $17,000,000,  $16,000,000,  $28,000,000,  and 
$3,000,000,  respectively,  and  amounts  so 
transferred  shall  be  available  for  the  objects 
specified  herein  under  these  heads  and  for 
grants  for  drawing  plans,  erection  of  build¬ 


ings  and  acquisition  of  land  therefor  to  pro¬ 
vide  facilities  for  research,  and,  with  respect 
to  dental  health  activities,  for  plans,  speci¬ 
fications,  construction  and  equipment  of  a 
research  building  and  facilities  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Dental  Research.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mi'.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  not  the  Senator 
feel,  inasmuch  as  we  are  about  to  start 
debate  on  these  very  important  amend¬ 
ments,  that  there  should  be  a  quorum 
call? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  appreciate  a 
quorum  being  called. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum,  the  time  taken  by  the  quo¬ 
rum  call  to  be  charged  to  both  sides,  if 
that  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  agreeable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Brewster 

Hill 

Millikin 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Morse 

Bridges 

Holland 

Mundt 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Myers 

Capehart 

Ives 

Neely 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kem 

Russell 

Darby 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Donnell 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Flanders 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Thye 

George 

McClellan 

Tydings 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Watkins 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Green 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Hayden 

Malone 

Young 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton]  , 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
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Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O'Conor]  is  absent  on  official  committee 
business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
calling  up  the  amendment  relating  to 
the  National  Institutes  of  ^Health,  I  do 
so  of  course  with  the  full  understanding 
that  it  seeks  an  increase  for  four  cate¬ 
gories  of  national  health,  namely,  can¬ 
cer,  heart  disease,  mental  illness,  and 
dental  care.  It  calls  for  an  increase  of 
$64,000,000  in  the  amount  provided  by 
the  committee  for  these  four  items.  I 
fully  appreciate  the  fact  that  in  these 
days,  with  the  background  of  war,  the 
question  of  nonessential  spending  and 
essential  spending  becomes  a  very  im¬ 
portant  matter  for  Congress  to  con¬ 
sider.  Should  I  believe  for  one 
moment — and  I  am  sure  it  can  be  said 
of  the  other  sponsors  of  the  amend¬ 
ment — that  this  amendment  was  in  the 
category  of  nonessential  spending  I 
would  not  be  so  insistent  on  bringing 
the  amendment  to  the  floor.  Careful 
perusal  of  the  situation  regarding  na¬ 
tional  health,  particularly  these  four 
great  elements  of  national  health,  have 
convinced  us  that  despite  the  fact  that 
we  are  at  war  the  subject  falls  into  the 
category  of  the  most  essential  type  of 
spending.  It  is  for  that  reason  and  for 
the  specific  reasons  which  we  hope  to 
set  forth  in  the  Record  today,  that  we 
are  asking  for  the  increase  and  we  hope 
to  convince  those  who  may  not  have  had 
the  facts  at  their  disposal  that  this 
should  be  done. 

The  amendment,  Mr.  President,  is 
sponsored  by  myself,  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton],  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Graham]  ,  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives],  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langer],  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Pepper],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas],  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken],  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr],  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey], 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse],  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Chapman]  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers],  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston], 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank],  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  McFarland],  and  the  Senator  from 


Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Leahy].  Several 
other  Senators,  who  had  been  apprised 
of  the  background  of  the  facts  concern¬ 
ing  this  very  important  problem,  have 
come  to  the  sponsors  since  the  printing 
of  the  amendment  and  have  likewise  as¬ 
sociated  themselves  with  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Altogether,  therefore,  probably 
at  least  one-half  of  the  membership  of 
the  Senate  is  actively  in  support  of  the 
amendment.  That  situation  came  about 
only  after  a  considerable  amount  of  de¬ 
liberation  and  many  conferences  and 
communications  from  those  who  are 
prominent  in  the  so-called  research  field 
of  these  four  great  subjects. 

Mr.  President,  the  proposed  increase 
of  $64,000,000,  of  course,  would  be  a  part 
of  the  appropriation  for  the  Public 
Health  Service.  We  offer  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  order  to  accelerate  the  fight,  at 
this  vital  time,  against  three  of  the 
greatest  cripplers  of  our  age — cancer, 
mental  illness,  and  heart  disease.  The 
very  important  subject  of  dental  care 
has  been  added  in  a  smaller  degree  to 
the  $64,000,000  proposal.  I  know  of 
nothing  which  has  attracted  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  scientific  world  so  much  as 
these  three  subjects.  Most  of  us  have 
conferred,  not  on  one  but  on  many  oc¬ 
casions,  with  the  authorities  in  the  fields 
of  cancer,  health,  and  mental  disease. 

It  is  the  considered  opinion  of  author¬ 
ities  in  the  health  field  that  the  appro¬ 
priations  now  incorporated  in  the  bill 
are  not  enough  to  carry  out  the  intensive 
research  needed  to  cut  the  enormous  toll 
now  exacted  by  these  devastating  crip¬ 
plers,  which  bear  names  that  are  by¬ 
words  not  only  in  the  medical  and 
scientific  world  of  America,  but  in  the 
average  home. 

The  strongest  pillar  of  our  great  de¬ 
mocracy,  in  peace  as  well  as  in  war,  is 
the  physical  and  mental  health  and  well¬ 
being  of  our  150,000,000  citizens.  In  the 
effort  to  preserve  the  freedom  and  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  peoples  of  the  world  against 
totalitarian  domination,  we  must  go  into 
the  battle  with  heads  clear,  hearts 
strong,  and  bodies  unfettered  by  diseases 
which  sap  our  strength  and  will  to  win. 
To  achieve  this,  we  must  intensify  our 
drive  to  ferret  out  the  fifth  columnist  of 
disease  before  they  are  permitted  to 
exact  their  deadly  price.  The  Hoover 
Commission  has  pointed  out  the  abso¬ 
lute  need  for  a  high  level  of  continuing 
medical  research  in  war  and  in  peace. 

Of  course,  the  Hoover  Commission’s 
main  objective  was  to  economize  and  to 
cut  such  Federal  spending  as  was  possi¬ 
ble,  but  in  this  one  field  they  suggested 
that  we  not  only  continue  the  high  level 
of  last  year,  but  that  we  intensify  the 
fight  against  these  three  cripplers  of 
American  health. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  convinced  that 
more  money  for  research  now  will  save 
this  Nation  millions  of  dollars  in  the 
years  to  come.  To  those  who  would  pur¬ 
sue  a  penny-wise-and-pound-foolish 
policy,  closing  their  eyes  to  the  long- 
range  gains  of  this  program,  I  say,  “You 
may  not  only  lose  your  pennies,  but  the 
very  heritage  of  democracy  itself.  Our 
best  exhibit  of  our  democratic  experi¬ 
ment  lies,  not  in  talking  about  human 
welfare,  but  in  continually  practicing  it.” 


Our  relentless  and  humane  fight  to 
save  thousands  upon  thousands  of  Amer¬ 
icans  every  year  from  death  at  the  hands 
of  these  chronic  killers  is  the  most  ac¬ 
curate  barometer  I  know  of  our  real  con¬ 
cept  of  human  values.  It  is  our  firm  an¬ 
swer  to  the  totalitarianisms  which  hold 
tha  the  individual  is  insignificant;  par¬ 
ticularly  the  weak  and  the  sick. 

Only  last  month  the  Committee  on 
Economic  Development,  in  its  report  on 
how  to  raise  real  wages,  paid  tremen¬ 
dous  tribute  to  the  work  of  medical  re¬ 
search.  In  the  last  several  generations 
medical  research  has  increased  our  in¬ 
dustrial  output  by  vastly  improving  the 
health  of  our  labor  force.  I  wish  to  point 
out,  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  the  basic 
strength  of  our  industrial  and  farm  pro¬ 
duction  system,  convertible  to  a  smash¬ 
ing  war  machine,  that  is  the  bulwark  of 
the  Western  World. 

I  should  like  to  talk  for  a  moment 
about  the  savings  in  medical  care  ex¬ 
penditures  that  arise  from  medical  re¬ 
search. 

Consider  what  has  happened  in  the 
mortality  rate  and  to  costs  of  medical 
care  of  those  suffering  from  infectious 
diseases,  where  the  greatest  strides  in 
medical  research  have  been  made  over 
the  past  decades.  I  quote  these  figures 
from  the  Hoover  Commission  report,  to 
show  what  can  be  done  by  spending  suffi¬ 
cient  amounts  of  money  for  research,  to 
show  what  it  will  save  in  the  long  run. 

Diphtheria:  50,000  more  people  would 
have  died  in  1947  if  the  mortality  rates  of 
the  year  1900  had  not  been  cut  through 
research.  Medical  care  costs  for  this 
disease  were  cut  from  $30,000,000  to 
$600,000. 

That  indicates  a  saving  of  more  than 
$29,000,000,  on  an  outlay  for  research 
involving  probably  not  in  excess  of  $5,- 
000,000,  to  be  spent  in  industrial  output. 

Typhoid:  40,000  lives  saved  in  1947  as 
a  result  of  the  decline  in  typhoid  mor¬ 
tality  since  1900.  The  cost  of  the  dis¬ 
ease  was  cut  from  $45,000,000  to  $800,000. 

In  that  case  there  was  a  saving  of 
more  than  $44,000,000,  with  an  outlay 
for  research  of  less  than  $5,000,000.  The 
results  in  the  treatment  of  these  two 
diseases  alone  saved  almost  $75,000,000 
a  year  in  either  private  expenditures  or 
tax  expenditures  for  medical  care.  This 
saving  goes  on  year  after  year. 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  state  some 
facts  which  I  think  should  be  brought 
now  to  the  attention  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Cancer  alone  is  the  number  two  killer 
of  our  people.  One  out  of  every  eight 
persons  who  died  in  1947  died  of  cancer. 
Nineteen  million  thirty-eight  thousand 
and  five  hundred  persons  now  alive  will 
die  of  cancer,  unless  new  treatments  and 
cures  are  found.  I  repeat  that  state¬ 
ment:  More  than  19,000,000 — almost  20,- 
000,000  of  our  people — will  die  of  cancer 
unless  new  cures  are  developed  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  further  research. 

One  hundred  eighty-nine  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eleven  persons  died  of 
cancer  in  1947,  or  one  out  of  every  eight 
deaths. 

In  1937  it  was  estimated  that  930,000 
persons  were  suffering  from  cancer  and 
other  tumors.  There  was  an  alarming 
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increase  in  the  following  10  years.  At 
least  555,000  persons  are  presently  under 
treatment  for  cancer.  Approximately 
325,000  new  cases  of  cancer  are  diag¬ 
nosed  each  year.  If  the  present  alarm¬ 
ing  rate  continues,  one  out  of  every  five 
persons  now  alive  in  the  United  States 
will  have  cancer  at  some  time. 

•  Mr.  President,  I  might  even  bring  those 
figures  home  to  the  Senate  in  a  very 
direct  way,  by  saying  that  if  we  use  that 
ratio,  we  find  that  there  are  12  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Senate  who 
are  going  to  have  cancer,  and  there  are 
eight  Members  of  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  who  have  cancer  and  do  not  know  it. 
That  shows  how  alarming  the  situation  is 
becoming  and  how  important  research  is, 
and  how  necessary  it  is  that  research  be 
suppox'ted  in  an  adequate  way. 

Mr.  President,  much  of  the  money  we 
are  requesting  will  be  used  for  bricks 
and  mortar,  to  provide  the  buildings 
which  are  necessary  for  the  fine  scien¬ 
tists  and  medical  men  who  are  engaging 
in  the  research.  Today  there  are  only 
1,834  special  cancer  beds  available  in 
both  private  and  public  hospitals  in  the 
United  States,  for  an  estimated  555,000 
patients  under  treatment  for  cancer. 

One  purpose  of  the  amendmefit,  of 
course,  is  to  help  by  way  of  grants  in 
aid  to  hospitals  which  specialize  in  can¬ 
cer  treatment.  In  contrast  with  the 
amount  of  assistance  being  given  them, 
we  find  that  81,328  special  beds  are  avail¬ 
able  for  tuberculosis  patients.  Tubercu¬ 
losis  killed  48,064  persons  in  1947,  where¬ 
as  cancer  killed  188,811.  We  do  not  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  provision  of  beds  for  tuber¬ 
culosis  patients,  but  I  am  calling  atten¬ 
tion  to  these  figures  to  show  the  dis¬ 
parity  between  what  is  being  done  in 
the  case  of  one  great  disease,  which  we 
have  almost  conquered  now,  because  we 
have  spent  considerable  money  for  re¬ 
search,  and  what  is  being  done  to  com¬ 
bat  this  other  great  killer.  Of  course  it 
is  true  that  heart  disease  is  the  number 
one  killer  in  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  alarming 
increase  of  cancer  cases,  there  is  need 
for  a  cancer  clinic  for  at  least  every 
100,000  persons  of  our  population. 
Probably  we  cannot  achieve  that  goal 
immediately,  but  certainly  the  funds  re¬ 
quested  by  means  of  this  amendment  will 
go  a  long  way  toward  meeting  that  need. 

Let  me  present  some  other  figures. 
Nearly  four  times  as  many  persons  died 
from  cancer  as  died  from  tuberculosis  in 
1948.  Nearly  330  times  as  many  persons 
died  from  cancer  in  1948  as  died  from  in¬ 
fantile  paralysis  in  the  same  year;  yet 
we  provide  and  spend  approximately  10 
times  as  much  money  in  connection  with 
infantile  paralysis  as  we  do  in  connection 
with  cancer.  Certainly  I  think  we 
should  provide  adequate  funds  in  both 
cases. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  know  that  during  the  past 
24  hours  cancer  has  killed  more  than 
twice  as  many  persons  in  the  United 
States  as  have  been  killed  by  our  enemies 
in  Korea  since  the  24th  day  of  June? 


Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  un¬ 
fortunate  that  all  Senators  are  not  pres¬ 
ent  to  hear  the  very  important  speech  of 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia  for  his  observa¬ 
tion.  I  can  also  state  for  the  Record — 
and  I  hope  Senators  will  read  it;  it  is  in 
connection  with  the  suggestion  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  made — 
that  nearly  2X/^  times  as  many  persons 
died  from  cancer  during  World  War  II 
-  as  were  killed  in  the  entire  war  in  our 
Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  It  cost  the  American 
people  more  than  $221,000,090  a  day  to 
fight  that  war  against  the  Japanese  and 
the  Germans  and  the  Fascists  and  their 
allies.  During  that  war  273,000  Ameri¬ 
can  boys  were  killed  by  our  enemies. 
Contemporaneously  cancer  killed  501,019 
of  the  American  people.  During  the  en¬ 
tire  war  period,  we  appropriated  for  our 
war  on  cancer  less  than  an  eighth  of  1 
day’s  cost  of  carrying  on  the  war  against 
the  Axis  Powers. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  West  Virginia  for 
his  contribution.  Of  course,  the  more 
closely  we  examine  the  figures  regarding 
the  great  fifth-column  killers  of  the 
American  people,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  health,  the  more  startling  the  figures 
become.  The  same  is  true  in  the  case 
of  the  statistics  relating  to  the  beds  and 
other  facilities  available  to  take  care  of 
such  patients. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  here  that 
in  the  case  of  cancer,  for  instance,  there 
is  considerable  feeling  among  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  that  cancer  is  something  we 
cannot  combat.  However,  the  scientists 
and  the  medical  men  have  many  leads 
toward  a  solution  of  the  problem.  I 
look  for  it  to  be  solved,  for  “the  case 
to  break,”  almost  any  time  now;  it  would 
not  surprise  me  to  have  the  solution 
found  very  soon.  There  is  now  available 
a  simple  test  by  which  to  detect  cancer 
in  certain  types  of  cases.  However,  most 
of  the  American  people  have  the  feeling 
that  cancer  is  something  like  leprosy — in 
short,  that  it  is  a  disease  which  cannot 
be  cured,  or  that  it  is  infectious  or  con¬ 
tagious.  Mr.  President,  cancer  is  neither 
infectious  nor  contagious.  It  is  merely 
a  cell  which  has  decided  not  to  con¬ 
form;  and  then  it  reproduces  and  forms 
other  similar  cells,  and  causes  growths 
in  the  body,  which  wreck  the  health  of 
the  patient  and  finally  kill  him.  When¬ 
ever  the  diseases  affects  a  patient’s  or¬ 
gans,  is  the  most  painful  of  all  diseases, 
because  of  the  pressure  of  the  growth 
of  the  cancer  cells. 

For  instance,  there  are  cells  in  our 
eyes.  For  generation  after  generation 
those  cells  conform  with  the  processes 
and  the  work  of  the  cells  pertaining  to 
sight.  In  the  same  way,  we  have  cells 
in  our  kidneys.  Cancer  is  merely  the 
situation  which  develops  when  one  of  the 
cells  in  the  organs  of  the  body  or  some¬ 
times  a  cell  on  the  surface  of  the  skin 
decides  not  to  do  the  work  that  the  other 
cells  have  been  doing.  It  goes  wild,  to 
use  that  term,  and  as  it  goes  wild  it  re- 
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produces  and  causes  destructive  growths. 
I  have  held  cancer  in  my  hand,  gobs 
of  it.  Dr.  Little,  in  Bar  Harbor,  makes 
it,  and  he  says  if  he  wanted  to  develop 
it  it  would  grow  until  it  became  as 
large  as  the  Senate  Chamber.  That  is 
all  it  is.  It  is  not  a  contagious  disease. 
It  is  not  infectious.  It  is  merely  life 
itself.  It  is  what  the  cell  is. 

Research  in  cancer  goes  completely 
into  the  realm  of  atomic  energy,  which 
also  deals  with  life.  We  have  gene  a 
long  way,  and  one  of  the  real  reasons 
why  we  have  to  deal  with  many  scien¬ 
tists  and  medical  people  in  this  matter 
is  because  there  is  no  one  building,  no 
one  structure  in  which  all  the  research 
can  be  conducted.  The  fellow  at  the 
University  of  Minnesota  does  one  thing, 
the  fellow  at  Columbia  does  another. 
Dr.  Little,  in  Bar  Harbor,  does  another. 
The  correlation,  through  the  National 
Cancer  Institute,  which,  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely], 
I  had  the  honor  of  helping  to  establish 
many  years  ago,  when  I  was  in  the  House 
and  when  he  was  in  the  Senate,  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  this  field.  The  activities  must 
all  be  correlated.  When  a  cut  is  made — 
and  I  refer  to  a  flat  cut — in  research 
work  in  heart  disease,  cancer,  and  men¬ 
tal  illness,  which  is  a  newer  field,  tak¬ 
ing  scores  of  American  lives,  it  is  pretty 
hard  to  know  which  segment  to  cut  out. 
It  is  somewhat  like  a  centipede.  If  you 
determine  to  cut  off  10  or  15  of  its  legs, 
you  do  not  know  just  which  leg  you 
are  going  to  cut  off,  because  they  are 
all  correlated.  As  I  shall  later  point  out, 
in  the  next  10  years  if  this  research  can 
be  continued  adequately,  the  saving  in 
monetary  value  as  compared  to  the  ex¬ 
penditure  will  amount  to  20,  50,  or  per¬ 
haps  100  times  over,  let  alone  the  sav¬ 
ing  in  the  lives  of  Americans. 

That  is  why  we  propose  this  amend¬ 
ment.  It  is  not  to  add  new  money.  It 
is  not  to  give  too  much  for  these  projects. 

I  remember  last  year  we  added  a  little 
too  much  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
Health  Institute.  The  private  agencies, 
such  as  the  Cancer  Society  and  the 
American  Heart  Institute  met  with  us 
and  said,  “We  have  a  program,  and  this 
is  all  the  money  we  can  use.”  So  we  cut 
out  a  great  deal  of  the  money  which  the 
House  added  to  the  bill.  But  this  year, 
in  meeting  with  these  people,  the  Sena¬ 
tors  who  are  sponsoring  this  amendment 
having  met  both  with  the  research  peo¬ 
ple  and  representatives  of  the  private 
agencies,  we  found  that  we  had  given  too 
little  to  carry  to  this  over-all  program, 
and  they  are  fearful  that  a  cut  might 
eliminate  an  important  segment,  which 
would  result  in  their  inability  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  over-all  research. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has 
presented  some  interesting  figures  as  to 
costs,  and,  following  his  suggestion,  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  the  inconsistency 
of  voting  billions  of  dollars  for  medical 
care,  as  we  do  in  this  country,  and  not 
paying  enough  attention,  as  we  should, 
to  medical  research  and  training.  I  am 
not  talking  about  health  insurance  or 
any  of  the  proposed  new  legislation.  I 
refer  solely  to  the  load  carried  because 
of  groups  entitled  to  medical  care  under 
existing  legislation.  I  may  mention  the 
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medical-care  load  of  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration,  alone.  In  the  fiscal  year 
of  1949  the  taxpayers  bore  the  cost  of 
17,000,000  patient-days  for  veterans 
with  mental  disorders.  The  cost  was 
$118,000,000,  $14,000,000  higher  than  in 
the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  tells  me  that  the  cost  is 
steadily  going  up.  In  the  case  of  the 
veterans  alone,  because  we  have  had  an 
utter  and  complete  lack  of  research  in 
mental  disease  insofar  as  the  correlation 
of  things  that  should  be  done,  and  stop¬ 
ping  the  thing  when  it  begins,  it  is  cost¬ 
ing  us  millions  of  dollars  more  than  it 
should. 

I  desire  to  refer  to  the  Hoover  Com¬ 
mission  report.  The  Commission  was 
looking  for  ways  to  economize  in  the 
Government.  In  this  field  it  said,  “Do 
not  economize,  because  economy  will 
only  lead  to  greater  costs  in  the  future.” 
I  quote  the  Hoover  Commission’s  task 
force  report  on  Federal  medical  services : 

In  1948,  over  85  percent  of  the  Federal 
medical  expenditures  *  *  *  was  for 

medical  service— that  is,  the  care  of  estab¬ 
lished  disease  among  the  Government’s  par¬ 
ticular  beneficiaries.  Only  *  *  *  3.9  per¬ 
cent  was  spent  for  research.  *  *  *  In¬ 

creases  in  expenditure  for  medical  care  are 
outstripping  relatively  those  for  research. 
The  reverse  should  be  the  case. 

In  the  mental-health  field  alone,  Fed¬ 
eral  expenditures  would  drop  by  at  least 
$12,000,000  a  year  if  research  could  re¬ 
duce  the  incidence  of  mental  disorders  by 
only  10  percent.  We  are  asking  for  less 
than  that  for  mental  diseases.  There 
is  an  example  of  the  fact  that  if  we  could 
reduce  the  incidence  of  the  disease  by 
10  percent,  we  would  save  the  amount 
we  are  now  asking  for. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  from  Washington  knows 
that,  of  the  total  Federal  health  budget, 
40  percent  goes  for  medical  care. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wonder,  too, 
whether  the  Senator  from  Washington 
is  aware  of  some  of  the  reports  made  re¬ 
cently  by  the  Navy,  the  Army,  and  the 
Air  Force,  on  the  matter  of  the  care  of 
mental  patients  and  the  rejection  of  men 
in  the  armed  services,  or  their  dismissal 
because  of  mental  illness?  I  wrote  the 
Secretary 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  have  those 
figures,  but  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  will  supply  them  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  But  I  do  know,  and  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  I  am  sure,  is 
aware  that  the  Veterans’  Administration 
advises  me  that  it  is  alarming  the  way 
mental  diseases  are  increasing. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  For  example,  in 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  of  the  total 
number  of  men  rejected,  12,843  were  re¬ 
jected  because  of  mental  diseases.  In 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  43,000 
were  rejected.  Needless  to  say,  in  the 
Army,  the  figures  were  almost  unbeliev¬ 
able.  For  example,  the  total  number  of 
rejections  in  the  Army,  which  I  shall 


place  in  the  Record,  ran  I  think  some¬ 
where  around  200,000  or  300,000,  all  of 
which  indicates  the  tremendous  waste  of 
manpower  and  the  tremendous  cost,  as 
the  Veterans’  Administration  points  out. 
Neuropsychiatric  hospitals  are  the  great¬ 
est  need  of  the  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN  rose. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  desire  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  who  has 
had  great  experience  in  this  particular 
field,  but  before  doing  so,  I  want  to  re¬ 
peat  that  the  Hoover  Commission  which 
is  looking  into  every  nook  and  cranny  of 
the  Federal  Government  for  ways  of 
bringing  about  economy  nevertheless 
says  that  “increases  in  expenditure  for 
medical  care  are  outstripping  relatively 
those  for  research.  The  reverse  should 
be  the  case.” 

Mr.  President,  listen  to  this:  In  the 
mental  health  field  alone,  Federal  expen¬ 
ditures  would  drop  by  at  least  $12,000,000 
a  year  if  research  could  reduce  the  inci¬ 
dence  of  mental  disorders  by  only  10  per¬ 
cent. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  realizes  that  we  have  today  less 
than  5  090  trained  psychiatrists,  whereas 
there  is  need  for  more  than  15,000.  I 
also  wonder  whether  the  Senator  fur¬ 
ther  realizes  that  in  the  State  hospitals 
for  the  mentally  ill  alone,  more  than  six 
times  as  many  trained  psychiatrists  are 
needed  than  are  now  available. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  know  that  those 
figures  are  correct.  It  is  alarming  when 
one  digs  into  the  situation.' 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  also  wonder  whether 
the  Senator  realizes  that  of  the  draftees 
who  were  examined  in  World  War  II, 
more  than  one-sixth  were  rejected  be¬ 
cause  of  psychoneurotic  disorders. 

Mr.'  MAGNUSON.  I  appreciate  those 
figures.  The  Senator  has  had  vast  ex¬ 
perience,  as  the  able  Governor  of  New 
York,  with  this  problem.  I  have  just 
quoted  from  the  report  of  the  Hoover 
Commission’s  task  force  on  Federal  med¬ 
ical  services,  but  in  this  area  the  burden 
falls  even  more  heavily  on  the  States, 
which  spend  more  than  $350,000,000  a 
year  for  the  care  of  mental  patients 
alone;  and  even  $350,000,000  is  entirely 
inadequate,  as  the  Senator  knows. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  merely 
like  to  supplement  the  Senator’s  remarks 
regarding  the  Hoover  Commission.  I 
have  a  report  from  the  Commission 
which  states  that  by  1975,  if  research  and 
training  are  not  rapidly  stepped  up  in 
the  field  of  mental  health,  we  shall  need 
an  additional  155,000  veterans’  mental 
hospital  beds  instead  of  the  present 
45,000.  Even  more  alarming  is  the  fact 
that  while  52  percent  of  the  veterans’ 
hospital  beds  are  now  used  for  mental 
cases — at  this  time  the  percentage  of 
mental  patients  is  52 — by  1975  the  pro¬ 
portion  will  reach  75  percent  of  all 
patients.  The  cost  of  neuropsychiatric 


veterans’  hospitals  will  rise  from  $125,- 
000,000  a  year,  as  at  present,  to  $375,- 
000,000,  by  1975,  and — mark  this — the 
cost  of  construction  for  the  additional 
hospital  beds  to  take  care  of  sick  people 
will  amount  to  $2  200,000,000  by  1975  on 
the  basis  of  present  prices.  So  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  to  see  that  if  we  are  only  going  to 
build  beds  for  these  patients,  we  are 
simply  going  to  bankrupt  ourselves  to  be 
able  to  take  care  of  them.  The  need  is 
for  research  and  training,  and  for  the 
facilities  needed  to  correct  this  dread 
disease 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  itself  under  present  laws  spends 
well  over  $3,000,000,000  for  direct  grants 
and  care  for  these  three  diseases  alone. 
The  Hoover  Commission  and  all  recog¬ 
nized  scientists  and  medical  men  agree 
that  increased  medical  research  expendi¬ 
tures  will  necessarily  reduce  the  great 
Federal  and  State  expenditures,  which 
are  now  reaching  a  breaking  point,  to 
the  extent  that  what  we  spend  here  will 
be  worth  F0  or  100  times  more  in  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  There  have  been 
plenty  of  examples  of  what  research  can 
do  in  the  field  of  malaria,  typhoid  fever, 
tuberculosis,  and  diphtheria.  All  those 
diseases  involve  practically  the  same 
problems.  By  a  concentration  of  effort 
and  by  the  use  of  competent  scientific 
personnel  we  have  been  able  to  reduce 
the  costs  tremendously,  because  we  not 
only  take  care  of  the  sick,  but  practice 
preventive  medicine. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  care  of  the 
patients  and  the  over-all  strain  on  the 
national  economy  reduce  manpower  and 
productivity  in  connection  with  the 
other  things  we  need. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  we  all  recognize 
what  these  startling  figures  mean.  The 
saving  in  industrial  production  alone 
has  been  worth  40  times  over  what 
has  been  expended  in  research  in  ty¬ 
phoid,  resulting  in  the  saving  of  lives. 
We  know  that  medical  research  can  save 
money  and  that  it  will  produce  results 
in  the  major  critical  diseases.  The 
figures  of  current  and  projected  medical 
care  costs  are  not  open  to  any  argument. 
Increased  medical  research  expenditures 
will  reduce  Federal  and  State  expendi¬ 
tures.  But,  quite  apart  from  the  econ¬ 
omy  of  the  expanded  medical  research, 
we  are  faced  with  a  basic  decision  as  to 
how  the  nation’s  resources  can  best  be 
deployed  in  these  critical  times.  Of 
course,  the  Korean  situation  will  not  be 
resolved  in  a  month  or  two.  Does  any 
Senator  in  this  Chamber  believe  that 
Korea  will  be  our  last  war  effort?  We 
must  not  be  misled  into  ignoring  the 
underlying  well  springs  of  our  total  na¬ 
tional  strength. 

One  of  these  fundamental  sources  of 
national  strength  is  research,  and  high 
on  the  list  is  medical  research. 

Basic  medical  research  is  one  factor  of 
national  security  that  should  be  imme¬ 
diately  expanded.  What  we  do  now  to 
train  advanced  medical  research  investi¬ 
gators,  to  provide  them  with  adequate 
facilities  and  with  adequate  equipment, 
will  determine  cur  strength  in  medical 
research  not  only  next  year,  but  for  the 
years  ahead. 
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Here  is  what  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  the 
chief  of  our  splendid  wartime  research 
organization  and  advocate  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation,  has  to  say  in 
his  recent  book,  Modern  Arms  and  Free 
Men: 

For  all  its  horror  there  were  bright  spots 
in  the  last  war,  and  the  brightest  was  the 
record  of  the  medical  men  and  those  in  the 
allied  sciences  who  supported  them.  With 
sulfa  drugs,  penicillin,  blood  plasma,  and 
advanced  surgery,  the  mortality  among  the 
wounded  was  brought  so  low  that  the  chances 
of  survival  of  the  wounded  man  who  reached 
a  front-line  dressing  station  was  extraordi¬ 
narily  high. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  is  even  more  important  in 
that  respect.  Strangely  enough,  as  to  all 
other  nations  which  either  engaged  with 
us  in  war  or  against  us  in  war,  when  they 
draft  men  they  are  quite  selective  about 
it.  No  Russian  scientist  ever  saw  the 
front  lines.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Russian  scientists  were  given  special 
treatment;  they  were  placed  on  a  ped¬ 
estal,  so  to  speak,  and  they  were  given 
extra  rations,  extra  money,  and  extra 
privileges.  But  this  Nation,  typical  of  a 
democracy,  drafted  young  men  unless 
they  were  in  the  very  advanced  stages  of 
medical  school.  A  young  man  who  might 
have  had  some  scientific  bent,  or  who  in¬ 
tended  to  be  a  doctor,  a  research  worker, 
or  a  psychiatrist,  was  taken  in  the  draft 
like  all  the  other  boys.  We  were  not 
going  to  make  any  exception  for  Johnny. 
The  result  was  that  for  five  long  years 
we  had  a  complete  dearth  of  trained 
scientists  and  of  trained  basic  research 
people. 

At  this  time  there  is  a  great  shortage 
of  doctors  and  dentists  in  this  country. 
There  was  a  period '  of  almost  7  years 
during  which  the  output  from  American 
institutions  of  research  experts  and  ac¬ 
tive  practitioners  of  medicine  was  al¬ 
most  nil.  So  we  have  7  years  to  catch 
up.  I  am  told  that  in  the  great  research 
fields,  such  as  are  occupied  by  du  Pont 
and  the  General  Electric  Co.,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  find  sufficient  men  who  have 
been  basically  trained  in  research. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Agreeing  with  every¬ 
thing  which  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  has  stated,  as  a  practical  proposition, 
following  the  statement  he  has  just  made 
of  the  difficulty  in  trying  to  get  young 
men  to  take  up  research,  and  realizing 
the  acuteness  of  the  shortage  of  doctors 
even  for  war  purposes,  could  we,  as  a 
practical  proposition,  go  ahead  now  and 
get  young  men  to  engage  in  work  in  this 
field? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator’s  point  entirely.  My  purpose  in 
bringing  it  out  was  not  that  it  would 
have  the  direct  result  of  taking  care  of 
the  lack  in  our  national  life,  but  if  re¬ 
search  work  continues  and  we  show  suc¬ 
cesses,  it  will  have  a  good  result.  It  is 
a  strange  thing  that  yoiyig  men  will  at¬ 
tend  the  college  which  has  the  best  foot¬ 
ball  team,  or  they  will  go  into  something 
which  will  attract  their  attention,  as  an 
adventure.  Here  is  the  greatest  adven¬ 


ture  in  modern  history  for  a  young  man 
who  is  inclined  to  go  into  the  research 
of  cancer  and  of  mental  diseases. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  agreeing  with 
every  statement  the  Senator  has  made  as 
to  the  absolute  necessity  of  carrying  on 
the  program  which  the  Senator  has  so 
ably  described  to  the  Senate  this  morn¬ 
ing,  but  we  have  to  be  realistic  about  the 
matter.  I  want  to  help  him  as  much  as 
I  possibly  can,  with  the  full  responsibility 
as  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  but 
can  we,  as  a  practical  proposition,  per¬ 
suade  young  men  to  go  into  this  kind  of 
work  under  the  circumstances?  I  am 
asking  the  question  in  the  best  of  faith. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes.  I  can  answer 
that  question,  because  I  think  we  learned 
a  lesson  in  World  War  II.  Research  men 
are  vitally  concerned  with  the  matter, 
because  there  is  this  great  barren  field  of 
7  years  which  has,  I  think,  influenced 
their  thinking  in  connection  with  the 
very  distasteful  task  of  getting  American 
boys  into  war.  I  think  we  shall  watch 
that  a  little  more  carefully.  If  we  have 
sufficient  funds  for  research,  if  we  have 
the  place  for  research,  boys  will  natu¬ 
rally  want  to  be  in  that  field.  Many  of 
them  will  want  to  be  scientists. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  answered  the 
Senator’s  question,  but  I  have  attempted 
to  answer  it. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  May  I  say  a  word  in  re¬ 
ply  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  The  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is 
that  it  will  not  be  possible  to  induce 
young  men  and  women  to  enter  this  field 
of  activity  until  Congress  makes  it  clear 
that  not  only  in  this  year  but  next  year 
and  in  the  years  to  come  there  will  be 
sufficient  appropriations  to  pay  them  for 
devoting  their  entire  time  and  energy  to 
the  great  enterprise  of  reducing  human 
suffering  and  saving  human  life. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NEELY.  The  difficulty  lies  in  the 
fact  that  there  is  no  assurance  that  the 
Congress  will  provide  sufficient  funds  to 
finance  research  for  many  years  to  come. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  was  not  the  evi¬ 
dence  submitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Over  and  over  again 
the  complaint  was  made — and  in  part 
this  carries  out  the  idea  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia — of  the  lack  of  fa¬ 
cilities  for  these  young  men.  There  was 
evidence  submitted  to  that  effect.  That 
is  why  an  appropriation  was  requested 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  places  so 
that  the  medical  schools  at  the  universi¬ 
ties  and  the  clinics  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  would  have  the  facilities  where  young 
people  could  be  trained.  The  question  I 
had  in  mind  and  which  I  suggested  to 
the  Senator  from  Washington  was  a 
practical  one. 

If  everything  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  has  stated  is  correct — and  I  will 
say  it  is  correct — would  nevertheless  face 
the  stern  reality  that  no  provisions  of 
law  exist  at  the  moment  under  which  it 
is  possible  to  say  that  Jim  Jones,  for  ex¬ 


ample,  at  a  certain  State  university,  or 
Bill  Smith,  at  another  medical  school, 
has  the  adaptability  and  the  talent  giv¬ 
ing  promise  that  he  could  do  wonderful 
work  in  heart  research.  I  am  trying  to 
get  some  information  in  order  that  I 
may  be  of  some  help.  I  want  to  be  con¬ 
structive.  Basically  I  feel  as  do  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  and  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia.  I  know  what  it 
means.  For  the  moment,  however,  I 
should  like  to  know  how  we  are  to  get 
young  people  to  engage  in  this  work. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  we  must  make  a  start. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  We  must  make  a 
start.  For  instance,  the  amendment 
would  increase  research  projects  on  can¬ 
cer.  I  have  all  the  projects  listed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  we  cannot  take  care 
of  the  matter  with  what  the  committee 
has  allowed,  how  are  we  to  take  care  of 
additional  projects? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  For  research  proj¬ 
ects  we  ask  for  an  additional  $7,000,000. 
These  projects  are  screened,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  knows,  and  the  screening  process  is 
really  marvelous.  Scientists  and  medi¬ 
cal  men  give  their  services  free  on  a  re¬ 
volving  screening  group,  rotating  their 
services  at  stated  intervals.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  I  have  before  me  a  project  at  Colum¬ 
bia  University. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  is  one  in  Utah 
also. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes.  These  proj¬ 
ects  have  been  looked  into.  These  are 
projects  as  to  which  scientists  have 
said,  “They  appear  to  be  worth  while  and 
we  should  go  ahead  with  them.”  We  are 
asking  $7,000,000  additional  for  those 
projects.  For  research  fellowships  the 
appropriation  would  have  been  $250,000 
extra,  but  I  can  appreciate  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  holding  that  amount  down  be¬ 
cause  the  National  Science  Foundation 
bill  contains  a  medical  research  item. 
We  are  asking  $9,000,000  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  facilities.  All  these  plans  have 
been  justified  by  lay  organizations  and 
the  National  Health  Institute. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  sure  that  every 
one  of  these  projects  is  justified.  I  am 
sure  that  every  one  has  merit.  I  am  sure 
that  everyone  of  them  is  necessary. 
Nevertheless,  if  those  in  charge  of  the 
program  could  not  take  care  of  the 
amount  that  was  allowed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  how  are  they  going  to  take  care 
of  an  additional  amount? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  here  the 
approved  projects  which  would  have  to 
be  cut  out  if  the  present  proposed  ap¬ 
propriation  stands.  This  is  on  cancer 
alone.  We  also  have  some  figures  on 
mental  disease.  We  are  asking  only  for 
projects  which  the  scientists,  medical 
men,  lay  organizations,  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  National  Health  Institute, 
and  Dr.  Scheele,  the  Surgeon  General, 
have  approved. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  had  complete 
hearings  on  the  subject.  Not  only  did 
wre  have  complete  hearings,  but  we  had 
sincere  and  unselfish  people  come  be¬ 
fore  us  who  gave  the  most  pathetic  kind 
of  testimony.  I  want  the  Senator  from 
Washington  to  understand  that  we  heard 
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all  that  evidence.  We  heard  evidence 
given  by  fine,  sympathetic  people  who 
are  not  interested  in  the  selfish  end  of 
it  at  all.  They  came  to  us  with  tears 
in  their  eyes.  We  know  what  it  means. 
We  know  the  necessity.  We  know  the 
dreadfulness  of  the  disease  of  cancer. 
We  know  how  it  kills  innocent  ahd  fine 
people.  We  know  all  that.  However,  I 
should  like  the  Senator  to  make  the 
record  on  what  we  can  do  as  a  practical 
matter. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  before  me 
a  list  of  pending  construction-grant  ap¬ 
plications  which  have  been  approved. 
They  range  from  California  to  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  This  comprises  the  whole  list.  In 
Massachusetts  for  example,  the  list 
shows  the  Beth  Israel  Hospital,  Harvard 
University,  and  the  Jewish  Memorial 
Hospital. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  has  the 
Senator  read  the  hearings?  He  will  find 
all  that  information  in  the  hearings. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  No.  These  are 
applications  which  were  approved  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  hearings. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks  the  list  of  pending  con¬ 
struction-grant  applications  to  which  I 
have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


National  Cancer  Institute,  Grants  and  Fellowships  Branch,  list  of  pending  construction- grant  applications  as  of  Feb.  1,  1950 


State  and  institution 

CC  grant 
No. 

Amount  of 
pending 
request 

Individual  contact 

State  and  institution 

CC  grant 
No. 

Amount  of 
pending 
request 

Individual  contact 

California: 

New  York— Continued 

University  of  Southern  Cali- 

7011  (S) 

$550.  000 

Dr.  B.  O.  Raulston. 

Montefiore  Hospital _ 

7004 

$418,  700 

Dr.  Daniel  Lazzlo. 

fornia. 

Do. . . . 

7005 

373,  700 

Dr.  H.  M.  Zimmerman. 

Stanford  University . . 

772  (RS) 

400,  000 

L.  R.  Chandler. 

Ohio: 

Connecticut:  Yale  University. . 

750,  000 

Dr.  Geo.  B.  Darling. 

Ohio  State  University . 

851  (S) 

1,200,000 

Dr.  Chas.  A.  Doan. 

District  of  Columbia:  George 

701G  (S) 

400,000 

Dr.  IValter  A.  Bloedorn. 

■Western  Reserve  University.... 

7010  (S) 

350, 000 

Dr.  J  T.  Wcarn. 

Washington  University. 

Oregon: 

Florida:  Dade  County  Cancer 

75,  000 

J.  Gerald  Lewis,  presi- 

University  of  Oregon  Medical 

>7013 

900,  000 

Dr.  Frank  B.  Queen. 

Society. 

dent. 

School. 

Illinois: 

Pennsylvania:  University  of  Pitts- 

7006  (S) 

200,  000 

Dr.  ffm,  S.  McEllrov. 

Loyola  University  (Stritch) . 

7008  (S) 

255,  000 

Dr.  John  F.  Sheehan. 

burgh. 

Michael  Reese  Hospital..  _  ... 

7022 

542,  000 

Dr.  Albert  Tenhenbaum. 

South  Carolina:  Medical  College  of 

7017  (R) 

250,  000 

Dr.  Kenneth  M.  Lynch. 

Indiana:  Indiana  University  Medi- 

7018 

485,  920 

Dr.  Edwin  A.  Lawrence. 

the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

cal  Center. 

South  Dakota:  University  of  South 

7019 

120,000 

Dr.  Donald  Slaughter. 

Iowa:  State  University  of  Iowa _ 

7021 

12,  250 

Dr.  Titus  C.  Evans. 

Dakota  School  of  Medicine. 

Massachusetts: 

Tennessee: 

Beth  Israel  Hospital. . . 

1022  (R) 

100.  000 

Dr.  C.  F.  Wilinsky. 

Baroness  Erlanger  Hospital. 

250,  000 

Harvard  University _ 

300.  000 

Dr.  James  S.  Simmons. 

7023 

55L000 

Dr.  Howard  J.  Curtis. 

Jewish  Memorial  Hospital. ..  .. 

7020 

182,  500 

Dr.  F.  Homburecr. 

Washington: 

Michigan:  Wayne  University . 

1033  (S) 

465,  000 

Dr.  David  D.  Henry, 

7003 

900, 000 

North  Carolina: 

cott. 

University  of  North  Carolina. . . 

970 

460,  950 

Dr.  W.  R.  Berrvhill. 

Northwest  Cancer  Foundation.. 

7009 

738,000 

Dr.  Simeon  T.  Cantril. 

Duke  University. . 

840  (S) 

1, 100,  000 

Dr.  Wilburt  C.  Davison. 

Wisconsin:  Marquette  University 

7007 

300, 000 

Dr.  John  S.  Hirschboeck. 

New  York: 

School  of  Medicine. 

7007 

300, 000 

Dr.  George  Baehr. 

Total.... . 

12, 930, 020- 

1  Informal  application. 

(S)  Requested  over  End  above  present  active  grant. 

18  States  and  District  of  Columbia  and  28  institutions  represented. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  to  have  placed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  list  of  cancer  research  construc¬ 
tion  grants  which  have  been  approved 
since  the  beginning  of  the  program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Cancer  research  construction  grants,  State 
and  institution,  approved  since  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  program  (December  1947) 
Alabama:  Medical  College  of  Ala¬ 
bama  and  the  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ty  Health  Department _  $47,  280 

California: 

University  of  California  Med¬ 
ical  School,  San  Francisco.  1,  CCO,  000 


University  of  California  at 

Los  Angeles _  700,  000 

Los  Angeles  County  Hos¬ 
pital _  35, 255 

University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  _  200, 000 

Stanford  University _  100,  000 

Colorado:  University  of  Colo¬ 
rado _ - -  400,  000 

Connecticut:  Yale  University _  250,000 

District  of  Columbia: 

George  Washington  Univer¬ 
sity _  250, 000 

Georgetown  University  Med¬ 
ical  School _  148..5C0 

Georgia:  Emory  University _  500,000 

Illinois: 

University  of  Chicago _  6S0,  COO 

Loyola  University — Stritch 

School  of  Medicine _  2C0,  COO 

Kansas:  University  of  Kansas _  200,000 

Maine:  Jackson  Memorial  Labora¬ 
tory  _  250,  CCO 


Maryland:  Johns  Hopkins  Uni¬ 
versity _  $750, 000 

Massachusetts: 

Boston  University  School  of 

Medicine _  49,  900 

Massachusetts  General  Hos¬ 
pital _  700, 000 

New  England  Deaconess  Hos¬ 
pital _  485, 000 

Tufts  College  Medical  School.  133,  522 

Michigan:  Wayne  University  Col¬ 
lege  of  Medicine  and  Detroit 
Institute  for  Cancer  Research.  150,  000 

Minnesota:  University  of  Minne¬ 
sota  - _ -  879,  438 

Missouri: 

Washington  University _  700,  000 

St.  Louis  University _  625,  000 

New  York: 

Columbia  University  College 
of  Physicians  and  Sur¬ 
geons -  1,000,000 

Memorial  Center  for  Cancer 

and  Allied  Diseases _  250,  000 

New  York  University — Belle¬ 
vue  Hospital _  575,  000 

University  of  Rochester _  434,  368 

North  Carolina:  Duke  University.  2C0,  000 

Ohio: 

Ohio  State  University _  300,  000 

Western  Reserve  University 
and  University  Hospitals 

of  Cleveland _  200,  COO 

Oklahoma :  Oklahoma  Medical 

Research  Foundation _  125,  COO 

Oregon:  University  of  Oregon 

Medical  School _  10,  COO 

Pennsylvania: 

Institute  for  Cancer  Re¬ 
search  _  198, 463 

University  of  Pennsylvania. _  2"6,  2C3 

University  of  Pittsburgh _  200,  CCO 


South  Carolina:  Medical  C 

of  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  $15,  000 
Tennessee: 

Meharry  Medical  College _  50,  385 

University  of  Tennessee _  491,  584 

Texas :  University  of  Texas _  300,  000 

Utah:  University  of  Utah  School 

of  Medicine _  416,  404 

Virginia: 

Medical  College  of  Virginia _  10,  588 

University  of  Virginia  School 

of  Medicine _  75,  000 

Wisconsin:  University  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Medical  School _  975,  COO 


Total  of  25  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  44 
institutions _  15,  727,  000 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  list  of  institutions  which  have 
expressed  their  intention  to  apply,  show¬ 
ing  the  heads  of  the  institutions  involved. 
These  institutions  have  gone  through  the 
preliminary  screening  of  the  so-called 
advisory  committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

National  Cancer  Institute,  Grants  and  Fel¬ 
lowships  Branch,  Institutions  Which 
Have  Expressed  Their  Intentions  To  Ap¬ 
ply  as  of  February  1,  1950 — State,  Insti¬ 
tution,  and  Individual  Contact 
Alabama:  Muscle  Shoals  Heart  and  Cancer 
Research  Clinic,  Mr.  M.  A.  J.  Phillips. 

Arizona:  Pima  County  Medical  Society,  Dr. 
L.  Lirdberg. 

California:  Cedars  of  Lebanon  Hospital, 
College  of  Medical  Evangelists,  Mount  Zion 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


11847 


Hospital,  Dr.  N.  B.  Friedman,  Dr.  W.  F.  Nor¬ 
wood;  Dr.  G.  R.  Biskind. 

Florida:  Florida  State  Board  of  Health, 
Dr.  R.  F.  Sondag. 

Illinois:  Brokaw  Hospital,  Mr.  L.  F.  Shep¬ 
ard. 

Indiana:  University  of  Notre  Dame,  Prot¬ 
estant  Deaconess  Hospital,  R.  H.  Sweeney, 

C.  S.  C.;  Mr.  A.  G.  Hahn. 

Louisiana:  Louisiana  State  University, 
Tulane  University  of  Louisiana,  Dr.  William 
W.  Frye;  Dr.  M.  E.  Lapham. 

Massachusetts:  Children’s  Medical  Center, 
Dr.  Sidney  Farber. 

New  York:  Albany  Medical  College,  Syra¬ 
cuse  University,  Dr.  L.  W.  Gorham;  Dr.  Allan 

D.  Bass. 

North  Carolina:  Wake  Forest  College,  Dr.  C. 
C.  Carpenter. 

Pennsylvania :  The  American  Oncologic 
Hospital,  Mr.  V.  H.  Frazier. 

Tennessee:  University  of  Tennessee,  Dr.  C. 

E.  Brehm. 

Texas:  Baylor  University,  Dr.  Warren  T. 
Brown. 

Vermont:  The  Mary  Fletcher  Hospital,  the 
University  of  Vermont,  L.  E.  Richwagon, 
Superintendent;  Dr.  W.  E.  Brown. 

Virginia:  The  Memorial  Hospital,  Danville, 
Dr.  T.  J.  Moran. 

West  Virginia:  Alderson  Broaddus  College, 
Dr.  Joseph  Peary. 

San  Juan,  P.  R.:  San  Juan  City  Hospital, 
Dr.  Robert  J.  Jimenez  Lopez. 

Total  of  16  States  and  1  foreign  country 
and  23  institutions  represented. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
conclude  my  remarks  and  then  I  shall 


be  glad  to  yield  the  floor.  We  have  fur¬ 
ther  amendments  which  are  to  be  dis¬ 
cussed,  and  we  are  to  vote  at  2  o’clock. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  only  that,  but  the 
committee  would  like  to  have  a  little 
something  to  say,  at  least  to  complete 
the  record  and  give  the  historical,  fact¬ 
ual  background. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  also  wish  to  place 
in  the  Record  the  effect  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  its  relation  to  Cancer,  mental 
health,  heart,  and  mental  health  activi¬ 
ties,  together  with  the  operating  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  National  Cancer  Institute, 
which  are  broken  down  in  great  detail, 
the  mental  health  activities,  which  are 
also  broken  down  in  great  detail,  the  fig¬ 
ures  on  the  National  Heart  Institute,  and 
the  figures  on  the  dental  health  activi¬ 
ties. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows : 

The  effect  of  the  amendment  is  as  follows: 

FOR  CANCER  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $7,212,500. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $250,000. 

Adds  $9,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $375,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  direct  research 
by  $44,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  other  direct  ac¬ 
tivities  by  $118,500. 


FOR  MENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $1,164,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $50,000. 

Increases  the  •  amount  for  grants  for  ex¬ 
pansion  of  teaching  of  subjects  relating  to 
mental  illness  by  $2,991,000. 

Increases  the  amount"  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $910,000. 

Adds  $8,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  to  States 
for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  preven¬ 
tive  and  control  services  by  $1,200,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  direct  research 
by  $900,700. 

Increases  the  amount  for  other  direct  ac¬ 
tivities  by  $784,300. 

FOR  HEART  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $6,700,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $1,000,000. 

Adds  $18,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  ex¬ 
pansion  of  teaching  of  medical  subjects  re¬ 
lating  to  heart  diseases  by  $800,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $500,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  to  States 
for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  control 
activities  by  $1,000,000. 

FOR  DENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

Adds  $1,100,000  for  construction  grants. 

Adds  $1,900,000  for  construction  of  intra¬ 
mural  research  facilities. 


Operating  expenses,  National  Cancer  Institute,  Public  Health  Service  budget,  1951- 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Bureau  of 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

House  bill, 
1951 

Senate  com¬ 
mittee  report, 
1951 

Amendment, 

1951 

GRANTS 

1.  Grants  to  medical  and  dental  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  indi¬ 
viduals  for  research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects . 

• 

$2, 600, 000 

$4,  680, 000 

$2, 600, 000 

$2. 600, 000 

$3, 200, 000 

$10, 412,  500 

(6)  Research  fellowships . . _ . 

500, 000 

500, 000 

500, 000 

500, 000 

500, 000 

750, 000 

(c)  Construction  of  research  facilities: 

Obligational  cash . . . . . 

0 

9,  000, 000 

0 

0 

0 

9, 000, 000 

Liquidating  cash- . . . 

4, 175,  000 

5, 000, 000 

5, 000, 000 

5, 000, 000 

6, 000, 000 

5, 000, 000 

Contract  authority... . . . 

6, 000, 000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(d)  Teaching  of  medical  subjects: 

Obligational  cash . . . . . 

2, 250, 000 

2,  250,  000 

2, 250, 000 

2, 250,  000 

2, 250, 000 

2,250,000 

Contract  authority . . . 

0 

2,  250,  000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(e)  Training  stipends  . . . . . . . 

375, 000 

376,  000 

375, 000 

375. 000 

375, 000 

750,  000 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  control  services _ 

3, 500, 000 

3,  500,  000 

3, 500, 000 

3,  500, 000 

3,  500, 000 

3,  500,  000 

3.  Grants  for  special  control  projects.. . . . . . . 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000, 000 

DIRECT  OPERATIONS 

1.  Research . . . . . . 

3, 590, 663 

3, 376,  000 

3, 756, 000 

3,  756, 000 

3, 756, 000 

3, 800, 000 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Technical  assistance  to  States. . . . 

392,  388 

428, 000 

422, 000 

422,  000 

422, 000 

475,  000 

(b)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants . . 

78, 670 

85,000 

85, 000 

85,000 

85, 000 

85.  000 

(e)  Administration . . . . . . . 

410,265- 

821,000 

408, 000 

408,  000 

408,  000 

465.  000 

3.  Pay  increases . . .  . . . . 

128, 500 

192, 800 

190, 000 

190,  000 

190,  000 

198,  5Q0 

Total  obligational  cash . . . . . 

14,  825,  486 

26,  207,  800 

15, 086, 000 

15, 086, 000 

15, 686, 000 

32,  686,  000 

Total  contract  authority..  . . 

6, 000, 000 

2,  250,  000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total  obligational  authority . . . . . . 

20, 825, 486 

28, 457,  800 

15, 086, 000 

15, 086, 000 

15, 686, 000 

32,  686,  000 

Liquidating  cash . . . . 

4, 175, 000 

5, 000, 000 

5, 000, 000 

5, 000,  000 

5, 000,  000 

5, 000,  000 

Grand  total . . . . . ..1 _ 

25, 000,  486 

-  33,457,800 

20, 086, 000 

20, 086, 000 

20, 686, 000 

37, 686, 000 

Mental  health  activities,  Public  Health  Service,  1951  budget 


Project 

1960  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Bureau  of 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

House  bill, 
1951 

Senate  com¬ 
mittee  report, 
1951 

Amendment, 

1951 

GRANTS 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for 
research  and  training: 

(o)  Research  projects: 

Obligational  cash _ _ _ _ _ 

$450, 000 
344, 000 
650, 000 
100,000 

$1, 825, 000 
376, 000 

0 

200, 000 

$724, 000 
376, 000 

0 

200, 000 

$724, 000 
376, 000 

0 

200,000 

$780, 000 
376, 000 

0 

200, 000 

$1, 944, 000 

376, 000 
0 

250, 000 

(6)  Research  fellowships. .'. . 
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Mental  health  activities,  Public  Health  Service,  1951  budget — Continued 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Bureau  of 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

House  bill, 
1951 

Senate  com¬ 
mittee  report, 
1951 

Amendment, 

1951 

grants— continued 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for 
research  and  training— Continued 

(c)  Expansion  of  teaching  of  subjects  relating  to  mental  illness: 

$300, 000 

$300, 000 

■  $3, 291, 000 

Obligational  cash.. . . . . . . . 

$1, 544, 500 

$3, 251, 000 

$300, 000 

Liquidating  cash . . 

400, 000 

1, 999,000 

1, 999, 000 

1, 999, 000 

1, 999, 000 

1,999,000 

Contract  authority . . . 

1,  500, 000 

809,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

( d )  Training  stipends. . .  . . 

900,  000 

1, 145, 000 

1, 050, 000 

1,050, 000 

1,050, 000 

1, 960,009 

(e)  Construction  grants _ _ 1 - 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8, 000, 000 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  preventive  and  control 
services . . . . 

3, 550, 000 

3,650,000 

3, 550, 000 

3, 550, 000 

3, 550, 000 

4,  750, 000 

DIRECT  OPERATIONS 

1.  Research . . . . . 

319, 350 

933,  700 

599, 300 

699, 300 

699, 300 

1, 500, 000 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants . 

134,  284 

152,  900 

152,  .500 

152,  500 

152,  500 

220,000 

(6)  Training  activities _ .  _ _ _ _ _ 

224,  044 

224,  000 

232,  400 

232,  400 

232,  400 

700,  000 

(c)  Technical  assistance  to  States . 

358, 140 

380, 100 

385,  200 

385,  200 

385.  200 

500, 000 

(d)  Administration . . . . . 

212,  47,2 

328,  300 

295,  900 

295,900 

295,900 

360, 000 

3.  Pay  increases . . . . . — . 

55,  500 

85,  470 

79,700 

79,  700 

79,  700 

150, 000 

Total  obligational  cash . . . 

7,  848,  890 

12, 181,  470 

7,  569,  000 

7,  569,  000 

7,  625,  000 

23,  625,  000 

Total  contract  authority . . . . . 

2, 150,  000 

809,  000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total  obligational  authority . . . . . 

9, 998,  890 

12,  990,  470 

7,  569,  000 

7,  569, 000 

7, 625,  000 
2,  375,  000 

23, 625, 000 

Total  liquidating  cash . . 

750, 000 

2. 375,  000 

2, 375,  000 

2,  375,  000 

2,  375,  000 

Grand  total . . . . . . 

10,  748,  890 

15, 365,  470 

9, 944, 000 

9,  944,  000 

10, 000, 000 

26, 000, 000 

Operating  expenses,  National  Heart  Institute,  Public  Health  Service,  1951  budget 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Bureau  of 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

House  bill, 
1951 

Senate  com¬ 
mittee  report, 
1951 

Amendment, 

1951 

GRANTS 

Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for 

research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects _ _  .. 

$3, 820, 000 

$7, 416, 000 

$3, 820,  non 

$3, 820, 000 

$4,  420,  ono 

$11,120,000 

(b)  Research  fellowships.. . . . 

300, 000 

300, 000 

300, 000 

300, 000 

300, 000 

1, 300, 000 

(c)  Construction  of  research  facilities: 

Obligational  cash _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1,600,000 

8, 000, 000 

0 

0 

0 

18,000,000 

Liquidating  cash  _ _ _ _ 

0 

4, 309,  000 

4, 459, 000 

4, 459, 000 

4, 459, 000 

4, 459, 000 

Contract  authority .  . 

4, 459, 000 

10, 000, 000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(d)  Expansion  of  teaching  of  medical  subjects  relating  to  heart  diseases: 

Obligational  cash . . . . . . 

741,000 

420,  000 

n 

0 

0 

800,000 

Liquidating  cash... . .  . . 

0 

741, 000 

741, 000 

741, 000 

741,000 

741,000 

Contract  authority . . . . . . 

741, 000 

1, 161,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(e)  Training  stipends: 

Obligational  cash  . . . . . . . . 

150, 000 

150,  000 

0 

0 

0 

500,000 

Liquidating  cash.  _ _ _ 

0 

150, 000 

150, 000 

150, 000 

150, 000 

150,000 

Contract  authority . .  . 

150,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  control  activities _ 

2, 000, 000 

2, 000, 000 

2,000,000 

2,000,000 

2, 000, 000 

3,000,000 

DIRECT  OPERATIONS 

Research . . . . . . . 

1, 407, 939 

2, 010,  000 

1, 830, 354 

1,830,354 

1, 830, 354 

1, 830, 354 

Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants _ _ 

67,  S46 

72,  407 

72,407 

72, 407 

72,  407 

72,  407 

(b)  Technical  assistance  to  States . . 

437,  000 

445,  000 

445, 000 

445,000 

445,  000 

445, 000 

(c)  Administration.. . . . . . . 

219, 715 

401,  593 

221,  239 

221,  239 

221,  239 

221,  239 

id)  Pay  increases _ _ _ 

68,000 

122,  600 

111,  000 

111,000 

111,000 

111,000 

Total  obligational  cash.. . . . 

10,  811,500 

21,  337,  600 

8,  800,  000 

8,  800, 000 

9,  400,  000 

37, 400, 000 

Total  contract  authority . . . 

5,350,000 

11, 161,  000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total  obligational  authority _ _ _ _ _ 

16, 161, 500 

32,  498,  600 

8,  800, 000 

8,  800, 000 

9, 400, 000 

37,  -WO,  000 

Liquidating  cash . . . 

0 

5,  200,  000 

5,  350,  000 

5,  350,  000 

5, 350,  000 

5, 350, 000 

Grand  total _ _ _  _ 

16, 161,  500 

37, 698,\600 

14, 150,  000 

14, 150, 000 

14,  750,  000 

42, 750, 000 

Dental  health  activities,  Public  Health  Service,  1951  budget 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Bureau  of 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

House  bill, 
1951 

Senate  com¬ 
mittee  report, 
1951 

Amendments, 

1951 

GRANTS 

1.  Grants  to  dental  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for  re¬ 
search  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects. 

$200, 000 
35,000 

0 

0 

$810, 000 
130, 000 

$250, 000 
75,000 

0 

0 

$225,  000 

$250, 000 

(b)  Research  fellowships _ _  _ 

75,000 

(c)  Traineeships . 

0 

0 

(d)  Construction  grants . 

0 

0 

DIRECT  OPERATIONS 

1.  Research _ 

227, 700 
100,000 

14,900 
1,241,600 
77,500 
47,  300 
64,000 

2.  Construction  of  research  facilities 

1,900,000 

15,225 
1, 284,  000 
150, 000 

0 

-  15, 225 
1,214,  000 
115,000 

0 

15,225 
1,214,000 
115,  000 

3.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants.... 

15,225 
1, 214,  000 
115,000 

15, 225 

( b )  Technical  assistance  to  States 

(c)  Coordination  and  development  of  dental  resources..  . 

115,000 
51, 550 

(d)  Administration . 

4.  Pay  increases _ 

88,  655 

Total . 

2  008  OOO 

1950 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  remain¬ 
der  of  my  address  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  remain¬ 
der  of  Mr.  Magnuson’s  address  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

These  medical  advances,  it  should  be  borne 
In  mind,  were  the  fruit  of  long-time,  obscure, 
basic  research  done  in  prewar  years.  Sir 
Alexander  Fleming  first  noticed  the  anti¬ 
biotic  effect  of  penicillin  in  1929.  He  was 
not  looking  for  anything  to  kill  germs  effec¬ 
tively.  He  was  a  fungus  expert — a  mycolo¬ 
gist — studying  obscure  mold  growths. 

We  must  support  the  Flemings  now  at 
work  on  basic  medical  research  in  this 
country. 

We  are  fortunate  in  that  the  results  of 
medical  research  are  applicable  both  to  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  population  against  such  dis¬ 
eases  as  cancer,  heart  disease,  and  mental 
health  and  to  defense  measures.  Basic 
studies  of  human  reactions  are  applicable 
to  the  problems  of  individuals  and  to  mass 
reactions,  such  as  mass  panic.  Basic  studies 
of  the  action  of  ionizing  radiation  upon  cells 
are  applicable  to  cancer  research  and  to  pro¬ 
tection  against  atomic-bomb  radiation. 
Basic  studies  of  the  transfer  of  liquid  across 
body  membranes  are  applicable  to  heart  dis¬ 
ease  and  to  treatment  of  burns.  Basic 
studies  of  the  nutritional  requirements  of 
bacteria  and  other  micro-organisms  are  ap¬ 
plicable  both  to  protection  against  bacterio¬ 
logical  warfare  and  to  protection  against 
venereal  disease,  tuberculosis,  tropical  dis¬ 
eases,  and  other  diseases  that  affect  persons 
in  civilian  life. 

More  important,  the  specific  investigations 
needed  for  specific  military  medical  pur¬ 
poses  cannot  be  effective  unless  they  stem 
from  accelerated  basic  research. 

The  medical  research  programs  now  under 
way  in  ..the  Nation’s  laboratories  and  hos¬ 
pitals,  with  the  aid  of  Federal  funds  distrib¬ 
uted  through  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  are  the  vehicles  for  pressing  ahead 
on  a  national  medical  research  effort. 

There  is  another  most  significant  reason 
for  a  stepped-up  medical  research  effort. 
Fully  half  of  the  medical  research  carried 
on  by  all  medical  schools  of  the  Nation  is 
done  by  10  institutions.  That  is  no  criticism 
of  them,  but  the  fact  remains  that  we  have  a 
militarily  vulnerable  medical  research  organ¬ 
ization. 

We  need  more  new  medical  research  facili¬ 
ties  to  give  us  a  strong  regional  research 
structure  for  peace.  We  have  a  strong  obli¬ 
gation  to  disperse  this  structure.  Compared 
with  industrial  installations,  medical  re¬ 
search  facilities  are  cheap.  This  part  of  the 
economy  can  and  should  be  diversified,  both 
for  scientific  productivity  and  for  national 
defense.  But  to  do  a  bold  and  effective  job 
far  more  is  needed  than  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  approved  for  this  purpose. 

Research  is  uniquely  tied  to  the  capabili¬ 
ties  of  individuals.  All  the  facilities — all 
the  equipment — are  useless  without  highly 
trained  manpower.  Adequate  training  fa¬ 
cilities  and  adequate  fellowships  for  the  most 
able  are  critically  important  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  strong  national  medical  research 
effort.  The  demands  for  trained  medical  re¬ 
search  men  will  grow  heavier  over  the  next 
few  years.  To  produce  these  men  in  time 
we  must  start  training  them  now. 

In  calling  for  increased  Federal  support 
for  medical  research,  I  do  not  propose  that 
private  sources  of  support  be  squeezed  out. 
It  is  vitally  important  that  the  support  for 
research  be  diversified.  The  major  private 
health  organizations  of  the  Nation  support 
expanded  Federal  aid  to  medical  research. 
Their  goals — prevention  and  control  of  spe¬ 
cific  diseases  and  groups  of  diseases — are 


aided  by  Federal  support  for  research  in  non- 
Federal  institutions. 

All  that  I  have  said  can  be  summarized 
quickly — expanded  medical  research  is  the 
means  of  cutting  Federal  expenditures:  ex¬ 
panded  medical  research  is  essential  to  the 
protection  of  the  Nation. 

We  have  been  faced  recently  with  depress¬ 
ing  examples  of  critical  shortages  dub  to  lack 
of  foresight,  arid  to  errors  of  judgment  trace¬ 
able  to  defective  intelligence. 

Why  should  we,  when  the  logic  is  so  clear 
and  when  advice  from  the  best  qualified 
sources  is  unanimous,  make  a  mistake  by 
failing  to  expand  medical  research? 

Need  we,  with  our  eyes  open,  invite  a  scien¬ 
tific  Pearl  Harbor  when  the  other  course  of 
action  is  clear? 

If  we  are  to  have  peace,  failure  to  expand 
medical  research  now  will  prove  to  be  waste¬ 
ful  and  cruel. 

If  we  have  war,  failure  to  expand  medical 
research  now  will  prove  to  be  a  blunder  that 
will  weigh  heavily  upon  the  conscience  of  all 
of  us,  and  heavily  on  our  national  budget 
also, 

I  propose  that  the  appropriation  of  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  be  increased  from  the  $15,750.- 
000  proposed  by  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  to  $79,750,000.  I  further  propose  that 
this  increase  of  $64,000,000  be  allocated  by  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  as  follows: 
$17,000,000  to  the  National  Cancer  Institute; 
$16,000,000  to  the  National  Institute  of  Men¬ 
tal  Health:  $28,000,000  to  the  National  Heart 
Institute;  and  $3,000,000  to  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Dental  Research. 

NATIONAL  CANCER  INSTITUTE 

Mr.  President,  up  to  this  point  in  my  re¬ 
marks  I  have  been  presenting  the  general 
argument  for  the  amendment.  For  the  next 
few  minutes  I  want  to  speak  specifically  on 
the  $17,000,000  increase  we  are  requesting  for 
the  National  Cancer  Institute. 

First,  let  me  explain  the  composition  of  the 
$17,000,000  increase;  $7,212,500  is  to  finance 
additional  grant  for  research  projects;  $250,- 
000  is  for  additional  research  fellowships; 
$9,000,000  is  for  construction  of  research  fa¬ 
cilities— the  committee  recommendation 
contains  no  funds  for  construction;  $375,000 
is  for  grants  for  training  stipends;  $44,000 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
Record  a  copy  of  a  letter  and  enclosure 
which  I  sent  to  Senators  today  under  the 
signature  of  myself  and  that  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives]  on  the 
tax-saving  feature  of  the  proposed 
amendment. 

There  being  :io  objection,  the  letter 
and  enclosure  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

United  States  Senate, 

Committee  on 

Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

July  17,  1950. 

Dear  Senator  :  Many  Senators  believe  that 
the  appropriations  for  National  Cancer  In¬ 
stitute,  Mental  Health  Activities,  National 
Heart  Institute,  and  Dental  Health  Activities 


is  for  direct  research;  and  $118,500  for  other 
activities  worked  on  directly  by  the  Cancer 
Institute  itself. 

Most  of  my  colleagues  know  the  pioneering 
I  have  done  in  the  cancer  field  and  my  con¬ 
tinued  interest  in  the  program.  Most  of  you 
have  supported  appropriations  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute.  Your  action,  my 
action,  is  based  on  the  conviction  that  medi¬ 
cal  research  can  lick  this  disease. 

In  1948,  197,000  Americans  died  of  cancer 
and  other  malignant  tumors.  Cancer  is  the 
No.  2  killer  of  the  Nation. 

In  addition  to  those  who  died  in  1948, 
930,000  citizens  suffered  from  cancer.  The 
National  Cancer  Institute,  exclusive  of  con¬ 
struction  funds,  was  able  to  spend  only  $32.48 
per  death  to  finance  research  against  this 
killer. 

In  1948  we  appropriated  $73,860,000  for  re¬ 
search  in  control  and  cure  of  plant  and  ani¬ 
mal  diseases.  Of  this  amount  $46,000,000  was 
appropriated  to  finance  the  campaign  in 
Mexico  for  control  and  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease. 

We  appropriated  less  than  $20,000,000  for 
cancer  research.  Apparently  we  were  willing 
to  spend  over  twice  as  much  for  research  on 
cattle  as  for  research  on  human  beings. 

Unless  the  appropriation  for  the  National 
Cancer  Institute  is  increased,  applications 
totaling  approximately  $13,000,000  for  con¬ 
struction  alone,  from  18  States  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia — applications  representing 
28  institutions  will  have  to  be  rejected.  This 
list  includes  two  from  my  own  State. 

The  University  of  Washington,  with  its 
newly  established  medical  school  has  applied 
for  a  $900,000  grant.  The  Northwest  Cancer 
Institute,  under  the  able  direction  of  Mr. 
Simeon  T.  Cantril,  has  requested  $738,000  to 
get  its  project  under  way.  Neither  of  these 
sums  can  be  granted  unless  the  appropriation 
for  cancer  research  is  increased. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  list  show¬ 
ing  cancer  research  construction  grants 
awarded  since  December  1947,  a  list  of  pend¬ 
ing  construction  grant  applications  and  a 
list  of  institutions  by  States  which  have  ex¬ 
pressed  their  intention  to  apply  for  construc¬ 
tion  funds. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  we  have  offered. 


recommended  by  the  Senate  committee,  in 
the  omnibus  bill,  are  inadequate — are  in¬ 
sufficient  to  insure  the  volume  and  quality 
of  research  contemplated  by  the  Congress 
when  authorizing  legislation  was  enacted. 
Last  Friday  14  of  us  introduced  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  rectify  this  situation.  We  antici¬ 
pate  others  will  join  us  as  cosponsors  before 
the  amendment  is  called  up  this  week. 

Medical  and  biological  research  bear  a 
direct  relationship  to  national  security.  The 
men  we  train,  the  research  we  perform,  the 
facilities  we  construct  under  the  cancer, 
mental  health,  heart,  and  dental  health  pro¬ 
grams  will  be  as  indispensable  in  event  of 
another  world  conflict  as  they  are  to  the 
physical  and  mental  well-being  of  our  people 
in  peacetime. 

The  economic  effect  of  chronic  disease, 
with  prolonged  illness,  upon  the  homes  of 
the  Nation  is  devastating.  Through  research 


Appropriations  fact  sheet  ( National  Health  1  nstitutes  amendment) 


1950 

comparable 

amount 

1951 

House  bill 

1951 

Senate  bill 

1951 
citizens 
committee  1 

National  Cancer  Institute . . . . . 

$25, 000, 486 
10,  748, 890 
16, 161.  500 
2,  008,  000 

$20, 086, 000 

9,  944,  000 
14, 150,  000 

2, 040, 000 

$20, 686, 000 
10,  000,  000 
14,  750, 000 

2, 140, 000 

$37, 686 
26,000 
42, 750 
5, 140 

Mental  health  activities _ _ 

Dental  health  activities . . . 

1  This  committee  is  composed  of  outstanding  citizens  who  have  seen  the  need  for  and  the  benefits  emanating  from 
medical  research.  Last  year  the  Senate  voted  the  funds  recommended  by  this  committee. 

This  year’s  amendment  follows  the  same  pattern 
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our  national-health  bill  can  be  reduced;  the 
health  of  the  Nation  increased.  Many  of  the 
contagious  diseases  most  feared  25  years 
ago  have  been  conquered. 

The  Nation’s  great  killers — cancer  and 
heart — and  mental  illness  continue  to  fill 
our  institutions.  The  individuals  and  homes 
afflicted  speak  out  for  adequately  financed 
cancer,  heart,  mental,  and  dental  research 
programs. 

We  invite  your  support  and  respectfully 
direct  your  attention  to  the  enclosures. 

Best  personal  regards, 

Sincerely, 

Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Pacts  on  the  Magnuson  Amendment — Tax 
Savings  and  National  Defense 

I.  What  the  amendment  does: 

„  Expands  basic  medical  research,  the  train¬ 
ing  of  medical  research  scientists,  and  the 
construction  of  medical  research  facilities  in 
non-Pederal  hospitals,  medical  schools,  and 
universities  by  $64,000,000  *  *  *  for  the 

immediate  purpose  of  reducing  the  tax  cost 
of  medical  care  and  providing  a  strong  med¬ 
ical  and  research  structure  for  defense. 

II.  Why  the  amendment  is  proposed: 

(a)  To  cut  Federal  and  State  medical  care 
expenditure. 

Medical  research  is  the  only  means  of 
reducing  the  growing  Federal  burden  of  med¬ 
ical  care  costs,  which  now  exceed  $1,000,000,- 
000  per  year. 

A  10  percent  reduction  in  Federal  and  State 
mental  health  expenditures  alone  by  re¬ 


search  would  save  $45,000,000  per  year  in 
taxes. 

(b)  To  strengthen  national  defense. 

Medical  research  on  a  vast  scale  will  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  event  of  war — 

To  protect  us  against  bacteriological  war¬ 
fare. 

To  provide  effective  burn  and  radiation 
medical  measures. 

To  combat 'tropical  diseases. 

To  deal  with  physical  problems  of  high¬ 
speed,  high-altitude  flight. 

Medical  research  must  be  done,  facilities 
built,  and  medical  scientists  trained  before 
the  emergency  hits. 

The  Nation’s  medical  research  plant  is  in¬ 
adequate. 

The  Nation  has  too  few  medical  scientists. 

The  Nation’s  medical  research  structure  is 
too  concentrated  (half  of  all  medical  school 
research  is  done  in  10  institutions). 

Medical  research  is  defense  research. 

Cancer  radiation  research  is  atomic  bomb 
casualty  research. 

Heart  research  on  fluid  balance  in  the  body 
is  burn  casualty  research. 

Basic  research  on  the  endocrine  system  is 
research  on  stress  in  battle. 

Mental  health  research  on  mass  hysteria 
is  research  on  war  panic. 

Basic  research  on  microbes  and  viruses  is 
research  on  bacteriological  warfare  protec¬ 
tion. 

Training  medical  research  scientists  now 
provides  a  backlog  of  trained  people  for  war 
research. 


Appropriations  fact  sheet  (National  Health  Institutes  amendment) 


1950  compa¬ 
rable  amount 

1951  House 
bill 

1951  Senate 
bill 

1951  citizens 
committee  1 

National  Cancer  Institute... . . 

$25, 000, 486 
10,  748,  890 
10, 161,  500 
2,  008,  000 

$20, 086,  000 
9,  944,  000 
14, 150,  000 
2,  040,  000 

$20, 686,  000 
10, 000, 000 
14,  750,  000 

2, 140.  000 

$37, 6S6, 000 
26, 000, 000 
42,  750,  000 
5, 140,  000 

Mental  health  activities _ .... 

National  Heart  Institute.. . . 

Dental  health  activities . . . 

1  This  committee  is  composed  of  outstanding  citizens  who  have  seen  the  need  for  and  the  benefits  emanating  from 
medical  research.  Last,  year  the  Senate  voted  the  funds  recommended  by  this  committee.  This  year’s  amendment 
follows  the  same  pattern. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  report  of  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee,  page 
72,  states  that  there  is  allowed  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $11,000,000  in  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  including  the  can¬ 
cer,  heart,  and  mental  health  activities. 

While  it  is  true  that  the  actual  cash 
appropriated  for  these  institutes  shows 
an  increase  of  approximately  $11,000,000, 
an  analysis  of  the  items  indicates  that 
there  is  an  effective  decrease  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $12,000,000  in  obligations  author¬ 
ized. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  statement  and  the  at¬ 
tached  tabulation  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  tablatiori  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

This  reduction  of  $12,000,000  in  obligations 
authorized  is  brought  about  by  the  cash 
necessary  to  liquidate  obligations  incurred 
in  prior  years  and  the  contract  authority 
granted  in  the  1950  appropriation,  princi¬ 
pally  for  construction  grants,  which  is  not 
continued  in  the  1951  appropriation  bill.  In 
summary,  the  comparison  between  1950  and 
1C51  is  as  follows: 


1950 

1951 

Cash  appropriations . . 

$52, 156, 013 

$63,  326,  000 

Deduct  cash  necessary  to  liqui- 

date  prior  year  obligations... 

4, 925, 000 

12, 725, 000 

Net  cash  available _ 

47,231,013 

50,601,000 

Contract  authority... . . 

15, 425,  000 

Net  amount  available 

for  obligations . 

62,  656,  013 

£0, 601, 000 

The  above  summary  includes  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  national  institutes  of  health. 
National  Cancer  Institute,  National  Institute 
of  Mental  Health,  National  Heart  Institute, 
dental-health  activities,  and  $100,000  appro¬ 
priated  in  1950  for  plans  and  specifications 
for  a  building  for  the  National  Institute  of 
Dental  Research. 

Statement  comparing  1950  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health  appropriations  with  1951 
allowances  by  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee 


1950  com¬ 
parable 
appropri¬ 
ations 

1951  Sen¬ 
ate  bill 

V 

Cash  appropriation: 

N  ational  Institutes  of  Health. 

National  Cancer  Institute _ 

Mental  health  activities _ 

National  heart  activities _ 

Dental  health  activities _ 

$11, 737, 137 
19,  000,  486 
8,  598,  890 
10,811,500 
2,  008,  000 

$15, 750, 000 
20,  686, 000 
10,000,000 
14,  750,  000 
2, 140,  000 

Total  cash  appropriations. 

52, 156, 013 

63, 326, 000 

Statement  comparing  1950  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health  appropriations  with  1951 
allowances  by  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mit  tee — Continued 


1950  com¬ 
parable 
appropri¬ 
ations 

1951  Sen¬ 
ate  bill 

Deduct  cash  required  to  liqui¬ 
date  prior  year  obligations: 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
National  Cancer  Institute... 

Mental  health  activities _ 

National  Heart  Institute.... 
Dental  health  activities _ 

$4, 175,000 
750,000 

$5, 000, 000 
5, 000,  000 
2,  375,  000 
5, 350, 000 

Total  liquidating  cash _ 

Net  cash  available  for  obligating. 

Contract  authority: 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 
National  Cancer  Institute- 

Mental  health  activities _ 

National  Heart  Institute.... 
Dental  health  activities . 

4.  925,  000 

12,  725,  000 

47,  231,013 

50,  601, 000 

1, 925,  000 
6, 000,  000 
2, 150,  000 
5,  350,  000 

Total  contract  authority.  . 

Total  available  for  obli¬ 
gating . : . . 

15, 425,  000 

62,  656,  013 

50, 601,  000 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  no  question  in  my  mind,  as  I 
stated  in  the  beginning,  that  those  of  us 
who  sponsored  this  amendment  did  so 
with  the  full  realization  that  we  must 
cut  down  what  we  call  nonessential  ex¬ 
penditures.  We  had  many  discussions 
with  those  engaged  in  the  great  worth 
of  research  into  national  health  prob¬ 
lems,  an  activity  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  saving  more  lives  in  one  month, 
if  it  can  be  adequately  developed,  than 
are  lost  in  a  war  in  a  whole  year,  even 
in  great  World  War  H.  After  consulta¬ 
tion  with  those  people  we  have  come  to 
the  conclusion,  and  a  very  serious  con¬ 
clusion,  that  what  is  proposed  is  in  the 
category  of  something  which  must  be 
done  not  only  for  the  health  of  the 
Nation,  but  for  the  defense  of  the  Nation. 

As  I  pointed  out,  it  is  going  to  save 
money  for  the  Federal  Government. 
The  Hoover  report  says,  “Go  ahead  and 
do  more  along  this  line,”  and  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  an  increase  of  research 
by  even  10  percent  would  save  as  much 
money  as  we  are  now  spending  for  the 
whole  research  program. 

The  cost  of  medical  care, to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  and  the  State  govern¬ 
ments  runs  into  billions  of  dollars.  The 
records  show  the  great  increase  in  the 
effectiveness  of  research  in  the  three  dis¬ 
eases  the  appropriation  covers.  So  I  say 
it  is  penny-wise  and  pound-foolish  for 
us  not  to  go  ahead  with  this  program 
in  an  adequate  way. 

The  need  has  been  carefully  pointed 
out  by  the  American  Cancer  Society,  the 
Heart  Institute,  and  by  doctors.  I  have 
many  letters  from  great  research  organ¬ 
izations  pointing  out  that  the  sums  we 
ask  to  have  added  can  be  used  very  ef¬ 
ficiently  on  projects  which  are  now  either 
under  way  or  projects  which  have  been 
approved  in  the  great  research  that  is 
being  undertaken. 

I  point  out  again  that  last  year  the 
House  appropriated  a  great  deal  of 
money  for  cancer  research.  We  had  a 
meeting  with  all  the  same  people  who 
appeared  before  the  House  committee, 
and  cut  out  much  of  the  money  in  the 


1950  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Senate,  because  it  was  said,  “We  cannot 
effectively  spend  that  amount.”  But  this 
year  the  reverse  is  true. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.'  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment.  Furthermore,  there  is  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  fellowships,  and  construction 
grants,  for  which  we  are  asking  appro¬ 
priations.  We  found  that  in  Columbia 
University  there  was  a  fine  project  under 
way,  but  there  was  no  building  in  which 
to  house  it,  and  for  a  very  small  amount 
an  additional  story  can  be  built  on  top 
of  one  of  the  buildings  now  there. 

What  happens  in  research  is  that  one 
man  does  one  thing  at  one  place,  and 
another  conducts  research  along  another 
line  at  another  place,  and  there  is  an¬ 
other  at  some  third  place.  Those  activi¬ 
ties  are  all  correlated,  and  it  was  felt 
that  any  cut  like  that  proposed  would 
slow  up  the  whole  program.  That  is  why 
we  are  asking  for  the  amount  we  have 
stated. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
now? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  the  Senator 
made  the  point  which  I  have  bden  trying 
to  make  all  morning.  He  stated  that  last 
year  it  was  said,  “We  cut  it  out  because 
we  were  not  in  position  to  handle  it.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  my  opinion  that  is 
the  basic  point  the  Senate  should  con¬ 
sider  today;  can  we  use  the  appropria¬ 
tion  if  the  extra  money  is  given? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  is  the  best  opin¬ 
ion  of  all  the  great  organizations,  and 
the  great  men  involved  in  this  worthy 
enterprise,  that  we  can.  We  did  not  set 
this  amount  of  $64,000,000.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray]  knows 
that,  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely]  knows  it.  It  was  a  figure 
set  by  those  in  charge  of  the  research 
movement,  those  who  said,  “We  can  ef¬ 
fectively  spend  it,  and  we  think  the  re¬ 
turn  from  this  extra  amount  will  be 
great.”  I  would  not  know  how  to  ar¬ 
rive  at  a  figure,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
other  Senator  would.  We  are  not  in 
charge  of  these  developments.  It  was 
the  American  Heart  Institute,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Cancer  Society,  the  National  Health 
Institute,  and  those  informed  as  to  the 
necessities,  who  fixed  the  figure.  I  have 
letters  from  the  presidents  of  at  least 
46  universities  in  which  projects  are 
either  now  being  processed,  or,  if  they 
have  no  projects  ready  to  go,  in  which 
projects  have  been  approved,  and  these 
men  say  that  they  agree  on  this  over-all 
amount. 

As  I  have  said,  we  ourselves  did  not 
set  the  figure.  We  would  not  know  how 
to  arrive  at  it.  These  organizations  and 
men  think  they  can  use  effectively  the 
appropriation  provided  by  the  amend¬ 
ment,  but  they  are  afraid  that  with  the 
amount  now  in  the  bill  certain  segments 
of  the  work  would  be  cut  out,  and  the 
whole  program  might  bog  down. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  yield  the  floor 
now.  I  know  several  others  Senators 
want  time,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  time  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York,  unless  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico  desires  to  speak 
at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  has  just  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  15  minutes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  did  not  know  the 
Senator-  from  New  Mexico  wanted  to 
speak. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  shall  get  some  time 
from  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  LEHMAN;  I  doubt  if  I  shall  speak 
more  than  10  minutes,  certainly  not 
more  than  15. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  speak  on  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Washington  and  others  dealing  with 
funds  for  research  in  cancer,  heart  dis¬ 
ease,  and  mental  hygiene. 

I  consider  the  proposed  expenditure 
a  defense  expenditure,  a  measure  which 
will  help  in  our  defense  during  the  years 
that  lie  immediately  ahead  of  us,  and 
in  our  defense  and  security  over  the 
years  ahead. 

I  am  interested  in  all  matters  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  health,  and  therefore  the  wel¬ 
fare,  of  our  people,  but  I  am  perhaps 
more  familiar  with  the  problems  of  men¬ 
tal  hygiene  than  with  any  other.  As 
Governor  of  New  York,  I  devoted  much 
time  and  thought  to  the  problems  of 
the  unfortunate  men,  women,  and  chil¬ 
dren  suffering  from  mental  diseases.  I 
had  the  opportunity,  during  the  10  years 
I  was  Governor,  to  visit  frequently  each 
one  of  our  great  State  hospitals.  In 
that  way  I  was  able  to  observe  the  care 
that  was  given  to  the  patients,  the  cus¬ 
todial  responsibilities  of  the  State,  the 
research  work  that  was  being  carried 
on,  and  the  amount  of  study  and 
thought  that  was  being  given  to  this 
great  problem. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  people  gen¬ 
erally  do  not  realize  the  size  and  the 
social  and  economic  implications  of  this 
problem.  I  wonder  whether  people  gen¬ 
erally  know  that  today  8,500,000  per¬ 
sons  in  the  United  States  suffer  from 
mental  disorders.  The  impact  of  this 
fact  on  the  social  and  economic  life  of 
the  Nation  is  almost  unimaginable;  cer¬ 
tainly  it  is  not  possible  to  overestimate 
the  importance  of  it. 

I  wonder  whether  the  Members  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  people  generally,  know 
that  from  30  to  40  percent  of  all  patients 
seen  by  doctors  have  complaints  which 
are  due  to  emotional  disorders.  I  won¬ 
der  if  they  know  that  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Veterans’  Administration 
hospital  patients  are  psychiatric  cases. 
I  wonder  if  they  have  given  thought  to 
the  fact  that  the  nonhospitalized  men¬ 
tally  ill  are  a  very  important  factor  in 
crime,  delinquency,  and  other  social 
problems. 

Figures  have  been  given  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Washington 
which  were  contained  in  the  Hoover  re¬ 
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port,  showing  that  the  cost  of  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  State  hospitals  was  approxi¬ 
mately  $350,000,000.  That  is  a  stagger¬ 
ing  figure,  but  if  it  errs,  I  think  it  errs 
on  the  conservative  side.  In  New  York 
State  alone  in  the  institutions  conducted 
by  the  State,  there  are  115,000  mentally 
ill  patients.  One  hundred  and  seven 
million  dollars  is  provided  in  the  budget 
of  the  State  of  New  York  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  mental  hygiene  depart¬ 
ment.  Of  this,  $88,000,000  is  merely  for 
the  upkeep  of  State  institutions.  I 
point  out  that  the  amount  contained 
in  the  State  budget  for  the  mental  hy¬ 
giene  department,  $107,000,000,  repre¬ 
sents  more  than  one-third  of  the  entire 
administrative  budget  of  the  State  for 
all  purposes. 

In  addition  to  that  the  State  of  New 
York  alone  has  upward  of  $500,000,000 
invested  in  these  institutions.  I  stated 
that  there  were  115,000  mentally  ill  pa¬ 
tients  in  the  institutions,  but  there  are 
several  times  that  number  who  are  not 
hospitalized,  or  hospitalized  in  private 
institutions.  Just  think  of  the  vastness 
of  that  number — from  300,000  to  400,000 
mentally  ill  patients  in  the  State  of  New 
York  alone.  And  that  is  the  number  in 
only  one  State  of  the  Union,  even  though, 
of  course,  it  is  the  largest  and  has  the 
greatest  population. 

Our  State  has  sought  to  do  its  duty 
by  the  mentally  ill.  New  York  has  rec¬ 
ognized  its  responsibility.  But  in  my 
opinion  the  State  cannot  do  more  than 
it  is  doing  now  even  though  there  is 
great  wealth  in  the  Empire  State. 

The  State — and  I  speak  now  of  New 
York,  but  I  have  no  doubt  the  same  situ¬ 
ation  obtains  in  other  States  of  the 
Union — is,  I  believe,  giving  good  custo¬ 
dial  care,  but  I  want  to  point  out  that 
relatively  little  progress  had  been  made 
until  the  past  few  years  either  in  the 
prevention  of  mental  disease  or  the  cure 
of  mentally-ill  patients.  And  even  now, 
the  progress  in  research  work  carried  on 
in  the  State  of  New  York — and  I  am  sure 
my  remarks  will  carry  the  same  weight 
in  respect  to  every  other  State — is  very 
slow  and  relatively  insignificant. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  matter  the  Sena¬ 
tor  is  now  discussing  is  in  my  opinion  of 
extreme  importance.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  is  not  an  item  which  is  be¬ 
ing  discussed  in  connection  with  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  which  is  more  worthy  of  consid¬ 
eration  by  this  body  than  that  of  mental 
hygiene  research.  We  owe  a  greater  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  the  mentally  ill,  or  those 
who  are  likely  to  become  mentally  ill, 
than  we  do  to  a  man  who  can  take  care 
of  and  protect  himself.  I  believe  our 
duty  in  such  cases  is  even  greater  than 
in  other  cases.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  New  York  is  discussing  the  subject. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  realize,  of  course, 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
the  deepest  sympathy  for  those  who  are 
in  such  unhappy  condition,  and  has  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  problem  involved, 
and  desires  to  help  in  every  way  possi¬ 
ble.  There  is  no  question  in  my  mind 
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about  that  at  all.  But  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  a  few  moments  ago  raised 
the  question  as  to  how  we  will  obtain  the 
human  material  to  carry  on  this  work. 

Let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  that  at  the  outbreak  of 
World  War  II,  as  he  knows,  there  was  a 
great  shortage  of  nurses.  It  seemed  al¬ 
most  impossible  to  recruit  or  train  a  suf¬ 
ficient  number  to  care  for  the  needy. 
Then,  through  action  by  the  Congress  of 
the  Un'ted  States,  and  the  President  and 
with  the  enthusiastic  support  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  funds  were  made 
available  to  the  Public  Health  Service 
for  the  recruitment  and  the  training  of 
volunteer  nurses.  During  the  course  of 
the  war  we  trained — I  do  not  have  the 
exact  figures,  but  my  recollection  is — 
somewhere  between  fifty  and  one  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  nurses.  Even  that  num¬ 
ber  did  not  take  care  of  all  our  needs. 
Eut  it  certainly  helped  not  only  during 
the  war  years  but  during  the  years  since 
the  war. 

Furthermore,  I  may  say  that  there  are 
a  great  number  of  individuals  who  wait 
today  to  be  trained  for  the  medical  pro¬ 
fession,  in  surgery,  internal  medicine,  or 
psychiatry.  I  can  testify  to  the  fact  that 
I  have  tried  to  have  placed  in  good  med¬ 
ical  schools  scores  and  scores  of  well- 
qualified  young  men  and  women  who 
could  not  be  accepted,  merely  because 
there  was  a  lack  of  facilities,  both  of 
soace  and  of  teachers.  Those  individ¬ 
uals  are  anxious  to  be  trained.  They  are 
anxious  to  take  up  the  medical  profes¬ 
sion  and  to  accept  their  responsibilities 
in  the  field  of  research. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  recall  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico,  and  I  know  he 
remembers  it  as  vividly  as  I  do,  that 
several  years  ago  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  and  I  watched  a  pitiful  proces¬ 
sion  of  young  men  from  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  and  surrounding  territory,  who 
appeared  before  us  as  members  of  a  sub¬ 
committee  to  voice  their  complaints.  In 
many  cases  the  real  complaint  was  that 
the  Government  was  not  doing  the  job 
in  the  veterans’  hospital  in  Albuquerque 
in  regard  to  mental  disorders.  They 
were  all  men  who  had  been  incarcerated 
by  the  Japanese  for  many  months,  and 
who  had  suffered  from  malnutrition. 
Many  of  them  were  cases  who  needed 
help.  Had  we  had  the  right  kind  of  re¬ 
search  at  the  inception  of  their  treat¬ 
ment,  that  is,  immediately  after  they 
were  brought  back  to  the  United  States, 
they  having  fought  and  suffered  at  Ba¬ 
taan,  the  Senator  and  I  would  not  have 
had  to  sit  and  watch  that  pitiful  parade 
go  by. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Will  the  Senator 
from  New  York  yield  before  he  proceeds 
any  further? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course,  like  every 
other  normal  human  being,  I  am  in¬ 
tensely  interested  in  seeing  that  every¬ 
thing  possible  is  done  to  mitigate  the 
ravages  of  the  four  diseases  in  question, 
which  have  been  so  hurtful  to  our  people. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  world  I  would  not 
be  willing  to  do  if  we  would  have  a  rea¬ 


sonable  chance  of  helping  those  suffer¬ 
ing  from  such  diseases,  and  diminishing 
the  number  of  those  who  are  suffering 
from  the  diseases.  But  if  not  enough 
help  has  been  rendered,  simply  because 
we  have  not  appropriated  sufficient 
money,  how  does  the  Senator  explain 
that  those  who  came  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  and  testified,  and  received  ap¬ 
propriations  for  research  and  treatment 
of  the  diseases,  have  $780,206  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  year’s  appropriation  which  they  have 
not  spent  and  will  not  spend? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
can  explain  that. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MA  GNUSON.  That  is  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  projects  which  must  be 
set  up  are  very  complex.  The  National 
Health  Institute  tells  me  that  the  panel 
of  advisory  scientists  and  doctors  had 
not  approved  all  these  items,  and  that 
last  year  there  was  very  slow  progress  in 
approval  being  made  of  the  items  be¬ 
cause  sufficient  personnel  was  not  avail¬ 
able.  But  I  have  placed  in  the  Record, 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
all  the  items  that  have  been  approved. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  heard  them  read 
a  while  ago. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes ;  that  was  what 
they  told  us.  I  have  no  personal  knowl¬ 
edge  of  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  officials  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  the  Senator  came  before  our 
committee,  and  they  made  no  such  re¬ 
quest  as  is  now  being  made.  Our  com¬ 
mittee  went  even  further  than  those  who 
have  the  matter  in  charge  in  the  depart¬ 
ment  asked  us  to  go.  Tho..e  who  have 
the  matter  in  charge  came  before  us  and 
asked  us  for  $46,320,000  in  connection 
with  the  four  diseases  which  represent 
the  large  requests,  and  the  committee 
gave  them  $1,500,000  more  than  that. 
Those  who  are  going  to  spend  the  money 
for  research  and  other  purposes  came 
before  our  committee  and  told  us  what 
they  wanted.  The  committee  gave  them 
what  they  wanted  and  gave  them  more 
than  they  asked  for.  In  order  to  be  on 
the  safe  side  we  added  another  million 
and  a  half  dollars. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
can  answer  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  They  are  not  ask¬ 
ing  for  the  amount  now  suggested.  They 
are  asking  for  the  budget  estimate.  The 
committee  has  gone  beyond  the  budget 
estimate. 

I  do  not  believe  any  Senator  has  a 
greater  desire  than  I  have  to  help  do 
away  with  cancer,  mental  diseases,  heart 
troubles,  and  diseases  of  all  kinds.  If  it 
can  be  guaranteed  that  the  money  can 
be  spent  in  such  a  way  as  to  bring  even 
to  partial  health  those  who  are  suffering, 
I  should  be  glad  to  accede  to  the  request 
now  being  made.  But  we  have  no  such 
guaranty.  Under  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  we  would  add  $64,000,000  more 
than  the  Department  has  asked,  that 
much  more  than  it  says  it  can  possibly 
spend  for  the  purpose. 

They  admit  they  did  not  spend  what 
we  appropriated  for  them  last  year.  If 
that  be  the  case,  although  we  have  the 
greatest  sympathy  for  their  work — and 
heaven  knows  we  should  have  sympathy 


for  anyone  who  has  any  of  these  four 
diseases — inasmuch  as  the  same  agency 
which  is  going  to  handle  the  money  we 
now  appropriate  in  this  connection  has 
not  been  able  to  spend  what  we  appro¬ 
priated  for  it  heretofore,  I  do  not  see 
the  need  for  adopting  the  Senator's  pro¬ 
posal. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  I  can  answer  the  Senator. 

When  the  representatives  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  appeared  before  the  sub¬ 
committee,  they  were  limited  by  /what 
the  budget  had  approved.  The  budget 
hearings  were  held  many  months  ago. 

In  the  meantime,  various  new  projects 
were  being  established,  and  some  of  them 
are  still  in  the  process  of  being  estab¬ 
lished.  I  know  that  in  my  own  univer¬ 
sity,  work  has  been  continuing  on  a 
project  for  approximately  6  months,  and 
it  has  just  now  been  set  up.  That  proj¬ 
ect  had  been  approved,  but  only  now 
has  it  been  set  up.  When  the  budget 
hearings  were  held,  the  representatives 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  thought 
that  money  was  available  for  those  pur¬ 
poses.  All  these  other  projects  have 
since  come  along;  but  at  the  hearings 
before  the  subcommittee,  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  Public  Health  Service  were 
limited  by  the  estimates  the  budget  had 
approved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  five  more  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  has  only  8  minutes  re¬ 
maining. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  that  other  Senators  wish  to 
speak;  therefore,  I  shall  conclude  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  Senator  finishes  I  shall  yield  some 
of  the  time  available  to  me  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  who  has 
had  charge  of  this  portion  of  the  bill  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  and  has 
done  such  wonderful  work  in  developing 
the  facts  and  making  research  in  that 
connection.  He  has  the  greatest  sympa¬ 
thy,  as  I  have  and  as  every  other  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee  has,  for  such  mat¬ 
ters  ;  and  we  wish  to  do  everything  in  the 
world  we  can  do  for  those  who  are  in 
trouble  because  of  the  incidence  of  the 
diseases  which  have  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  real¬ 
ize  that,  and  I  am  very  grateful  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington  and  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  permitting 
me  to  continue. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  later  yield  20  minutes  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  meantime  I  yield  an  additional  4 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  is  recognized  for  an 
additional  4  minutes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  in  New 
York  aside  from  the  work  of  the  State 
Psychiatric  Institute  and  some  work 
done  in  private  hospitals,  little  progress 
has  been  made  other  than  by  means  of 
the  work  done  through  grants  made  by 
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the  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
of  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Like  other  States,  New  York  has  ben¬ 
efited  greatly  in  its  mental-health  pro¬ 
gram  from  the  annual  grants  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Mental  Health.  Like 
other  States,  we  in  New  York  have  aug¬ 
mented  those  grants  for  preventive  work 
by  means  of  appropriations  made  by  our 
State  legislature.  However,  now  we  find 
that  the  funds  which  thus  far  have  been 
made  available  are  completely  inade¬ 
quate. 

I  wish  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  in 
addition  to  what  the  State  of  New  York 
is  doing,  many  of  the  private  hospitals 
are  seeking  to  be  helpful.  One  great  hos¬ 
pital  in  New  York,  with  which  I  have 
long  been  connected,  has  set  up  a  psy¬ 
chiatric  clinic.  Psychiatrists  work  di¬ 
rectly  in  the  wards  of  the  hospital,  in 
consultation  with  the  doctors  who  are 
treating  the  physical  ailments  of  the 
patients  in  question.  Those  psychiatrists 
interview  patients  and  seek  to  help  the 
patients  who  are  in  the  hospital  because 
of  physical  disorders.  It  has  been  found 
that  this  service  is  of  the  greatest  assist¬ 
ance  in  the  treatment  and  cure  of  pa¬ 
tients  hospitalized  for  physical  ailments. 

The  same  system  is  now  being  insti¬ 
tuted  in  a  great  many  other  hospitals  in 
New  York.  They  are  eager  to  increase 
that  service,  and  are  convinced  that  it 
will  do  a  tremendous  amount  of  good. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  in  the  field  of 
mental  health,  some  of  the  patients  suf¬ 
fer  indescribable  agony.  Some  of  the 
patients  have  been  in  the  State  hospitals 
upward  of  40  years,  and  they  have  no 
hope  or  chance  for  improvement.  Yet 
through  the  help  which  has  come  by 
means  of  research,  even  though  it  has 
been  conducted  on  a  very  limited  scale, 
many  of  the  patients  have  been  improved 
or  completely  cured  through  psychiatric 
treatment  or  by  physical  or  chemical 
treatment,  such  as  insulin  injections, 
electric  shock  treatments,  heat  treat¬ 
ments,  and  similar  procedures. 

What  we  need  beyond  everything  else 
in  connection  with  mental  hygiene — al¬ 
though  of  course  my  remarks  pertain  to 
all  the  other  various  medical  activities — 
is  more  research.  The  amount  of  money 
which  has  been  available  and  which  can 
be  made  available  for  research  by  the 
States  and  by  private  charities  has  been 
completely  inadequate.  It  cannot  be 
increased  to  any  great  extent.  Federal 
grants,  for  which  we  now  are  asking,  are 
the  only  answer. 

As  I  have  said  before,  Mr.  President, 
more  trained  personnel  are  needed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the 
Chair-  inquire  how  much  time  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  yielded  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  gone  to  lunch,  but  he 
asked  me  to  take  time  out  of  his  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Then  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized 
for  whatever  time  he  wishes  to  take,  of 
the  time  available  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
believe  the  Senate  has  had  any  more 


important  items  to  consider  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  an  appropriation  bill  than  the 
ones  now  being  considered.  When  we 
think  of  the  devastating  effects  of  mental 
disease,  heart  disease,  and  cancer,  we 
can  readily  realize  that  the  items  now 
being  considered  are  of  the  utmost  im¬ 
portance  to  humanity  in  everyday  life, 
for  they  result  in  death,  sadness,  torture, 
heartaches,  tribulations  of  all  sorts.  No 
one  realizes  that  more  than  does  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  which 
handled  this  portion  of  the  bill. 

I  wish  all  Senators  had  been  able  to 
attend  the  long  and  thorough  hearings. 
If  so,  they  would  have  had  a  liberal  edu¬ 
cation  in  terms  of  some  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  needs  of  humanity.  We  heard 
many  witnesses.  Outstanding  students 
of  mental  health  appeared  before  our 
subcommittee. 

Among  the  witnesses  were  Miss  Isabel 
Leighton;  Dr.  Arthur  Bunker;  Dr. 
George  Stevenson;  Dr.  Clifton  T.  Per¬ 
kins  ;  Mr.  John  C.  Virden,  an  industrial¬ 
ist  from  Cleveland,  who  had  had  per¬ 
sonal  experience  in  his  industrial  plant 
with  the  results  of  the  lack  of  under¬ 
standing  in  mental  cases;  Dr.  Douglas  D. 
Bond;  and  Dr.  Johan  H.  W.  Van  Ophuij- 
sen,  who  is  a  director  of  the  Creedmoor 
Institute  for  Psychobiologic  Studies,  in 
New  York,  that  being  a  laboratory  on 
mental  'disorders  and  diseases. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is  a  State  insti¬ 
tution. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Other  witnesses  were  Dr.  Arthur  M. 
Sackler  and  Dr.  C.  H.  Hardin  Branch,  of 
the  University  of  Utah  Medical  School. 

Everything  that  others  Senators  have 
said  today  concerning  the  serious  situa¬ 
tion  caused  by  the  lack  of  understanding 
of  mental  cases  is  correct,  Mr.  President. 
At  the  subcommittee  hearings  we  re¬ 
ceived  first-hand  information  from  those 
who  are  dealing  with  the  problem  and 
who  understand  it. 

As  I  have  stated  heretofore  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York,  I  think  we  owe  a 
greater  responsibility  to  persons  afflicted 
with  mental  diseases  than  we  do  even  to 
those  afflicted  with  heart  disease  and 
'cancer,  as  devastating  as  they  are,  be¬ 
cause  persons  afflicted  with  mental  dis¬ 
orders  or  mental  diseases  cannot  help  or 
protect  themselves.  A  person  who  has 
cancer,  or  who  is  suffering  from  a  heart 
condition  can  go  to  a  doctor  and  say, 
“What  can  you  do  for  me?”  and  then 
can  undergo  the  treatment  prescribed. 
The  mental  case  is  different.  The  pa¬ 
tient  is  entirely  dependent  on  the  good 
will,  probably  the  charity,  of  his  neigh¬ 
bors,  his  fellow  citizens,  perhaps  public 
officials.  I  sympathize  to  the  limit  with 
persons  so  afflicted,  and  I  want  to  go 
along  in  doing  the  things  which  should 
be  done  to  help  them.  I  think  ac¬ 
tion  in  that  direction  should  be  a  must. 
The  public  weal,  public  interest,  social 
advancement,  the  existence  of  society  it¬ 
self,  are  all  dependent  upon  what  we 
do  and  the  responsibility  we  assume 
along  the  lines  suggested  by  the  Senators 
who  have  preceded  me  in  this  discussion. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  a  moment  for  a  very  brief 
statement?  I  start  it  by  saying  that  we 
need  more  trained  personnel,  and  I  em¬ 
phasize  that  point,  because  I  think  it  is 


of  the  utmost  importance.  I  want  to 
point  out  again  that  there  are  only  5,000 
trained  psychiatrists  in  the  Nation, 
while  15,000  ( are  needed.  State  hospi¬ 
tals  alone  need  six  times  as  many  psy¬ 
chiatrists  as  they  have.  With  only  5,500 
nurses  in  psychiatric  hospitals,  1.1  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Nations’  nurses  take  care  of 
50  percent  of  its  hospital  beds.  This  sit¬ 
uation,  representing  but  one  aspect  of 
the  need  for  these  funds,  indicates  the 
importance,  the  humanitarian  and  na¬ 
tional  defense  importance,  of  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  reference  to  heart 
research,  I  am  sure-  that  the  country  as 
a  whole  knows  that  among  the  foremost 
authorities  on  research  with  reference 
to  the  heart  are  Dr.  Jones,  medical  direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Helen  Hay  Whitney  Founda¬ 
tion,  and  Dr.  Paul  D.  White,  clinical 
professor  of  medicine.  Harvard  Univer¬ 
sity.  From  the  professions  engaged  in 
that  line  of  endeavor  those  two  doctors, 
among  others,  appeared  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  But  we  also  had  Mr.  Citizen 
come  before  the  committee  to  talk  of 
the  devasting  effects  of  the  lack  of  re¬ 
search  and  understanding  of  heart  con¬ 
ditions  and  heart  diseases.  We  had  such 
persons  as  Mrs.  Arthur  Baer  and  Miss 
Gloria  Swanson,  who  came  of  their  own 
accord.  They  were  not  subpenaed. 
They  came  at  their  own  expense,  and 
testified  concerning  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  the  150,000,000  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  So  we  know  about  the  heart  sit¬ 
uation.  Others  came  and  talked  about 
cancer  and  other  matters,  including  den¬ 
tal  research.  The  committee  was  en¬ 
tirely  convinced  that  what  they  were 
stating  was  correct,  and  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  to  take  its  responsibility  and 
do  what  was  right. 

How  do  we  view  it?  I  happen  to  be 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  Other 
members  of  the  subcommittee  are  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar],  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland],  and  other  Senators. 
Being  sympathetic  toward  the  subject 
and  wanting  to  cooperate,  we  worked 
harder  than  ever,  as  evidenced  by  the 
record,  before  we  marked  that  bill.  So 
I  shall  try  in  the  next  few  minutes  to 
give  the  Senate  the  history  of  the  work 
of  the  committee  in  connection  with  this 
subject,  a  statement  of  what  we  have 
heretofore  done,  a  statement  of  what 
the  House  has  heretofore  done,  and  what 
the  Congress  has  heretofore  done.  I 
shall  refer  to  the  record  which  has  been 
made,  as  I  have  stated,  by  those  who  de¬ 
sire  that  the  program  go  forward. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senatof  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  A  moment  ago  there 
was  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  the  United 
States  Public  Health  agency  supported 
in  substance  the  amendment  which  is 
before  the  Senate  at  the  present  time, 
and  there  was  some  observation  as  to 
whether  the  funds  which  had  previously 
been  made  available  by  the  Congress  had 
been  employed.  The  suggestion  was 
made,  as  I  understood,  by  the  distin- 
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guished  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
the  agency  itself  did  not  think  more 
funds  could  be  employed.  Merely  by 
reference  to  the  hearings  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Van  Slyke, 
beginning  on  page  492,  I  observe  that  at 
page  494,  Dr.  Van  Slyke,  speaking  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  said: 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  answer  to  your  inquiry, 
I  can  say  that  the  $3,820,000  will  suffice  for 
carrying  on  projects  already  being  supported 
and  which  should  he  carried  on  in  the  next 
fiscal  year. 

Then,  on  page  495,  Dr.  Van  Slyke  says: 

X  appreciate  the  interest  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  this  particular  problem,  and  re¬ 
cognize  that  there  are  economic  considera¬ 
tions  beyond  our  own  particular  interests. 
But  we  did  ask  for  a  larger  amount  of  funds 
than  this  for  research  grants.  We  feel  that 
heart  disease,  which  is  the  No.  1  killer  in  the 
country,  which  bids  fair  to  respond  to  re¬ 
search  activities  so  we  could  cut  down  the 
toll  of  death  and  incapacity  from  it,  justi¬ 
fies  our  asking  this  committee  to  spend  or 
to  appropriate  more  money  so  we  could  at¬ 
tack  the  problem  more  vigorously. 

Later,  at  the  middle  of  page  495,  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  said: 

Very  good.  We  do  not  want  to  get  the 
agency  in  wrong  with  the  Budget  Bureau, 
but  we  still  would  like  to  know  what  you 
gentlemen  who  are  doing  this  work  which 
we  have  authorized  you  to  do,  and  which 
you  are  carrying  on,  think  that  is  necessary. 
We  would  like  to  know  what  is  necessary. 

On  page  500  of  the  hearings  Dr.  Van 
Slyke  submitted  an  estimate  of  what  the 
National  Heart  Institute,  for  example, 
would  like  to  have,  and  it  carries  a  $33,- 
000,000  request,  far  in  excess  of  what 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  allowed.  That 
estimate,  submitted  by  the  National  In¬ 
stitute,  plus  the  new  requests  which  have 
come  in,  made  by  the  Citizen’s  Commit¬ 
tee,  a  group  of  experts  in  the  respective 
fields,  which  is  in  the  amendment  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate. 

If  I  may,  I  should  like  to  add  that,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Surgeon  General,  Dr. 
Scheele,  last  year,  the  Heart  Institute, 
for  instance,  not  only  used  up  all  Con¬ 
gress  made  available  to  them,  which  was 
the  largest  appropriation  they  had  ever 
had,  a  total  of  about  $16,000,000,  includ¬ 
ing  the  contract  authorizations,  but  they 
had  $22,000,000  worth  of  approved  and 
worthy  and  meritorious  research  con¬ 
struction  projects  for  which  they  had  no 
funds  at  all. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  every¬ 
thing  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
stated  is  correct.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  has  always  insisted  that  Con¬ 
gress  does  the  appropriating,  not  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget.  But  it  appears 
that  the  Government  departments  once 
in  a  while  are  afraid  to  make  a  statement 
before  a  committee,  because  it  might  be 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
might  suggest  that  a  certain  amount 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  for  the  national  defense.  I  think 
the  National  Defense  Agency  would  know 
more  about  what  it  wants  ^han  even  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  notwithstanding 


the  fact  that  the  Budget  Bureau  is  for 
that  purpose  making  recommendations. 

But  I  should  like  to  state  to  the  Senate 
the  history  of  what  happened.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  is  still  supreme  in  all  these  matters. 
We  try  to  obtain  factual  information  for 
this  body,  so  that  we  can  at  least  make 
a  contribution,  in  order  that  the  individ¬ 
ual  Senator  may  be  able  to  make  up  his 
mind  as  to  these  various  items.  I  want 
the  Senator  from  Washington,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York,  and  other  Senators 
who  are  interested  to  follow  the  history 
of  this  item  and  a  statement  of  what  the 
amendment  would  do  if  it  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  proposed  would  in¬ 
crease  the  appropriation  to  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice,  from  $15,750,000  to  $79,750,000,  an 
increase  of  $64,000,000,  which  is  author¬ 
ized  by  the  amendment  to  be  transferred 
to  the  appropriations  “National  Cancer 
Institute,”  “Mental  Health  Activities,” 
“National  Heart  Institute,”  and  “Dental 
Health  Activities,”  in  specified  amounts. 

Let  us  break  that  down  and  see  about 
each  one  of  the  items. 

For  the  National  Cancer  Institute,  our 
committee  has  provided  $20,686,000,  an 
increase  of  $600,000  over  the  House  al¬ 
lowance  and  over  the  budget  estimate. 

Irrespective  of  what  the  head  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  said,  I  am  speaking 
from  the  record  made  with  reference  to 
the  bill.  The  agency  which  administers 
the  funds  is  the  Public  Health  Service. 
It  is  the  agency  which  goes  before  the 
Budget  Bureau  and  says,  “For  this  par¬ 
ticular  purpose  we  need  so  much  money.” 
The  Public  Health  Service  requested  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  total  funds  in 
the  amount  of  $29,127,800 - 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  a  moment.  The 
Public  Health  Service  requested  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  total  funds  in  the 
amount  of  $29,127,800,  of  which  $9,000,- 
000  was  to  be  used  for  grants  for  con¬ 
struction  of  research  facilities.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  would  increase  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  National  Cancer  Insti¬ 
tute  to  $37,686,000,  which  is  $8,553,200 
more  than  was  requested  by  the  agency 
of  the  Budget  Bureau. 

That  is  the  point  I  am  trying  to  make. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  request  to  increase 
the  amount  by  $8,558,200  is  wrong.  In 
my  personal  opinion,  it  is  not  half 
enough:  but  I  am  trying  to  give  the 
Senate  the  record  as  it  appeared  before 
the  committee  as  to  the  request  which 
wa^  made  by  the  agency  which  adminis¬ 
ters  this  particular  fund. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
turn  to  the  other  figures  in  a  moment, 
but  there  was  nothing  for  construction 
in  the  amount  allowed  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  was  there?  Neither 
the  Budget  Bureau  nor  the  committee 
allowed  anything  for  construction. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  agency  requested 
of  the  Budget  Bureau  $9,000,000.  The 
Budget  Bureau  did  not  allow  anything. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Budget  Bureau 
did  not  grant  the  request  of  the  agency. 


although  the  agency  requested  construc¬ 
tion  funds  of  $9,000,000? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  And,  of  course,  the 
committee  limited  itself  substantially  to 
the  request  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Inasmuch  as  the  House 
had  not  taken  any  action  whatsoever, 
one  way  or  the  other;  that  is  correct. 

With  reference  to  the  appropriation 
for  mental  health  activities  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  provided  $10,000,000. 

Please  follow  this  carefully. 

That  was  an  increase  of  $56,000  over 
the  House  allowance  and  over  the  budget 
estimate.  The  Public  Health  Service  re¬ 
quested  from  the  Budget  Bureau  a  total 
of  $11,545,470.  The  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington  would 
give  an  additional  $16,000,000,  or  a  total 
of  $26,000,000,  to  the  appropriation  for 
mental  health  activities,  which  is  $14,- 
454,530  more  than  was  requested  of  the 
Budget  Bureau  by  the  agency.  The  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  amendment  would  permit 
the  use  of  the  funds  appropriated  for 
grants  for  construction  purposes. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  giving  this  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  Senate  so  that  the  Senate 
can  make  up  its  own  mind.  I  want  the 
Senate  to  decide  these  questions,  but  I 
want  it  to  decide  after  it  hears  the  fac¬ 
tual  information  from  the  committee  on 
which  the  committee  took  its  stand  or 
made  recommendations.  I  am  so  strong¬ 
ly  in  favor  of  the  Senate  deciding  these 
matters  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  there  is  no  authorization  for  the  use 
of  funds  in  the  substantive  law,  and  that 
the  amendment  is  subject  to  a  point  of 
order,  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  is  not  going  to  make  a  point  of  order. 
I  want  the  Senate  itself  to  take  the  re¬ 
sponsibility.  I  am  not  saying  that  the 
amendment  provides  for  too  much  or  for 
too  little.  In  my  personal  opinion,  it  is 
not  enough,  but,  nevertheless,  I  want 
this  information  to  appear  in  the  record, 
and  then  to  let  each  Senator  decide. 

For  the  appropriation  “National  Heart 
Institute,”  our  committee  has  provided 
$14,750,000,  an  increase  of  $600,000  over 
the  House  allowance  and  over  the  budget 
estimate.  The  Public  Health  Service  re¬ 
quested  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
$33,241,600,  including  $18,000,000  for 
grants  for  construction  of  research  facil¬ 
ities,  which  item  was  disallowed  in  its 
entirety  by  the  Budget  Bureau.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  transfer  to 
this  appropriation  $28,000,000,  which 
would  make  available  a  total  of  $42,750,- 
000,  or  $9,508,400  more  than  was  re¬ 
quested  of  the  Budget  Bureau. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is 
advised  that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
had  allotted  20  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  and  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  now 
expired. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar] 
told  me  that  he  was  going  to  lunch  and 
that  I  might  proceed  until  he  returned. 

1  do  not  think  I  shall  take  more  than 

2  or  3  minutes  longer. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  and  he 
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not  only  had  charge  of  the  hearings,  but 
engineered,  guided,  and  directed  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  bill  and  has  the  prime 
responsibility  for  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  has  control  of  the  time. 
If  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will 
take  the  responsibility,  he  may  proceed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  shall  take  the  respon¬ 
sibility,  so  long  as  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  is  not  present. 

For  the  appropriation  “Dental-health 
activities”  our  committee  has  provided 
$2,140,000,  an  increase  of  $100,000  over 
the  House  allowance.  The  Public  Health 
Service  requested  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  only  $2,609,030.  This  amend¬ 
ment  would  provide  in  addition  to  the 
committee  recommendation  an  addi¬ 
tional  $3,000,000  or  a  total  of  $5,140,000., 
or  $2,530,970  more  than  was  asked  of  the 
Budget  Bureau. 

Last  year  many  Senators  appeared 
before  the  committee  with  reference  to 
this  particular  item.  I  believe  there 
were  seven  or  eight  Senators  present. 
If  I  recall  correctly,  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  the  senior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  committee,  as  did  several  other 
Senators.  They  made  a  showing  as  to 
the  necessity  which  the  committee  agreed 
was  correct.  It  will  take  me  only  a  very 
brief  time  to  give  a  history  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations  and  requests,  the  commit¬ 
tee  recommendations,  and  so  forth,  and 
I  ask  that  at  the  completion  of  my  re¬ 
marks,  which  will  be  brief,  certain  tables 
be  inserted  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the 
tables  give  the  figures  covering  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health  for  operating 
expenses.  In  the  1950  appropriation  bill 
the  item  was  $11,737,137.  The  1951 
agency  estimate  was  $14,892,500.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  allowance  was 
$13,250,000.  The  Senate  committee  rec¬ 
ommendation  was  $15,750,000,  or  more 
than  was  requested  by  the  agency  itself, 
or  practically  $2,000,000  more  than  the 
budget  allowed. 

What  is  the  record  of  the  National 
Cancer  Institute?  The  appropriation 
for  1950  was  $19,000,486. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say 
that  there  were  contract  authorizations 
of  an  additional  amount,  which  made 
the  total  of  the  contract  authorization 
and  appropriation,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
$25,486,000? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  I  am 
merely  giving  the  figures  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  For  the  National  Cancer  Institute 
the  1950  appropriation  was  $19,000,486. 
The  agency’s  request  for  this  year  was 
$29,127,800.  The  budget  allowed  $20,- 
086,000.  The  Senate  committee  recom¬ 
mended  $20,686,000,  or  more  than  the 
budget  allowed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  May  I  say  that  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  what  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  recommended,  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  committee  recommended  to  the 
Senate,  and  what  is  requested  in  the 
pending  amendment  is  embraced  largely 


in  two  categories:  $9,000,000  for  con¬ 
struction  projects,  which  was  included 
in  the  agency’s  request  to  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  as  set  forth  at  page  477  of 
the  hearings,  which  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  reduced,  and  $8,000,000  for  addi¬ 
tional  research  projects  which  the 
agency  has  processed  and  found  meri¬ 
torious  since  that  time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  stated  the  record  cor¬ 
rectly. 

Mental  health  activities:  The  1950 
appropriation  was  $10,323,890.  This 
year  the  agency’s  request  was  for  $11,- 
545,470.  The  budget  allowed  $9,944,000. 
The  Senate  committee  recommendation 
is  $10,000,000,  or  an  increase  over  the 
budget  allowance. 

National  Heart  Institute:  The  1950 
appropriation  was  $16,161,500.  The 
agency  requested  this  year  $33,241,600. 
The  budget  estimate  allowed  $14,150,000. 
Nothwithstanding  the  request  of  $33,- 
241,600,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  al¬ 
lowed  only  $14,150,000.  The  committee 
increased  the  budget  allowance  to  $14,- 
750,000,  or  $600,000  more  than  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  allowed. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.’  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Because  of  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  time,  it  may  be  that  I  shall  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment.  As  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  subcommittee  over  which  the  able 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  presides,  I 
know  what  a  deep  interest  he  has  in  all 
these  humanitarian  projects — heart, 
cancer,  public  health,  and  all  the  oth¬ 
ers — but  I  also  know  that  he  has  a  sense 
of  responsibility  to  the  over-all  picture, 
which  as  a  responsible  chairman  of  a 
subcommittee  he  must  possess. 

I  am  glad  he  is  putting  the  figures  into 
the  Record,  because  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  correct  procedure  for  those  who  are 
interested  in  getting  additional  funds — 
and  I  think  a  considerable  case  can  be 
made  out  for  it — would  be  to  go  before 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  present  the 
facts,  get  the  full  endorsement  of  the 
agency  which  would  have  to  administer 
the  projects,  and  then  come  back  to  Con¬ 
gress  either  in  a  supplemental  or  in  the 
next  regular  appropriation  bill.  It  seems 
to  me,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  itself  has  in  every  one  of  these 
fields,  I  believe,  exceeded  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate,  and  in  many  instances  has  even 
exceeded  the  request  of  the  agency  itself, 
that  the  action  of  the  subcommittee 
should  be  supported.  I  merely  wished  to 
make  the  comment  while  the  able  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  was  making 
his  statement. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  able  Senator  from 
California,  I  am  sure,  will  also  recall  that 
the  major  pai’t  of  the  credit — and  I  think 
it  is  estimable  credit — for  the  progress 
which  has  been  made  during  the  past  few 
years  in  the  field  of  research  is  due  to 
action  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in 
the  past  3  or  4  years  has  not  seen  fit  to 
go  as  far  as  Congress  was  determined  to 
go.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  us,  see¬ 
ing  what  has  been  accomplished  and 
what  the  problem  lying  in  the  future  is, 
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would  go  back  and  have  done  less  than 
we  have  done.  The  question  now  is 
whether  we  shall  continue  to  progress 
this  cause  of  saving  human  life  and 
strengthening  human  life,  or  whether  We 
shall  neglect  to  meet  the  challenge  as 
it  exists. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  finish 
with  the  presentation  of  these  records; 
then  I  shall  yield. 

Dental  health  activities:  The  1950  ap¬ 
propriation  was  $1,908,000.  For  1951  the 
agency  requested  $2,609,030.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  budget  allowed  $2,140,000. 
The  Senate  committee  agreed  with  the 
budget  allowance  and  allowed  the  com¬ 
plete  budget  estimate.  There  was  no 
additional  allowance  for  dental  health. 
It  is  a  little  lower  than  was  requested  by 
the  agency. 

Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  personally 
the  feelings  and  attitude  of  the  sponsors 
of  the  amendment  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  and  other 
Senators.  If  I  had  my  way  I  would  go 
even  further  than  their  amendment  pro¬ 
poses  to  go.  However,  as  the  Senator 
from  California  has  stated,  there  is  such 
a  thing  as  responsibility,  and  I  am  try¬ 
ing  to  be  conscientious.  I  know  how 
sympathetic  I  am  to  the  items  covered 
by  this  amendment.  I  know  what  they 
mean  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
but  we  must  act  on  information.  If 
the  agencies  did  not  give  us  the  correct 
information,  that  is  not  our  fault.  We 
must  go  on  factual  information,  whether 
it  hurts  or  not. 

I  wish  I  could  go  along  with  the 
amendment.  I  am  all  for  it,  but  I  can¬ 
not  in  justice  to  the  Senate  and  to  the 
oath  I  took  go  contrary  to  the  informa¬ 
tion  given  to  us  by  those  who  adminster 
these  projects.  If  the  Agency  has  more 
information  at  this  time,  the  committee 
has  not  ‘received  it.  The  committee 
would  be  glad  to  consider  sympathetic¬ 
ally  any  new  information.  It  is  actually 
leaning  toward  that  side,  and  if  justified 
it  would  bring  in  a  supplemental  bill. 
However,  although  it  nearly  breaks  my 
heart  to  do  so,  I  feel  duty  bound  to  stay 
with  the  committee’s  recommendations. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  with  reference  to  this  item 
in  the  bill,  particularly  one  portion  of 
it  in  which  I  have  a  very  deep  interest, 
namely,  the  mental  health  provision, 
whether  it  is  not  true,  in  view  of  the 
international  situation  which  confronts 
us  at  the  moment  that  there  is  a  greater 
need  for  financial  assistance  by  Congress 
than  there  was,  let  us  say,  3  or  4  months 
ago. 

I  raise  that  question  because  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  report  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army,  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  a  report  from  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force,  and  from 
General  Cates,  of  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
every  one  of  them  says  in  his  report 
that  the  very  fact  of  mobilization,  the 
very  fact  that  we  take  men  into  the 
armed  services,  accelerates  the  problem 
of  mental  health  and  mental  disease  far 


11856 


August  3 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


beyond  all  proportions  experienced  in 
normal  peacetime. 

The  report  of  the  Hoover  Commis¬ 
sion  task  force  shows  that  in  a  very 
few  years  75  percent  of  all  of  the  hos¬ 
pital  beds  the  Veterans’  Administration 
has  under  its  jurisdiction,  in  the  1960’s 
and  the  1970’s,  will  be  dedicated  to  the 
care  of  mental  patients  who  served  in 
the  last  war. 

The  record  of  inductions  under  the 
selective  service  shows  that  the  one  weak¬ 
ness  in  the  make-up  of  American  soldiers 
was  mental  illness.  I  emphasize  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  we  have  been  negli¬ 
gent  in  not  providing  a  sufficient  num¬ 
ber  of  beds  for  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion,  that  is  another  matter.  Only  indi¬ 
rectly  does  the  item  now  being  consid¬ 
ered  apply  to  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion.  Of  course  research  would  help. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  record  from 
the  trained  psychiatrists,  from  the  men 
in  the  medical  field,  shows  that  the  re¬ 
search,  the  teaching  fellowships,  the 
training  facilities,  are  basic  and  funda¬ 
mental  to  preparing  the  number  of  peo¬ 
ple  we  need  at  induction  centers,  vet¬ 
erans’  hospitals,  and  in  the  Army  itself. 
That  is  only  one  aspect,  and,  to  be  sure, 
there  is  a  greater  aspect  in  the  total 
population. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  my  attitude  in  that 
respect  is  exactly  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  know  it  is. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  is  no  question 
about  it.  I  am  merely  trying  to  do  a 
duty  which  I  consider  I  must  perform. 
As  I  stated  before,  so  far  as  mental  dis¬ 
ease  is  concerned,  I  think  that  is  the 
most  important  of  all,  because  we  are 
trying  to  take  care  of  those  who  cannot 
take  care  of  themselves.  If  a  person  is 
suffering  from  cancer,  and  knows  it,  at 
least  he  can  complain  to  someone,  and 
he  can  ask  for  a  little  help.  He  might 
not  get  it,  but  at  least  he  can  ask.  One 
suffering  from  heart  trouble  is  in  the 
same  situation;  he  might  suffer  person¬ 
ally,  but  he  can  complain  to  his  wife  or 
his  son  or  his  neighbor  or  someone  else. 
He  can  go  to  the  doctor  and  yell  at  him, 
“Why  don’t  you  do  something?”  But 
the  poor  mental  case  cannot  do  that.  I 
think  our  duty  to  the  mental  sufferer  is 
greater  than  to  the  others. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  testified  before 
the  Senator’s  subcommittee,  and  he  gave 
us  a  most  friendly  anch  gracious  recep¬ 


tion.  I  know  of  his  deep  interest  in  this 
subject.  But  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington  is  an 
amendment  that  is  supported  not  merely 
by  those  of  us  in  public  life  as  public  offi¬ 
cials,  but  is  supported  by  the  best  scien¬ 
tific  brains  of  the  country,  those  who 
have  put  life  into  the  whole  program  of 
research  into  heart,  cancer,  mental,  and 
dental  health. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  They  are  support¬ 
ing  100  percent  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington.  No  one 
knows  what  can  be  done  better  than  do 
these  brilliant,  capable  scientists  and 
doctors  who  have  come  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington,  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York,  and  many  others, 
and  urged  us  to  forword  a  program  to 
meet  the  needs  of  today. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  read  the  list  of  the 
scientists,  the  unselfish  men  and  women 
who  appeared  before  the  committee,  peo¬ 
ple  who  have  given  of  their  intelligence, 
their  efforts,  their  work,  and  their  money, 
in  order  to  make  this  world  a  better  place 
in  which  to  live.  I  realize  that. 

Mr.  President,  all  I  wanted  to  do  was 
t  make  the  record  clear,  and  give  the 
figures  as  I  understand  them. 

Mr.  HUNT  and  Mr.  MAGNUSON  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Neely  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  yield;  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming,  who  has  been  on  his 
feet  for  some  time. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  whether  I  correctly 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  dental  research  was  less  than 
that  suggested  by  the  budget. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Oh,  no.  We  agreed 
completely  with  the  budget  estimate, 

Mr.  HUNT.  It  was  not  increased? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  was  not  increased  to 
the  amount  of  the  request.  The  request 
was  larger  than  the  budget  allowed,  and 
the  committee  went  along  with  the 
budget. 

Mr.  HUNT.  The  Senator  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  most  widespread  of  all 
diseases  to  which  the  human  body  is  heir 
is  dental  disease,  is  he  not? 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  say  “Yes,”  gen¬ 
erally,  without  making  an  investigation. 
Nearly  every  person  alive  has  some  kind 
of  dental  difficulty. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Is  the  Senator  aware  of 
the  fact  that  in  World  War  II,  of  the 
draftees  who  were  rejected  because  of 
physical  disability,  35  percent  were  not 
acceptable  because  of  dental  disease? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  understood  that  to  be 
the  case. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  know  the  Senator  is  not 
a  physician,  but  from  general  knowledge 
does  he  know  that  the  resultant  disease 
conditions  throughout  the  entire  body 
very  often  have  their  foci  of  infection 
in  the  oral  cavity? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  been  told  that 
over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Does  not  the  Senator 
then  agree  with  me  that  the  small 
amount  appropriated  for  dental  research 
is  entirely  inadequate,  and  will  not  the 
Senator  also  agree  with  me  that  the 
dental  division  of  scientific  research  has 
constantly  been  neglected  all  along  the 
line  and  never  has  had  its  fair  share 
of  attention  and  appropriation? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  we  have  had 
testimony  to  that  effect,  and  I  think  it 
has  been  proved. 

Mr.  HUNT.  While  I  am  hopeful  that 
the  Senator  may  go  along  with  the  en¬ 
tire  request  in  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  I  would  hope 
he  can  at  least  accept  in  full  the  amount 
requested  for  dental  research  because  it 
is  pitifully  small  and  the  dental  research 
carried  on  today  primarily  is  carried  on 
by  private  industry  and  appropriation, 
and  in  the  last  few  years,  of  course,  two 
men  of  the  University  of  Illinois,  with¬ 
out  aid  from  the  Federal  Government, 
have  made  great  discoveries  along  that 
line. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  so  deeply  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  four  items — cancer,  heart, 
mental  disease,  and  dental  research — 
that  I  do  not  want  to  be  partial  to  any 
of  them. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator. 
I  hope  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  can  accept  the 
amendment  as  it  is  written.  I  realize 
the  great  need  in  the  other  categories, 
but  I  would  say  to  the  Senator  that  of 
all  the  categories  in  this  bill  the  one  that 
has  always  been  neglected,  and  still  is 
neglected  in  the  amendment,  is  money 
for  dental  research. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  thank  the  Senator. 


Exhibit  1 


Operating  expenses,  National  Institutes  of  Health 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  appro¬ 
priation 

1951  Agency 

Bureau  of  the 
Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Senate 

committee 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate  recom¬ 
mendation  compared  with— 

estimates 

recommenda¬ 

tion 

Comparable 

appropriation 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mate 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and 
to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects _ 

$5, 480, 000 

$7, 760, 000 

$6, 650, 000 

$9, 150, 000 

+$3,  670, 000 

+$1,390,000 

+$2, 500, 000 

(6)  Research  fellowships _ 

515, 000 

515, 000 

515, 000 

515,000 

0 

0 

0 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research. . . . 

4,819,137 

5, 610,  200 

5, 107, 000 

6,107,000 

+287, 863 

-503, 200 

0 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training 
grants . . . 

501,000 

515,  000 

515, 000 

615,000 

+14, 000 

0 

0 

(ft)  Administration _ _ _ 

234, 000 

223,000 

213, 000 

213,000 

-21, 000 

-10, 000 

0 

3.  Pay  increases . . 

188,000 

269,300 

250,000 

250,000 

+62, 000 

-19, 300 

0 

Total  oblicational  cash _  ..  _  _T._ 

11, 737, 137 

14,  892,  500 

13, 250, 000 

15,  750, 000 

+4, 012, 863 

+857, 500 

+2, 500, 000 
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National  Cancer  Institute 


Project 

1950  appropria- 

Agency  request, 

Budget  esti- 

Senate  commit¬ 
tee  recommen¬ 
dations,  1951 

Increase  (-f)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate 
recommendations  compared  with— 

tions 

1951 

mates,  1951 

1950  appropria¬ 
tions 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  and  dental  schools  and  other  insti¬ 
tutions  and  to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(o)  Research  projects,. . . . 

$2,-600, 000 

$2, 600, 000 

$2,  600,  000 

$3,  200, 000 

+$600, 000 

+$600,  000 

+$600, 000 

0 

0 

(6)  Research  fellowships . .  . . 

500, 000 

500, 000 

500, 000 

500, 000 

0 

0 

(c)  Construction  of  research  facilities  . . 

id)  Teaching  of  medical  subjects,  obligational 

0 

9, 000, 000 

0 

0 

0 

-9, 000, 000 

cash . . . . 

2,  250,  000 

2,  250,  000 

2,  250,  000 

2,  250,  000 

0 

0 

0 

(e)  Training  stipends,.... . . . 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other 

375, 000 

375, 000 

375, 000 

375,000 

0 

0 

0 

control  services . .  . . 

3,  500,  000 

3,  500, 000 

3,  500,  000 

3,  500,  000 

0 

0 

o 

3.  Grants  for  special  control  projects _ .- . . 

1, 000,  000 

1, 000, 000 

1, 000,  000 

1, 000,  000 

0 

0 

o 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research . . . . 

3,  590, 663 

3, 786, 000 

3, 756, 000 

3,  756, 000 

+165,337 

-30,  COO 

o 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

In)  Technical  assistance  to  States  . 

392, 388 

428, 000 

422, 000 

422, 000 

+29, 012 

-6, 000 

o 

(5)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training 

grants . . . . . 

78, 670 

85,  000 

85,  000 

85,  000 

+6, 330 

0 

0 

(c)  Administration . . . 

410, 265 

411,000 

408, 000 

408,  000 

-2,  205 

-3, 000 

0 

3.  Pay  increases . . . . . 

128,  500 

192,  800 

190, 000 

*  ■ 

190,  000 

+61,  500 

-2, 800 

0 

Total  obligations . . . . . 

14, 825, 486 

24, 127,  800 

15, 086,  000 

15, 686,  000 

+860,  514 

-8,  441,  800 

+600, 000 

Liquidating  cash . . . . . 

4, 175, 000 

5, 000, 000 

5,  000,  000 

5, 000,  000 

+825,  000 

0 

0 

Grand  total . . . 

19, 000, 486 

29, 127, 800 

20, 086, 000 

20,  686,  000 

+1, 685,  514 

-8,  441,  800 

+600, 000 

Mental  health  activities 


Project 

1950  compa- 

Agency  request, 

Budget  esti- 

Senate 

recommenda¬ 
tions,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate  recom¬ 
mendations  compared  with— 

priations 

1951 

mates,  1951 

1950  appro¬ 
priations 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and 

to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(o)  Research  projects . . . . . 

$794,  000 

$1,  476, 000 

$1, 100, 000 

$1, 156, 000 

+$362, 000 

-$320, 000 

+$56, 000 

(b)  Research  fellowships .  ..  . 

100, 000 

200,  000 

200, 000 

200, 000 

+100, 000 

0 

0 

(c)  Expansion  of  teaching  of  subjects  relating  to 
mental  illness, . . . 

1, 950,  500 

2, 964, 000 

2,  299, 000 

2,  299, 000 

+348,  500 

-665, 000 

0 

(d)  Training  stipends. . . .  . . . 

900, 000 

1, 145,  000 

1, 050,  000 

1, 050,  000 

+150,  000 

-95,  000 

0 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other 
preventive  and  control  services . . . 

3,550,000 

3,650,000 

3,  550, 000 

3,  550,  000 

0 

-100, 000 

0 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research - - - - — . . . 

319, 350 

933,  700 

599,  300 

599, 300 

+279,  950 

-334,  400 

0 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  train- 

ing  grants _ _ 

134,  284 

152,  900 

152,500 

152,  500 

+18,  216 

-400 

0 

(6)  Training  activities . . . 

224,  644 

232,  700 

232,400 

232,400 

+7,  756 

-300 

0 

(c)  Technical  assistance  to  States.. . 

358. 140 

385,  900 

385,  200 

385,  200 

+27,  060 

-700 

0 

(d)  Administration . 

212,472 

319,000 

295,  900 

295,  900 

+83,  428 

-23,  700 

0 

3.  Pay  increases . . . — . 

55,500 

85,  670 

79,  700 

79,  700 

+24,  200 

-5,  970 

0 

Total  funds  for  program  performance . 

8,  598,  890 

11,  545,  470 

9,  944,  000 

10, 000,  000 

+1,  401, 110 

-1,  545,  470 

+56, 000 

Adjustment  for  obligations  incurred  in  advance  of 
program  performance _ 

+975, 000 

-2, 375, 000 

-2,375,000 

-2,375,000 

-3, 350, 000 

0 

0 

Total  obligations . . . 

9,  573,  890 

9, 170,  470 

7,  569, 000 

7, 625, 000 

-1,948,  890 

-1,  545,  470 

+56, 000 

Liquidating  cash . . . 

+750, 000 

+2,  375,  000 

+2, 375, 000 

+2,  375,  000 

+1,  625,  000 

0 

0 

Total . . . . . 

1  10, 323, 890 

11,545,470 

9,  944,  000 

10, 000, 000 

-323,  890 

-1, 545, 470 

+56, 000 

1  Includes  $1,725,000  contract  authority.  $425,000  additional  contract  authority  was  reserved  by  the  Budget  Bureau. 


National  Heart  Institute 


Project 

1950  appropria- 

Agency  request, 
1951 

Budget  esti- 

Senate  recom¬ 
mendations, 
1951 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate 
recommendations  compared  with — 

tions 

mates,  1951 

1950  appropria¬ 
tions 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and 
to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects _ _ _ 

$3, 820, 000 

$4, 120, 000 

$3, 820, 000 

$4, 420,  000 

+$600, 000 

+$300, 000 

+$000, 000 

(b)  Research  fellowships . 

300, 000 

300, 000 

300, 000 

300,  000 

0 

0 

0 

(c)  Construction  of  research  facilities . . 

1, 600,  000 

1  18,  000,  000 

0 

0 

-1, 600, 000 

-18, 000, 000 

0 

id)  Expansion  of  teaching  medical  subjects  relat¬ 
ing  to  heart  diseases . . . . 

741, 000 

1, 161, 000 

741, 000 

741, 000 

0 

-420, 000 

0 

(e)  Training  stipends... . . . . . 

150, 000 

150, 000 

■  150,000 

150, 000 

0 

0 

0 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  protection,  diagnosis,  and  other 
control  activities . . . 

2, 000, 060 

2, 000, 000 

2, 000, 000 

2, 000,  000 

0 

0 

0 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research..!... _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1,407,939 

2, 190, 354 

1,830,354 

1,830,354 

+422, 415 

-300,000 

0 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training 
grants . . . . . 

67, 846 

72, 407 

72,407 

72, 407 

+4,  561 

>  0 

0 

(I>)  Technical  assistance  to  States... . 

437, 000 

445, 000 

445, 000 

445, 000 

+8, 000 

0 

0 

(c)  Administration _ 

219,  715 

221, 239 

221, 239 

221, 239 

+1,524 

0 

0 

Footnote  at  end  of  table. 
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National  Heart  Institute — Continued 


Project 

1950  appropria¬ 
tions 

Agency  request, 

1951 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 

Senate 

recommenda¬ 
tions,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate 
recommendations  compared  with — 

1950  appropria¬ 
tions 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Direct  operations— Continued 

3.  Pay  increases.. . . . . ... 

Total  funds  for  program  performance.. . 

Adjustment  for  obligations  incurred  in  advance  of 
program  performance . . . 

Total  obligations . 

Liquidating  cash . . . . . . . . 

Total . 

$68,000 

$122, 600 

$111,000 

$111, 000 

+$43,000 

— $11,  600 

0 

10, 811, 500 

+5, 350, 000 

28, 782, 600 

-741,000 

9, 691, 000 

-891, 000 

10, 291, 000 

-891, 000 

—520, 500 

-6, 241, 000 

-18,491,600 

-150, 000 

+$600, 000 

0 

16, 161, 500 

0 

28, 041, 600 
+5, 200, 000 

8, 800, 000 
+5, 350, 000 

9, 400, 000 
+5, 350, 000 

-6, 761,  500 
+5, 350, 000 

-18,641,600 
+150, 000 

+600, 000 
0 

16, 101, 500 

33, 241, 600 

14, 150, 000 

14,750,000 

-1, 411, 500 

-18, 491, 600 

+600, 000 

1  Includes  $8,000,000  cash  and  $10,000,000  contract  authority. 

Dental  health  activities 


Project 

1950  compa¬ 
rable  appro¬ 
priations 

Agency  request, 

Budget  esti- 

Senate  commit¬ 
tee  recommen¬ 
dation,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease  (— ),  Senate 
recommendations  compared  with— 

1951 

mates,  1951 

1950  appropria¬ 
tion 

Agency  request 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  dental  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to 
individuals- for  research  and  training: 

(а)  Research  projects . . 

(б)  Research  fellowships _ 

$200, 000 

$450, 000 

$250, 000 

$250,000 

+$50,000 

-$200,000 

0 

35, 000 

0 

130, 000 
100, 000 

75, 000 

75, 000 

0 

+40, 000 

0 

-55, 000 
-100, 000 

0 

(c)  Traineeships _ _ _ 

0 

0 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research . . . . . 

227,  700 

329,  225 

329,  225 

329,  225 

+101,  525 

0 

0 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training 
grants . . . _ 

14, 900 

15,  225 

15,  225 

15,225 

+325 

0 

0 

(b)  Technical  assistance  to  States _ _  _ 

1, 241, 600 

1,  284, 000 

1, 214, 000 

1, 214, 000 

-27,600 

-70, 000 

0 

(c)  Coordination  and  development  of  dental  re¬ 
sources . . 

77, 500 

150, 000 

115, 000 

115,000 

+37,  500 

-35, 000 

0 

(d)  Administration . 

47,300 

51,  550 

51,  550 

51,  550 

+4,  250 

0 

0 

S.  Pav  increases _  _ . . 

64,000 

99,  030 

90, 000 

90, 000 

+26, 000 

-9, 030 

0 

Total . 

1, 908, 000 

2, 609, 030 

2, 140, 000 

2, 140, 000 

+232,000 

-469, 030 

0 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  for 
one  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKel- 
iar]  and  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson]  have  control  of  the 
time.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  has 
remaining  38  minutes  and  the  Senator 
from  Washington  has  4  minutes  remain¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
wanted  to  make  merely  one  observation 
for  the  Record.  I  hope  there  has  been 
no  intimation  i»  the  debate  today  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  not 
been  more  than  sympathetic  with  the 
suggestions  we  have  made.  Our  only 
purpose  in  presenting  the  figure  stated 
in  the  amendment  is  to  present  one  not 
arrived  at  by  us,  but  by  men  who  have 
knowledge  of  what  can  be  done.  I  am 
sure  the  opposition  is  no  fault  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  because  he 
has  been  more  than  sympathetic. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  sure  the  Senate 
will  decide  the  question  properly. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted 
to  say  exactly  what  the  Senator  from 
Washington  has  said.  I  can  bear  wit¬ 
ness  to  the  devotion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  to  the  cause  of  health.  I 
know  that  he,  as  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  works  and  labors  day  in 
and  day  out  doing  all  he  can  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  cause  of  health.  As  I  said 
on  the  Senate  floor  a  year  ago,  the  cause 
of  health  has  no  finer  or  more  devoted 
or  indefatigable  friend  than  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  know  of  no  better  evi¬ 
dence  of  that  friendship  than  the  speech 
the  Senator  has  made  here  today.  He 
has  not  risen  on  this  floor  and  made  any 
onslaught  on  the  amendment.  He  has 
not  made  any  attack  on  the  amend¬ 
ment.  All  in  the  world  he  has  done  is 
to  present  the  facts  as  his  subcommit¬ 
tee  gathered  them.  He  has  stated  that 
if  the  matter  were  left  to  him  person¬ 
ally  he  would  go  much  further  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  appropriation,  but  he 
set  forth  the  facts,  and  said  “I  leave  the 
decision  to  the  Senate.” 

Mr.  President,  I  recognize  that  money 
in  and  of  itself  cannot  find  the  cause 
for  and  cure  of  these  terrible  diseases. 
But  we  know  that  money  is  a  most  im¬ 
portant  and  ^essential  factor.  We  know 
that  there  must  be  money  used  for  re¬ 
search  and  cure.  The  splendid  men  and 
women  who  are  today  devoting  their 
lives  to  trying  to  find  the  answer  to  these 
questions,  to  find  the  cause  and  cure 
of  these  diseases  which  are  wreaking 
such  havoc  and  bringing  so  much  suf¬ 
fering  and  death  to  the  American  peo¬ 
ple,  come  to  us  and  say  “We  do  not  have 
the  funds  necessary  to  carry  on  the  re¬ 
search.  We  do  not  have  the  funds  nec¬ 
essary  to  enable  us  to  find  the  answers 
to  these  questions.” 

Mr.  President,  I,  for  one,  have  strongly 
felt  that  in  attacking  these  diseases  and 
seeking  to  find  the  cure  for  them  we 
should  use  the  same  imagination,  the 
same  determination,  the  same  American 
skill  and  genius,  the  same  fine  action  we 


used  in  developing  and  making  the 
atomic  bomb.  We  did  not  stop  to  count 
the  cost  of  the  bomb.  We  said  we  had  to 
have  the  bomb,  and  we  got  the  bomb.  I 
say  today  that  what  we  should  do  is 
whatever  may  be  necessary  to  find  the 
cause  and  cure  of  these  terrible  diseases. 

I  come  back  to  where  I  started,  to  pay 
my  tribute  to  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  for  his  loyal  and  devoted 
friendship  to  the  cause  of  health. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  during  the  course 
of  the  debate  with  respect  to  the  de¬ 
votion  of  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez]  to  the  cause  of  na¬ 
tional  health  and  welfare.  I  know  he 
recognizes  the  need  for  these  research 
programs  and  that  he  desires  to  do  every¬ 
thing  in  his  power  to  aid  in  bringing 
about  an  effective  program  that  will  re¬ 
sult  in  eradicating  these  dreaded  diseases 
or  at  least  lessening  their  deadly  effect 
to  such  a  degree  that  we  may  have  a 
more  healthy  and  vigorous  population 
I  cannot  think  of  any  program  that  is 
more  important  for  the  strengthening  of 
our  Nation  and  for  the  welfare  of  our 
people  than  the  program  for  research 
into  the  causes  of  and  cure  for  these  fatal 
diseases  affecting  the  American  people. 

I  wish  to  say  that  after  hearing  the 
very  able  arguments  made  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington  and  other  Senators 
who  have  participated  in  the  debate, 
there  is  very  little  I  can  say  to  add  to  the 
argument  in  support  of  the  Magnuson 
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amendment.  I  shall  not  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Senate  in  further  discussing 
matters  which  have  already  been  cov¬ 
ered  at  great  length.  I  should,  however, 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Dental  Research  Institute. 

I  am  very  glad  to  note  that  his  amend¬ 
ment  includes  funds  for  research  into 
the  causes  of  dental  diseases.  All  too 
often  this  is  a  health  subject  that  is  over¬ 
looked  in  favor  of  diseases  which  have 
been  more  highly  dramatized,  such  as 
cancer,  polio,  and  heart  disease. 

As  the  able  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Hunt]  said  a  few  moments  ago, 
there  is  no  disease  more  widespread  and 
more  apt  to  bring  serious  ill-health  to 
the  American  people  than  dental  disease. 
Yet  we  have  spent  very  little  if  anything 
toward  research  into  the  causes  of  dental 
disease.  I  understand  that  if  we  spent 
a  reasonable  sum  for  that  purpose  it 
would  be  quitfe  possible  to  lessen  very 
greatly  the  suffering  and  fatal  illnesses 
resulting  directly  from  dental  disease. 
Of  course,  I  realize  that  it  is  only  with¬ 
in  the  last  50  years  that  dental  research 
of  any  kind  or  even  dental  care  in  a  sub¬ 
stantial  degree,  has  been  had  in  this 
country. 

Unlike  general-  medical  research,  rela¬ 
tively  little  support  is  given  to  dental 
research  by  private  funds  and  founda¬ 
tions  or  by  industrial  interests.  In  fact, 
until  the  Congress  passed  a  national 
dental  research  bill  a  couple  of  years  ago, 
there  was  practically  no  basic  research 
in  the  problems  of  dental  health  being 
done  in  this  country  or  anywhere  else.  It 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  give  detailed 
statistics  about  the  cost  of  dental  diseases 
to  the  health,  productivity,  and  happi¬ 
ness  of  the  people  of  this  country.  Den¬ 
tal  diseases  and  defects  are  almost  uni¬ 
versal.  The  American  people  now  spend 
about  a  billion  dollars  yearly  for  dental 
services,  which  is  about  half  as  much  as 
they  spend  for  medical  services. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 
the  time  under  my  control  is  not  suf¬ 
ficient  to  give  Senators  who  have  already 
applied  for  ancf  have  been  allotted  time, 
sufficient  time  to  make  the  statements 
they  desire  to  rriake.  If  the  Senator  can 
arrange  to  have  his  statement  placed  in 
the  Record,  I  would  be  very  much  obliged 
to  him. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
accommodate  the  able  Senator  from 
Tennessee.  The  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  has  also  been  very  helpful  to  us  in 
considering  these  problems.  I  do  not 
want  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate 
on  this  matter  unnecessarily,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  my  statement  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  Mr.  Murray’s  statement  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

The  American  Medical  Association  has  es¬ 
timated  that  in  1947  we  were  spending  about 
$110,000,000  for  medical  research  but  only 
about  $1,000,000  for  dental  research.  In 
other  words,  we  spend  half  as  much  for  den¬ 
tal  services  as  for  medical  services,  but  we 
spend  only  one-tenth  as  much  for  dental  re¬ 
search  as  for  medical  research.  Yet  dental 
diseases  and  defects  lead  to  various  hinds  of 


bodily  diseases  affecting  the  health  of  the 
people  and  frequently  constitute  the  direct 
,  cause  of  fatal  illness,  shortening  our  lives. 

We  are  making  good  progress  toward  the 
solution  of  many  of  our  medical  problems 
through  research,  but  we  have  hardly  even 
begun  to  solve  the  fundamental  causes  and 
problems  of  dental  diseases.  Real  advances 
in  this  field  will  be  delayed  many  years  un¬ 
der  the  present  scale  of  public  and  private 
financial  support.  If  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  is  approved,  the 
three  millions  of  added  Federal  funds  will 
this  year  provide  a  very  real  beginning  of 
research  in  the  causes  and  cures  of  dental 
diseases.  By  such  a  program  we  will  over¬ 
come  the  record  of  the  last  war,  which 
showed  that  in  the  administration  of  the 
selective-service  program  a  high  percentage 
of  our  boys  were  rejected  because  of  dental 
defects.  This  program  will  build  a  stronger 
nation  for  peace  or  war. 

The  funds  which  this  amendment  will 
make  available  for  dental  research  will  per¬ 
mit  the  dental  research  program  in  this 
country  to  be  doubled.  One  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  things  it  will  accomplish  will  be  the 
construction  of  dental-research  facilities  at 
the  various  dental  schools.  Recently  the 
National  Advisory  Dental  Council  asked  the 
deans  of  the  Nation’s  41  accredited  dental 
schools  whether  they  needed  funds  to  con¬ 
struct  new  or  additional  laboratories  for  re¬ 
search.  Answers  have  been  received  from 
about  half  the  schools.  From  their  answers 
it  is  estimated  that  a  minimum  of  $2,000,- 
000  a  year  for  3  years  is  needed  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  alone.  These  facilities  will  do  far  more 
than  enhance  the  research  program  that  is 
basic  to  the  problem.  They  will  also  permit 
the  training  of  additional  research  scientists 
to  work  on  these  problems. 

New  or  enlarged  research-training  facili¬ 
ties  would  be  established  at  such  leading 
dental  schools  as  the  University  of  Alabama, 
Tufts  College  in  Boston,  Washington  Uni¬ 
versity  and  St.  Louis  University  in  St.  Louis, 
at  Northwestern  University,  and  at  the  Uni¬ 
versities  of  Pennsylvania  and  Indiana.  Ad¬ 
ditional  facilities  would  also  be  possible  at 
graduate  schools  that  are  already  doing  out¬ 
standing  fundamental  research  in  dental 
disease  problems.  Among  such  institutions 
whose  excellent  present .  programs  could  be 
expanded,  the  names  of  the  University  of 
Chicago  and  the  University  of  Rochester 
come  to  mind. 

This  amendment  would  not  only  enlarge 
research  and  training  facilities,  but  it  would 
permit  an  immediate  and  sizable  increase 
in  the  use  of  existing  facilities.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  about  $1,000,000  additional  would 
be  made  available  for  research  in  the  labora¬ 
tories  of  the  Public  Health  Service  at 
Bethesda  and  for  financial  assistance  to  sci¬ 
entists  in  the  Nation’s  university  labora¬ 
tories.  It  would  also  permit  doubling  the 
number  of  Federal  fellowships  granted  to 
brilliant  young  research  students  who  would 
thus,  be  permitted  to  concentrate  in  this 
field. 

My  dental  friends  tell  me  that  dental 
disease  and  the  research  problems  of  den¬ 
tistry  are  divided  into  two  major  fields.  The 
first  and  best  known  is  that  of  caries  or 
cavities,  which  are  principally  a  scourge  of 
childhood  and  the  younger  adult  years.  Less 
well  known,  but  of  even  great  importance, 
is  the  problem  of  periodontal  disease,  which 
is  mainly  a  disease  of  the  soft  tissues  of  the 
mouth  and  is  mainly  a  problem  of  the  later 
years  of  life.  In  this  latter  group  we  find 
the  cause  of  the  loosening  and  loss  of  adult 
teeth:  we  find  gingivitis  and  pyorrhea  and 
the  ulcerating  type  of  gingivities  we  laymen 
know  and  dread  as  trench  mouth. 

There  are  numerous  othe'r  dental  disease 
problems.  One  of  the  most  important, 
though  less  frequent,  is  the  problem  of  the 
occasional  death  or  serious  physical  damage 
arising  from  infections  following  upon  the 
extraction  of  teeth.  Another  major  problem 
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that  requires  extensive  research  is  the  in¬ 
fection  which  may  start  in  the  mouth  but 
makes  itself  known  by  damaging  another 
part  of  the  body.  All  of  these  are  problems 
about  which  our  dentists  and  our  physicians 
knoyr  very  little  at  the  present  time.  The 
cause  or  origin  of  many  of  these  conditions 
is  unknown.  For  some  of  these  conditions 
diagnosis  is  difficult  or  inaccurate  and  treat¬ 
ment  is  seldom  effective. 

Good  work  has  been  begun  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  own  laboratories  at  the  National 
Institute  of  Dental  Research  toward  finding 
the  answers  that  are  needed.  Good  work 
has  begun  elsewhere.  This  amendment  will 
insure  the  expansion  of  research  that  is 
needed. 

I  wish  to  speak  now  about  a  totally  differ¬ 
ent  aspect  of  fundamental  research  in  dental 
diseases.  This  type  of  research  is  hardly 
distinguishable  from  basic  research  in  can¬ 
cer,  heart  disease,  or  the  various  infectious 
diseases.  The  experts  in  this  field  tell  me 
that  it  requires  careful  and  patient  investi¬ 
gation  into  the  basic  properties  of  living  cells 
by  men  skilled  in  such  scientific  specialties 
as  biochemistry,  biophysics,  physiology,  and 
so  on.  The  discoveries  which  these  scientists 
make  in  basic  dental  research  often  help 
solve  the  problems  of  investigators  in  other 
areas  of  health.  Similarly,  the  findings  of 
scientists  working  in  these  other  fields  are 
likely  to  provide  clues  to  solving  some  of 
the  basic  problems  of  dental  health. 

The  interchangeability  of  scientific  skills 
and  discovery  in  this  whole  field  of  medical, 
dental,  and  mental  health  and  the  related 
basic  biological  sciences  is  a  major  reason 
why  we  must  support  the  amendment  that 
is  before  us.  By  such  support  we  will  bring 
nearer  the  day  when  our  people  can  enjoy 
the  good  health  and  the  life  span  to  which 
they  are  entitled.  We  will  not  only 
strengthen  the  most  important  of  all  our 
national  resources  with  which  we  must  de¬ 
fend  our  country  against  aggression,  but  we 
will  also  be  adding  to  the  basic  structure 
of  scientific  equipment  and  manpower  upon 
which  our  future  strength  in  peace  or  in 
war  primarily  depends. 

I  would  remind  you  that  we  in  the  Senate 
and  our  colleagues  in  the  House  have  al¬ 
ready  studied  and  approved  this  program. 
We  have  made  available  a  hundred  thousand 
dollars  to  be  used  to  plan  a  dental  institute 
at  Bethesda  which  would  serve  as  the  focal 
point  of  research  in  dental  disease.  It  would 
also  serve  as  a  concrete  symbol  of  our 
pledge  to  students  of  dentistry  that  if  they 
are  willing  to  devote  their  lives  to  research 
in  this  field,  we  will  provide  them  with  the 
place  and  the  materials  needed  for  their  so 
important  work. 

But  although  those  funds  were  appro¬ 
priated  and  although  the  plans  have  been 
drawn  and  approved,  the  Dental  Research 
Institute  remains  unbuilt.  Unless  we  vote 
the  funds  requested  by  Senator  Magnuson, 
we  will  have  not  only  broken  faith  with  cur 
schools  of  dentistry  and  with  the  dental' 
profession:  but,  in  a  time  when  economy  is 
all-important,  we  will  have  been  guilty  of 
willful  waste — those  funds  already  spent  for 
the  planning  of  the  institute  will  have  gone 
down  the  drain. 

The  American  Dental  Association  has 
studied  this  program  for  years.  It  has 
brought  it  to  the  attention  of  dentists  in 
every  State  of  the  Union.  And,  after  full 
and  lengthy  consideration  of  this  institute, 
the  American  Dental  Association  has 
assured  us  of  its  great  value  and  urges  us 
to  carry  it  to  completion. 

I  am  glad  that  Senator  Magnuson  has  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  bringing  together  in  one  amend¬ 
ment  the  needs  of  all  our  institutes  of 
health.  The  dental  profession  and  the  peo¬ 
ple  will  be  grateful  to  him  for  his  awareness 
of  the  fact  that  the  needs  of  dentistry  should 
be  handled  on  a  coequal  basis  with  those 
of  medicine.  I  urge  my  colleagues  to  sup¬ 
port  the  Magnuson  amendment  in  full  as  a 
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great  step  forward  In  the  health  of  the 
American  people. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  wish  to  say  in  con¬ 
clusion  that  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  for  the  country  if  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  worthy  purposes  of 
research  into  deadly  diseases  which  are 
embraced  in  the  program  we  have  been 
considering  should  be  defeated. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson], 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  take  some  time  at  this  point  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  know  whether  there  Will 
be  an  opportunity  later,  to  discuss  the 
possibilities  of  a  reconsideration  of  the 
vote  by  which  the  McCarran  amend¬ 
ment  was  agreed  to  a  couple  of  days  ago. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  the  Senator 
were  assured  that  after  the  vote  is  had 
at  2  o’clock,  sufficient  time  would  be 
given  to  him  to  take  up  that  subject, 
which  is  not  related  to  the  amendments 
now  under  discussion,  would  he  then 
allow  us  to  proceed  with  germane  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  pending  amendment? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  know  of  no  way  to 
secure  such  assurance,  because  when  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  was  en¬ 
tered  into  yesterday - 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  be  satisfied  if  I  should 
ask  and  obtain  unanimous  consent  from 
the  Senate  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  be  afforded  time  to  discuss  the 
subject  he  desires  to  discuss? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes;  that  will  be 
entirely  satisfactory  to  me.  It  might 
also  solve  the  problem  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  will  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  I  ask,  Mr.  President,  that  after  the 
vote  is  taken  at  2  o’clock,  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  be  allowed  to  speak  for 
20  minutes  on  the  subject  with  which 
he  was  about  to  deal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hunt 
in  the  chair) .  The  unanimous-consent 
request  is  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  be  given  20  minutes,  after  the 
vote  is  had  at  2  o’clock,  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  McCarran 
amendment.  Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  does  the  Senator  re¬ 
quest  that  the  time  be  given  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico  after  all  the  votes 
are  taken  following  the  hour  of  2  o’clock 
on  the  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  No;  after  the  votes 
on  my  amendments  have  been  taken. 

Mr.  IVES.  On  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ments? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  was  as¬ 
sured  yesterday  that  I  would  be  given 
10  minutes.  I  cannot  say  what  I  wish 


to  say  in  5  minutes,  so  I  will  give  that 
time  to  some  other  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey], 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President, 
how  much  time  does  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  the  Senator 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  5  minutes  which 
have  been  allotted  to  me  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  I  shall  make  but  a  few  gen¬ 
eralized  statements  in  reference  to  the 
Magnuson  amendment. 

The  amendment  provides  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  appropriation  of  $64,000,000,  in 
addition  to  that  provided  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  by  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
That  is  a  substantial  sum  of  money,  but 
when  we  think  of  $64,000,000  in  relation 
to  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  150,- 
COO, 000  American  people,  it  is  not  a  large 
appropriation — in  fact,  the  request  is 
small  and  inadequate. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  not  discussing 
a  theory,  but  we  are  discussing  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  proved  and  tested. 
The  education,  teaching,  and  research 
provided  by  the  Federal  Government 
through  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health  have  resulted  in  great  accom¬ 
plishments. 

As  I  have  said,  $64,000,000  in  relation 
to  the  150,000,000  American  people  is  not 
a  large  sum  to  appropriate,  but  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  there  is  no  investment  which 
the  Federal  Government  has  ever  made, 
in  terms  of  the  amount  of  money  in¬ 
vested,  which  has  yielded  such  good  re¬ 
sults  as  those  which  have  come  from  the 
investments  made  in  medical  research 
and  medical  teaching  and  facilities. 

The  record  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  through  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  for  the  National  Cancer  In¬ 
stitute,  the  mental-health  activities,  the 
National  Heart  Institute,  and  the  dental- 
health  activities,  is  one  which  can  go 
down  in  history  as  one  of  the  great 
accomplishments  of  our  Government. 

The  present  request  for  an  additional 
$64,000,000  is  not  only  made  by  a  number 
of  Senators  but  it  is  supported  by  a  great 
number  of  scientists,  doctors,  and  others 
who  are  engaged  in  the  related  fields  of 
health  activities  and  health  services. 
The  request  is  supported  by  every  one 
of  the  citizens’  groups  which  have  dedi¬ 
cated  their  energies  to  the  provision  of 
better  health  in  the  United  States. 

In  fact,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to 
the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  that 
the  entire  amount  of  the  requested  ad- 
tional  $64,000,000  could  well  be  used  in 
the  field  of  dental  health. 

The  basic  strength  of  the  country  is  in 
its  people.  It  is  time  that  we  recognized 
that  fact  and  considered  how  the  people 
are  getting  along  in  their  homes  and 
communities. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  have  this  won¬ 
derful  opportunity  to  make  a  definite 
improvement  in  our  progress  in  the  field 
of  the  health  of  all  of  our  people,  it  is 
unthinkable  that  we  should  hesitate  for 


a  moment  to  make  this  additional  ap¬ 
propriation  in  order  to  improve  the  serv¬ 
ices  which  are  so  desperately  needed. 

The  record  of  the  doctors  and  others 
who  are  engaged  in  the  various  health 
research  activities  indicates  that  we  have 
reached  a  turning  point.  For  several 
years  we  have  been  making  small  appro¬ 
priations  for  training,  teaching  and  re¬ 
search,  but  now  we  have  reached  the 
point  where  the  agencies  are  ready  to  go 
ahead  with  much  broader  programs. 
Now  we  have  broken  the  ice,  so  to 
speak,  in  the  field  of  medical  research. 
So,  Mr.  President,  to  cut  back  at  this 
time  would  be  as  foolish  as  it  would  be  to 
make  inadequate  preparations  for  the 
national  defense,  in  the  name  of  econ¬ 
omy.  We  already  have  a  war  against 
disease;  we  do  not  have  to  wait  for  the 
Communists  to  start  that  one.  The  war 
against  disease  should  be  prosecuted 
with  relentless  purpose.  The  adoption 
of  this  amendment  will  make  it  possible 
for  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
working  with  the  great  universities  and 
the  great  scientific  laboratories  of  the 
Nation,  to  carry  on  a  relentless  war 
against  disease,  and  to  do  so  in  a  manner 
which  will  produce  positive  results. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  prepared  a  speech 
on  the  subject  of  mental  health,  because 
I  think  it  is  one  of  the  basic  problems 
of  our  country.  In  view  of  the  present 
limitation  of  time,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  the  statement  I  have  prepared, 
which  includes  a  number  of  statistics 
and  certain  observations  regarding  the 
problems  of  mental  health. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

Statement  by  Senator  Humphrey 

Mr.  Chairman,  gentlemen  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  there  is  much  concern  these  days 
about  economizing  on  Government  expendi¬ 
ture.  Different  people  have  different  ideas 
on  what  should  be  cut.  I  should  like  to 
bring  to  your  attention  today  an  expendi¬ 
ture  that  is  increasing  relentlessly  and  is 
bound  to  run  away  from  us  if  Congress  does 
not  put  a  roadblock  in  its  path. 

For  the  3  years  prior  to  1947,  patients  piled 
up  in  the  State  and  Federal  mental  hos¬ 
pitals  at  the  rate  of  12,500  each  year.  The 
cost  increased  at  the  rate  of  fifty  million  tax 
dollars  per  year.  The  estimated  cost  of  hos¬ 
pitalization  of  the  mentally  ill  in  tax  sup¬ 
ported  hospitals  for  1950  will  be  about  five 
hundred  million,  as  against  three  hundred 
and  sixty  million  in  1947. 

Forty  percent  of  the  Federal  health  budget 
goes  for  mental  illness,  and  yet  only  4.5  per¬ 
cent  of  Federal  medical  research  is  devoted 
to  getting  at  the  bottom  of  this  problem. 

Appropriation  bodies  in  both  the  States 
and  the  Federal  Government  are  realizing 
that  it  is  to  their  own  interest  to  put  addi¬ 
tional  money  into  training  and  research  in 
order  to  cut  down  the  cost  of  hospitalization 
of  the  mentally  ill. 

In  the  case  of  other  diseases,  medical 
training  and  research  should  be  carried  on  in 
order  to  cut  down  the  cost  and  the  misery 
and  to  save  the  lives  of  the  citizenry  at  large. 
That  should  be  done.  There  is  no  better 
way  to  spend  citizens’  taxes  than  for  their 
own  benefit.  But  in  the  case  of  mental  ill¬ 
ness  there  Is  an  even  more  urgent  reason  for 
a  vigorous,  spirited,  all-out  program  of  re¬ 
search  and  training  because  the  cost  of  hos¬ 
pitalization  falls  upon  the  Public  Treasury 
itself. 
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It  is  to  the  self-interest  of  both  State  and 
Federal  Governments  to  intensify  treatment 
of  the  mentally  ill,  in  order  to  outflank  the 
gigantic  and  rising  costs  of  custodial  care  in 
the  hospitals. 

There  are  more  patients  being  admitted  to 
our  State  and  Federal  mental  hospitals  than 
•we  are  able  to  cure  and  send  home.  The 
reasons  are  that  we  do  not  have  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  to  apply  treatments  that  are  already 
known  and  also,  we  are  not  conducting  an 
all-out  research  program  to  find  new,  quick¬ 
er,  better  treatments. 

Hospitalization  is  the  most  expensive 
form  of  treatment.  That  is  what  we  want 
to  avoid  from  a  cost  standpoint.  When  a 
patient  is  in  a  hospital,  the  taxpayer  has  to 
pay  room  and  board  and  other  hospital  ex¬ 
penses  to  care  for  him.  Many  of  the  new 
treatments  we  are  on  the  verge  of  discover¬ 
ing  will  bolster  up  the  patient  so  that  he 
can  be  treated  outside  the  hospital,  either 
through  a  private  physician  or  through  a 
clinic.  This  kind  of  treatment  is  not  only 
less  expensive  than  the  operating  cost  of 
the  hospital,  but  when  applied  on  a  broad 
scale,  will  enable  us  to  cut-back  on  the  tre¬ 
mendous  hospital-building  program  that  is 
ahead  of  us,  if  we  neglect  this  training  and 
this  research  program. 

These  new  developments  will  give  us  a 
chance  to  treat  more  intensively  thousands 
of  patients  who  are  already  in  the  hospitals 
receiving  little  or  no  treatment  and  are 
therefore  stagnating,  getting  worse  and  be¬ 
coming  hopeless  cases  to  be  a  burden  on  the 
taxpayer  for  the  rest  of  their  lives. 

We  do  not  have  to  find  an  absolute  cure- 
all  in  order  to  justify  this  research.  Psy¬ 
chiatry  is  at  a  turning  point  in  its  history. 
We  are  on  the  threshold  of  finding  methods 
to  improve  the  patient,  so  we  can  stave  off 
a  breakdown,  thus  avoiding  the  necessity 
for  him  to  go  into  a  hospital.  This  not  only 
helps  him,  but  it  helps  the  taxpayer. 

These  new  treatments  will  enable  thou¬ 
sands  of  patients  to  leave  the  hospitals  soon¬ 
er  than  otherwise  to  get  jobs  to  support 
themselves  and  to  contribute  their  share  to 
the  taxes  of  the  country  instead  of  being  a 
burden  on  the  other  taxpayers. 

These  treatments  will  also  help  patients  to 
stay  out  of  the  hospitals  once  they  are  dis¬ 
charged.  There  is  a  great  danger  of  re¬ 
lapse  among  discharged  mental  patients  and 
proper  treatment  can  keep  additional  thou¬ 
sands  from  going  back  to  the  hospitals. 

Research  and  the  training  of  personnel  is 
by  far  the  cheapest  way  to  handle  this  prob¬ 
lem  of  mental  illness.  The  taxpayers,  as 
well  as  the  patients  are  suffering  when  we 
have  a  backlog  of  promising,  approved  re¬ 
search  projects  that  are  not  being  put  into 
operation  because  of  lack  of  appropriation'. 
The  same  thing  is  true  with  regard  to  the 
training  grants  and  the  construction  of  re¬ 
search  and  training  facilities. 

We  are  in  a  period  of  economy  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  and  it  may  be  said  that  we  cannot 
afford  to  spend  an  additional  $10,000,000  on 
training  and  research.  But  is  it  economy  to 
neglect  the  research  and  training  and  there¬ 
by  deliberately  shoot  up  the  cost  of  hos¬ 
pitalization  10  to  15  times  in  one  genera¬ 
tion?  What  we  must  realize  is  that  within 
this  same  budget,  for  which  we  are  responsi¬ 
ble,  if  we  keep  down  the  item  on  research 
the  cost  of  hospitalization  will  go  up  out 
of  our  control.  On  the  other  hand,  in  pro¬ 
portion,  as  we  increase  research  we  cut  down 
the  cost  of  hospitalization  many  times  over 
the  amount  we  have  paid  for  the  research 
and  training. 

Fifty  years  ago  we  would  not  be  able  to 
say  with  so  much  confidence  that  research 
could  furnish  new  weapons  for  man's  strug¬ 
gle  against  the  scourge  of  disease.  But  one 
by  one  seemingly  hopeless  diseases  have 
yielded  their  secrets  to  the  relentless  ac¬ 
tivity  of  medical  scientists.  These  discov¬ 
eries  are  not  miracles,  but  the  result  of 


hard  work  by  trained  experts,  the  fruit  of 
man’s  genius  pitted  against  the  stubborn 
forces  of  nature.  We  are  confident  of  suc¬ 
cess  against  mental  illness,  because  we  have 
succeeded  with  other  illnesses. 

Many-  of  you  have  probably  heard  some¬ 
thing  about  these  new  treatments.  First 
there  is  the  electro-shock  treatment  and  the 
insulin-shock  treatment.  Both  of  these  are 
in  fairly  widespread  use  at  the  present  time 
and  are  achieving  good  results,  but  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  research  and  testing  that 
should  be  done  to  find  out  more  about  the 
basic  processes  involved  here  so  that  we 
would  be  able  to  improve  the  results.  The 
big  thing  about  the  shock  treatment  is  that 
in  many  hospitals  there  is  not  enough  equip¬ 
ment  or  trained  personnel  to  apply  the  treat¬ 
ment  to  all  those  who  might  benefit  from  it.. 
There  is  also  not  enough  personnel  for  the 
out-patient  clinics  to  treat  those  in  the  com¬ 
munity  who  could  be  kept  out  of  the  hos¬ 
pitals  by  these  and  other  treatments. 

Pioneer  work  is  now  being  done  in  using 
cortisone  and  ACTH,  the  newly  found  hor¬ 
mones,  in  the  treatment  'of  serious  mental 
illness.  It  is  possible  that  great  new  strides 
will  be  made  in  this  field  which  would  enable 
us  to  relieve  some  of  the  terrific  overcrowding 
in  our  mental  hospitals.  Cortisone  and 
ACTH  are  still  in  the  research  stage  as  far  as 
mental  illness  is  concerned.  Lead  after  lead 
in  many  projects  are  waiting  to  be  followed 
up.  The  sooner  we  set  in  motion  these  proj¬ 
ects  the  sooner  we  will  be  able  to  capitalize 
on  the  results. 

The  same  is  true  regarding  new  possibili¬ 
ties  which  are  now  opening  up  in  the  use  of 
histamine.  Startling  results  have  already 
been  obtained  on  a  small  scale,  but  a  variety 
of  possibilities  have  to  be  explored.  These 
and  many  other  lines  of  inquiry  make  nec¬ 
essary  new  research  projects  and  the  con¬ 
struction  of  facilities  to  house  them.  The 
cost  would  be  in  terms  of  nickels  and  quar¬ 
ters  as  compared  to  the  dollars  and  dollars 
that  are  now  being  appropriated  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  Governments  for  locking  up 
patients  in  mental  institutions  for  years 
with  little  or  no  treatment. 

Another  new  and  promising  treatment  for 
patients  with  certain  types  of  mental  illness 
has  been  developed  by  the  New  York  State 
Psychiatric  Institute.  This  involves  the  use 
of  intravenous  injections  of  ether.  Here 
again  the  need  for  further  exploration  and 
testing  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  would 
enable  us  to  capitalize  more  quickly  on  this 
discovery. 

These  are  only  a  few  avenues  of  investiga¬ 
tion  which  need  to  be  put  into  operation.  I 
think  that  if  we  neglect  the  opportunity  to 
push  ahead  with  this  research  that  will  save 
the  taxpayers  millions  of  dollars  that  it  will 
be  the  worst  so-called  kind  of  economy.  To 
neglect  this  research,  to  drift  on  and  on,  lay¬ 
ing  out  money  for  hospitals  running  into 
billions  over  the  coming  years  is  crying  econ¬ 
omy  where  there  is  no  economy,  and  the 
taxpayer  will  foot  the  bill. 

Somebody  might  say,  How  do  we  know  we 
will  be  able  to  cut  down  hospital  care  by  the 
use  of  these  treatments?  We  have  a  good 
example  of  how  this  can  be  done.  Six  or 
seven  years  ago  in  the  mental  hospitals  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts  there  was  a  pile- 
up  of  800  patients  every  year.  It  was  easy  to 
see  that,  if  this  continued,  overcrowding 
would  increase  to  the  point  where  new  hos¬ 
pitals  would  have  to  be  built  and  staffed  at 
tremendous  expense.  A  campaign  of  re¬ 
search,  training,  intensified  treatment  in  the 
hospitals  and  development  of  community 
clinics  brought  the  situation  under  control. 

Testimony  was  given  by  the  commissioner 
of  mental  health  before  this  very  subcom¬ 
mittee,  that  Massachusetts  now  had  leveled 
off  its  hospital  population  to  the  point  where 
they  are  discharging  as  many  patients  each 
year  as  they  admit.  Prominent  among  the 
weapons  used  to  achieve  this  result  were 
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electro-shock  and  insulin-shock  treatments 
in  the  hospitals  to  a  greater  degree.  Other 
States  could  do  the  same  thing  if  there  were 
more  trained  psychiatric  personnel.  Massa¬ 
chusetts  was  able  to  achieve  this  result  by 
its  own  efforts  only  because  of  the  fact  that 
it  was  a  center  of  psychiatric  training  and 
research  and  had  inducements  to  offer  exist¬ 
ing  qualified  personnel  that  other  States  did 
not  have. 

Thus  we  have  in  the  achievement  of  one 
State  a  demonstration  of  what  can  be  done 
in  other  sections  of  the  country. 

In  1947  veterans’  neuropsychiatric  hospitals 
cost  some  $96,000,000  to  operate  In  1949 
they  cost  nearly  $125,000,000,  mostly  because 
of  the  increase  in  patients.  An  actuarial 
study  by  the  Metropolitan  Insurance  Co., 
made  for  the  Hoover  Commission  Task  Force 
on  Medical  Services,  states  that  whereas  in 
1948  there  were  about  100,000  veteran 
hospital  beds  (about  one-half  for  the 
mentally  ill)  that  by  1975,  even  though  non¬ 
service-connected  veterans  would  be  cared 
for  only  in  case  of  chronic  illness,  250,000 
beds  would  be  required,  and  that  three- 
fourths  of  these  would  be  for  mental  illness. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  this  would  be  true 
if  we  did  not  step  up  treatment  through 
training  of  personnel,  and  if  we  did  not  find 
new  cures  through  research. 

The  Hoover  Commission,  whose  purpose 
was  to  cut  governmental  expenditures, 
stated  that — 

“Transcending  in  importance  any  of  our 
other  recommendations,  is  the  need  to  out¬ 
flank  disease  by  giving  the  highest  priority 
to  research,  preventive  medicine,  public 
health,  and  education. 

“Federal  medicine  has,  to  a  large  extent, 
developed  negatively  with  patient  care  as  its 
principal  function. 

“First  it  is  the  need  for  maximum  employ¬ 
ment  of  present  scientific  knowledge  to  con¬ 
trol  disease  (training  of  personnel).  But 
beyond  application  of  present  knowledge  lies 
research  to  find  new  weapons. 

“It  is  (also)  imperative  to  maintain  con¬ 
stantly  a  high  level  of  medical  research 
activity  as  a  protection  to  us  in  war.  Such 
research  must  be  stimulated  and  supported 
to  the  extent  which  may  prove  necessary, 
to  the  maximum  potential  of  the  skilled 
manpower  available  to  conduct  it.” 

I  might  add  that  the  Budget  Bureau  has 
not  lived  up  to  this  recommendation  with 
regard  to  mental  health  research,  because 
it  has  ignored  the  backlog  of  approved  but 
unpaid  projects  amounting  to  over  a  half 
million  dollars,  as  well  as  the  estimated  new 
applications  to  be  approved  during  fiscal 
year  1950-51  of  $825,000,000  (based  on  last 
year’s  experience) .  But  even  this  would  put 
into  operation  only  the  existing  potential  of 
the  research  apparatus.  What  we  must  do  is 
to  expand  the  existing  potential  of  research, 
if  we  are  to  cut  down  the  pile-up  of  patients, 
and  the  voracious  attack  on  the  Public 
Treasury  now  made  by  mental  illness. 

Everyone  is  now  conscious  of  the  fact  that 
in  our  Nation  we  have  an  aging  population. 
That  means  that  a  larger  and  larger  propor¬ 
tion  of  Americans  will  be  in  the  group  over 
40  years  of  age  in  the  years  to  come. 

The  proportion  of  patients  who  are  victims 
of  the  diseases  of  middle  and  old  age,  that 
is,  the  chronic  diseases,  will  grow  larger. 
Right  now  a  count  on  an  average  day  would 
show  that  five  out  of  every  six  hospital 
patients  in  the  Nation  are  there  because 
of  a  chronic  disease.  Three  out  of  that  five 
are  mental  patients,  or  one-half  the  total. 
•  ,'hese  mental  patients  are  97  percent  in  tax- 
supported  hospitals.  As  the  population  ages 
in  the  years  to  come,  the  proportion  of 
mental  patients  is  going  to  increase  if  we 
continue  to  put  so  little  into  research  and 
training. 

Therefore  as  custodians  of  the  public 
treasury,  and  as  representatives  of  the  tax¬ 
payer,  we  cannot  keep  mental  health  research 
and  training  at  the  present  inadequate  level. 
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Some  people  have  said  to  me,  “How  can 
you  say  the  President’s  budget  asked  for 
too  little  for  research  and  training  in  this 
field?  They  have  increased  it  for  1951  over 
1950  by  $1,300,000.”  They  have  increased  it 
but  that  is  not  the  complete  story.  It  is 
the  purpose  of  research  and  training  to  cut 
down  the  cost  of  medical  care,  and  especially 
of  hospitalization,  with  its  tremendous  build¬ 
ing  programs.  As  long  as  the  cost  of  main¬ 
taining  and  building  hospitals  is  going  up, 
that  means  not  enough  is  being  devoted  to 
reesarch  and  training.  The  test  is  not 
whether  a  few  more  dollars  are  being  put 
into  the  research  program  than  last  year. 
The  test  is,  are  we  putting  enough  into  re¬ 
search  and  training  to  control  mental  ill¬ 
ness  in  its  most  costly  form,  that  is,  main¬ 
tenance  of  patients  in  hospitals. 

That  is  the  test,  and  the  President’s 
budget  does  not  meet  the  test.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  blaming  the  Budget  Bureau. 
That  organization  has  a  tremendously  com¬ 
plicated  task,  the  task  of  weighing  off 
against  each  other  countless  item,  to  find 
out  which  are  more  important.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  a  system  of  checks  and 
balances  in  our  Government,  set  up  by  the 
Constitution.  If  that  system  of  checks  and 
balances  means  anything,  it  means  that 
Congress  should  in  the  interest  of  the  people, 
change  some  of  the  items,  when  it  encounters 
facts  not  taken  into  account  by  the  Budget 
Bureau  when  it  made  its  estimates. 

Nobody  can  call  it  spending  to  increase 
these  items  of  research  and  training,  be¬ 
cause  actually  it  will  save  money  in  another 
item  of  the  budget,  that  is,  hospital  opera¬ 
tion  and  hospital  building.  Since  the  tax¬ 
payers  are  saddled  now  with  the  expense  of 
maintaining  the  patients  in  hospitals,  be¬ 
cause  we  do  not  cure  them,  then  we  had 
better  get  down  to  the  job  of  training 
people  and  finding  new  cures.  We  had  better 
do  it  quickly,  because  if  we  do  not,  we  will 
be  pouring  tens  of  millions  of  the  taxpayers’ 
money  into  the  sand,  because  of  our  own 
neglect.  I  do  not  call  that  economy  and  I 
am  against  it. 

It  is  an  offense  against  the  Nation  as  a 
whole,  against  every  taxpayer  in  the  country, 
against  the  innocent  victims  of  mental 
disease,  and  against  the  conscience  of  every 
Member  of  Congress,  to  have  a  group  of  these 
research  projects  ready  and  waiting  to  go, 
to  have  next  year’s  applications  come  in, 
with  no  money  to  carry  them  out.  Who  in 
this  room  could  bear  to  count  the  number 
of  patients  sitting  right  now  in  the  stench- 
filled  backwards  of  our  Nation’s  mental 
hospitals,  doomed  to  a  living  death  away 
from  their  fellow  man — Americans  who 
could  be  released  to  productive,  imcompar- 
ably  happier  lives,  because  of  the  new  knowl¬ 
edge  which  could  certainly  come  from  this 
research  activity?  Who  would  dare  to  count 
the  number  of  them  that  will  be  condemned 
to  remain  their  helpless  and  dumb  because 
we  shrank  from  the  task  of  finding  the  money 
to  get  them  out? 

And  again,  I  ask,  who  will  face  the  tax¬ 
payers  who  have  to  support  these  people  in 
the  hospitals,  to  the  tune  of  half  a  billion 
and  more  every  year?  Who  will  do  that  when 
in  10  years  the  over-all  hospital  bill  for  these 
people  will  reach  a  cool  billion  annually? 

I  suppose  it  might  be  said,  “All  well  and 
good,  but  where  is  the  money  coming  from? 
We  have  to  be  practical.” 

I  agree,  we  do  have  to  be  practical.  But 
there  are  many  places  the  money  could  come 
from.  If  we  take  the  trouble  to  run  down 
the  budget  and  find  $10,000,000  items,  we  can 
find  them.  And  we  could  find  places  where 
increases  were  made  over  last  year’s  budget. 
We  would  not  have  to  increase  the  deficit 
one  penny. 

I  would  take  a  look  at  all  the  roads  that 
are  planned  to  be  built  during  the  coming 
year,  all  the  highways,  expressways,  inter¬ 
mediate  roads,  rural  roads,  all  the  wildlife 


trails,  and  forest  highways,  and  find  three  or 
four  million  dollars  there  which  could  be  di¬ 
verted  to  research  and  trained  personnel  to 
cure  several  thousand  Americans  who  are 
victims  of  mental  disease  and  who,  without 
it,  are  going  to  be  doomed  to  years  of  living 
death  in  the  back  wards  of  mental  institu¬ 
tions  all  over  our  land.  Are  we  going  to 
legislate,  as  the  will  of  the  greatest  Nation 
on  earth,  that  a  mile  of  back  road  costing' 
$10,000  is  more  important  than  a  research 
or  training  project  to  apply  or  discover  cures 
that  can  bring  our  own  fellow- Americans 
forth  from  a  mental  hospital  as  from  a  tomb? 

I  have  open  in  front  of  me,  the  proposed 
budget  of  the  United  States  Government  f9r 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951.  On 
page  1121,  I  see  a  table  headed  “Expendi¬ 
tures  for  civil  public  works.”  The  second 
item  calls  for  an  increase  of  $13,000,000  over 
the  current  year  for  public  roads.  I  would 
take  five  million  of  that  increase  and  build 
research  and  training  facilities  in  the  medi¬ 
cal  schools  and  mental  hospitals  of  our  land, 
and  take  a  firm  step  toward  cutting  down 
the  $500,000,000  taxpayers  now  have  to  pay, 
because  we  build  roads  instead  of  research 
for  mental  health. 

The  ninth  item  in  that  table  calls  for  an 
increase  over  last  year  of  $62,000,000  for 
“Public  Buildings.”  These  buildings  are  no 
doubt  useful  and  in  the  general  course  of 
Government  business  are  justifiable  expen¬ 
ditures.  But  the  sixty-two  million  is  only 
the  increase  over  last  year.  The  total  figure 
is  one  hundred  and  eleven  million.  These 
buildings  would  not  pay  for  themselves  many 
times  over.  These  buildings  would  provide 
no  more  employment  for  our  people  in  their 
construction  than  facilities  for  research. 
These  buildings  would  not  enable  us  to  cut 
back  on  the  construction  of  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  worth  of  hospitals.  But 
research  laboratories  and  training  facilities 
would  do  just  that.  They  would  in  the  long 
run  make  unnecessary  hospital  after  hospital 
the  country  over.  They  would  save  money. 
These  other  buildings  would  not  do  that; 
they  are  straight  spending,  and  then  you 
have  to  spend  more  money  to  maintain  them. 
These  buildings  would  not  save  people,  my 
own  brother  Americans,  from  a  hopeless 
vegetating  existence  in  some  mental  hospital. 
So  I  would  cheerfully  take  five  or  ten  million 
from  that  sixty-two  million,  and  put  it 
toward  mental  health  research  and  training. 

The  last  item  on  this  table  is  called  “All 
Other,”  and  it  calls  for  an  increase  of  con¬ 
struction  of  some  kind  or  other,  for  1951,  of 
sixty-three  and  a  half  million  over  1950. 
And  the  total  is  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
eight  million.  I  do  not  know  what  the  “All 
Other”  refers  to,  but  I  am  sure  it  will  not 
pay  for  itself  10  or  15  times  over.  So,  again, 
I  would  be  in  favor  of  tightening  our  belt 
on  this  item,  whatever  it  is,  and  of  taking 
ten  million  for  medical  research.  Or  per¬ 
haps  I  would  cut  out  some  of  the  cost-plus 
bidding  in  some  of  these  contracts  and  save 
a  few  million  that  way  and  invest  it  in  re¬ 
search  and  save  money  on  hospital  contracts 
later. 

The  money  for  research  and  training  is 
there  and  it  is  not  very  hard  to  find  if  you 
just  look  for  it.  It  is  not  a  very  good  argu¬ 
ment  to  say,  as  some  do,  that  we  have  a 
deficit  and  cannot  afford  to  spend  the  money 
on  these  projects  and  this  research  construc¬ 
tion.  In  a  few  minutes  I  have  shown  where 
twice  the  money  needed  could  be  taken  with¬ 
out  anyone  making  any  sacrifice. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  report  by  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force,  a  report 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  a  re¬ 
port  by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  all 
pertaiiiing  to  material  I  requested  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  causes  of  physical  disability 


or  rejections  for  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces;  and  I  also  include  in  the  re¬ 
quest  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  the 
respective  secretaries  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  follows: 

June  7,  1950. 

Hon.  Prank  Pace, 

Secretary  of  the  Army, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Secretary  Pace:  I  would  like  very 
much  to  get  information  as  to  the  approxi¬ 
mate  total  manpower  sent  overseas  during 
the  shooting  phase  of  World  War  II  from 
1941  to  1945  in  the  following  theaters  of 
operation : 

European. 

Mediteranean. 

CBI  (Ceylon,  Burma,  and  India). 

Pacific. 

What  is  the  average  strength  of  an  Army 
division? 

Please  also  furnish  me  with  the  following 
information: 

1.  The  total  number  of  men  examined  for 
military  service  during  World  War  II. 

2.  The  total  number  accepted  for  military 
service. 

3.  The  total  number  rejected  for — 

(a)  Medical  reasons. 

(b)  Neuro-psychiatric  reasons. 

(c)  All  other  reasons. 

4.  The  total  number  of  discharges  after 
induction  prior  to  cessation  of  hostilities — 

(a)  Medical  reasons. 

(b)  Neuropsychiatric  reasons. 

(c)  All  other  reasons. 

I  need  this  information  as  promptly  as  pos¬ 
sible  and  I  shall  greatly  appreciate  your. ex¬ 
pediting  the  handling  of  my  request. 

With  cordial  good  wishes. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Hubert  H.  Humphrey. 


Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Washington,  June  30,  1950. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Humphrey:  I  refer  again  to 
your  letter  of  June  7,  1950,  requesting  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  Air  Force  personnel 
strength. 

The  figures  covering  the  approximate  total 
manpower  sent  overseas  during  World  War 
II  are  not  available  to  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force,  as  during  this  period  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  consolidated  totals  for 
the  entire  Army,  to  include  the  Air  Corps, 
which  was  then  a  part  of  the  Army. 

Organizationwise,  the  Air  division  is  com¬ 
parable  to  the  Army  division.  However,  the 
Air  division  may  actually  be  described  as  an 
Air  task  force  and  its  size  and  composition 
depends  on  the  situation  under  which  it  is 
operating.  As  such,  there  is  no  figure  that 
may  be  quoted  as  to  average  strength. 

During  World  War  II,  the  Air  Corps  did  no 
recruiting  and  thus  no  figures  are  available 
as  to  the  number  of  men  examined,  accepted, 
or  rejected.  Since  Selective  Service  examined 
all  men,  it  was  not  until  after  they  had  been 
examined  that  men  were  actually  assigned  to 
the  various  services.  The  number  of  dis¬ 
charges  for  medical  reasons  from  the  Air 
Corps  after  induction,  during  the  years  1942, 
1943,  and  1944,  are  listed  below: 


Officers 

Enlisted 

Total 

Total  medical  ..  _ . 

2,238 

SS6 

103, 060 
42, 174 
60,886 

105,  298 
43, 060 
62,  238 

Neuropsychiatric . _ 

Other  causes . . 

1,352 

Also,  attached  hereto  is  a  study  entitled 
“Analysis  of  the  Causes  of  Disqualification  of 
164,687  Applicants  Rejected  for  Aviation 
Training,”  which  it  is  thought  will  be  of 
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interest  to  you  in  your  study  of  these  mat¬ 
ters. 

I  have  checked  with  the  Department  of 
the  Army  and  have  been  informed  that  they 
are  furnishing  you  detailed  information  on 
the  questions  posed  in  your  letter.  The  Air 
Corps  figures  are  included  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  figures  but  are  not  re¬ 
corded  separately. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  A.  McCone, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

Washington,  June  28,  1950. 
Hon.  Hubert  H.  Humfhrey, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Humphrey  :  I  am  pleased 
to  forward  below  the  information  that  can 
be  made  available  in  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tions  contained  in  your  letter  of  June  7, 
1950,  concerning  naval  personnel. 

Records  of  the  total  naval  manpower  sent 
overseas  during  the  war  to  the  various  the¬ 
aters  of  operations  were  not  maintained. 
However,  the  peak  strength  of  naval  per¬ 
sonnel  in  these  theaters  was  as  follows: 


Theater 

Peak 

strength 

Date 

European  (continental)  . . . 

North  Atlantic  (ashore  and 

49, 801 

Nov.  30, 1944 

afloat) _ _  _ 

Mediterranean  (ashore  and 

150, 046 

June  30,1944 

afloat) _ 

CBI  (Ceylon,  Burma,  and 
India) _  _  _ _ 

90, 175 

(') 

Aug.  31, 1944 

Pacific  (ashore  and  afloat)  ---- 

1, 366,  716 

Aug.  31,1945 

•  Not  available. 


There  is  no  Navy  combat  unit  comparable 
to  an  Army  Division.  The  wartime  comple¬ 
ment  of  an  aircraft  carrier  is  approximately 
3,500  men,  battleship  2,500,  cruiser  1,700,  and 
destroyer  350.  Numbers  of  these  ships  to¬ 
gether  with  necessary  transports  and  aux¬ 
iliaries  were  formed  into  a  task  force,  the 
composition  of  which  depended  upon  the 
mission  Ao  be  accomplished  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  vessels. 

Information  is  not  available  concerning 
the  total  number  of  personnel  examined  for 
service  in  the  Navy  during  World  War  H.  A 
total  of  3,546,179  persons  entered  the  naval 
service  during  that  period. 

The  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  has 
record  of  the  examination  by  Navy  medical 
officers  of  2,449,925  applicants  for  service  in 


the  Navy.  These  personnel  are  exclusive  of 
selective-service  inductees.  The  records 
show  rejections  for  medical  reasons  prior 
to  entry  into  the  service  of  these  applicants 
as  follows: 

Mental  reasons _  12,  843 

All  other  medical  reasons _  568,  212 


Total  rejected  for  medical 
reasons _ _  581,  055 


Information  on  the  number  of  rejections 
of  these  personnel  for  administrative  reasons 
(overage,  police  record,  etc.)  is  not  available. 

During  the  period  of  World  War  II  485,006 
persons  were  discharged  or  separated  from 
the  Navy  for  all  reasons.  The  records  of 
the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  show 
the  following  invalided  from  the  service  dur¬ 
ing  that  period : 

Mental  reasons  (plus  combat  and 


operational  fatigue) _  86,008 

All  other  medical  reasons _  179,  479 


Total  invalided  from  service.  265,  487 
I  trust  that  the  foregoing  information  sat¬ 
isfactorily  answers  your  inquiry. 

Sincerely  yours,  , 

Dan  A.  Kimball, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  22,  1950. 
Hon.  Hubert  A.  Humphrey, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Humphrey  :  In  reply  to  your 
request  for  certain  manpower  statistics  per¬ 
taining  to  the  combat  phases  of  World  War 
II,  a  compilation  has  been  made  of  the  avail¬ 
able  figures.  The  results  of  their  research 
are  attached  hereto  as  tabs  A,  B,  and  C. 

It  was  impossible  in  many  instances  to 
furnish  the  exact  data  requested.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  answers  to  the  question  relating  to 
inductions  could  be  obtained  only  from  Se¬ 
lective  Service  data  and  consequently  in¬ 
cludes  men  inducted  for  the  Navy  as  well 
as  the  Army.  In  all  cases  Army  figures  in¬ 
clude  Air  Force  since  that  service  was  then 
a  branch  of  the  Army. 

The  information  contained  in  the  attached 
tabs  is  the  best  available  in  the  Department 
of  the  Army  and  I  trust  that  it  will  be  of 
assistance  to  you.  If  additional  information 
is  needed,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  on 
me. 

Sincerely, 

John  W.  Martyn, 
Administrative  Assistant. 


Passengers,  Including  Troops  and  Others 
Under  Army  Jurisdiction,  Embarked  by 
Surface  Carrier  from  the  United  States 
to  the  Theaters  of  Operations  Listed 
Below  1 

Dec.  1,  1941-Aug.  31,  1945 


European _  3,  344,  063 

Mediterranean  (including  Central 

Africa  and  Middle  East) _  1,071,642 

China-Burma-India _  253,  492 

Pacific  2 _ 2,  171,  511 

1  Totals  include  Navy,  Allied  personnel. 


civilians,  and  prisoners  of  war  moved  on 
ships  in  Army  service.  A  detailed  break-out 
to  show  troops  alone  is  not  possible  but  the 
percentage  of  miscellaneous  personnel  is  so 
small  as  to  be  negligible  for  all  practical  pur¬ 
poses. 

2  Does  not  include  troops  sent  to  Alaska. 

Source:  Statistical  Review,  World  War  II, 
Army  Service  Forces,  War  Department. 

Note. — This  tabulation  does  not  include 
the  small  percentage  of  troops  and  other 
War  Department  personnel  transported  over¬ 
seas  by  air  transport,  the  statistics  on  which 
are  not  available. 

World  War  II  division  strengths 


Average 

Type  of  division:  strength 

Infantry  .... _ 14,  477 

Mountain  (Infantry) _ 15,185 

Airborne _ 12,  842 

Cavalry _ 13,  054 

Armored _ 11,339 


By  way  of  comparison  the  table  of  organi¬ 


zation  strengths  of  the  present  day  types 
of  divisions  are  shown  below: 

T.  O.  &  E. 

Type  of  division:  strength 

Infantry _ 18,839 

Airborne _ 16,265 

Airborne _ , _ 16,  265 

Induction  statistics 

1.  Estimated  number  physically 

examined  1 _  17,  684,  700 


Acceptable _  12,  435,  500 

Rejected _ _  5,  249,  200 


2.  Principal  causes  for  rejection: 1 
Manifestly  disqualifying  de¬ 
fects _ 510,  500 

Mental  disease  3 _  856,  200 

Mental  deficiency _  676,  300 


Physical  defects _  2,  708,  700 


3.  Separations  from  the  Armed 
Forces  through  Aug.  31, 
1945: 1 

Medical _ 

Unadaptable _ 


T.  O.  &  E. 
strength 
1,  067,  256 
445,  246 


4.  Army  separations  from  Jan. 

1,  1942  through  1945: 3 

Neuro-psychiatrics _  395_  343 

Medical  reasons _  604^  1C9 

Other -  163[  091 

1  Includes  both  Army  and  Navy  inductees. 
3  Majority  of  psychoneurotics  are  included 
in  this  category. 

3  Data  furnished  by  Surgeon  General, 
United  States  Army. 


Source:  “Physical  Examination  of  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Registrants,”  Special  Mono¬ 
graph  No.  15,  Vol.  1,  Text,  published  by 
Selective  Service  System,  1947. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as 
part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter  I  received 
from  Dr.  Donald  W.  Hastings,  professor 
and  head  of  the  Department  of  Psy¬ 
chiatry  and  Neurology,  University  of 
Minnesota;  and  also  a  telegram  which 
I  have  recently  received  from  Dr.  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Menninger,  of  the  Menninger 
Institute,  at  Topeka,  Kans. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
and  telegram  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

University  of  Minnesota, 

The  Medical  School, 
Minneapolis,  April  29,  1949. 
Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

.  Dear  Senator  Humphrey  :  I  wish  to  thank 
you  most  appreciatively  for  your  telegram 
and  for  the  action  which  you  took  on  the 
Senate  floor  in  behalf  of  the  funds  to  be 
given  to  the  National  Mental  Health  Act. 
It  is  heartening  to  realize  that  this  most 
humanitarian  cause  has  such  a  good  friend 
In  court. 

At  the  risk  of  repeating  information  with 
which  you  are  already  well  acquainted,  I 
would  like  to  pass  on  to  you  a  few  observa¬ 
tions  from  the  psychiatrist’s  standpoint, 
particularly  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
psychiatrist  occupied  primarily  with  teach¬ 
ing  and  research.  It  is  well  known  to  you 
how  immense  is  the  problem  presented  by 
actually  psychotic  patients  requiring  hospi¬ 
talization,  and  how  much  larger  are  the 
problems  presented  by  the  multitudes  of 
people  who  have  crippling  neuroses,  alcohol¬ 
ism,  marital  discord,  certain  types  of 
criminality,  etc.  However,  I  think  only  a 
professional  worker  in  the  field  is  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  realize  adequately  how  pitifully  small 
is  the  body  of  sound  scientific  knowledge 
which  we  possess  in  trying  to  unlock  these 
riddles,  and  how  few  are  the  well-trained 
hands  and  minds  to  help.  The  fundamental 
keys  in  this  whole  situation  are  (1)  re¬ 
search  and  (2)  training  of  personnel  to  do 
service,  teaching,  and  research. 

Research  and  training  take  money,  and 
they  take  a  lot  of  it.  Cancer,  tuberculosis, 
and  poliomyelitis,  by  way  of  example,  are 
similar  problems  which  require  similar  help 
but  alongside  the  size  of  the  mental-health 
problem  they  are  almost  statistically  insig¬ 
nificant. 

Funds  for  training  and  research  are  not 
easy  to  come  by,  and  up  until  the  Congress 
in  1946  enacted  the  Mental  Health  Act,  such 
funds  were  peculiarly  difficult  to  come  by 
in  the  field  of  mental  health.  The  Mental 
Health  Act,  I  can  assure  you  from  personal 
observation,  has  given  this  whole  venture  a 
much-needed  shot  in  the  arm,  to  date  a 
small  shot  it  is  true,  but  nevertheless  a  shot. 
Judged  by  the  local  situation,  the  United 
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States  Public  Health  Service  has  been  care¬ 
ful  in  the  administration  of  these  funds. 
In  any  event,  it  seems  to  me  tremendously 
important  that  the  Congress  gradually  ex¬ 
pand  these  funds  for  training  and  research 
compatible  with  the  ability  of  the  training 
and  research  centers  to  use  them  wisely,  and 
this  is  a  determination,  it  seems  to  me, 
which  the  United  States  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  is  in  the  best  position  to  make. 

Again  my  sincere  thanks  for  your  help. 
Most  sincerely, 

Donald  W.  Hastings,  M.D., 
Professor  and  Head,  Department  of 
Psychiatry  and  Neurology. 

Topeka,  Kans.,  July  12,  1950. 
Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

In  the  name  of  8,000,000  victims  of  serious 
mental  illness,  both  civilian  and  veteran,  in 
order  to  build  a  strong  manpower  to  pre¬ 
serve  our  security  in  war  and  to  protect  the 
Public  Treasury  against  gigantic  costs  for 
the  hospitalization  of  mental  patients  who 
cannot  be  treated  for  lack  of  personnel,  I 
urge  you  to  vote  and  work  to  secure  other 
votes  for  Humphrey  amendment  on  Senate 
floor  increasing  appropriation  to  $16,000,000 
for  mental  health  research  and  training,  in¬ 
cluding  construction  and  project  grants. 

William  C.  Menninger,  M.  D. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The. 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  IvesL 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  to  begin 
with,  I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  no 
criticism  whatever  to  make  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  who  has  been  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee,  for  I  under¬ 
stand  the  problem  with  which  he  and  the 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee  have 
been  faced.  I  wish  them  to  understand 
that  I  am  fully  sympathetic  with  their 
situation  and  the  way  in  which  they  have 
found  it  necessary  to  resolve  it. 

However,  I  regret  that  I  cannot  agree 
with  their  findings.  For  that  reason,  I 
rise  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  with  billion-dollar  ex¬ 
penditures  for  waging  war  the  order  of 
the  day,  an  appropriation  for  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  basic  medical  research — 
aimed  at  saving  human  life — is  a  happy 
one. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
enlarge  training  programs  for  medical 
research  scientists,  and  extend  study  fa¬ 
cilities  in  hospitals,  medical  schools,  and 
universities.  The  proposed  increase  is  a 
four-pronged  attack  on  human  suffering 
caused  by  cancer,  mental  illness,  heart 
diseases,  and  dental  defects. 

Although  the  amendment  proposes  an 
Increase  of  $64,000,000  above  the  amount 
allowed  by  the  Senate  committee,  exam¬ 
ination  of  specific  items  reveals  the  com¬ 
pelling  necessity  for  each  expenditure. 

For  instance,  the  $16,750,000  sum  pro¬ 
posed  for  cancer  research,  would  be 
broken  down  to  provide  $7,000,000  for 
the  conduct  and  expansion  of  existing  re¬ 
search  projects,  $9,000,000  for  further 
laboratory  construction  so  that  addi¬ 
tional  study  may  be  carried  on,  and 
$750,000  to  augment  the  technical  train¬ 
ing  program  for  personnel. 

The  problem  we  are  dealing  with  in¬ 
spires  the  imagination  of  one  who  real¬ 


izes  that  unless  great  advances  in  med¬ 
ical  science  are  made,  the  next  5  years 
will  see  over  1,000,000  people  die  of 
cancer  alone.  The  task  before  us  is 
clear.  What  is  needed  is  more  and  bet¬ 
ter  training  for  young  scientists,  ex¬ 
panded  efforts  to  develop  effective  diag¬ 
nostic  tests,  and  more  laboratories 
equipped  with  the  best  that  modern 
science  can  provide. 

Progress  is  presently  underway  toward 
all  these  goals,  but  thus  far  funds  have 
been  sadly  lacking.  It  is  to  remedy  this 
defect  that  the  proposed  increase  in  ap¬ 
propriation  has  been  offered. 

The  same  glaring  need  for  funds  can 
be  seen  in  the  inadequacy  of  present  re¬ 
search  facilities  for  heart  disease,  mental 
illness,  and  dental  health.  Research 
aimed  at  discovery  of  causes  and  cures 
for  each  of  these  blighting  diseases  is  a 
powerful  force  in  alleviating  misery. 

One  factor — not  previously  empha¬ 
sized— which  makes  this  increase  espe¬ 
cially  necessary  now  is  the  present  diffi¬ 
culty  in  securing  top-flight  medical  per¬ 
sonnel  to  engage  in  Government- 
financed  research  projects.  Medical  re¬ 
search  specialists  hesitate  to  cast  their 
lot  with  a  program  which  might  be  un¬ 
stable  or  uncertain  for  lack  of  definite 
and  continuing  congressional  policy. 
We  must  assert  our  support  and  approval 
of  this  worthy  medical  research  project 
in  terms  that  leave  no  doubt  as  to  our 
future  intentions. 

We  have  before  us  a  proposal  that  will 
bring  human  progress — in  a  real  sense — 
beyond  the  realistic  comprehension  of 
anyone  here.  It  is  a  truly  noble  task — 
the  elimination,  of  human  suffering  and 
disease 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  2  minutes 
more,  making  it  seven,  so  the  Senator 
may  have  10  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  since  the 
24th  of  last  June— a  period  of  39  days — 
the  blood-red  Communist  hordes  of 
northern  Korea,  with  bombers,  tanks, 
and  all  the  other  modern  weapons  of 
war,  to  our  unfeigned  sorrow  and  ever¬ 
lasting  regret,  killed,  all  told,  109  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  in 
battle.  During  the  last  24  hours  cancer 
has  killed  561  of  the  men,  women,  and 
children  of  this  country. 

During  the  entire  Second  World  War 
all  the  Axis  Powers,  with  unlimited  sup¬ 
plies  of  the  most  deadly  weapons  that 
had  ever  been  devised,  killed  only  273,000 
of  the  millions  whom  we  sent  to  the 
front  to  win  for  humanity  the  most  de¬ 
structive  of  all  wars.  But  in  the  same 
period  in  which  these  enemies  of  democ¬ 
racy  destroyed  273,000  precious  Ameri¬ 
can  lives  cancer  killed  a  total  of  501,019 
of  the  American  people. 

According  to  an  official  report  of  the 
Treasury,  the  United  States  spent,  on  the 
average,  $221,043,000  every  day  of  the 


Second  World  War  in  order  to  conquer 
our  Axis  foes.  But  during  the  entire  pe¬ 
riod  of  that  war  the  appropriations  of 
public  funds  to  combat  cancer,  the  most 
terrifying,  agonizing  and  irresistible  of 
all  human  scourges,  amounted  to  less 
than  $25,000,000 — less  than  it  cost  to  de¬ 
fray  our  expense  of  the  Second  World 
War  for  3  hours. 

And  please  remember  that,  day  for  day, 
cancer  killed  nearly  twice  as  many  as 
were  killed  by  the  minions  who  warred 
against  us  from  the  attack  on  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor  until  our  final  victory  was  won.  This 
contrast  between  the  liberality  with 
which  this  Nation  appropriated  money 
for  defense  against  military  aggression 
and  our  neglect  to  provide  funds  with 
which  to  combat  cancer,  defies  compre¬ 
hension,  stuns  the  mind,  and  bewilders 
the  imagination. 

Forty  years  ago  cancer  was  the  No.  7 
killer  among  the  deadly  diseases  of  the 
United  States.  But  in  the  succeeding 
years  this  scourge  gained  on  all  its  com¬ 
peting  afflictions  until  1938  when  it  be¬ 
came,  and  ever  since  has  continued  to 
be,  the  No.  2  killer  of  the  Nation. 

Within  the  memory  of  the  living  the 
death  rate  from  cancer  in  this  and  every 
other  land  has  regularly,  persistently, 
and  disastrously  increased  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  In  1928,  when  I  passed  through 
this  body  the  first  anticancer  bill  ever 
approved  by  either  House  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  cancer  was  on  the  average  de¬ 
stroying  one  of  our  people  every  5  min¬ 
utes  and  30  seconds.  In  the  United 
States  last  year,  every  time  the  clock 
ticked  off  2  minutes  and  30  seconds  can¬ 
cer  sent  some  man,  woman,  or  child  to 
the  dissolution  of  the  grave.  Our  total 
cancer  deaths  last  year  reached  the  ap¬ 
palling  total  of  205,000. 

Mr.  President  and  Members  of  the 
Senate,  please  come  with  me  down  the 
corridor  of  tribulation  for  a  final  fare¬ 
well  visit  with  561  of  our  fellow  human 
beings,  the  majority  of  whom  will,  in 
horrifying  agony,  die  of  cancer  during 
the  next  24  hours.  If  these  pitiful  suf¬ 
ferers  should  be  arranged  in  the  order 
in  which  they  would  set  out  upon  their 
journey  to  the  undiscovered  country 
from  whose  bourn  no  traveler  returns, 
the  first  one  we  should  see  would  die 
within  the  next  2  minutes  and  30  sec¬ 
onds,  the  second  within  the  next  5  min¬ 
utes,  and  so  on,  until  this  time  tomorrow 
when  the  last  of  the  561  would  have 
passed  through  the  gruesome  slaughter¬ 
house,  which  the  insatiate  cancer  mon¬ 
ster  tirelessly,  ceaselessly,  and  relent¬ 
lessly  operates  against  all  mankind. 

At  the  conclusion  of  our  visit  with 
these  561  who  had  just  passed  into  the 
silent  land,  it  would  be  well  to  remember 
that  20,000,000  more  of  those  living  in 
this  country  will  eventually  be  destroyed 
by  this  most  distressing  of  all  diseases. 

When  voting  on  the  proposal  for  an 
increase  of  $17,000,000  additional  funds 
with  which  to  fight  cancer,  please  re¬ 
member  these  simple  facts:  If  the  United 
States  were  in  the  regular  shape  of  a 
rectangle,  the  entire  length  of  its  boun¬ 
dary  line  would  be  approximately  7,000 
miles.  If  all  the  20,000,000  who  have 
been  branded  for  death  by  cancer  should 
be  buried  in  a  single  unbroken  line,  it 
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would  be  necessary  for  the  grave  to  be 
long  enough  to  reach  twice  around  this 
entire  7,000-mile  boundary  and  extend  an 
additional  distance  as  great  as  that  from 
Boston  to  Washington. 

This,  in  brief,  is  the  flesh  and  blood 
element  of  the  problem  to  which  it  is 
sincerely  hoped  the  Senate  will  give  its 
most  serious  and  generous  consideration. 
But  manifestly  an  important  financial 
element  is  involved  in  this  matter  be¬ 
cause  the  amendment  before  us  contains 
a  request  for  an  increase  of  $17,000,000 
in  the  appropriation  for  the  war  on 
cancer.  Please  consider  a  few  statis¬ 
tics  which  speak  to  the  point. 

On  the  basis  formulated  by  Dr.  Luis  I. 
Dublin,  noted  statistician  for  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Life  Insurance  Co.,  care  and 
medicine  for  those  who  died  of  cancer 
in  this  country  last  year  cost  $205,000,- 
000.  And  upon  the  basis  supplied  by  the 
same  statistician  when  the  economic 
value  of  those  destroyed  by  the  disease  is 
added  to  the  cost  of  the  medicine  and 
care  bestowed  upon  the  victims  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  world’s  No.  2  killer  in  the 
year  1949  extorted  from  the  American 
people  more  than  $1,400,000,000. 

For  many  years  cancer  has  been  stead¬ 
ily  gaining  on  all  the  doctors  and  all  the 
other  scientists  who  have  been  fighting 
the  battle  against  this  dread  disease. 
Medical  science  has  conquered  yellow 
fever,  diphtheria,  typhoid,  smallpox,  and 
many  other  dire  afflictions.  Medical  sci¬ 
ence  has  even  robbed  leprosy  and  tuber¬ 
culosis  of  their  terrors.  But  in  spite  of 
all  that  physicians,  surgeons,  chemists, 
biologists,  and  all  other  scientists  have 
amazingly  accomplished,  cancer  is  still 
the  unconquered,  unconquerable,  and 
defiant  foe  of  the  human  race.  Radium, 
X-ray,  and  the  surgeon’s  knife  are  the 
only  generally  approved  means  of  com¬ 
bating  this  frightful  destroyer.  Every 
passing  year  adds  to  the  demonstrations 
that  cancer  cannot  be  annihilated  by 
these  or  any  other  known  means,  and 
that  it  is  impossible,  with  available  funds, 
existing  facilities,  and  present  methods 
to  stay  the  progressive  acceleration  of  its  | 
horrifying  destruction  in  this  or  any 
other  country. 

For  generations  the  world  has  been 
waging  war  against  cancer  with  bows  and 
arrows  and  other  primitive  weapons  of 
the  Stone  Age.  In  this  life-and-death 
struggle  no  country  has  yet  supplied  its 
scientists  with  sufficient  funds  to  enable 
them  to  advance  even  to  the  age  of  the 
flintlock  musket.  And  while  we  persist 
in  feebly  resisting  cancer  in  the  manner 
approved  in  our  grandmother’s  days,  this 
cannibalistic  monster  “laughs  at  our 
calamity  and  mocks  at  our  fear  when  it 
cometh  as  desolation.” 

The  adoption  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  increase  the  appropriation  for 
cancer  cure  and  prevention  will  enable 
a  host  of  competent,  eager  scientists, 
who  have  long  been  handicapped  by  a 
lack  of  funds,  to  exchange  their  useless 
bows  and  arrows  for  weapons  as  modern 
as  this  afternoon,  and  with  them  pro¬ 
ceed  to  win  victories  in  keeping  with  the  / 


general,  hopeful,  prayerful  expectations 
of  the  atomic  age  that  now  prevails. 

When  voting  on  the  amendment  which 
proposes  the  $17,000,000  increase  in  the 
appropriation  for  the  present  or  pros¬ 
pective  victims  of  cancer,  let  us  find  in¬ 
spiration  in  the  example  set  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Walter  Winchell  who,  by  the 
most  generous  use  of-  his  extraordinary 
voice  and  pen,  has  during  the  last  3  years 
raised  $3,750,000  for  the  Damon  Runyon 
Fund  for  cancer  research.  The  value  of 
the  services  to  the  present  and  future 
victims  of  cancer  which  have  been  or 
will  be  provided  with  these  funds  is  be¬ 
yond  the  power  of  computation. 

Mr.  Winchell  is  entitled  to  the  unlim¬ 
ited  gratitude  of  every  humanitarian  in 
the  land  for  his  unsurpassable  service  in 
throwing  out  the  lifeline  to  an  innumer¬ 
able  throng  .of  suffering  humanity  by 
speeding  the  final  conquest  of  the  great¬ 
est  scourge  that  has  ever  descended  upon 
the  human  race. 

Mr.  President  and  fellow  Members  of 
the  Senate,  let  us  fully  live  up  to  our 
present  opportunity  by  voting  for  in¬ 
creased  funds  with  which  to  destroy  the 
great  destroyer  and  thus  help  to  pro¬ 
vide  means  which  may  heal  multitudes 
of  the  afflicted,  comfort  throngs  of  the 
disconsolate,  and  bring  faith,  hope,  and 
courage  to  millions  who  are  in  distress. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]. 

.  giliB  . 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine.  Mr.  President, 
it  is  only  natural  for  all  of  us  to  have  a 
deep  pride  in  our  home  State  as  well  as 
our  country.  But  every  once  in  a  while 
something  happens  back  in  our  home 
State  that  ‘makes  us  straighten,  our 
shoulders  and  stand  a  little  talker  in 
genuine  pride.  / 

Today  the  Maine  congressional  dele¬ 
gation  stands  a  little  taller  <Cnd  with 
shoulders  squared  because  of  something 
that  has  happened  back  in.-lny  beloved 
State  of  Maine.  This  coding  Sunday 
evening  will  mark  the  launching  of  the 
Portland  plan.  The  Portland  plan  will 
be  a  campaign  against  hoarding.  It 
will  be  a  voluntary  canvf>aign  on  the  part 
of  private  rank-and>nle  citizens  who 
recognize  that  patriotism  is  not  always 
measured  in  military  uniforms  but  as 
well  in  civilian  restraint. 

It  will  not  be  fin  involuntary  ration¬ 
ing-control  program  invoked  by  the 
Government,  it  will  be  American  ci¬ 
vilian  patriotigtai  at  its  best.  I  hope  with 
all  my  heart  that  the  Portland  plan 
launched  in  Portland,  Maine,  on  Sunday 
will  spread  to  the  four  corners  of  our 
country  qnd  be  a  crushing  victory  over 
the  challenge  of  selfish,  hysterical 
hoarding. 

The  story  of  the  Portland  plan  re¬ 
quires  no  elaborate  presentation.  It  is 
simply  told  in  its  slogan  of  “Hoarding 
hejps  communism.”  Those  three  words 
speak  such  telling  truth  that  any  addi- 
onal  words  are  mere  surplusage. 

I  commend  the  Portland  plan  to  every 
Member  of  Congress  and  to  every  Ameri¬ 


can  for  adoption  in  his  own  State,  city, 
t  and  home. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  include  at  this  point  in  my  re¬ 
marks  the  details  of  the  Portland/plan, 
the  pledge  card  which  goes  with  jit,  and 
also  the  story  which  brought  aibut  the 
Portland  plan.  It  is  very  'wo>4h  while 
■  and  is  most  interesting,  I  thij 

There  being  no  objection,  jjfie  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  ip-'the  Record, 

!  as  follows:  [ 

The  Portland  bCan 

Purpose :  To  conduct  a  /Campaign  and  to 
obtain  signatures  of  the  paajority  of  citizens 
/  in  the  community  pledging  not  to  hoard. 

Name  of  organization,':'  Home  Defenders  of 
j  Freedom.  / 

l  Slogan:  “Hoarding jielps  communism.” 

1  Pledge:  “As  a  patriotic  American,  I  wish 
■■  to  be  counted  as  onfe  of  the  Home  Defenders 
<  of  Freedom.  I  pledge  that  I  will  not  buy 
more  than  my  njfmal  needs  during  this  war 
;  emergency. 

“I  make  this  pledge  because  I  know  that  in 
.  so  doing  I  amr  making  a  very  real  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  efeuse  of  freedom  and  the  secu¬ 
rity  of  my  jjountry.” 

Anticipated  result:  If  this  campaign  is 
successfully  completed  in  many  communities, 
the  trenjf  toward  scare  buying  and  hoarding 
;  can  be-  stopped,  prices  stabilized,  and  all 
the  gyrations  of  prices  and  supply  of  basic 
commodities  at  retail,  wholesale,  and  manu¬ 
facturing  level  can  be  overcome  and  stopped. 

Sponsors  of  program:  Local  chamber  of 
commerce  and  retail  trade  board. 

/Result  of  sponsorship:  Local  business  can 
for  the  first  time  organize  a  cooperative  con- 
Jsumer  effort  to  protect  the  individual’s  eco¬ 
nomic  security.  If  we  fail  and  prices  rise 
and  scarcities  begin,  it  is  the  local  merchant 
who,  because  of  his  direct  contact  with  the 
consumer,  will  take  the  blame. 

Plan  of  operation:  A  suitable  promotional 
and  advertising  build-up  is  planned  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  a  mass  meeting  which  provides  a 
kick-off  for  this  program.  The  promotional 
technique  used  includes  radio,  newspaper, 
theater  trailers,  bus  signs,  slugs  in  adver¬ 
tising,  loud-speaker  announcements  at  race 
tracks  and  ball  games,  and  any  other  vehicle 
that  can  be  thought  up. 

Mass  meeting  August  6  at  stadium:  The 
Governor,  Senators,  and  Congressional  Rep¬ 
resentatives  are  present  and  speaking;  the 
.  city  manager  is  chairman  of  the  meeting  and 
master  of  ceremonies.  Other  guests,  such  as 
from  theater  circles,  are  invited.  Attempts 
are  made  to  get  whatever  national  figures 
are  available.  The  mass  meeting  is  preceded 
by  a  parade — parade  to  include  units  of  the 
National  Guard  who  are  likely  to  be  called 
into  service  and  veterans’  organizations,  in¬ 
cluding  such  bands  as  may  be  available.  The 
mass  meeting  is  held  at  night;  efforts  made 
to  obtain  national  radio  coverage.  The  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  meeting  is  a  mass  verbal  pledge 
by  the  assemblage. 

Campaign  August  7  through  August  12: 
Campaign  for  1  week — booths  set  up  in  as 
many  retail  stores,  banks,  theaters  as  pos¬ 
sible — complete  distribution  in  all  grocery 
stores  in  area  as  well.  The  individual  signs 
the  pledge  which  is  placed  in  a  box  and  even¬ 
tually  returned  to  headquarters  for  counting. 
For  this  pledge  he  or  she  received  buttons 
to  be  worn  for  the  entire  family  and  two 
stickers — one  for  the  automobile  and  one 
for  home.  Speakers  will  be  on  call  to  go 
to  large  industrial  units  in  order  to  reach 
many  hundreds  or  even  thousands  at  one 
meeting  and  obtain  pledges  at  that  time. 
During  the  week  publicity  is  organized  with 
many  photographs,  radio  interviews  of  the 
average  citizen  consumer  at  the  time  of 
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pledge,  as  well  as  any  and  all  comments  by 
thq  people  and  by  well-known  personages. 
Advertising  slugs  to  be  in  newspaper  by  all 
advertisers  possible. 

Follow-up:  A  continued  follow-up  to  be 
made  to  request  patriotic  citizens  who  have 
signed  pledges  to  continue  wearing  their  but¬ 
tons,  particularly  while  shopping,  in  order 
to  be  counted  as  one  of  those  who  refuses  to 
hoard. 

Greater  Portland,  a  community  of  100,000, 
will  be  the -first  community  in  this  country 
to  inaugurate  a  voluntary  cooperative  pledg¬ 
ing  of  its  thousands  of  citizens  to  become 
home  defenders  of  freedom,  and  to  pledge 
not  to  hoard  because  they  believe  that  hoard¬ 
ing  helps  communism.  Portland  can  set  the 
example  for  the  entire  country  because  the 
same  action  can  be  taken  in  every  com¬ 
munity  in  America,  no  matter  how  large  and 
no  matter  how  small.  The  effort  alone  will 
Immeasurably  contribute  to  the  spiritual 
strength  and  courage  of  our  people. 

Although  there  may  be  battles  and  wars 
In  Korea  and  in  other  far  distant  lands,  the 
real  conclusive  battle  between  the  ideologies 
of  communism  and  democracy  will  be  fought 
and  won  or  lost  on  our  own  home  front.  We 
can  lose  our  freedom  and  democratic  way 
of  life  without  having  a  single  Russian  soldier 
set  foot  on  our  continent.  The  deteriora¬ 
tion  of  our  home  front  can  be  the  means 
of  our  self-destruction. 

The  individual  is  confused,  not  only  about 
whether  or  not  there  will  be  a  world  war  III 
but  he  is  confused  about  whether  or  not 
there  will  be  scarcities  of  commodities,  and 
inflation.  Individual  confusion  multiplied 
by  millions  of  people  can  bring  about  eco¬ 
nomic  chaos.  We  can  witness  each  individ¬ 
ual  helping  to  bring  about  the  destruction 
of  our  economic  stability,  just  as  a  horse 
bringing  about  self-destruction  by  heed¬ 
lessly  rushing  back  into  the  burning  barn. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  individual  knows 
his  neighbor  will  not  hoard  he  in  turn  will 
not  hoard,  and  that  destructive  process  wiltf  j 
stop.  It  is  lack  of  unity  of  purpose  which  ifi  \ 
so  dangerous.  Portland  can  provide  an  qx-  ; 
ample  of  unity  in  a  community.  In  unaty 
of  purpose  such  as  no  hoarding  can  be  -fend  f 
will  be  economic  safety.  /. 

There  is  no  other  decision  that  the  people 
can  make  today  that  will  contribute  more 
to  real  civilian  defense  than  the  simrfle  deci¬ 
sion  of  self-restraint  in  buying.  Continued 
panic  buying  will  bring  about  needless  scarci-  i 
ties,  increase  the  cost  of  living/ depreciate  | 
the  value  of  savings  and  insuraace,  and  will  \ 
needlessly  add  billions  to  thq/  cost  of  war 
preparations,  which  will  ultinqAtely  result  in  | 
a  breakdown  of  our  national  financial  se¬ 
curity. 

No  hoarder  who  thereby  jfielps  the  cause  of 
communism  can  possibly/have  self-respect.  I 

In  1932,  President  Roosevelt  gave  courage  | 
to  the  people  of  this/country  by  stating  - 
simply,  "We  have  nothing  to  fear  but  fear  j 
itself.”  Today  we  ha^e  nothing  to  fear  but  j 
the  lack  of  our  oiyn  self-restraint.  The 
hoarder  at  home  does  this  country  more  harm 
than  a  thousand  Qftmmunists  in  Russia. 

On  our  westeriyshores  the  first  civilian  air-  | 
raid  warning  poets  have  gone  into  24-hour  (- 
operation.  Oujr  greater  danger  lies  not  from  > 
without  but  from  within.  Have  we  the  spirit 
to  maintained  patriotic  home  front?  As 
United  States  Senator  Margaret  Chase  Smith 
said  in  her/:olumn  of  July  24,  “The  point  is 
that  no  one  can  gain  from  hoarding  food  J 
or  other  Commodities  by  Americans — except 
Joe  Sta^n  and  his  associates.”  ,  j 

MiyBREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will  , 
the  Senator  yield? 

McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
IJorida. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  : 
'Chair  is  advised  that  the  Senator  from 


Maine  failed  to  utilize  2  minutes  of  her 
time.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten^ 
nessee  wish  to  yield  that  2  minutes  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Maine?  J 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yielded  6  minutes  to  the  Senator/from 
Maine, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICES.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Maine  didr  not  use 
2  minutes  of  her  time.  Does  ttife  Senator 
from  Tennessee  yield  2  min/tes  to  her 
colleague? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr/  President,  I 
want  very  heartily  to  second  what  my 
colleague  [Mrs.  Smith]/  has  so  appro¬ 
priately  said,  and  to  irwite  the  attention 
not  alone  of  the  women  of  the  country, 
but  of  the  men  as  wall,  as  they  have  ap¬ 
parently  been  coeq/al,  and  also  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senate  to  the  cartoon  on 
hoarding  drawn  h#  Mr.  Berryman,  which 
I  hope  will  appaar  in  many  places  out¬ 
side  of  Washington,  because  I  do  not 
think  the  mesgage  is  needed  in  Washing¬ 
ton  alone. 

I  may  say/n  connection  with  what  has 
been  referred  to  as  the  Portland  plan, 
that  as  tl/  boys  go  away  to  war,  and  as 
the  supporters  of  the  Portland  plan  say 
farewel/o  them,  they  ask  all  who  remain 
behincmo  pledge  themselves  not  to  hoard, 
as  tl yf  best  method  of  fighting  com¬ 
munism.  The  poster  which  is  being  used 
Washington  will  also  be  used  in  Maine 
an£,  I. trust,  in  many  other  places.  It 
s  men  as  well  as  women  indulging  in 
lis  nefarious  and  unfortunate  practice 
ho^dhngwhil^gur^02Siare>iov|CTseag^ 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Pepper], 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point  some 
additional  remarks  which  I  shall  send  to 
the  desk,  which  go  more  fully  into  the 
subject  now  pending  before  the  Senate. 
Following  that,  I  ask  to  have  inserted 
in  the  Record  a  statement  on  the  so- 
called  Magnuson  amendment  to  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  be  a  party,  and  an 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  that  amend¬ 
ment. 

I  also  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  a  statement,  submitted  to 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  the  National 
Heart  Institute,  the  Mental  Health  In¬ 
stitute,  and  the  Dental  Health  Institute, 
showing  the  great  need  for  additional 
funds  for  research  in  these  fields. 

I  should  add,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
funds  which  are  requested  are  not  ade¬ 
quate  at  the  present  time,  because  new 
needs  have  risen  since  the  estimates  were 
submitted. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  the  end  of  Senator  Pepper's  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr,  PEPPER,  Mr.  President,  it  was 
said  a  moment  ago  by  the  -distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  whom  I 


commend  for  his  heartfelt  interest  in 
this  subject  and  for  his  gracious  indul¬ 
gence  to  his  colleagues  in  the  presenta¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment,  that  he  had  a 
responsibility.  The  able  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  referred  to  his  responsi¬ 
bility  to  the  subcommittee  of  which  he 
has  the  honor  to  be  the  chairman.  But, 
Mr.  President,  the  Senate,  while  recog¬ 
nizing  its  responsibility  to  its  distin¬ 
guished  committee,  to  the  chairman  of 
the  full  committee,  and  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee,  has  a  higher 
responsibility — a  responsibility  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
who,  day  by  day  and  year  by  year,  are 
dying  from  the  anguish  of  cancer  and 
from  the  greatest  killer  of  them  all,  heart 
disease,  from  the  vagaries  of  mental  dis¬ 
ease  and  disability,  and  from  all  that  fol¬ 
lows  in  the  wake  of  dental  diseases  and 
disability  as  well. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  stated  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  had  the  greater  responsibility  in  this 
particular  matter. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Yes.  The  Senator  was 
very  able  and  fair  in  the  way  he  han¬ 
dled  the  matter. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  refreshing  that  in 
the  midst  of  death  and  making  provi¬ 
sion  for  killing  people,  the  Senate  pauses 
to  make  provision  for  life  and  the  saving 
of  the  human  personality  and  the  length¬ 
ening  of  human  life. 

Mr.  President,  the  total  amount  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  amendment  is  $79,750,000. 
Surely,  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  will 
vote  for  this  amendment  to  save  count¬ 
less  lives  as  a  result  of  improved  research 
in  these  vital  health  fields. 

Statement  by  Senator  Pepper 

There  is  not  one  of  us  here  who  has  not 
time  and  again  first  agonized  with  the  suffer¬ 
ing  of  a  loved  one  and  then  felt  the  heavy 
hand  of  premature  death  within  our  own 
homes.  Beyond  these  walls,  throughout  all 
the  homes  in  this  land,  there  is  hardly  one 
that  has  not  known  cancer  or  heart  disease 
or  mental  illness. 

This  intimate  universal  knowledge  of  the 
consequences  of  these  diseases  has  made  it 
comparatively  easy  to  secure  private  and 
public  funds  with  which  to  fight  them.  Be¬ 
cause  of  this  fact,  the  human  and  natural 
thing  is  to  approach  these  problems  by  in¬ 
stinct  and  emotion,  rather  than  with  the 
methods  of  logic,  or  the  balance  sheet,  or 
an  inventory  of  national  resources. 

The  speakers  in  support  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  have  emphasized  its  importance  to 
national  strength  in  terms  of  a  healthier 
population  and  of  increased  scientific  man¬ 
power  for  an  era  when  science  may  ultimately 
mean  the  difference  between  national  free¬ 
dom  and  national  subjugation. 

I  know  those  who  have  thought  on  this 
subject  share  the  utter  conviction  of  the 
necessity  for  more  research  if  we  hope  ever 
to  reduce  the  terrible  and  steadily  mounting 
public  cost  of  caring  for  the  victims  of  long¬ 
term  disabling  illnesses  such  as  cancer,  heart 
disease,  mental  disease,  arthritis,  multiple 
sclerosis,  and  the  many  others  which  cannot 
now  be  prevented  or  cured. 

As  you  all  know,  I  have  been  especially  in¬ 
terested  in  health  and  medical  problems 
throughout  my  years  in  the  Senate.  I  co¬ 
sponsored  the  bills  on  which  are  based  the 
laws  establishing  the  cancer,  heart,  mental, 
and  dental  research  programs.  It  has 
been  a  source  of  real  satisfaction  for  me 
through  all  of  these  years  that  political  and 
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personal  differences  are  nearly  always  cast 
aside  by  my  colleagues  here  when  we  are 
considering  the  appropriations  for  medi¬ 
cal  reasearch.  For  the  most  part  our  only 
differences  have  been  upon  the  question  of 
the  most  effective  methods. 

I  think-  our  main  concern  here  and  now  is 
the  question  of  method.  Upon  this  question 
I  do  not  see  any  real  differences  among  us. 
In  the  testimony  of  experts  before  our  com¬ 
mittees,  and  from  our  past  experience,  there 
can  be  derived  only  one  answer  as  to  meth¬ 
od — and  that  is  more  research. 

Research  by  whom?  Again  there  is  only 
one  answer— research  by  scientists  in  cur 
medical  and  dental  schools,  hospitals,  and 
laboratories.  It  does  net  matter  where  they 
are  nor  whether  they  are  operated  by  govern¬ 
ment  or  under  private  auspices. 

Research  requires  more  than  highly  trained 
men  and  women.  They  must  have  a  roof 
over  their  head  and  walls  around  them. 
They  must  have  laboratory  benches,  and 
chemicals,  and  they  must  frequently  have 
complicated  and  expensive  apparatus. 

These  people  and  these  things  require 
money.  They  require  time.  The  time  and 
the  money  are  in  inverse  ratio.  The  less 
money,  the  more  time;  the  more  money,  the 
less  time. 

This  amendment,  therefore,  is  simply  buy¬ 
ing  time,  because  we  believe  time  is  im¬ 
portant. 

What  assurances  do  we  have  that  more 
effective  methods  for  the  prevention  and 
control  of  the  chronic  disabling  illnesses  can 
be  had  in  less  time  if  we  spend  more  money 
for  this  purpose  now?  Actually,  there  is  no 
absolute  assurance.  However,  past  perform¬ 
ance  in  medical  research  when  it  is  given 
liberal  financial  support  give  every  reason 
to  believe  that  results  well  worth  the 
expenditure  will  be  forthcoming. 

Let  me  briefly  sketch  for  you  a  few  of  the 
advances  which  would  not  have  been  possi¬ 
ble  had  not  large  sums  of  public  and  private 
funds  been  made  available  to  medical  sci¬ 
entists  in  the  last  few  years. 

For  the  first  time  in  history  effective  treat¬ 
ment  drugs  for  arthritis  are  available.  These 
drugs  are  also  of  great  value  in  treating  a 
wide  variety  of  other  serious  ailments  for 
which  no  effective  treatment  had  hitherto 
existed.  ACTH  and  cortisone  and  similar 
compounds  would  not  now  be  at  their  pres¬ 
ent  stage  of  development  had  not  two  great 
industrial  organizations  devoted  millions  of 
dollars  to  basic  research  in  cooperation  with 
scientists  at  Mayo  Bros,  and  other  medical- 
research  institutions. 

Penicillin  would  not  have  been  available 
to  save  the  lives  of  thousands  of  American 
soldiers  and  civilians  in  the  last  war  had 
not  both  industry  and  Government  poured 
scores  of  millions  of  dollars  into  research 
which  quickly  found  the  means  for  large- 
scale  production.  Tire  Senators  should  re¬ 
member  also  that  the  very  real  hope  we 
now  have  for  conquering  syphilis  in  the  next 
few  years  would  not  have  been  possible  had 
not  sizable  Federal  appropriations  permitted 
the  mass  testing  of  penicillin  as  a  treatment 
for  this  disease. 

These  few  examples,  however,  only  show 
the  dramatic  end  results  of  research  speeded 
up  by  additional  money.  They  reveal  the 
one-third  of  the  iceberg  that  can  be  seen 
above  the  ocean’s  surface.  Unseen  are  the 
years — even  generations — of  basic  investiga¬ 
tions,  usually  hampered  by  lack  of  money, 
lack  of  space,  lack  of  manpower  and  equip¬ 
ment,  because  of  the  lack  of  public  under¬ 
standing  and  interest. 

However,  in  recent  years  the  Congress  has 
recognized  the  need  for  basic  research  and 
has  liberally  supported  the  efforts  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  to  solve  in  its  own 
laboratories  some  of  the  basic  problems 
which  form  the  submerged  two-thirds  of  the 
problems  of  chronic  disease.  The  Congress 
has  also  supported  basic  private  research  in 
these  fields  by  authorizing  the  Public  Health 


Service  to  allocate  Federal  funds_to  research 
projects  in  our  universities  and  research 
hospitals  throughout  the  country. 

Let  me  tell  you  of  just  a  few  of  the  basic 
advances  which  have  been  made  in  these 
public  and  private  institutions  which  give 
us  reason  to  believe  that  increased  support 
will  bring  the  desired  results  sooner.  In  the 
last  few  years  in  the  laboratories  of  the 
Public  Health  Service’s  National  Cancer  In¬ 
stitute,  out  of  thousands  of  chemicals  tested 
for  their  ability  to  produce  cancer,  more 
than  300  have  been  found  capable  of  pro¬ 
ducing  tumors  in  various  specials  of  animals. 
This  may  lead  to  precise  knowledge  regard¬ 
ing  the  cause  and  prevention  of  cancer  in 
humans  due  to  environmental  causes. 

This  same  Government  agency  has  de¬ 
veloped  a  technique  for  growing  large  cul¬ 
tures  of  cancer  cells,  and  also  of  normal  cells, 
from  a  single  cell  taken  from  various  parts 
of  the  body.  This  accomplishment  greatly 
increases  the  possibility  of  ultimately  de¬ 
veloping  cancer-destroying  drugs  and  of 
finding  out  the  cause  of  cancer. 

This  same  group  just  last  year  developed 
a  new  method  for  the  production  of  a  sub¬ 
stance  hitherto  very  scarce  which  is  of  criti¬ 
cal  value  in  the  diagnosis  and  treatment  of 
cancer  of  the  prostate. 

In  the  National  Heart  Institute,  which  was 
established  by  congressional  action  only  2 
years  ago,  cooperative  studies  with  various 
medical  schools  have  shown  that  in  addition 
to  German  measles  during  pregnancy,  con¬ 
genital  heart  disease  can  be  caused  by  other 
conditions  such  as  mumps,  prolonged  bleed¬ 
ing,  and  diarrhea.  They  have  also  found  a 
method  for  producing  in  animals  certain 
heart  conditions  which  the  scientists  are 
confident  will  lead  to  the  discovery  of  new 
methods  for  treating  these  conditions  in 
human  patients. 

Research  in  private  institutions  aided  by 
Heart  Institute  grants  has  developed  tech¬ 
niques  for  grafting  arteries  that  have  been 
injured  in  warfare  or  by  industrial  and 
automobile  accidents.  This  means  that  a 
condition  which  formerly  resulted  frequently 
in  thrombosis,  or  required  amputation,  may 
new  be  treated  with  greater  chance  of 
success. 

Valuable  new  knowledge  of  the  effect  of 
diet  on  high-blood  pressure  is  just  another 
one  of  the  many  other  important  achieve¬ 
ments  recently  recorded  by  joint  Federal 
and  private  research  in  the  field  of  heart 
disease. 

The  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health 
has  just  recently  reported  important  new 
research  evidence  on  the  dangers  from  indis¬ 
criminate  use  of  certain  types  of  sleeping 
pills.  In  this  connection,  some  years  ago 
these  scientists  also  developed  methods  of 
testing  whether  any  new  drug  or  compound 
is  likely  to  prove  habit-forming  in  man. 
Without  this  knowledge  it  is  unquestionable 
that  thousands  of  Americans  might  have  be¬ 
come  drug  addicts  before  the  need  of. con¬ 
trolling  certain  new  drugs  was  discovered. 

Important  new  basic  knowledge  on  multi¬ 
ple  sclerosis;  on  the  psychological  effects  of 
certain  types  of  brain  surgery;  and  in  the 
whole  field  of  psychological  and  psychiatric 
testing  have  arisen  from  research  done  in 
this  agency  or  by  private  institutions  aided 
by  Federal  grants. 

The  National  Institute  of  Dental  Research, 
whose  scientists  pioneered  in  the  discovery 
that  fluoride  would  prevent  the  formation 
of  cavities  in  children  and  young  people, 
has  moved  on  into  the  study  of  the  Cental 
diseases  which  cause  nearly  every  older  per¬ 
son  endless  expense,  suffering,  and  disability. 
There  is  not  time  to  describe  to  you  now 
the  several  important,  fundamental  dis¬ 
coveries  which  have  already  come  as  a  direct 
result  of  increased  appropriations  for  dental 
research  made  by  the  Congress  in  the  last 
year  or  so. 

I  could  go  back  into  the  history  of  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  and  describe  to 
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you  scores  of  extremely  important  research 
accomplishments  with  respect  to  such  infec¬ 
tious  diseases  as  typhus.  Rocky  Mountain 
spotted  fever,  rabies,  Q  fever,  hookworm, 
pellagra,  encephalitis,  and  amoebic  dysentery. 
But  I  am  confining  myself  to  the  chronic 
diseases  which  are  acknowledged  to  be  our 
greatest  medical  problems  of  today. 

This  amendment  would  permit  intensified 
support  of  a  program  which  has  already 
aided  nongovernmental  investigators  in  the 
last  few  years  to  develop  for  the  first  time  a 
very  promising  new  treatment  for  stomach 
ulcers.  It  has  aided  in  the  discovery  of  the 
danger  of  incompatible  blood  types  between 
mother  and  the  newborn  child,  which  has  al¬ 
ready  resulted  in  a  saving  of  the  lives  of 
thousands  of  infants.  Grants  have  mate¬ 
rially  aided  such  other  work  of  great  im¬ 
portance  such  as  that  which  should  soon  re¬ 
sult  in  vastly  increasing  the  supply  and  re¬ 
ducing  the  pride  of  ACTH  and  cortisone. 

The  period  which  I  have  discussed  is  a 
period  of  increased  congressional  interest  in 
medical  research.  It  began  in  1938  when  the 
Congress  made  its  first  appropriation  to  the 
National  Cancer  Institute.  That  appropria¬ 
tion  was  $400,000.  For  the  next  9  years,  the 
cancer  appropriations  seldom  exceeded 
$500,000  annually.  In  1947,  the  Congress  sur¬ 
veyed  the  results  of  these  first  years  and  de¬ 
cided  to  increase  its  support.  That  year  the 
appropriation  was  about  feur  and  a  quarter 
million  dollars.  Each  year  since,  the  appro¬ 
priation  has  been  increased  until  last  year 
it  amounted  to  approximately  $21,000,000. 

Other  speakers  have  told  you  the  details  of 
how  this  money  has  been  spent  and  have 
shown  you  that  increased  Federal  appropria¬ 
tions  have  stimulated  increased  non-Federal 
expenditure  for  medical  research.  Here  are 
some  figures.  Over  this  same  period,  public 
contributions  to  the  annual  campaign  of 
the  American  Cancer  Society  have  grown 
from  around  $200,000  to  approximately  $14,- 
000,000  in  1949. 

Our  appropriations  for  heart  disease 
started  with  $1,600,000  in  1948  and  totaled 
around  $16,000,000  last  year. 

In  fiscal  1946,  only  $34,000  was  appropriated 
for  heart  research;  in  1947,  $416,000;  in  1948, 
$1,650,000;  in  1949,  $2,835,000;  in  1950,  $16,- 
075,000;  a  total  of  $21,010,000  for  the  5-year 
period. 

Over  this  same  period,  public  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  appeal  of  the  American  Heart 
Association  have  approximately  doubled. 
Much  the  same  story  could  be  told  about 
other  organized  public  drives.  Increased 
Federal  expenditures  have  stimulated  in¬ 
creased  private  support  of  research. 

The  national  mental  health  research  pro¬ 
gram  was  approved  by  Congress  in  1946. 
Congressional  appropriations  in  fiscal  1947 
were  less  than  $50,000;  in  1948,  15,086,000;  in 
1949,  $8,783,000;  in  1950,  $10,015,000;  a  total 
of  about  $24,000,000  for  mental  health  re¬ 
search  activities  in  this  4-year  period. 

The  pattern  and  the  path  is  clear.  Proper¬ 
ly  supported,  scientists  can  solve  many  of  our 
most  pressing  medical  problems.  Experience 
and  logic  have  shown  that  the  greater  the 
support  the  sooner  the  solution. 

If  we  desire  to  speed  the  day  of  greater  na¬ 
tional  strength,  productivity,  health,  and 
happiness  and  the  day  when  costs  of  caring 
for  the  chronically  ill  are  reduced,  there  is 
only  one  answer.  We  must  support  this 
amendment. 

Effects  of  the  Magnuson  Amendment 

FOR  CANCER  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $7,212,500. 

Increases  the  amount  for  awards  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $250,000. 

Adds  $9,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $375,000. 
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Increases  the  amount  for  direct  research 
by  $44,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  other  direct  ac¬ 
tivities  by  $118,500. 

FOR  MENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $1,164,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  awards  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $50,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  ex¬ 
pansion  of  teaching  of  subjects  relating  to 
mental  illness  by  $2,991,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $910,000. 

Adds  $8,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  to  States 
for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  preventive 
and  control  services  by  $1,200,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  direct  research  by 
$900,700. 


Increases  the  amount  for  other  direct  ac¬ 
tivities  by  $784,300. 

FOR  HEART  ACTIVITIES 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  re¬ 
search  projects  by  $6,700,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  awards  for  re¬ 
search  fellowships  by  $1,000,000. 

Adds  $18,000,000  for  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  expan¬ 
sion  of  teaching  of  medicaE  subjects  relating 
to  heart  diseases  by  $800,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  for  train¬ 
ing  stipends  by  $500,000. 

Increases  the  amount  for  grants  to  States 
for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  control 
activities  by  $1,000,000. 

FOR  DENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

Adds  $1,100,000  for  construction  grants. 

Adds  $1,900,000  for  construction  of  intra¬ 
mural  research  facilities. 

Operating  expenses,  National  Cancer  Institute 


Number  and  amount  of  research  grants  in 
fiscal  1950  by  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service 


Item 

Number 

Amount 

388 

$3, 964, 057 
2, 708, 082 
805, 408 
205,  248 

Cancer. . . . .  .. 

316 

75 

37 

712 

5,917,156 

1,  628 

13, 599, 951 

The  following  is  a  comparison  of  the  re¬ 
quests  made  by  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service  and  the  amounts  allowed  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  the  National 
Cancer  Institute,  National  Heart  Institute, 
the  mental  and  dental  health  activities  in  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951: 


Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 1 

Bureau  of  the 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Grants:  . 

1.  Grants  to  medical  and  dental  schools  and  other  institutions  and  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

$2,  600, 000 

$2, 600, 000 

0 

500, 000 

500,000 

0 

9, 000, 000 

0 

— $9,  000, 000 

(d)  Teaching  of  medical  subjects . f . . . . . . . . . . 

2,  250,  000 

2,  250, 000 

0 

375,  000 

375,  000 

0 

3,  500, 000 

3,  500,  000 

0 

1, 000,  000 

1, 000,  000 

0 

Direct  operations: 

3, 786, 000 

428, 000 

3, 756, 000 

-30,000 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

422,  000 

-6,000 

(6)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants _ _ _ 

85,000 

85,000 

0 

(c)  Administration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

411.000 

408,  000 

-3, 000 

192, 800 

190,  000 

-2, 800 

24, 127,  800 
5, 000,  000 

15,  086,  000 

-9, 041,  800 

Lianidatine  cash  _ _ _  ______  ____  __ 

5,  000,  000 

0 

Total  __  _  __  _ _  _  _  _ _ _  _  _  _  _ 

29, 127, 800 

20, 086, 000 

-9, 041, 800 

1  Excludes  estimates  for  forward  financing. 

_  v  Operating  expenses.  National  Heart  Institute 


'  - 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 1 

Bureau  of  the 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  Individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects . . _ . . . . . . . 

$4,120,000 
300, 000 
• 18, 000, 000 
>1,161,000 
150, 000 
2, 000, 000 

2,990,354 

72,  407 
445,  000 
221,  239 
122,  600 

$3, 820, 000 
300, 000 

0 

>  741,  OO'O 
•150,000 

2,  boo,  000 

1,830,354 

72,407 
445, 000 
221,  239 
111,000 

-$300,000 

0 

-18, 000. 000 
-420, 000 
0 
0 

-360,000 

0 

0 

0 

-11, 600 

(5)  Research  fellowships _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

(c)  Construction  of  research  facilities . . . . . . . . 

(d)  Expansion  of  teaching  of  medical  subjects  relating  to  heart  diseases _ _ _ _ 

(e)  Training  stipends _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diaenosis.  and  other  control  activities  . . . .  t 

Direct  operations:  ' 

1.  Research _ _  _ _ 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants  .  . . . 

(6)  Technical  assistance  to  States . . . . . . . . . . 

(c)  Administration _ _ _ _ _ _ 

3.  Pay  increases . . _. . . . . 

Total  funds  for  program  performance _ _  ..  . 

‘  28,  782,  600 
>  -741,  000 

9, 691, 000 
•  -891,  000 

-19, 091, 600 
-150. 000 

Adjustment  for  obligations  incurred  in  advance  of  program  performance _ _ _ _ _  ..... 

Total  obligations . . . . . . ... 

28,  041,  600 

5,  200,  000 

8, 800, 000 
5,350,000 

-19,  241, 600 
+150, 000 

Liquidating  cash _ 

Total _ 

*  33, 241, 600 

14, 150,  000 

-19, 091, 600 

1  Excludes  estimates  for  forward  financing. 

*  Includes  $8,000,000  cash  and  $10,000,000  contract  authorization. 

*  Some  of  the  obligations  for  teaching  grants  and  training  stipends  are  incurred  1  year 


In  advance  of  program  performance.  By  means  of  the  adjustment  line  shown  in  this 
ichedule,  the  amounts  by  activity  reflect  actual  performance  levels. 

*  Includes  $10,000,000  contract  authorization  for  construction  of  research  facilities. 
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Mental  health  activities 


Appropriation  title 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 1 

Bureau  of  the 
Budget  allow¬ 
ances,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  medical  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

(a)  Research  projects. . 

3  $1, 476, 000 
200, 0C0 

3  2, 964, 000 
1, 145, 000 
3, 050, 000 

933, 700 

152. 900 
232,  700 

385. 900 
319, 600 

85,  670 

3  $1,100,000 
200, 000 

3  2, 299, 000 
1, 050, 000 
3, 550, 000 

599, 300 

152, 500 
232, 400 
385,  200 
295, 900 
79,  700 

-$376, 000 
0 

-665, 000 
-95, 000 
-100, 003 

-334, 400 

-400 
-300 
-700 
-23, 700 
-5, 970 

(6)  Research  fellowships _ _ _ _ _ _ 

(c)  Expansion  of  teaching  of  subjects  relating  to  mental  illness . . _ 

(d)  Training  stipends.. . .  . 

2.  Grants  to  States  for  detection,  diagnosis,  and  other  preventive  and  control  services . . . 

Direct  operations: 

1.  Research _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

(a)  Review  and  approval  of  research  and  training  grants _ . . . . . 

( b )  Training  activities . .  . . . . .  .  . 

( c )  Technical  assistance  to  States . . . . . . . . . . 

(d)  Administration _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

3.  Pay  increases . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Total  funds  for  program  performance . . . . . . . . . 

11, 545,  470 

3  -2, 375,  000 

9,  944,  000 

3  -2, 375,  000 

—  1,  601, 470 
0 

Adjustment  for  obligations  incurred  in  advance  of  program  performance . . . 

9, 170,  470 

3  2, 375, 000 

7, 569,  000 

3  2, 375,  000 

-1, 601, 470 
0 

Liquidating  cash . . - . . . . . _ . . . . . . . . 

Total . . . . . - . . . . . 

11,545,  470 

9,  944,  000 

-1,601,470 

1  Excludes  estimates  for  forward  financing.  line  shown  in  this  schedule,  the  amounts  by  activity  reflect  the  actual  performance 

3  Some  of  the  obligations  for  grants  for  research  projects  and  teaching  are  incurred  levels, 
several  years  in  advance  of  actual  program  performance.  By  means  of  the  adjustment  3  Liquidating  cash  includes  amounts  as  follows:  $1,999,000,  expansion  of  teaching  of 

subjects  relating  to  mental  illness;  $376,000,  research  projects. 

Dental  health  activities 


Title 

Agency  esti¬ 
mates,  1951 1 

Bureau  of  the 
Budget  ellow- 
ances,  1951 

Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Grants: 

1.  Grants  to  dental  schools  and  other  institutions  and  to  individuals  for  research  and  training: 

$450,000 

$250, 000 

—$200, 000 

130, 000 

75, 000 

0 

—55, 000 

100, 000 

-100, 000 

Direct  operations: 

329,  225 

329, 225 

0 

2.  Other  direct  operations: 

15,  225 

15,  225 

0 

1,  284, 000 
150, 000 
51,  550 

1,  214, 000 

—70, 000 

115,000 
51,  550 

—35, 000 
0 

99, 030 

90,000 

-9, 030 

2,  609, 030 

2, 140, 000 

-469, 030 

1  Excludes  estimates  for  forward  financing. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  a  statement  entitled  “What 
Are  We  Doing  About  Cancer?”;  follow¬ 
ing  that,  a  tabulation  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  upon  cancer  research 
construction  allocations;  following  that 
a  fact  sheet  pertaining  to  diseases  of 
the  heart  and  circulation;  following  that 
a  tabulation  by  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  of  pending  cardiovascular  re¬ 
search  construction  application;  follow¬ 
ing  that,  some  material  on  the  mental 
health  situation  in  the  United  States  to¬ 
day,  together  with  a  list  of  requests  for 
construction  granted  for  research  in  the 
mental  health  field;  and,  following  that, 
a  so-called  dental  fact  sheet  presenting 
the  problem  in  respect  to  dental  health. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

What  Are  We  Doing  About  Cancer? 

I.  HOW  MANT  PEOPLE  DIE  OP  CANCER  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES? 

1.  The  No.  2  killer  of  our  people  In  1948  was 
cancer  ( 1 ) . 

2.  One  out  of  every  eight  people  who  died  in 
1948  died  of  cancer  (1). 

3.  About  20,000,000  people  now  alive  Will 
die  of  cancer  unless  new  treatments  and  cures 
are  found  (2) . 

4.  197,042  persons  died  of  cancer  in  1943 
in  the  United  States,  or  one  out  of  every  8 
deaths  (1). 


II.  HOW  MANY  PEOPLE  ARE  SUFFERING  FROM 
CANCER  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 

1.  In  1937,  it  was  estimated  that  930,000 
people  were  suffering  from  cancer  and  other 
tumors  (3).  No  more  recent  estimate  is 
available. 

2.  At  least  600,000  people  are  presently  un¬ 
der  treatment  for  cancer  or  other  malignant 
neoplasms  (4). 

(a)  About  325,000  new  cases  of  cancer  are 
diagnosed  each  year  (4). 

3.  About  1  out  of  every  5  people  now  alive 
in  the  United  States  will  have  cancer  at 
some  time  in  his  life  unless  new  treatments 
and  cures  are  found  (4) . 

in.  WHAT  IS  BEING  DONE  TO  HELP  CANCER 
SUFFERERS? 

1.  There  were  only  15  special  cancer  hos¬ 
pitals  having  1,492  beds  registered  by  the 
American  Medical  Association  in  1949.  In 
addition  there  were  5  related  institutions 
(such  as  nursing  homes  and  infirmaries, 
which  give  certain  medical  and  nursing  care) , 
with  718  beds  (5) . 

(a)  In  contrast  with  this,  99,757  special 
beds  are  available  for  tuberculosis  patients 
(6) ;  tuberculosis  killed  43,833  people  in  1948, 
while  cancer  killed  197,042  (1). 

2.  We  have  only  about  129  cancer  detec¬ 
tion  centers  approved  by  the  American  Col¬ 
lege  of  Surgeons  (for  people  with  no  appar¬ 
ent  symptoms),  in  the  United  States;  or  one 
detection  center  to  every  1,120,000  people  (7) . 

3.  We  have  only  about  503  approved  cancer 
treatment  and  diagnostic  clinics,  of  which 
74  are  cancer  diagnostic  (only)  clinics  in  the 
United  States  (8). 


(a)  There  is  need  of  a  cancer  clinic  for 
every  ICO, 000  population,  one  within  a  radius 
of  30  to  50  miles  from  each  patient  (7) . 

IV.  HOW  MUCH  MONEY  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  RE¬ 
SEARCH  TO  FIND  NEW  TREATMENTS  AND  CURES 

FOR  CANCER? 

1.  About  $12,638,898  divided  as  follows  (see 
appendix  I)  : 

(a)  Government  funds: 

The  National  Cancer  Institute,  USPHS,  and 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  have  appro¬ 
priations  for  cancer  research  for  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1949,  of  about 
$7,781,398. 

(b)  Non-Government  funds: 

Voluntary  agencies  allocated  approxi¬ 
mately  $5,157,500.  (See  appendix  I.) 

2.  This  means  that  we  are  spending  about 
$65.67  per  cancer  death  annually,  or  $21.56 
per  known  case. 

(a)  In  contrast,  the  National  Foundation 
for  Infantile  Paralysis  allocated  $2,479,617 
for  research  in  1948,  or  about  $1,303  per 
death  (10). 

(b)  Congress  authorized  the  expenditure 
of  $45,889,811  by  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  in  1949,  for  the  campaign  of  control  and 
eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  now 
being  conducted  in  Mexico  in  cooperation 
with  the  Mexican  Government  (11). 

V.  DO  THE  PEOPLE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  WANT 

MORE  DONE  ABOUT  CANCER  RESEARCH? 

1.  Yes.  In  a  Nation-wide  poll,  82  percent 
of  the  oeople  questioned  said  they  believed 
that  $200,000,003  should  be  spent  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  cancer  research  (12). 
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VI.  HOW  MUCH  MONEY  HAS  THE  AMERICAN 
CANCER  SOCIETY  RAISED  FOR  EDUCATION  AND 
SERVICE  TO  CANCER  PATIENTS,  AND  FOR  LAY 
AND  PROFESSIONAL  EDUCATION  IN  THIS  FIELD 
EXCLUDING  RESEARCH? 

1.  The  American  Cancer  Society  and  all  its 
State  and  local  divisions  raised  about  $10,- 
200,000  for  the  purpose  in  1949,  over  and 
above  the  amount  raised  for  research  (13) . 

(a)  This  is  in  contrast  with  $832,862 
raised  nationally  by  the  society  in  1944,  and 
$372,057.17  in  1943  when  no  funds  were  allo¬ 
cated  to  research  (14). 

VII.  HOW  MUCH  IS  THE  GOVERNMENT  SPENDING 
FOR  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  CANCER  CLINICS  AND 
SERVICES? 

1.  The  National  Cancer  Institute,  United 
States  Public  Health  Service,  has  about 
$3,500,000  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1950, 
for  grants-in-aid  to  States  for  establishment 
of  clinics  and  services  to  cancer  patients,  and 
$2,250,000  for  teaching  grants  and  $375,000 
for  trainees,  to  medical  schools  (9). 

(a)  This  makes  a  total  of  about  $16,325,000 
for  service  and  education  in  this  field,  both 
from  voluntary  organizations  and  Govern¬ 
ment  funds,  to  be  spent  over  a  14-month 
period. 

2.  In  contrast  to  this,  Congress  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  United  States  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  alone  for  grants-in-aid  to  States  to  es¬ 
tablish  clinics  and  services — $13,403,000  for 
control  of  venereal  diseases,  and  $6,790,000 
for  tuberculosis  control  (15). 

(a)  Only  11,616  deaths  were  attributed 
to  syphillis  in  1948  and  43,833  deaths  to 
tuberculosis;  but  cancer  killed  197,042  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  same  year  (1) . 

VIII.  HOW  DOES  WHAT  WE  SPEND  ON  CANCER 
RESEARCH  COMPARE  WITH  WHAT  WE  SPEND  ON 
OTHER  THINGS? 

1.  In  contrast  with  the  total  of  about 
$12,938,898  which  is  available  from  public  and 
private  sources,  for  cancer  research: 

(a)  The  people  of  the  United  States  spent 
approximately  (16) :  $6,048,000  for  dog  and 
pet  medicaments  in  1948;  $5,844,000  for  bath 
salts,  tablets,  and  oils;  $4,667,000  for  elastic 
stockings;  $2,750,000  for  waveset  lotions; 
$2,625,000  for  eye  lotions. 

IX.  HOW  DO  DEATHS  FROM  CANCER  COMPARE 
WITH  DEATHS  FROM  OTHER  DISEASES? 

1.  The  No.  2  killer  of  the  United  States  is 
cancer.  Only  diseases  of  the  heart  and 
arteries  cause  more  deaths  (17) . 

(a)  More  than  four  times  as  many  people 
died  of  cancer  as  of  tuberculosis  in  1948  (17) . 

(b)  Nearly  104  times  as  many  people  died 
of  cancer  in  1948,  as  died  of  infantile  paraly¬ 
sis  in  the  same  year  (17). 

(c)  Nearly  two  and  a  half  itmes  as  many 
people  died  of  cancer  during  World  War  II 
as  were  killed  in  action  in  the  Armed  Forces 

(18). 

X.  IS  CANCER  PRIMARILY  A  DISEASE  OF  OLD  AGE? 

1.  No.  Of  197,042  deaths  in  1948  from  can¬ 
cer  and  other  malignant  tumors  ( 1 )  : 

(a)  97,606,  or  over  half,  were  under  65  years 
old. 

(b)  18,855,  or  about  10  percent,  were  under 
45  years  old. 

(c)  2,775,  or  about  l'/2  percent,  were  under 
25  years  old. 

XI.  WHAT  ARE  THE  LEADS  IN  THE  FIELD  OF 
CANCER  RESEARCH? 

1.  There  are  leads  in  cancer  research  in 
many  directions,  including: 

(a)  Uses  of  radioactive  materials,  both  as 
methods  of  treatment  and  as  research  tools. 

(b)  Use  of  nitrogen  mustards  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  leukemia  and  Hodgkins  disease. 

(c)  Antibiotic  substances  and  chemical 
compounds  which  affect  cancer  tissue. 

(d)  Use  of  hormones,  including  ACTH  and 
cortisone  in  leukemia,  lymphosarcoma,  and 
other  types  of  cancer;  also  use  of  estrogens 
and  androgens  in  the  treatment  of  cancer 


of  the  breast,  and  estrogens  In  cancer  of  the 
prostate  gland. 

(e)  Studies  in  nutrition. 

(f)  Improved  methods  of  surgery;  new 
methods  in  the  use  of  X-ray. 

Appendix  I 

Funds  available  for  cancer  research 


GOVERNMENT  FUNDS 

1.  National  Cancer  Institute, 

U.  S.  Public  Health  Service 
for  fiscal  year  1949-50  (9) : 

Intra-mural  research _ $3,  300,  000 

Research  projects  (grants-in- 

aid)  _ _  2,  600,  000 

Research  fellowships _  500,  000 


Total _  6,400,000 

2.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

Division  of  Biology  and  Med¬ 
icine  (for  fiscal  year  1949-50 

(19)) . — _  1,381,398 


Total  Government  funds _  7,  781,  398 


NON-GOVERNMENT  FUNDS 


1.  American  Cancer  Society  (13) 

(for  1949-50  program  begin¬ 
ning  July  1,  1949 — figures  as 
of  Nov.  15,  1949)  approxi¬ 
mate  _ $3,  400,  000 

2.  Damon  Runyon  Memorial 

Fund  (14)  (for  1949)  ap¬ 
proximate  _  1 1,  000,  000 

3.  Babe  Ruth  Cancer  Fund  (14) 

for  the  period  Sept.  1,  1949, 
to  Aug.  31,  1950 _  107,  500 

4.  Other  voluntary  agencies 

throughout  the  (20)  coun¬ 
try — estimated  annually  at 
about  a  minimum  of _  650,  000 


Total  non-Government 

funds _  5, 157,  500 


Total  all  funds  (approxi¬ 
mate)  _  12,  938,  898 


1  Grants  totaling  $2,500,000  have  been  made 
from  July  1947  to  Dec.  31,  1949,  or  an  aver¬ 
age  of  $1,000,000  annually. 


Reference  List 

(1)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics  (1 
out  of  7.33  in  1948;  1  out  of  7.61  in  1947). 

(2)  Thirteen  and  sixty-four  one-hun¬ 
dredths  percent  of  the  total  deaths  in  1948 
were  caused  by  cancer;  13.64  percent  of  150,- 
000,000  (estimated  1950  United  States  popu¬ 
lation)  is  20,460,000. 

(3)  The  Problem  of  Chronic  Disease,  by 
George  St.  J.  Perrott,  Chief,  Division  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Methods,  United  States  Public 
Health  Service,  presented  at  Joint  session  of 
American  psychiatric  Association  and  Amer¬ 
ican  Society  for  Research  in  Psychosomatic 
Problems,  May  15,  1944. 

(4)  Estimates  contained  in  letters  from 
John  R.  Heller,  Director,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  United  States  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice,  September  13,  1949,  and  November  10, 
1949. 

(5)  Journal  of  the  American  Medical  As¬ 
sociation,  May  7,  1949,  volume  140,  No.  1, 
pages  37-96:  Seven  governmental  hospitals 
with  766  beds,  6  nonprofit  hospitals  with  524 
beds,  2  proprietary  hospitals  with  202  beds. 

(6)  United  States  Public  Health  Service, 
Division  of  Tuberculosis:  Index  of  Hospitals 
and  Sanatoria  With  Tuberculosis  Beds  as  of 
January  1,  1949. 

(7)  Cancer -control  letter,  Federal  Security 
Agency,  National  Cancer  Institute,  No.  16, 
dated  March  28,  1949. 

(8)  Bulletin  of  the  American  College  of 
Surgeons,  December  1948. 

(9)  Distribution  of  United  States  Public 
Health  Service  funds,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Division  of  Research  Grants  and 


August  3 

Fellowships,  fiscal  year  1950,  National  Can¬ 


cer  Institute: 

Cash: 

Intramural  research _ $3,  300,  000 

Research  projects  (grants- 

in-aid)  _  2,  600,  000 

Research  fellowships _  500,  000 

Research  construction  grants  4, 175,  000 

Trainees _  375,000 

Teaching  grants _  2,  250,  000 

Grants-in-aid  to  States _  3,  500,  000 

Other _ 2,  200,  000 


Total. . . . .  18,900,000 

Contract  authority: 

Construction  grants _  6,  000,  000 


Total  cash  and  contract 

authority _  24,  900,  000 


(10)  National  Foundation  for  Infantile 
Paralysis,  1948  Annual  Report. 

(11)  Letter  from  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Office  of  the  Director,  dated  September  15, 
1949. 

(12)  Report  of  Gallup  poll  in  New  York 
World-Telegram,  June  12,  1946. 

(13)  American  Cancer  Society,  New  York; 
Clifton  Read,  December  29,  1949. 

(14)  American  Cancer  Society,  New  York; 
J.  H.  Teeter,  December  13,  1949. 

(15)  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Division 
of  Research  Grants  and  Fellowships,  chart 
dated  November  29,  1949. 

(16)  Drug  Topics,  volume  93,  No.  20,  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1949,  page  2.  Published  by  Topics 
Publishing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

(17)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics. 
1948  death — tuberculosis,  43,833;  heart  and 
circulation,  637,679;  infantile  paralysis,  1,895; 
cancer,  197,042. 

(18)  Killed  in  action  in  World  War  II, 
282,025  (World  Almanac  1949,  p.  326;  World 
Almanac  1946,  p.  44).  Cancer  deaths  for 
same  period,  678,883.  (National  Office  of 
Vital  Statistics.) 

(19)  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Division 
of  Biology  and  Medicine,  Washington,  D.  C.; 
Mr.  Finley,  December  20,  1949. 

(20)  Survey  conducted  by  Dr.  C.  P. 
Rhoads  for  the  Committee  on  Growth  for 
American  Cancer  Society,  1946. 

Tabulation  of  pending  cancer  research  con¬ 
struction  applications,  by  State  and  insti¬ 
tution 

Amount  of 
application 


Illinois:  Michael  Reese  Hospital, 

Chicago _  $542,  000 

Indiana:  Indiana  University  Med¬ 
ical  Center,  Indianapolis _  485,  920 

Massachusetts:  Jewish  Memorial 

Hospital,  Roxbury _  182,  500 

New  York: 

Montefiore  Hospital,  New 

York  City _  418,700 

Montefiore  Hospital,  New 

York  City _  373,  700 

Mt.  Sinai  Hospital,  New  York 

City _  300,  000 

North  Carolina:  Duke  University, 

Durham _  125,  000 

Oklahoma:  Oklahoma  Medical  Re¬ 
search  Foundation,  Oklahoma 

City  _  125, 000 

Oregon:  University  of  Oregon, 

Portland _  900,  000 

South  Dakota:  University  of 
South  Dakota  Medical  School, 

Vermillion  _  120, 000 

Tennessee:  Vanderbilt  University, 

Nashville _  551, 100 

Washington: 

University  of  Washington, 

Seattle _  900,  000 

Northwest  Cancer  Founda¬ 
tion,  Seattle _  738,  000 

Wisconsin:  Marquette  University 

School  of  Medicine,  Milwaukee.  300,  000 


Total -  6,061,920 
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In  addition  to  the  applications  tabulated 
above,  other  meritorious  requests  were  re¬ 
duced  by  approximately  $11,500,000  due  to 
lack  of  funds  and  the  following  institutions 
have  indicated  their  intentions  to  make  ap¬ 
plications  at  such  time  as  funds  are  made 
available  to  the  National  Cancer  Institute: 

Alabama:  Muscle  Shoals  Heart  and  Cancer 
Research  Clinic,  Listerhil. 

Arizona :  Pima  County  Medical  Society, 
Tucson. 

California:  Cedars  of  Lebanon  Hospital, 
Los  Angeles;  College  of  Medical  Evangelists, 
Los  Angeles;  Mount  Zion  Hospital,  San 
Francisco. 

Florida;  Florida  State  Board  of  Health, 
Jacksonville. 

Illinois;  Brokaw  Hospital,  Bloomington. 

Indiana:  University  of  Notre  Dame,  Notre 
Dame;  Protestant  Deaconess  Hospital,  Evans¬ 
ville. 

Louisiana:  Louisiana  State  University, 
New  Orleans;  Tulane  University  of  Louisiana, 
New  Orleans. 

Minnesota:  University  of  Minnesota, 

Minneapolis. 

New  York:  Albany  Medical  College,  Albany; 
New  York  Infirmary  Building  Fund,  New 
York  City;  Syracuse  University,  Syracuse; 
New  York  University,  New  York  City. 

North  Carolina:  Wake  Forest  College, 
Winston-Salem. 

Pennsylvania:  The  American  Oncologic 
Hospital,  Philadelphia;  Jefferson  Medical 
College  of  Philadelphia,  Philadelphia;  Wills 
Hospital,  Philadelphia;  University  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Philadelphia;  Institute  for  Cancer 
Research,  Philadelphia. 

Tennessee :  University  of  Tennessee,  Knox¬ 
ville. 

Texas:  Baylor  University,  Houston. 

Vermont:  The  Mary  Fletcher  Hospital, 
Burlington;  The  University  of  Vermont, 
Burlington. 

Virginia:  The  Memorial  Hospital,  Danville. 

West  Virginia:  Alderson  Broaddus  College, 
Philippi. 

San  Juan,  P.  I.:  San  Juan  City  Hospital, 
San  Juan. 


Diseases  of  the  Heart  and  Circulation 

I.  HOW  MANY  PEOPLE  DIE  OF  DISEASES  OF  THE 
HEART  AND  CIRCULATION  EVERY  YEAR  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES? 

1.  The  number  one  killer  of  our  people  is 
heart  disease  (1). 

2.  More  than  1  in  every  3  deaths  is  due 
to  a  disease  of  the  heart  and  circulation  (2). 

3.  Six  hundred  thirty-seven  thousands  six 
hundred  and  seventy-nine  human  beings 
died  of  diseases  of  the  heart  and  circulation 


in  1948  (  2) : 

Heart  diseases _  471,  469 

Intracranial  lesions  of  vascular 

origin _ 131,  036 

Acute  rheumatic  fever _  927 

Other  circulatory  diseases _  34,  247 


4.  More  than  66,000,000  Americans  now 
alive  will  die  of  diseases  of  the  heart  and 
circulation  unless  new  treatments  and  cures 
are  found  (3). 

5.  During  World  War  II,  1,987,468  people 
died  in  the  United  States  of  diseases  of  the 
heart  and  circulation  (4).  This  is  nearly 
eight  times  as  many  people  as  were  killed 
in  action  in  the  Armed  Forces  (5). 

II.  HOW  MANY  PEOPLE  ARE  SUFFERING  FROM 

DISEASES  OF  THE  HEART  AND  CIRCULATION  IN 

THE  UNITED  STATES? 

1.  Between  9,000,000  and  10,000,000  people 
are  suffering  from  diseases  of  the  heart  and 
circulation  (6). 

2.  In  contrast  with  this,  670,302  Americans 
were  wounded  in  action  in  World  War  II  (7) . 

3.  A  total  of  at  least  152,000,000  workdays 
a  year  are  lost  because  of  diseases  of  the  heart 
and  circulation  (8). 


III.  HOW  DO  DEATHS  FROM  DISEASES  OF  THE 

HEART  AND  CIRCULATION  COMPARE  WITH 

DEATHS  FROM  OTHER  DISEASES? 

1.  More  than  44  percent  of  all  deaths  are 
caused  by  diseases  of  the  heart  and  circu¬ 
lation  (3). 

2.  Diseases  of  the  heart  and  circulation 
kill: 

(a)  Over  three  times  as  many  people  as 
cancer  (9). 

(b)  Over  fourteen  times  as  many  people  as 
tuberculosis  (9). 

(c)  Over  1,700  people  every  day.  This  is 
more  people  than  die  of  scarlet  fever  and 
diphtheria  in  a  whole  year  in  the  United 
States  (9). 

IV.  HOW  MANY  DOCTORS  SPECIALIZE  IN  DISEASES 

OF  THE  HEART? 


(10). 

(a)  There  are  an  additional  5,000  qualified 
specialists  in  internal  medicine,  the  majority 
of  whom  give  special  attention  to  cardio¬ 
vascular  diseases  (11). 

V.  WHAT  FACILITIES  ARE  AVAILABLE  FOR  SPECIAL 

CARE  OF  PEOPLE  WITH  DISEASES  OF  THE  HEART 

AND  CIRCULATION?  ' 

1.  For  the  minimum  number  of  9,000,000 
people  suffering  from  diseases  of  the  heart 
and  circulation,  there  are  in  the  entire  United 
States  less  than  200  beds  set  aside  for  clin¬ 
ical  research  in  diseases  of  the  heart  and 
circulation  to  find  new  treatments  and  cures 
for  these  diseases  (12). 

VI.  HOW  MUCH  MONEY  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  RE¬ 

SEARCH  IN  THIS  FIELD  ANNUALLY? 

1.  About  $7,217,015  divided  as  follows  (ap¬ 
pendix  I) : 

(a)  Public  funds: 

The  National  Heart  Institute,  USPHS,  has 
appropriations  for  research  for  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1949,  of  about  $5,462,- 
400. 

(b)  Private  funds: 

Leading  voluntary  agencies  interested  in 
cardiovascular  diseases  allocated  for  1949  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,754,615. 

2.  In  other  words,  we  are  spending  only 
about  $11.31  per  death  annually  for  research 
to  find  causes  and  cures  of  the  greatest  killer 
of  our  people. 

VII.  HOW  DOES  THIS  COMPARE  WITH  WHAT  WE 

SPEND  ON  OTHER  RESEARCH? 

1.  In  contrast  with  the  total  of  about  $7,- 
217,015  being  spent  for  research  in  diseases 
of  the  heart  and  circulation: 

(a)  Congress  appropriated  a  total  of  $77,- 
351,628  for  the  Research  Administration  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  1949  (13). 

(b)  Congress  authorized  the  expenditure 
of  $45,889,811  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  1949,  for  the  program  of  control 
and  eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
now  being  conducted  in  Mexico  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  the  Mexican  Government  (14). 

(c)  For  industrial  research,  to  improve 
manufactured  products  (excluding  atomic 
energy)  (15) : 

American  industry  is  spending  $450,000,000 
a  year. 

The  United  States  Government  spends 
$625,000,000  a  year. 

Universities  and  other  agencies  are  spend¬ 
ing  $85,000,000  a  year. 

This  means  that  Americans  are  spending 
a  tjotal  of  $1,160,000,000  for  industrial  re¬ 
search,  but  only  about  $7,217,015  to  save  the 
lives  of  people  suffering  from  diseases  of  the 
heart  and  circulation,  the  No.  1  killer. 

2.  We  live  in  an  economy  where,  in  1945, 
American  manufacturers  spent  these 
amounts  for  industrial  research; 

Bendix  Aviation  Corp.,  for  re¬ 
search  and  engineering,  ap¬ 
proximately  (16) _ $18,150,000 


Allis-Chalmers  Manufacturing 
Co.,  for  development,  test¬ 
ing  and  experimental  expen¬ 
ditures  (16) -  $3,286,234 

3.  About  $12,938,898  is  being  spent  in  the 
field  of  cancer  research — the  second  cause  of 
death  in  the  United  States  (17).  This  con¬ 
trasts  with  only  about  $7,217,015  for  dis¬ 
eases  of  the  heart  and  circulation,  the  first 
cause  of  death. 

4.  The  total  amount  available  from  all 
sources  for  research  in  diseases  of  the  heart 
and  circulation  is  about  one-third  the 
amount  voted  by  Congress  for  forest  roads 
and  trails  for  1949  (18). 

5.  Forty-two  million  two  hundred  and 
sixty-eight  thousand  dollars  is  spent  annu¬ 
ally  for  stomach  sweeteners  (19),  in  con¬ 
trast  with  about  $7,217,015  spent  for  research 
in  diseases  of  the  heart  and  circulation. 


1.  No.  Of  the  637,679  people  who  died 
from  diseases  of  the  heart  and  circulation  in 
1948,  217,636,  or  one-third,  were  under  65 
years  of  age  (2). 

2.  In  1948,  more  children  died  of  diseases 
of  the  heart  than  the  total  number  of  deaths 
of  people  of  all  ages  from  infantile  paralysis 
(20). 

(a)  Among  children  under  15,  more  than 
twice  as  many  died  of  diseases  of  the  heart 
in  1948  as  died  of  infantile  paralysis  (20) . 

IX.  DO  PEOPLE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  THINK 

MORE  RESEARCH  IN  THIS  FIELD  IS  NECES¬ 
SARY?  , 

1.  Seventy-nine  percent  of  the  people 
questioned  in  a  recent  poll  were  in  favor  of 
the  Government’s  spending  $200,000,000  for 
research  to  find  the  causes  and  cure  of  dis¬ 
eases  of  the  heart;  and  80  percent  were  will¬ 
ing  to  pay  more  taxes  to  provide  the  money 
(21). 

Appendix  I 

Funds  available  for  research  in  diseases  of 
the  heart  and  circulation 


PUBLIC  FUNDS 

1.  National  Heart  Institute, 
through  U.  S.  Public  Health 
Service,  for  fiscal  year  begin¬ 
ning  July  1,  1949  (22)  : 

Intramural  research _ $1,  350,  000 

Research  projects  (grants- 

in-aid) _  3,820,000 

Research  fellowships _  292,  400 


Total,  public  funds _  5,  462,  400 


PRIVATE  FUNDS 

1.  Helen  Hay  Whitney  Founda¬ 
tion  (23)  approximately _  200,000 

2.  New  York  Heart  Association 

(24) _  1 287, 335 

3.  Life  Insurance  Medical  Re¬ 
search  Fund  (25) _  667,280 

4.  American  Heart  Association 

(26) _  J  380,  000 

5.  Other  affiliates  of  American 
Heart  Association  throughout 

the  country  (27) _  220,000 


Total,  private  funds _  1,  754,  615 


Total,  all  funds  (approxi¬ 
mate) _  7,217,015 


1  In  addition  to  contribution  of  $67,500  to 
American  Heart  Association. 

-  Includes  contribution  of  $57,500  from 
New  York  Heart  Association. 

Reference  List 

(1)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics  (1 
cut  „of  2.26  deaths  in  1948;  1  out  of  2.31 
deaths  in  1947). 

(2)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics:  To¬ 
tal  deaths  1948—1,444,337;  deaths  from  dis¬ 
eases  of  the  heart  and  circulation,  637,679. 


1.  Only  420  physicians  are  certified  by  the 
American  Board  of  Internal  Medicine  as  spe¬ 
cialists  in  the  field  of  cardiovascular  disease 
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(3)  Forty-four  and  fifteen  hundredths  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  deaths  in  1948  were  caused 
by  diseases  of  the  heart  and  circulation;  44.15 
percent  of  150,000,000  (estimated  1949  United 
States  population)  is  66,225,000. 

(4)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics. 

(5)  Killed  in  action  in  World  War  II — 
Army,  176,432;  Navy  (died  overseas)  72,269; 
total,  249,701  (World  Almanac  1948,  p.  551.) 

(6)  Dr.  Rolla  E.  Dyer,  director,  National 
Institutes  of  Health;  estimate  based  on  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  health  of  the  Nation,  1940  (memo¬ 
randum  date  May  28,  1947) . 

(7)  Wounded  casualties  in  World  War  II — 
Army,  571,822;  Navy,  98.480;  total,  679,302 
(World  Almanac  1948,  p.  551). 

(8)  National  Health  Survey,  1938. 

(9)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics. 
1948  deaths:  Cancer,  197,042;  tuberculosis, 
43,833;  scarlet  fever,  68;  diphtheria,  634. 

(10)  American  Board  of  Internal  Medi¬ 
cine — letter  dated  October  15,  1949. 

(11)  Dr.  Charles  Connor,  American  Heart 
Association — letter  dated  September  21,  1949. 
Based  on  listings  in  Directory  of  Medical 
Specialists,  Volume  4,  1949. 

(12)  Fact  brought  out  in  hearings  before 
Senators  Bridges  and  Pepper  on  need  for 
additional  research  funds  for  heart  disease, 
by  group  of  heart  specialists,  April  24,  1947. 

(13)  United  States  Budget,  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  Junk  30,  1950,  p.  279. 

(14)  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  Office  of  the 
Director — letter  dated  September  15,  1949. 

(15)  "Science  and  Public  Policy — A  Re¬ 
port  to  the  President,”  by  the  President’s 
Scientific  Research  Board,  volume  I,  page  12. 
August  27,  1947. 

(16)  National  Industrial  Conference  Board. 

(17)  Government  funds  for  fiscal  year  be¬ 
ginning  July  1,  1949:  $7,781,398;  voluntary 
agencies:  approximately  $5,157,500;  total: 
$12,938,898. 

(18)  $22,550,000  was  appropriated  for  forest 

development  roads  and  trails  for  1949'.  Uni¬ 
ted  States  Budget,  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1950,  page  361.  x 

(19)  Drug  Topics — volume  93,  No.  20 — Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1949,  page  2.  Published  by  Top¬ 
ics  Publishing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

\20)  National  Office  of  Vital  Statistics: 
1948 — deaths  of  children  under  15  from  heart 
diseases:  2,278;  from  infantile  paralysis,  1,085; 
total  deaths  from  infantile  paralysis,  1,895. 

(21)  Poll  conducted  by  American  Institute 
of  Public  Opinion,  Princeton,  N.  J.,  June  26, 
1948. 

(22)  Distribution  of  United  States  Public 
Health  Service  funds,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Division  of  Research  Grants  and  Fel¬ 
lowships,  fiscal  year  1950,  National  Heart  In¬ 


stitute  : 

Cash : 

Intramural  research _ $1,  350,  000 

Research  projects  (grants-in- 

aid) -  3,  820,  000 

Research  fellowships _  292,  400 

Research  construction 

grants -  1,  600,  000 

Trainees -  150,  000 

Teaching  grants _  741,000 

Grants-in-aid  to  States _  2,  000,  000 

Other -  764,  000 


Total - 10,717,400 


Contract  authority: 

Construction  grants _  4,  459,  000 

Trainees -  150,  000 

Teaching  grants -  741,  000 


Total  cash  and  contract 
authority -  16,067,400 


(23)  Helen  Hay  Whitney  Foundation — Fis¬ 
cal  year  beginning  January  1,  1949. 

(24)  New  York  Heart  Association — Fiscal 
year  beginning  January  1,  1949. 

(25)  Life  Insurance  Medical  Research 
Fund — Fiscal  year  beginning  January  1,  1949. 


(26)  American  Heart  Association — Fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1949. 

(27)  For  1949.  Dr.  Charles  Connor,  Amer¬ 
ican  Heart  Association — Telephone  conver¬ 
sation,  December  19,  1949. 

Tabulation  of  pending  cardiovascular  re¬ 
search  construction  applications,  by  State 
and  institution 

Amount  of 
application 

Alabama:  Medical  College  of  Ala¬ 
bama  and  Jefferson  Health  De¬ 
partment,  Birmingham _ _ _  $416,  931 

California: 

University  of  California  Medi¬ 
cal  School,  San  Francisco _  1,250,  000 

University  of  California  Medi¬ 
cal  School,  Los  Angeles _  884,  736 

District  of  Columbia:  Georgetown 

University,  Washington,  D.  C _  909,  960 

Georgia:  Emory  University,  At¬ 
lanta  _  500, 000 

Illinois : 

University  of  Illinois,  Chicago.  2,  350,  000 
Loyola  University  ( Stritch 

School  of  Medicine),  Chi¬ 


cago _  116, 000 

Michael  Reese  Hospital,  Chi¬ 
cago _  2,  647,  950 

Mount  Sinai  Hospital,  Chi¬ 
cago _  125, 000 

Massachusetts : 

Boston  University  School  of 

Medicine,  Boston _  58,  810 

Children’s  Medical  Center, 

Boston _  450,  000 

Jewish  Memorial  Hospital, 

Roxbury _ _ _ _  128,  500 

New  England  Center  Hospital, 

Boston.. _  220,000 

Michigan:  Wayne  University,  De¬ 
troit _ 377,  226 

Missouri :  Washington  University, 

St.  Louis _  300,  000 

New  York: 

Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York 

City -  150,  000 

University  of  Buffalo,  Buffalo.  96,  583 
Columbia  University  College 
of  Physicians  and  Surgeons, 

New  York  City _  1, 000,  000 

Cornell  University,  New  York 

City -  200,  000 

Montefiore  Hospital,  New  York 

City  -  418,  700 

Mount  Sinai  Hospital,  New 

York  City _  300,  000 

New  York  Hospital,  New  York 

City -  800,  000 

University  of  Rochester,  Ro¬ 
chester  _ 414,  368 

North  Carolina: 

Bowman  Gray  School  of  Medi¬ 
cine  of  Wake  Forest  College, 

Winston-Salem _  848,  900 

Duke  University,  Durham _  1,  347,  000 

Duke  University,  Durham _  45,  000 

University  of  North  Carolina, 

Chapel  Hill _  516,  800 

Ohio ;  Western  Reserve  University, 

Cleveland -  275,  000 

Oklahoma:  Oklahoma  Medical  Re¬ 
serve  Foundation,  Oklahoma 

City -  225,  000 

Oregon:  University  of  Oregon, 

Portland -  230,  000 


Pennsylvania : 

Jefferson  Medical  College  of 
Philadelphia,  Philadelphia.  1,  000,  000 
University  of  Pittsburgh, 

Pittsburgh -  500,  000 

Temple  University  Hospital 
and  Medical  School,  Phila¬ 
delphia -  900, 000 

Woman’s  Medical  School  of 
Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia.  169,  643 
South  Carolina:  Medical  College 
of  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 

Charleston .  485,  000 


Amount  of 

Tennessee :  application 

University  of  Tennessee, 

Memphis _  468,  600 

Vanderbilt  University,  Nash¬ 
ville _  603, 700 

Texas:  Southwestern  Medical  Col¬ 
lege  of  University  of  Texas, 

Dallas _  500,  000 

Washington:  University  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  Seattle _  500,  000 

West  Virginia:  University  of  West 

Virginia,  Morgantown _  5,  860 


Total  pending  applications.  22,  635,  269 

In  addition  to  the  applications  tabulated 
above,  other  meritorious  requests  were  re¬ 
duced  by  approximately  $6,500,000  due  to 
lack  of  funds. 

What  Is  the  Mental  Health  Situation  in 
the  United  States  Today? 

I.  how  many  people  in  the  united  states 

ARE  SUFFERING  FROM  SOME  FORM  OF  MENTAL 

ILLNESS? 

1.  About  8,500,000  people  In  the  United 
States  are  suffering  from  some  form  of  men¬ 
tal  illness  (1). 

(a)  This  means  that  more  than  1  In 
every  18  persons  is  now  suffering  from  some 
form  of  mental  illness. 

2.  One  out  of  every  ten  persons  will  need 
psychiatric  care  at  some  time  during  his 
life  (2). 

(a)  This  means  that  about  15,000,000  per¬ 
sons  now  living  in  the  United  States  will 
require  psychiatric  care  at  some  time  (2). 

3.  One  out  of  every  eighteen  persons  will 
spend  some  part  of  his  life  in  a  mental  hos¬ 
pital  (3). 

(a)  This  means  that  about  8,334,000  peo¬ 
ple  now  living  in  the  United  States  will  be 
hospitalized  for  mental  illness  at  one  time 
or  another. 

4.  Severe  mental  Illness: 

(a)  One  out  of  every  two  hospital  beds  In 
the  United  States  is  occupied  by  a  mental 
patient  (2). 

(b)  664,399  or  54  percent  of  the  1,217,154 
patients  comprising  the  average  daily  hos¬ 
pital  census  in  1948,  were  patients  in  nervous 
and  mental  hospitals  (4). 

(c)  305,000  patients,  new  and  old,  were 
admitted  to  mental  hospitals  in  1948  (4) .  Of 
this  total,  210,000  were  new  patients  (4). 

(d)  Prewar  studies  showed  that  at  any 
one  time  there  are  about  1,000,000  persons 
sufficiently  disabled  by  mental  illness  to  war¬ 
rant  hospitalization,  although  only  a  little 
more  than  600,000  get  it  (5). 

5.  Minor  mental  illness: 

(a)  About  50  percent  of  general  practi¬ 
tioners’  patients  suffer  from  some  form  of 
mental  illness  (6)  (7). 

(b)  About  30  percent  of  hospitalized  gen¬ 
eral  medical  and  surgical  cases  are  more  or 
less  neurotic  (8). 

II.  WHAT  IS  THE  COST  OF  MENTAL  ILLNESS  TO 

OUR  NATIONAL  ECONOMY? 

1.  Including  hospitalization  and  loss  in 
earnings,  the  complete  loss  to  the  Nation 
annually  from  serious  mental  illness  alone, 
would  reach  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars  (9). 

2.  In  1947  taxpayers  spent  over  $360,000,- 
000  to  maintain  patients  in  the  Nation’s 
public  mental  hospitals  (1). 

HI.  WHAT  DID  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  EXAMINATIONS 

SHOW  ABOUT  THE  PEOPLE’S  MENTAL  HEALTH? 

1.  Rejection  before  induction:  About  1,- 
846,000,  or  38  percent,  of  the  5,000,000  men 
rejected  before  induction  were  rejected  for 
neuropsychiatric  disorders  (10). 

(a)  About  12  percent,  or  1  out  of  8,  of  the 
15,000,000  men  examined  were  rejected  for 
neuropsychiatric  reasons  (10). 

2.  Discharge  after  induction:  Of  the  men 
discharged  for  medical  disability  after  indue- 
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tion,  about  387,000  (or  37  percent  of  Army 
medical  discharges)  were  discharged  from 
the  Army,  and  76,621  (or  32.4  percent  of 
Navy  medical  discharges)  were  discharged 
from  the  Navy,  for  neuropsychiatric  reasons 

(10)  (11). 

(a)  This  means  that  more  than  1  out  of 
3  men  medically  discharged  from  the  Armed 
Forces  were  discharged  for  neuropsychiatric 
reasons. 

(b)  This  is  exclusive  of  the  163,000  Army 
men  and  91,563  Navy  men  discharged  admin¬ 
istratively  for  such  reasons  as  psychopathic 
personality,  mental  deficiency,  drug  addic¬ 
tion,  or  homosexuality  (10)  (11). 

IV.  HOW  MANY  HOSPITALS  FOR  MENTAL  DISEASE 

ARE  THERE  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 

1.  About  586  hospitals,  with  a  capacity  of 
691,499  beds  (4). 

(a)  97.7  percent  of  all  mental  patients  are 
In  public  hospitals  (12).  84.2  percent  are  in 
State  hospitals  (12). 

Only  about  2.3  percent  of  mental  patients 
are  cared  for  in  private  hospitals  (12). 

2.  There  is  an  immediate  need  for  350,000 
more  beds  for  mentally  ill  patients  (13). 

V.  HOW  MANY  CLINICS  FOR  MENTAL  DISEASE  ARE 

THERE  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 

1.  About  855  clinics,  including  both  part 
and  full  time  clinics.  This  includes  all  those 
organized  by  communities,  divisions  of  State 
or  county  governments,  and  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  (14). 

(a)  6  States  are  without  a  single  commu¬ 
nity  psychiatric  clinic  of  any  type;  and 
there  are  vast  areas  in  other  States  where  no 
psychiatric  help  is  available  (1). 

(b)  At  least  1,500  full-time  community  • 
clinics  are  needed  (15). 

VI.  HOW  MUCH  IS  BEING  SPENT  TO  RUN  THESE 
CLINICS  AND  HOSPITALS  TO  TAKE  CARE  OF 
MENTAL  PATIENTS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 

1.  About  $400,000,000  was  spent  in  1947  to 
provide  long-term  hospital  care  for  651,000 
mental  patients  (16). 

(a)  Virtually -all  of  this  money  comes  out 
of  tax  funds. 

2.  In  contrast  to  this,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  spent  about  $1,115,000,000  for 
service  in  beauty  parlors  and  barber  shops 
in  1948  (17). 

VII.  HOW  MUCH  IS  THE  UNITED  STATES  PUBLIC 
HEALTH  SERVICE  SPENDING  FOR  RESEARCH  TO 
PREVENT  AND  CURE  MENTAL  ILLNESS? 

1.  About  $1,223,200  for  research  has  been 
allocated  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July 
1,  1949  (18). 

(a)  On  the  basis  of  664,399  (4)  patients 
in  mental  and  nervous  hospitals,  this  means 
that  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service 
is  spending  only  about  $1.84  per  year  for 
research  for  new  treatments  and  cures  for 
each  hospitalized  case. 

(b)  In  contrast,  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  spent  in  1949  $73,860,691  for  re¬ 
search  in  control  and  cure  of  plant  and  ani¬ 
mal  diseases.  This  includes  $45,889,811  for 
the  eradication  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
(19). 

(c)  $100,000  was  spent  for  research  fel¬ 
lowships  (18). 

VIH.  HOW  MUCH  IS  UNITED  STATES  PUBLIC 
HEALTH  SERVICE  SPENDING  FOR  ESTABLISH¬ 
MENT  OF  MENTAL  HEALTH  CLINICS  AND 
SERVICES? 

1.  $3,550,000  has  been  allotted  for  grants- 
in-aid  to  States  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
July  1,  1849  (18). 

(a)  These  funds  are  to  be  matched  by 
State-  fund's  at  the  rate  of  50  cents  for  each 
Federal  dollar  (20). 


IX.  HOW  MUCH  WAS  BEING  SPENT  FOR  RESEARCH 
ON  MENTAL  HEALTH  IN  BOTH  PRIVATE  AND 
PUBLIC  INSTITUTIONS  AND  CLINICS  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES  IN  1947? 

1.  Approximately  $3,322,411  was  available, 
divided  approximately  as  follows : 

Public  funds  (including  Veter¬ 
ans’  Administration  (22),  ap¬ 


proximately  (21) _ $2,249,516 

Private  funds,  about  (21)- _  716,895 


2.  On  the  basis  of  664,399  (4)  patients  in 
mental  and  nervous  hospitals,  this  would 
indicate  that  the  amount  spent  in  1947  per 
individual  hospital  case,  employing  both 
private  and  public  funds,  is  less  than  $5. 

(a)  This  figure  compares  with  $94  per  pa¬ 
tient  for  research  in  infantile  paralysis  (23). 

3.  In  contrast,  the  Nation  spent  $8,800,- 
000,000  for  alcoholic  beverages  alone  in  1948 
(24),  an  average  of  about  $59  annually  for 
each  man,  woman,  and  child. 

X.  IN  HOW  MANY  INSTITUTIONS  IN  THE  UNITED 

STATES  IS  RESEARCH  IN  THIS  FIELD  BEING 

CONDUCTED? 

1.  Results  of  a  recent  poll  of  mental  insti¬ 
tutions,  nervous  hospitals,  medical  schools 
and  universities,  etc.,  show  that  there  are 
about  161  of  these  institutions  that  have 
research  facilities  and  are  engaged  in  re¬ 
search  in  one  or  more  of  the  phases  of 
mental  illness  (21). 

(a)  About  80  percent  or  $2,534,896  of  the 
approximate  total  of  $3,322,411  is  being  spent 
by  20  institutions  throughout  the  country. 
Of  these,  3  are  supported  by  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment;  7  are  supported  by  State  governments; 
10  are  privately  supported  (21) . 

(b)  Of  this  $2,534,896,  $2,089,262,  or  82  per¬ 
cent,  comes  from  public  sources;  $445,634, 
or  18  percent,  comes  from  private  sources 
(21). 

-  XI.  DO  THE  664,399  PATIENTS  IN  MENTAL 
HOSPITALS  RECEIVE  ADEQUATE  CARE? 

1.  No.  The  average  cost  of  State,  county, 
and  city  hospital  long-term  patient  mainte¬ 
nance  in  the  United  States  was  only  $549 
per  year,  or  $1.50  per  day  in  1947  (25),  and 
$1.26  per  day  in  1942  (26). 

(a)  The  average  cost  of  food  for  these  pa¬ 
tients  was  only  22  cents  per  day  in  1942  (26), 

(b)  These  figures  compare  with  $5  per 
patient  per  day  for  acute  and  recovering 
mental  hospital  patients  and  $2.50-  per  pa¬ 
tient  per  day  for  chronic  cases  which  were 
considered  the  minimum  standard  (27),  and 
a  little  more  than  $13  per  ward  patient  per 
day  in  a  general  hospital,  average  cost  in 
New  York  City  in  1948  (28). 

2.  Whereas  the  approved  APA  standards 
are; 

(a)  For  psychiatrists:  Observation  and 
acutely  ill  patients  1-30;  reeducation  serv¬ 
ice  1-75;  convalescent  1-50;  continuous  treat¬ 
ment  and  senile  1-200. 

(b)  For  nurses:  Observation  and  acutely 
ill  patients  1-4;  convalescent  1-10;  reeduca¬ 
tion  service  1-25;  continuous  treatment  and 
senile  1-40  or  50. 

(c)  For  the  Army:  One  psychiatrist  to 
each  50  patients. 

The  actual  ratio  is  1  psychiatrist  to  each 
387  patients  and  1  graduate  nurse  to  each 
120  patients  (1). 

3.  It  is  estimated  that  there  are  the  fol¬ 
lowing  deficiencies  in  State  hospital  em¬ 
ployees  : 

(a)  All  employees,  42  percent  (29). 

(b)  Clinical  psychologists,  91.9  percent 
(29). 

(c)  Social  workers,  70.8  percent  (29), 

(d)  Trained  nurses,  80  percent  (30). 

(e)  Attendants,  50  percent  (30). 
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XII.  HOW  MANY  DOCTORS  AND  OTHER  MEDICAL 

PERSONNEL  SPECIALIZE  EN  THE  CARE  OF  MENTAL 

PATIENTS? 

1.  In  1948  there  were  4,765  psychiatrists 
in  the  United  States,  many  of  whom  are 
administrators  or  retired  (1) .  Of  these,  only 
2,463  hold  diplomas  from  the  American  Board 
of  Psychiatry  and  Neurology  (1). 

(a)  The  present  need  in  the  United  States 
is  for  at  least  18,785  more  psychiatrists  (1). 

(1)  There  are  approximately  8,099  graduate 
nurses  specializing  in  psychiatry  in  the 
United  States  (4),  50,320  other  nurses  and 
attendants  (4),  and  1,011  psychiatric  social 
workers  ( 1 ) . 

a.  The  National  League  of  Nursing  Edu¬ 
cation  estimates  our  need  is  at  least  47,000 
psychiatric  nurses  (31),  or  almost  six  times 
the  number  we  now  have. 

b.  Of  the  1,163  State  accredited  nursing 
schools  (4)  in  the  country,  only  32  are  lo¬ 
cated  in  mental  hospitals.  Fourteen  States 
have  no  training  facilities  in  psychiatric 
nursing  (5). 

(2)  There  are  approximately  1,500  trained 
clinical  psychologists  (32)  and  at  least  1,700 
more  needed  (33). 

(b)  It  has  been  estimated  that  6,000  new 
psychiatric  social  workers  are  needed  in  this 
country  (34). 
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Mental  health  activities 

REQUESTS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION  GRANTS 
Michael  Reese  Hospital  (Illinois)  $1,  000,  000 


University  of  Texas  (Texas) -  600,000 

Washington  University  (Mis¬ 
souri)  _ '  1,  000,  000 

University  of  Michigan  (Michi¬ 
gan) _ -  800,000 

Boston  University  (Massachu¬ 
setts) _ 300,000 

Menninger  Foundation  (Kan¬ 
sas) _  856,000 

Temple  University  (Pennsyl¬ 
vania)  _  750, 000 

University  of  Rochester  (New 

York) _  233,260 

Langley  Porter  Clinic  (Cali¬ 
fornia)  _  350, 000 

University  of  Wisconsin  Medical 

School-Hospital _  950,  000 


Total  (10  institutions) _  6,  739,  260 


REQUESTS  NOT  SPECIFYING  AMOUNTS 

University  of  Cincinnati  (Ohio). 

Institute  of  Psychoanalysis  (Illinois). 

Pinel  Foundation  (Washington). 

University  of  Chicago  (Illinois). 

Massachusetts  Memorial  Hospital  (Massa¬ 
chusetts)  . 

University  of  Washington  (Seattle,  Wash.) 

Six  institutions. 

Total  institutions,  16. 

Dental  Fact  Sheet 

THE  PROBLEM 

The  American  Medical  Association  has  es¬ 
timated  that  Americans  spend  a  total  of 
nearly  $1,000,000,000  a  year  for  dental  care 
and  treatment,  much  of  it  preventable. 
This  is  about  one-half  of  what  they  spend 
for  medical  services. 

Yet,  less  than  $1,000,000  a  year  is  being 
spent  on  dental  research,  as  against  $110,- 
000,000  for  medical  research. 

Dental  disease  strikes  almost  every  indi¬ 
vidual,  causes  much  suffering,  the  loss  of 
many  man-hours  of  productivity,  and  is  ex¬ 
pensive. 

Apart  from  dental  caries  and  periodontal 
disease,  dental  diseases  frequently  causes  or 
aggravates  other  serious  bodily  ailments. 
Of  all  selectees  examined  during  World  War 
II  between  November  1940  and  December 
1943,  nearly  12  percent  had  defective  teeth. 
(This  rejection  rate  was  so  high  that  stand¬ 
ards  had  to  be  lowered  still  further  and  ex¬ 
tensive  dental  rehabilitation  programs  un¬ 
dertaken  by  the  armed  services.) 

WHAT  IS  NEEDED 

An  augmented  program  of  basic  research 
into  the  fundamental  aspects  of  diseases 
of  the  mouth. 

Strengthened  training  program  to  provide 
an  adequate  number  of  skilled  laboratory  and 
clinical  research  personnel. 

Expanded  research  facilities  which  will 
provide  opportunity  to  link  dental  research 
more  closely  to  basic  medical  research  in 
other  fields. 

A  strengthened  program  of  control  ac¬ 
tivities,  with  particular  emphasis  on  pre¬ 
ventive  dentistry  and  the  extension  of  fluo¬ 
rine  programs. 

WHAT  IS  PROPOSED 

To  add  $1,900,000  for  the  construction  of 
intramural  research  facilities. 

To  add  $1,100,000  for  construction  grants. 

THE  KIND  OF  PROGRESS  THAT  IS  BEING  MADE 

New  and  improved  techniques  for  treat¬ 
ing  and  preventing  dental  caries,  pyorrhea, 
and  other  dental  illnesses. 

Fluorine  studies,  both  reduction  of  caries 
by  topical  application,  and  partial  control 
through  introduction  of  fluorine  into  com¬ 
munity  water  supply. 

Fundamental  knowledge  on  the  causes  of 
diseases  of  the  soft  tissues  is  being  obtained. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
leave  to  insert  certain  newspaper  clip¬ 
pings  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news¬ 
paper  clippings  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  July  16,  1950] 

Cancer  Scientists  Gather  in  Paris — 250  of 

850  Hail  From  United  States — Belgian 

Sees  Near  Control  Won  Within  10  Years 

(By  Waldemar  Kaempffert) 

Paris,  July  15. — Scientists  who  officially 
represent  55  countries  have  assembled  in 
Paris  to  participate  in  the  Fifth  International 
Cancer  Congress  which  will  be  ceremoni¬ 
ously  opened  tomorrow  by  President  Vincent 
Auriol.  About  850  cancer  "specialists  are  in 
attendance  and  of  these  more  than  250  are 
from  the  United  States. 

No  official  representatives  of  the  Soviet 
Union  are  present.  All  invitations  addressed 
to  the  Soviet  Union  have  remained  un¬ 
answered. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  general  assembly,  the 
governing  body  of  the  International  Union 
Against  Cancer,  which  organization  arranges 
these  congresses,  Vietnam  was  elected  a 
member. 

Though  the  scientific  sessions  will  not  be¬ 
gin  till  Monday,  the  International  Research 
Commission  and  the  general  assembly,  both 
integral  parts  of  International  Union  Against 
Cancer,  took  steps  to  unify  action  against 
cancer. 

The  International  Research  Commission  is 
an  autonomous  body  composed  of  scientists 
appointed  by  their  governments,  one  scien¬ 
tist  to  each  government.  Yet  this  research 
commission  is  part  of  international  union 
and  the  union  is,  in  turn,  a  nongovernmental 
agency  of  the  World  Health  Organization. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  research  commis¬ 
sion  of  the  general  assembly,  and  hence  of 
the  international  union,  to  unify  cancer  re¬ 
search  and  education  on  a  continental  scale. 

Last  May,  representatives  of  European 
governments  met  in  Brussels,  Belgium,  and 
created  a  European  Cancer  Society.  The 
enormous  influence  of  the  United  States  in 
bringing  about  a  consolidated  attack  on 
cancer  was  manifest  today  in  an  action  taken 
by  the  general  assembly  on  this  new  Euro¬ 
pean  Cancer  Society. 

Both  the  founders  of  the  new  European 
society  and  the  general  assembly  were  struck 
by  the  fact  that  in  the  United  States  there 
are  many  State  and  local  cancer  societies,  yet 
all  work  for  a  common  cause  under  the 
auspices  and  direction  of  the  American  Can¬ 
cer  Society  which  formulates  policies,  raises 
money  in  annual  drives,  and  distributes  it 
throughout  the  country. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  founders  of  the 
European  Cancer  Society  and  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  International  Union  to  fol¬ 
low  as  closely  as  possible  the  American  pat¬ 
tern.  But  the  General  Assembly  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Union,  while  approving  the  aims 
of  the  new  European  society,  stipulated  that 
it  regard  itself  as  a  section  of  the  union  even 
though  it  will  be  autonomous. 

There  was  no  marked  opposition  to  this 
amendment. 

This  Fifth  International  Cancer  Congress 
Is  the  first  of  world-wide  scope  to  be  held 
since  the  outbreak  of  World  War  II.  Much 
is  expected  of  it.  In  an  interview  today  Dr. 
Jay  Maisin,  director  of  the  Cancer  Institute 
at  the  University  of  Louvain  and  an  emi¬ 
nent  European  authority,  said  that  this  in¬ 
ternational  congress  was  necessary  to  bring 
cancer  research  scientists  together.  Like 
many  others  in  attendance,  he  ■  saw  great 
prospects  ahead. 

‘‘In  the  rather  near  future,”  he  said,  “we 
may  expect  a  solution,  not  of  the  whole 
cancer  problem,  but  of  a  considerable  part  of 
it.  That  is,  we  shall  know  better  than  we 
do  now  how  to  control  cancer.” 
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When  he  was  asked  what  he  meant  by 
"near  future,”  Dr.  Maisin  answered: 

"About  10  years.” 

He  added  that  those  who  were  attending 
the  congress  were  working  in  such  diverse 
fields  as  chemistry,  heredity,  endocrinology, 
and  viruses. 

“It  is  highly  important  to  find  out  just 
how  some  chemicals  and  agents  produce  can¬ 
cers,”  Dr.  Maisin  said.  “It  is  a  mode  of  ac¬ 
tion  that  we  must  discover  and  when  it  is 
discovered  we  shall  know  just  what  cancer 
is  and  know  its  real  nature.  And  when  we 
know  that  we  shall  come  close  to  under¬ 
standing  the  mechanism  of  life  itself.” 

During  the  course  of  this  same  interview. 
Dr.  A.  Claude,  formerly  of  Rockefeller  In¬ 
stitute,  explained  how  he  had  been  using 
the  electron  microscope  to  find  out  what 
makes  a  normal  cell  go  wild  and  behave  in 
an  anarchical  way. 

Cancer  students  do  not  agree  whether  the 
disturbing  cause  always  lies  outside  or 
whether  it  sometimes  lies  inside  the  call. 
Dr.  Claude  said  his  work  seemed  to  indicate 
that  “much  of  the  cause  of  cancer  lies  right 
in  the  cell  itself,”  but  he  does  not  know 
what  that  cause  is. 

The  next  International  Congress  Against 
Cancer  will  be  held  in  Rio  de  Janiero  in  1953. 

[Prom  the  Washington  Star  of  July  17,  1950] 
Nonshrink  Chemical  Is  Found  To  Slow 
Up  Certain  Cancers 
(By  Alton  L.  Blakeslee) 

Paris,  July  17. — A  chemical  made  to  pre¬ 
vent  clothes  from  shrinking  is  able  to  shrink 
or  halt  some  cancers  for  a  time,  experts  from 
50  nations  were  told  today. 

The  chemical  is  called  TEM.  It  was  de¬ 
scribed  to  the  Fifth  International  Cancer  Re¬ 
search  Congress  by  Dr.  C.  Chester  Stock  and 
Sonja  M.  Buckley  of  the  Sloan-Kettering  In¬ 
stitute  for  Cancer  Research  at  New  York’s 
Memorial  Hospital. 

About  800  scientists  are  attending  the 
congress,  which  opened  today  at  the  Sor- 
bonne. 

TEM  hits  at  such  cancers  of  the  lymphatic 
tissue  as  Hodgkins  disease  and  at  some  cases 
of  leukemia,  or  cancer  of  the  blood.  Dr. 
Stock  said.  As  with  other  treatments  for 
these  diseases,  its  eftects  are  temporary. 

Dr.  Stock’s  team  tested  3,000  chemicals  for 
their  anticancer  value.  Only  nine  were 
found  to  stop  cancer  growth  or  make  can¬ 
cers  shrink  in  laboratory  trials  using  mice. 
Such  a  low  batting  average  is  typical  of  the 
myriad  problems  in  cancer  research. 

TEM  was  developed  originally  as  an  anti¬ 
shrinkage  chemical  for  textiles.  As  a  drug 
it  has  been  used  at  Memorial  Hospital  on 
some  humans  with  Hodgkins  disease  or  leu¬ 
kemia.  It  is  reported  as  effective  against  the 
two  cancers  as  the  nitrogen  mustards,  the 
wartime  poison-gas  chemicals.  But  TEM  can 
be  swallowed  as  a  pill  and  does  not  nauseate 
human  beings.  Nitrogen  mustards  are  giv¬ 
en  by  injection. 

Neither  TEM  nor  nitrogen  mustards  cures 
these  diseases  but  patients  feel  better  for  a 
time. 

[From  the  Washington  Star,  July  15,  1950] 

Some  Cancer  Control  Seen  in  10  Years 

Paris,  July  15.— Humans  can  hope  for  some 
medical  controls  of  cancer  in  perhaps  10 
years.  Dr.  Jean  Maisin,  famous  Belgian 
scientist,  said  today. 

“We  can’t  hope  to  solve  the  whole  cancer 
question  in  that  time,”  he  said,  “for  the 
line  between  cancer  and  normal  life  is  too 
fine.” 

But,  he  asserted  that  new  developments 
“are  brewing  in  laboratories  throughout  the 
world.  They  will  very  possibly  lead  to  some 
medical  aids  to  control  cancer.” 


Dr.  Maisin  is  secretary-general  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Union  Against  Cancer,  which 
mapped  new  world-wide  strategy  for  cancer 
control  at  a  meeting  today.  He  is  director 
of  the  Cancer  Institute  at  the  University 
of  Louvain. 

The  union,  composed  of  scientific  organi¬ 
zations  in  55  nations,  sponsors  the  Fifth  In¬ 
ternational  Cancer  Research  Congress,  which 
opens  at  the  Sorbonne  in  Paris  Monday. 
More  than  800  scientists,  including  about 
250  Americans,  will  attend  to  present  or  hear 
the  latest  reports  on  advance  in  cancer  re¬ 
search. 

Unparalleled  progress  toward  eventual 
control  of  cancer  will  be  reported  at  the 
sessions,  said  Dr.  E.  V.  Cowdry,  of  St.  Louis, 
president  of  the  last  congress  held  in  St. 
Louis  in  1947. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  at 
2  o’clock  the  Senate  will  vote  on  the  can¬ 
cer  and  health  amendment.  As  for  the 
other  amendment,  relating  to  ship  re¬ 
pair,  all  I  ask  is  that  I  may  be  allowed 
a  short  time  i  in  which  to  explain  it,  and 
then  that  the  Senate  may  vote  on  it. 

I  merely  want  to  add,  Mr.  President, 
in  the  short  time  which  remains,  that 
the  figure  provided  for  in  the  amend¬ 
ment,  $64,000,000,  is  not  a  figure  arrived 
at  by  the  sponsors  of  the  amendment. 
It  is  arrived  at  by  doctors  and  scientists 
in  charge  of  the  great  laboratories  who 
say  that  that  amount  of  money  is  re¬ 
quired  for  research  work  in  the  coming 
year. 

Mr.  HUNT  subsequently  said.  Mr. 
President,  earlier  in  the  session  today 
I  had  intended  to  address  myself  to  the 
Magnuson  amendment  designated  as 
“D.”  However,  time  ran  out.  I  did 
not  have  that  privilege.  So  I  now  re¬ 
quest  unanimous  consent  that  the  re¬ 
marks  I  had  intended  to  make  be  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  Record  immediately 
preceding  the  vote  on  the  Magnuson 
amendment  lettered  “D.” 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Hunt’s 
statement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Hunt 

I  fully  support  the  views  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senators  who  are  sponsors  of  this 
amendment.  It  surely  is  not  necessary  to 
speak  at  length  on  the  need  for  more  funds 
in  the  field  of  human-disease  research. 

Surely  all  four  of  the  institutes  of  health 
research  referred  to  in  the  amendment  de¬ 
serves  our  full  support. 

Not  because  it  is  of  greater  importance  but 
because  of  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  pro¬ 
fession  of  dentistry,  I  will  limit  my  remarks 
to  comments  on  this  amendment  in  terms 
of  dental  needs. 

What  I  say  with  reference  to  dental  health 
and  the  need  for  research  in  that  field  is,  of 
course,  equally  applicable  to  the  other  fields 
of  health,  namely,  cancer,  heart,  and  mental 
conditions. 

There  is  no  disease  more  widely  spread 
than  dental  disease.  Diseases  of  the  mouth, 
teeth,  and  supporting  tissues  affect  everyone 
of  us.  Yet  funds  for  dental  research,  in  my 
opinion,  always  have  been  totally  inadequate, 
in  fact  almost  nonexistent. 

Regardless  of  how  widespread  dental  dis¬ 
eases  are  and  even  though  we  know  that  in 
World  War  II  35  percent  of  all  draftees  re¬ 
jected  for  physical  disability  were  due  to 
dental  ill  health — yet  today  less  than  $1,000,- 
000  a  year  is  being  spent  on  dental  research 
and  training  from  all  sources. 

On  the  other  hand,  American  citizens  spent 
approximately  $1,000,000,000  last  year  for 
dental  care  and  treatment. 
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We  have  always  approached  the  problem 
of  dental  care  from  the  standpoint  of  re¬ 
storation  and  reconstruction  instead  of  pre¬ 
vention. 

We  must  have  additional  funds  for  re¬ 
search  grants-in-aid  and  research  labora¬ 
tories  to  support  the  present  modest  requests 
from  universities,  dental  schools,  and  other 
organizations  for  funds. 

As  I  have  set  out — dental  disease  is  a  uni¬ 
versal  affliction  of  our  people.  Its  destruc¬ 
tive  nature  causes  much  suffering,  the  loss 
of  many  man-hours  of  productivity,  the  loss 
of  the  general  health  of  our  people,  and  it  is 
expensive. 

To  give  you  some  idea  as  to  how  extensive 
dental  diseases  exist — you  may  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  at  the  age  of  6  more  than  9 
out  of  10  children  have  one  or  more  de¬ 
cayed  teeth.  By  the  time  a  boy  or  girl 
reaches  the  age  of  18,  nine  teeth  in  the  aver¬ 
age  mouth  have  become  decayed,  and  sev¬ 
eral  of  necessity  have  been  extracted. 

Science  has  proven  long  ago  that  a  dental 
disease  often  is  the  foci  of  infection  or  the 
primary  liaison  which  causes  other  condi¬ 
tions  such  as  arthritis,  heart  disease,  infec¬ 
tions  of  the  kidneys,  and  gastro-intestinal 
ulcers. 

Previously  I  referred  to  the  number  of  re¬ 
jections  of  drafted  men  in  World  War  II  be¬ 
cause  of  general  health  and  to  be  more  spe¬ 
cific  188,000  out  of  the  first  2,000,000  men  in 
the  earliest  days  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  were  rejected  even  though  dental  re¬ 
quirements  were  not  too  exacting  or  severe. 

Everyone  seems  to  be  in  agreement  that 
the  only  hope  of  successfully  attacking  this 
problem  of  dental  disease  is  through  research 
and  I  strongly  urge  you  gentlemen  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  for  more  research  in 
the  medical  and  dental  sciences. 

That  research  will  bring  benefits  not  just 
to  this  generation  but  the  generation  yet 
unborn  will  be  the  greatest  benefactors  of 
what  we  do  now  in  attempting  to  search  out 
the  cause  and  to  cure  these  various  human 
ailments. 

Not  only  will  we  have  accomplished  a  great 
thing  for  humanity  if  through  research  we 
can  find  the  causes  or  quicker  cures  for  dis¬ 
eases,  but  we  will  also  have  effected  a  tre¬ 
mendous  economy  for  you  will  agree  with 
me  that  the  cost  of  being  ill  is  one  of  the 
greatest  problems  facing  this  country  today. 

And  so,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  give  its  full  support  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington  and 
the  Senators  from  other  States  in  support  of 
this  increased  appropriation,  the  $3,000,000 
requested  for  research  in  the  field  of  dental 
disease  is  actually  insignificant  as  compared 
with  the  crying  need  and  demand  for  such 
research. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour  of 
2  o’clock  has  arrived. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Ferguson 

Johnston,  S.  C, 

Anderson 

Flanders 

Kem 

Brewster 

Fulbright 

Kerr 

Bricker 

George 

Kilgore 

Bridges 

Gillette 

Knowland 

Butler 

Graham 

Langer 

Byrd 

Green 

Leahy 

Capehart 

Gurney 

Lehman 

Chapman 

Hayden 

Lodge 

Chavez 

Hendrickson 

Lucas 

Connally 

Hickenlooper 

McCarran 

Cordon 

Hill 

McCarthy 

Darby 

Hoey 

McClellan 

Donnell 

Holland 

McFarland 

Douglas 

Humphrey 

McKellar 

Dworshak 

Hunt 

McMahon 

Eastland 

Ives 

Magnuson 

Ecton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Malone 

Ellender 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Martin 
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Maybank 

Pepper 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Milllkin 

Robertson 

Thomas,  Utah 

Morse 

Russell 

Thye 

Mundt 

Saltonstall 

Tydlngs 

Murray 

Schoeppel 

Watkins 

Myers 

Smith,  Maine 

Wherry 

Neely 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Wiley 

O’Conor 

Stennis 

Williams 

O’Mahoney 

Taft 

Young 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington  and  other  Senators,  which 
the  clerk  will  state. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  149, 
line  24,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
“$15,750,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$79,750,000”;  and  on  page  150,  line  10, 
to  change  the  period  to  a  colon  and  add 
the  following:  ‘‘Provided,  That  funds 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropria¬ 
tions  ‘National  Cancer  Institute,’  ‘Men¬ 
tal  Health  Activities,’  ‘National  Heart 
Institute,’  and  ‘Dental  Health  Activities’ 
in  the  amounts  of  $17,000,000,  $16,000,- 
C00,  $28,000,000,  and  $3,000,000,  respec¬ 
tively,  and  amounts  so  transferred  shall 
be  available  for  the  objects  specified 
herein  under  these  heads  and  for  grants 
for  drawing  plans,  erection  of  buildings 
and  acquisition  of  land  therefor  to  pro¬ 
vide  facilities  for  research,  and,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  dental  health  activities,  for 
plans,  specifications,  construction  and 
equipment  of  a  research  building  and 
facilities  for  the  National  Institute  of 
Dental  Research.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON  and  other  Senators 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  EentonI, 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 

Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 

Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 

Sparkman]  is  unavoidably  detained  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Benton]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  would  vote  “yea,” 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
would  vote  “nay.” 

If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Downey],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear],  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman], 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “nay”  and 


the  Senator  from  Connecticut  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  36, 
nays  48,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 36 


Aiken 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Magnuson 

Brlcker 

Kerr 

Maybank 

Capehart 

Kilgore 

Morse 

Chapman 

Langer 

Murray 

Ecton 

Leahy 

Myers 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Neely 

Graham  - 

Lodge 

Pepper 

Green 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hill 

MeCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Humphrey 

McCarthy 

Wiley 

Hunt 

McFarland 

Williams 

Ives 

McMahon 

Young 

NAYS — 48 

Anderson 

George 

Millikin 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Gurney 

O’Conor 

Butler 

Hayden 

O’Mahoney 

Byrd 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Hckenlooper 

Russell 

Connally 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Holland 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Donnell 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Kem 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Taft 

Eastland 

McClellan 

Thye 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Ty  dings 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Watkins 

Fulbrlght 

Martin 

Wherry 

NOT  VOTING— 
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Benton 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Downey 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Frear 

Sparkman 

Withers 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Magnuson  for  himself  and  other  Sena¬ 
tors  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
next  amendment  I  have  pending  is  to 
add  $25,000,000  for  ship  repairs.  I  won¬ 
der  if  I  could  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  might  have  5  minutes  to  explain 
the  amendment,  inasmuch  as  we  had  no 
time  whatsoever  to  explain  it  because 
of  the  time  taken  on  the  cancer  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  may  ask  unanimous  consent.  Un¬ 
der  the  agreement  as  it  was  entered 
into,  it  would  take  unanimous  consent 
to  get  the  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  no  reason  to  object  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  having  5  minutes  in  which  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  amendment,  but  I  feel  that 
if  there  is  any  opposition  the  same 
right  should  be  accorded  to  whoever 
may  oppose  the  amendment.  I  think 
the  unanimous  consent  request  ought 
to  be  modified. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  each  side  may  have  5 
minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington  and  other  Senators 
will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  329, 
line  20,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$9,- 
271,700”  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$10,076,330.” 

On  page  329,  line  25,  to  strike  out 
“$436,000”  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$511,370.” 


On  page  330,  between  lines  2  and  3,  to 
insert  the  following: 

Repair  of  vessels  in  the  national  defense 
reserve  pursuant  to  section  11  (2)  of  the 
Merchant  Ship  Sales  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat. 
41),  $24,120,000:  Provided,  That  the  invita¬ 
tions  for  bid  for  survey  or  repair  of  vessels 
shall  provide  that  (1)  the  bidder  shall  pro¬ 
vide  for  and  pay  for  the  movement  of  the 
vessels  to  his  repair  site  and  that  he  shall 
be  reimbursed  for  the  actual  cost  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commission  of  such  movement 
but  not  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  his  bid 
for  such  survey  or  repair  and  (2)  the  bidder 
shall,  as  directed  by  the  Commission,  after 
completion  of  the  repairs  move  the  vessel  to 
a  reserve  fleet  site  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  Commission  shall  reim¬ 
burse  the  bidder  for  the  actual  corfc  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Commission  of  such  move¬ 
ment:  Arid  provided  further,  That  the  sums 
appropriated  herein  shall  be  available  for 
the  reimbursement  provided  hereinbefore. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  un¬ 
der  the  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
after  the  vote  at  2  o’clock  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  me  and  other  Senators 
relating  to  the  cancer  and  heart  and 
other  activities,  the  Senate  agreed  to  vote 
on  my  amendment,  which  provides  for 
an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  for  the 
repair  of  vessels — 134  in  number,  in  the 
national  defense  reserve. 

These  ships  are  stationed  in  a  laid-up 
fleet  of  464  ships,  and  they  are  not  to  be 
confused  with  commercial  vessels.  They 
are  ships  placed  in  the  custody  of  the 
Maritime  Commission  by  the  Navy  and 
the  military,  and  they  include  vessels  in 
such  categories  as  hospital  ships,  ammu¬ 
nition  ships,  LST’s,  and  repair  ships. 
They  are  ships  of  no  commercial  value 
whatsoever,  but  they  belong  to  the  so- 
called  auxiliary  fleet. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.'  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Let  me  finish  this 
thought  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Last  year  the  Senate  adopted  the  same 
amendment  overwhelmingly.  It  was  not 
accepted  in  the  conference  committee, 
but  the  situation  this  year  has  changed. 
There  is  even  greater  need  for  these  ships 
because  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have 
picked  out  134  ships  they  will  need.  The 
ships  are  widely  distributed  on  the 
coasts — some  on  the  west  coast,  some  in 
the  Gulf,  and  some  on  the  Atlantic  coast. 
The  ship-repair  yards  are  completely 
shutdown;  there  is  no  work  in  them  at 
all.  The  ships  have  to  be  repaired  ulti¬ 
mately,  and  the  great  need  for  them  now 
was  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  in  his  last  mes¬ 
sage  to  the  Congress  sought  to  include 
an  amount  for  repairs  of  these  very  ships. 
I  think  we  can  hasten  what  he  sought  by 
adopting  the  amendment. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  him,  which  is  pending,  is  an 
amendment  which  in  substance  has  the 
approval  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

.  Mr.  MAGNUSON.  It  does. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  And  the  ships  in  ques¬ 
tion  are  for  national  defense? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  They  are  for  na¬ 
tional  defense.  They  are  not  commer¬ 
cial  ships.  Commercial  ships  are  also 
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being  pulled  out  by  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  for  cargo  vessels. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.-  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  not  this  the 
same  amendment  the  Senator  offered 
last  year,  in  which  I  joined,  involving 
134  ships?  The  President  has  already 
asked  for  $18,000,000  to  recondition  85 
ships,  and  the  pending  amendment  calls 
for  repairs  to  134  ships  at  a  cost  of  $25,- 
000,000;  does  it  not? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes,  and  they  are 
ships  which  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
have  picked  out. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  the  Senate 
adopts  the  amendment,  it  will  go  to  con¬ 
ference  with  the  House,  and  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  connection  with  the  President’s 
recommendation,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes,  and  it  would 
speed  the  matter  up  considerably. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  not  this  prac¬ 
tically  the  same  amendment  the  Sen¬ 
ator  offered  before  the  chapter  on  the 
independent  offices  appropriations  which 
contains  the  maritime  appropriation, 
was  considered  by  the  committee? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  the  same 
amendment  with  respect  to  which  I  said 
there  was  at  that  time  no  budget  esti¬ 
mate? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  Senator’s 
amendment  then  is  for  $25,000,000? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  a  budget  estimate  for  $18,000,000  is 
now  under  consideration  in  the  House, 
and  in  connection  with  the  supplemental 
bill? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  will  understand 
therefore  why,  as  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  dealing  with  the  independent 
offices  chapter  of  the  bill,  I  feel  that  his 
amendment  should  be  rejected  so  that  it 
may  be  considered  on  the  supplemental 
bill. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  is 
taking  my  time.  I  do  not  think  the 
amendment  should  be  rejected  at  all,  be¬ 
cause  the  work  should  have  been  done  a 
year  ago,  and  the  Senate  so  said.  The 
main  purpose  of  the  amendment  now  is 
to  speed  up  the  work.  These  ships  are 
lying  unrepaired,  and  the  quicker  they 
are  repaired  the  better.  The  President 
concurs,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  concur,  and  the 
quicker  we  get  to  work  on  these  vessels 
the  better.  The  ships  are  needed  in  this 
war. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Will  the  Senator  ac¬ 
cept  an  amendment  to  his  amendment  in 
line  with  the  request  made  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand,  for  $18,000,000? 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so.  Then  there  will  be  no  conflict. 
I  have  had  no  opportunity  to  do  so  since 
the  amendment  was  offered. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  should  thenHike  to 
offer  that  as  an  amendment  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
modify  my  amendment  to  read  $18,000,- 
000  instead  of  $25,000,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  a  right  to  modify  his  amend¬ 
ment.  The  amendment  is  modified  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  Preside*®* 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  rise  not  in  opposition 
to  what  is  sought  to  be  done;  but  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  we  will  serve  the  defense  interests 
better  if  we  do  not  include  the  item  in 
the  general  appropriation  bill.  A  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  bill  is  now  be¬ 
ing  prepared.  I  think  everyone  under¬ 
stands  that  the  general  appropriation  bill 
must  go  through  conference.  Every  one 
of  the  departmental  appropriations  must 
be  discussed,  and  agreements  must  be 
reached  by  a  conference  committee.  Dis¬ 
cussions  in  the  conference  committee 
may  continue  for  an  interminable  length 
of  time.  On  the  other  hand,  the  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  will  be  brought 
before  us  very  shortly.  That  bill  now 
carries  an  estimate  for  $18,000,000,  for 
the  purpose  sought  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington.  If  needed,  another  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  will  come  to 
us. 

In  my  opinion,  we  can  secure  final  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  supplemental  appropriation 
bill,  with  the  Senator’s  item  in  it,  more 
quickly,  and  the  appropriation  will  be 
made  more  expeditiously  in  that  way, 
than  if  the  item  were  placed  in  the  bill 
we  are  now  considering,  which  must  be 
sent  to  an  interminable  conference, 
where  the  point  will  be  raised  that  an 
item  for  this  subject  is  contained  in  the 
supplemental  bill  which  will  soon  be  be¬ 
fore  us.  It  seems  to  me  that  strategy 
would  be  in  favor  of  holding  a  hearing 
on  this  matter  as  a  supplemental  item, 
and  placing  the  item  in  that  bill.  The 
result,  I  believe,  will  be  far  more  effec¬ 
tive  and  we  will  have  a  better  chance  of 
action  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  trouble  we  know  we  will  have 
on  the  item  in  conference,  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  Washington  will  give  ear 
to  what  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  just  said.  I  believe  it  would 
be  better  to  have  the  item  carried  in  the 
supplemental  bill. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  sim¬ 
ply  want  the  Record  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  what  I  seek  to  do  is  what  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  seeks  to  do  by 
his  amendment,  but  from  the  knowledge 
I  have  in  the  premises  I  believe  the  prop¬ 


er  procedure  is  to  place  the  item  in  the 
supplemental  measure,  and  not  add  it 
to  the  bill  we  are  now  considering. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Of  course,  I  would 
be  in  favor  of  using  the  method  which 
would  result  in  the  quickest  action, 
whether  that  be  by  placing  the  item  in 
the  pending  bill  or  in  the  supplemental 
bill.  The  work  must  be  done,  and  done 
quickly.  The  supplemental  bill  may  not 
come  to  us  until  the  pending  bill  is 
agreed  to  in  conference.  The  ships  must 
be  repaired.  They  are  needed.  The 
President,  the  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  all  are  agreed  that 
they  are  needed.  There  surely  can  be 
no  harm  in  placing  the  item  in  the  pend¬ 
ing  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  in 
reference  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Washington  has  just  said,  I  should  like 
to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  the  testimony  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Military 
Establishment  had  had  the  authority  and 
could  have  proceeded  with  this  work  at 
any  time  within  the  past  12  months  had 
they  seen  fit  to  do  so.  The  only  reason 
they  have  not  done  so  is  because  there 
has  been  an  argument  as  to  who  should 
spend  the  money,  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  or  the  Military  Establishment. 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  is  a  great  deal 
of  truth  in  that  statement,  to  my  knowl¬ 
edge.  Orderly  procedure  would  dictate 
the  handling  of  the  matter  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tion  bill. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  is  recognized 
for  1  y2  minutes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  matter  was  before  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  charged  with  the  handling  of  the 
independent-officers  chapter,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  budget  esti¬ 
mate  and  that  the  item  was  rejected  at 
that  time  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  budget  estimate  now  for  less  than 
the  amount  provided  by  the  amendment, 
and  that  the  Senator  from  Washington 
has  accepted  an  amendment  in  line  with 
that  estimate,  but,  primarily,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  regular  order  is  to  have 
the  matter  considered  in  committee  in 
connection  with  the  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  and  that  it  is  always  un¬ 
wise  to  legislate  from  the  floor,  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  MagnusonI  .  [Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.] 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division  the  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  statement  pre¬ 
pared  by  me  relating  to  the  Bridges- 
Byrd  amendment. 
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There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Leh¬ 
man’s  statement  was  ordered  to  be  print¬ 
ed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Statement  by  Senator  Herbert  H.  Lehman 

on  Floor  of  Senate  on  Bridges  Amend¬ 
ment 

Mr.  President,  during  the  past  few  weeks 
of  deliberation  by  this  body  on  the  appro¬ 
priations  bill  I  have  said  many  times  that 
I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  making  cuts  in 
the  bill  as  reported  out  by  the  committee. 
T  have  tried  to  make  it  very  clear  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  sudden  critical  turn  of  events 
in  Korea  I  would  support  amendments  which 
would  decrease  those  funds  in  the  bill  in  any 
and  every  case  where  such  a  cut  would  not 
hurt  or  interfere  with  national  defense, 
public  health  and  welfare,  or  the  efficient 
operation  of  the  essential  Government 
activities. 

I  have  sought  to  implement  my  words  by 
my  votes  here  on  the  floor.  I  have  sup¬ 
ported  many  of  the  amendments  proposed 
by  my  friend  the  very  able  and  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois.  I  supported 
and  voted  for  the  amendment  introduced 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  and  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  which  would  have  cut 
the  civil-functions  chapter — rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  and  flood-control  projects — by  50  per¬ 
cent.  None  of  these  amendments,  which 
would  have  trimmed  the  appropriations 
items  in  this  bill  at  the  time  of  their  indi¬ 
vidual  consideration,  were  approved  except 
the  one  provision  regarding  the  construction 
of  the  new  Senate  Office  Building.  I  voted  to 
delete  that  item,  at  some  cost  to  the  efficient 
operation  of  my  own  office. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  now  confronted,  as 
is  every  Member  of  this  body,  with  the  deci¬ 
sion  as  to  whether  I  will  vote  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  to  cut  the  entire  bill  by  10  percent 
across  the  board.  I  decided  not  to  make  this 
decision  without  hearing  all  the  expressions 
of  sentiment,  both  in  favor  of  and  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  amendment.  I  have  followed 
very  closely  and  attentively  the  debate  on 
the  amendment.  I  have  read  what  I  could 
on  both  sides  of  this  question,  practically 
hoping  to  be  convinced  that  this  amendment 
would  be  performing  twos  worthy  purposes — 
first,  that  it  could  be  effecting  necessary 
economies  in  this  bill;  second,  that  it  would 
be  in  the  national  interest. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  now  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  amendment  performs 
neither  of  these  two  functions.  I  say  this 
with  regret,  but  I  say  it  most  sincerely. 
The  method  employed  to  effect  the  10-percent 
cut  in  this  amendment  is  bad  government. 
It  is  a  delegation  of  power  to  the  Executive 
which  abdicates  the  most  fundamental 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Congress — the  duty 
to  approve  or  disapprove  Government  func¬ 
tions  by  appropriating  for  them.  It  places 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  the  mandate 
and  the  discretion  to  cut  any  item,  however 
essential  we  may  deem  it. 

For  example,  the  theoretical  share  of  the 
Interior  Department  in  this  cut  would  be 
some  $69,000,000.  Under  the  amendment 
introduced  by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  could  attain  this  cut  by  merely 
cutting  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project 
construction  and  rehabilitation  funds  by 
two-thirds  of  the  figure  recommended  by  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee.  Thus,  all 
the  other  offices  and  agencies  in  his  Depart¬ 
ment  would  be  spared  by  this  one  discre¬ 
tionary  act  of  the  Department  head. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  far  from  being  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest.  Some  offices  and  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government  that  contribute  the 
most  to  the  mental  and  physical  well-being 
of  our  people  would  be  curtailed  and  in  some 
cases  even  crippled. 


It  is  true,  as  I  have  stated  many  times  in 
the  past  few  weeks,  that  our  primary  em¬ 
phasis  must  be  on  our  national  defense 
activities.  But  I,  for  one,  Mr.  President,  do 
not  wish  this  emphasis  to  be  used  as  a  means 
of  dealing  a  damaging  blow  to  the  social 
progress  which  is  so  vital  to  our  democracy. 
This  Nation  and  the  world  may  well  be  in 
for  a  period  of  many  years  of  emphasis  on 
defense  against  aggressor  nations.  In  this 
period  of  time,  whether  short  or  long,  the 
outcome  of  the  international  struggle  de¬ 
pends  greatly  on  the  physical  strength  and 
the  high  morale  of  the  American  people. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  support  an  amendment 
which  I  now  believe  would  harm  this 
spirituafcand  physical  strength  by  curtailing 
funds  for  housing,  the  farm  program,  educa-, 
tion,  power  development  and  many  other 
programs  to  which  I  might  refer. 

I  wish  to  say  again  to  my  colleagues  that, 
even  though  I  believe  further  and  extensive 
economies  for  which  I  voted  could  have  and 
should  have  been  made  in  various  items  in 
this  bill,  I  cannot  support  the  means  devised 
in  this  amendment  to  attain  this  end. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  recurs  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith], 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  In  light 
•of  the  fact  that  my  amendment  to  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  contains  four 
different  propositions,  and  in  light  of  the 
fact  that  several  Senators  have  expressed 
to  me  a  desire  to  vote  separately  on  the 
several  propositions,  my  parliamentary 
inquiry  is  whether  I  am  privileged  to  in¬ 
voke  rule  XVIII  and  <yk  that  the  several 
propositions  be  divided  for  the  purpose 
of  voting,  namely: 

First,  the  proposition  that  the  para¬ 
graph  headed  “Economic  cooperation”  in 
title  I  of  chapter  X-B  be  included  among 
the  items  exempted  by  section  1003  (a) 
of  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment. 

Second,  that  the  paragraph  headed 
“International  children’s  welfare  work” 
m  title  I  of  chapter  X-b  be  likewise  in¬ 
cluded  among  the  items  exempted. 

Third,  that  the  paragraph  headed 
“International  development”  in  title  I  of 
chapter  X-b  be  likewise  included  among 
the  items  exempted. 

Fourth,  that  the  paragraph  headed 
“Aid  to  Palestine  refugees”  in  title  III  of 
chapter  X-B  be  likewise  included  among 
the  exemptions. 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  ruling  on  that 
point,  because  I  wish  to  present  the  mat¬ 
ter  in  that  manner,  at  the  request  of  some 
of  my  colleagues. 

The  PRESIDING  *  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  calls  attention  to  rule  XVIII  of  the 
Senate,  which  is  as  follows : 

If  the  question  in  debate  contains  several 
propositions,  any  Senator  may  have  the  same 
divided,  except  a  motion  to  strike  out  and 
Insert,  which  shall  not  be  divided. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  May  I  be 
recognized  by  the  Chair  for  a  moment 
as  to  that?  While  there  is  an  expression 
in  the  amendment  with  reference  to 
striking  out,  it  is  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  orderly  arrangement.  The  words 
“paragraph  headed  ‘Mutual  defense 
assistance’  ”  are  stricken  out,  but  the 
words  “mutual  defense  assistance”  are 
later  inserted,  so  virtually  there  is  no 


striking  out,  except  to  change  the  form. 
The  words  are  retained.  Plad  I  drawn 
the  amendment  a  little  differently  there 
would  have  been  no  need  to  strike  out  at 
all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  is: 

On  page  2,  lines  24  and  25,  strike  out  the 
words  “paragraph  headed  ‘Mutual  Defense 
Assistance’  ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following — 

Setting  out  certain  words. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  call  the 
Chair’s  attention  to  the  fact,  that  the 
words  stricken  out  “Mutual  defense  as¬ 
sistance”  are  repeated  again,  but  in  a 
little  different  order.  It  was  simply  a 
matter  of  arrangement  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  worded  in  that  way.  There 
are  no  real  words  stricken  out. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Permit 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  to  finish 
his  statement. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Does  the 
Chair  rule  that  that  procedure  cannot  be 
followed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  thinks  that  procedure  cannot  be 
followed  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  ask  if  a  unanimous  consent  re¬ 
quest  would  be  in  order,  so  that  I  may 
accommodate  my  colleagues  who  would 
like  to  have  these  different  items  voted 
on  separately?  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  four  items  be  voted  on 
separately. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair) .  The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Can  an  argument  be 
made  or  a  parliamentary  inquiry  pro¬ 
pounded  in  regard  to  a  proposition  on 
which  the  Chair  has  already  ruled  and 
concluded  his  ruling? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  thinks  that  is  a  matter  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Chair.  If  the  Chair 
wishes  to  have  a  Senator  make  a  little 
further  statement,  that  is  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Chair,  just  as  in  the  case  of 
an  argument  on  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  time  for  this 
purpose  being  charged  to  either  side? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Could  not  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  modify  his  own  amend¬ 
ment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Of  course 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  could  mod¬ 
ify  his  amendment  or  could  withdraw 
it,  for  the  amendment  is  entirely  in  the 
control  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
until  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or¬ 
dered  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to  it. 
So  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  can 
withdraw  the  amendment  or  can  modify 
it  in  any  way  he  may  see  fit  to  do. 
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Mr.  AIKEN.  Could  not  the  Senator 
modify  the  amendment,  which  is  the 
pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes;  the 
Senator  can  modify  it  by  striking  out 
all  but  one  item;  it  is  within  his  power 
to  modify  his  amendment  in  any  way 
he  may  see  fit  to  do. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  although  I  am 
not  going  to  object,  let  me  say  that  the 
situation  simply  is  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  can  withdraw  all  but  one  of 
the  amendments,  and  can  have  them 
voted  on  separately.  So  why  not  have 
the  votes  taken  now  on  the  amendments? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  although  I 
shall  not  object,  let  me  say  that  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  or¬ 
dered. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  .Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Was  not  I  to  be 
recognized  after  the  two  amendments 
were  voted  on,  under  the  previous  agree¬ 
ment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  previous  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is 
entitled  to  20  minutes,  whenever  he 
wishes  to  proceed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  desire  to  proceed 
now.  - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  my  understand¬ 
ing,  under  '  the  unanimous -consent 
agreement  entered  last  evening,  that  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  vote  on  the  Mag- 
nuson  amendment,  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  will  be  the 
pending  question,  and  that  not  more 
than  5  minutes  are  to  be  allowed  to  any 
Senator  in  connection  with  the  further 
proceedings  relative  to  that  amendment. 
Of  course,  that  agreement  might  have 
been  modified  in  my  absence  from  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  that  the  agreement  was  modified 
so  as  to  give  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  the  right  to  speak  for  20  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  I  wonder 
whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  feels  that  his  remarks 
should  come  immediately  before  the  vote 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  Of  course,  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  having  him  given  unanimous 
consent  to  speak  for  any  length  of  time. 
However,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  could 
have  the  votes  taken  on  these  amend¬ 
ments,  and  then  have  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  present  his  remarks,  that 
would  expedite  matters. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  no  objection  to  speaking  at  any 
time.  I  felt  that  under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  which  was  entered 


yesterday  afternoon,  I  was  required  to 
speak  early  this  afternoon.  However, 
when  there  was  discussion  earlier  to¬ 
day,  I  thought  I  should  withhold  my  re¬ 
marks  for  a  certain  length  of  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sim¬ 
ply  wish  to  say  that  if  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  will  permit  the  votes  on 
these  amendments  to  be  taken  now,  I 
shall  deeply  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  How  many  amend¬ 
ments  are  there? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Four,  I  believe. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  there  are- prob¬ 
ably  12  or  15  amendments. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Then  I  desire  to 
proceed  at  this  time,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  previous  unanimous- consent  agree¬ 
ment,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  may 
proceed  for  20  minutes. 

THE  M'CARRAN  AMENDMENT  PROVIDING  FOR  A 
LOAN  TO  SPAIN 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  speak  briefly  with  reference  to  the 
adoption,  a  day  or  two  ago,  of  the  so- 
called  McCarran  amendment.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  will  or  will  not  be 
a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  McCarran  amendment  was  agreed 
to.  I  hope  there  will  be,  but  unquestion¬ 
ably  the  matter  of  the  McCarran  amend¬ 
ment  will  come  before  the  Senate  again 
if  the  Senate  does  not  agree  to  recon¬ 
sider  it.  So  I  think  it  desirable  that  we 
consider  the  implications  of  the  so-called 
McCarran  amendment. 

At  the  outset,  I  think  it  necessary  for 
me  to  establish  the  fact  that  I  have  not 
been  opposed  to  trading  with  Spain.  Let 
me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  on 
May  22,  1947,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  with  which  I  was  then  asso¬ 
ciated  in  a  rather  responsible  position, 
attempted  to  trade  with  Spain  in  the 
handling  of  tobacco.  Every  effort  was 
made  to  deal  with  Spain  and  to  make 
such  trading  with  Spain  possible.  At 
that  time  a  docket  on  that  subject  came 
before  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  I  was  then  in  a  position  where 
I  could  have  either  killed  it  or  supported 
it.  I  supported  it  very  vigorously,  and 
provided  for  the  sale  of  12,000,000  pounds 
of  United  States  fire-cured  tobacco  and 
additional  supplies  of  tobacco  which 
might  be  made  available  to  the  Spanish 
tobacco  monopoly  in  Spain.  I  felt  then 
that  this  matter  should  be  handled  by 
the  Export-Import  Bank. 

However,  the  Export-Import  Bank  was 
not  willing  to  handle  it.  Every  possible 
appeal  was  taken  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  to  various  other  govern¬ 
mental  officials,  in  order  that  American 
commodities  might  move  in  their  nor¬ 
mal  path  and  that  there  might  be  nor¬ 
mal  dealings  with  Spain. 

Again,  on  a  subsequent  date,  while  I 
was  a  Member  of  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate,  a  committee  of  Senators  met  with  a 
representative  of  Spain,  Mr.  Andres 
Moreno,  general  manager  of  the  Banco 
Hispano- Americano,  of  Spain;  and  we 
discussed  the  need  which  Spain  had 
for  agricultural  commodities.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  of  that  discussion,  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  meet  with  the  Export-Im¬ 


port  Bank  and  to  urge  it  to  provide  for 
the  procurement  of  certain  agricultural 
commodities  by  Spain.  It  was  not  an 
accident  that  I  was  designated  as  the 
one  to  speak  to  the  Export-Import  Bank, 
because  the  Senators  there  present 
recognized  that  I  did  believe  in  trying 
to  trade  with  Spain  in  the  case  of  our 
agricultural  commodities. 

I  did  confer  with  the  Export-Import 
Bank;  and  immediately  thereafter  the 
Export-Import  Bank  met  with  Mr. 
Moreno  and  discussed  the  desire  of  Spain 
for  funds  through  loans  in  order  that  it 
might  deal  with  this  Government  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  procurement  of  agricultural 
commodities. 

Therefore,  I  say  that  the  vote  I  cast 
against  the  McCarran  amendment  was 
not  a  vote  against  trading  with  Spain, 
but  was  a  vote  against  doing  it  on  a  com¬ 
pulsory  basis  within  the  framework  of 
ECA. 

At  this  time  I  desire  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to  an 
editorial  appearing  in  this  morning’s 
Washington  Post,  the  editorial  being  en¬ 
titled  “Spanish  Omelet.”  In  the  closing 
sentences  of  the  editorial  we  find  the 
following: 

But  the  sinister  aspect  of  the  vote  is  the 
harm  that  will  be  done  in  western  Europe  to 
the  American  standing.  A  week  or  so  ago 
much  disquiet  was  expressed  in  the  Senate 
over  the  success  of  Soviet  propaganda 
against  America.  The  theme  song  is  Amer¬ 
ica’s  alleged  antidemocracy.  In  this  respect 
the  vote  on  the  loan  to  Spain  was  as  good  as 
an  appropriation  of  many  times  the  loan  to 
the  publicity  chest  of  Moscow.  It  will  be 
played  up  as  proof  of  the  mockery  of  the 
democratic  pretensions  of  America;  surely 
that  is  patent  enough.  This  is  a  heavy  price 
to  pay  for  bribing  the  enemy  of  your  enemy 
to  be  your  friend. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  entire  editorial  be  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  August,  3, 
1950] 

Spanish  Omelet 

That  the  enemy  of  your  enemy  is  your 
friend  is  the  theory  which  gives  plausibility 
to  the  Senate  resolution  to  lend  $100,000,000 
to  Franco’s  Spain.  But  it  is  a  theory  enter¬ 
tained  only  by  primitive  minds,  and  is  utterly 
at  variance  with  logic,  or  common  sense. 
Worse,  in  the  present  case  the  illusion  is 
terribly  harmful,  for  the  vote  will  alienate 
many  of  our  true  friends,  and  will  erode 
our  moral  standing  all  over  free  Europe. 
Whether  the  theory  had  much  to  do  with 
the  Senate  vote  is  problematical.  What  is 
known  is  that  many  elements  conspired  to 
tack  Spain  onto  the  beneficiaries  of  Marshall 
aid  without  benefit  of  theory.  A  wing  of 
the  Catholic  Church  has  never  ceased  to 
plug  financial  aid  for  Franco,  though  Vati- 
can-Madrid  relations  are  not  exactly  cordial. 
For  the  last  year  or  so  cotton  interests, 
thinking  of  business  with  Franco,  have 
joined  the  backers.  Then  the  military, 
worrying  over  beachheads  in  Europe,  have 
never  hidden  their  views  about  the  need  for 
a  friendly  Spain,  though  the  anticommu¬ 
nism  of  Franco  surely  requires  no  activation 
along  the  route  of  bribery.  Finally,  spark¬ 
ing  the  whole  campaign,  a  Spain  lobby  has 
been  subjecting  Members  of  Congress  to  tre¬ 
mendous  pressure,  concentrating  of  late  upon 
the  Republicans,  and  indulging  in  much  the 
same  tactics  as  the  China  lobby  practices. 
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At  any  time,  of  course,  the  Spanish  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  apply  for  a  loan  to  the  Export- 
Import  Bank.  But  the  bank  sets  certain 
criteria,  such  as  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
repayment,  which  the  loan  lobby  knows  that 
Madrid  could  not  meet.  That  is  the  reason 
for  this  extraordinary  alternative.  If  the 
vote  is  allowed  to  stand,  ECA  will  presum¬ 
ably  set  up  a  mission  in  Madrid  and  proceed 
to  invite  Franco’s  government  to  offer  a 
program  of  requirements.  It  will  be  an  iso¬ 
lated  mission.  ECA  cannot  expect  to  get 
its  European  opposite  number,  the  Organi¬ 
zation  of  European  Economic  Cooperation  to 
participate,  for  the  members  of  OEEC  have . 
already  refused  to  open  their  door  to  admit 
Franco,  and  are  bound  to  resent  the  pressure 
of  America  back  of  Franco.  This  has  long 
been  known  to  the  administration.  Why, 
then,  was  it  so  apathetic  toward  the  loan 
proposal?  The  surmise  is  that  it  felt  any 
further  struggle  to  be  useless.  At  least,  how¬ 
ever,  there  should  have  been  a  reminder  of 
what  the  vote  would  mean  in  terms  of  dam¬ 
aged  prestige. 

From  the  first,  this  newspaper  has  never 
been  in  favor  of  the  severance  of  ambassa¬ 
dorial  relations.  But  recognition  is  one 
thing,  financial  aid  of  the  present  official 
character,  another.-  The  one  merely  takes 
cognizance  of  a  fact,  the  other  is  a  special 
favor,  and,  in  the  context  of  the  existing 
absence  of  ambassadorial  relations,  looks 
ludicrous.  But  the  sinister  aspect  of  the 
vote  is  the  harm  that  will  be  done  in  western 
Europe  to  the  American  standing.  A  week 
or  so  ago  much  disquiet  was  expressed  in 
the  Senate  over  the  success  of  Soviet  propa¬ 
ganda  against  America.  The  theme  song  is 
America’s  alleged  antidemocracy.  In  this 
respect  the  vote  on  the  loan  to  Spain  was 
a  good  as  an  appropriation  of  many  times 
the  loan  to  the  publicity  chest  of  Moscow. 
It  will  be  played  up  as  proof  of  the  mockery 
of  the  democratic  pretensions  of  America; 
surely  that  is  patent  enough.  This  is  a  heavy 
price  to  pay  for  bribing  the  enemy  of  your 
enemy  to  be  your  friend. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers -of  the  Senate  the  important  con¬ 
sideration  that  $100,000,000  granted  as 
a  loan  to  Spain  under  these  circum¬ 
stances  is  far  more  valuable  to  the  Soviet 
Government  than  $100,000,000  which 
Russia  itself  might  spend  for  propa¬ 
ganda.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  terms  we  use  in  the 
McCarran  amendment,  when  we  provide 
that  the  Administrator  is  “authorized 
and  directed”  to  do  these  things.  A  year 
ago  the  Senate — and  very  properly  so, 

I  think — adopted  a  resolution  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  Export-Import  Bank  to  deal  with 
Spain. 

However,  the  present  McCarran 
amendment,  as  amended  by  the  modified 
O’Mahoney  amendment,  goes  far  beyond 
that,  for  it  says: 

Provided,  further,  That  the  Administrator 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  issue  notes  from 
time  to  time  during  the  fiscal  year  1951  for 
purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
who  is  hereby  'authorized  and  directed  to 
make  such  purchases,  in  an  amount  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  in  the  aggregate  $100,000,000  for  the 
purpose  of  assistance  to  Spain — 

And  so  forth.  There  is  a  provision 
that  requires  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  make  this  money  avail¬ 
able  to  Spain.  Both  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  Export-Import  Bank  are 
agreeable  to  a  consideration  of  the  needs 
of  Spain,  but  they  believe  that  there 
should  be  an  orderly  way  in  which  this 
should  be  done.  I  do  not  condone  what 


has  been  done  in  the  past.  I  think  the 
Export-Import  Bank  might  have  reached 
out  and  made  some  credit  available  to 
Spain  on  terms  that  we  could  approve, 
but  I  want  to  remind  the  Senate  that 
this  $100,000,000  is  not  all  that  will  be 
asked 

When  Senor  Moreno  came  to  this 
country  and  appealed  to  the  Export-Im¬ 
port  Bank  for  funds,  he  was  asked  how 
much  would  be  needed  to  restore  the 
Spanish  economy.  The  figure  supplied 
by  him  in  an  official  capacity  at  that 
time,  May  1949,  was  between  $700,000,- 
00  and  $1,275,000,000.  This  $100,000,000 
is  merely  the  start.  I  desire  to  call  that 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  because 
only  this  afternoon  we  have  voted  down 
an  amendment  increasing  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  heart  and  cancer  research,  with 
which  we  are  all  very  sympathetic.  That 
amendment  proposed  an  increase  of  $60,- 
000,000  or  $65,000,000,  and  if  it  were  not 
for  the  fact  that  we  had  become  involved 
in  other  sums  like  aid  to  spain,  it  might 
have  been  possible  to  consider  favorably 
the  heart  and  cancer  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  accept  the  statement 
that  the  State  Department  agrees  that 
something  should  be  done,  and  that  it 
should  be  done  correctly;  but,  does  not 
my  colleague  agree  with  me  that  once 
in  a  while  the  Senate  can  do  things 
correctly? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Oh,  yes;  I  realize 
.that  the  Senate  can  sometimes  do  things 
correctly.  But  I  also  realize  the  fact 
that  a  year  ago  an  amendment  was 
adopted  which  permitted  Spain  to  come 
here  and  apply  for  loans,  and  up  to  this 
date  the  total  amount  of  the  loans  for 
which  Spain  is  applying  is  $700,000,  and 
that  is  a  long  way  from  $100,000,000.  I 
think  we  should  have  done  very  well  had 
we  insisted  that  a  much  smaller  amount 
would  be  more  appropriate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  had  no  opportu¬ 
nity  to  discuss  this  question  the  other 
day,  and  I  have  been  trying  to  get  time 
to  discuss  it.  I  shall,  of  course,  be  glad 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  Senator 
remember  that  the  application  of  Spain 
for  a  loan  has  been  pending  now  for 
some  7  or  8  months? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes,  I  do ;  and  I  have 
said  to  the  distinguished  Senator  that  I 
believe  that  the  Export-Import  Bank 
should  have  done  something  about  it, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
State  Department  has  recommended 
that  that  particular  loan  be  granted. 
The  difficulty,  it  seems  to  me,  is  that 
in  the  ECA  Act,  of  which  this  has  been 
made  a  part  it  is  stated,  and  I  quote 
the  exact  words — 

It  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  encourage  these  countries  through 
joint  organization — 

To  do  certain  things.  Now  it  just  hap¬ 
pens  that  Spain  is  not  a  member  of  that 


joint  organization,  and  here  responsi¬ 
bility  is  being  imposed  upon  ECA  which 
it  cannot  carry  out  through  the  joint 
organization.  There  is  no  machinery  to 
do  that.  It  cannot  work  through  the 
European  offices.  It  has  to  set  up  a 
separate  and  solely  individual  organiza¬ 
tion  in  Spain  to  handle  aid  to  Spain, 
and  I  think  it  is  wrong  here  for  us  to 
proceed  in  that  way. 

I  admit,  as  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nevada,  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  author  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  indicated  to  the  Senate  recently, 
that  there  is  $100,000,000  worth  of  needs 
in  Spain,  and  he  supplied  to  the  Senate 
a  table  pointing  out  the  $100,000,000 
worth  of  needs.  No  one  questions  that 
Spain  needs  $100,000,000.  The  signifi¬ 
cant  thing  is  that  Spain  needs  many, 
many  times  that  amount — 700,000,000 
or  $1,275,000,000 — and  I  desire  to  point 
out  to  the  Senate  that  it  is  impossible 
to  get  that  much  money  for  Spain  in  the 
present  circumstances  of  our  budget. 

Yes,  they  have  indicated  that  they 
could  do  with  less,  and  here  and  there 
they  have  made  offers  for  less.  But  I 
point  out  that  when  the  actual  time  for 
filing  projects  which  offer  some  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  repayment  under  the  terms  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  is  laid  down  to 
them,  $700,000  is  all  Spain  would  apply 
for. 

I  was  interested  recently  in  listening 
to  the  arguments  which  were  made  as 
to  the  military  desirability  of  aid  to 
Spain,  and  I  should  like  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  Members  of  the  Senate  an 
editorial  in  the  Christian  Science  Moni¬ 
tor  of  about  30  days  ago,  which  men¬ 
tioned  the  fact  that  the  hopes  for  peace 
were  increasing,  that  arrangements  for 
closer  military  coordination  seemed  to 
make  possible  the  defense  of  western 
Europe.  The  editorial  says: 

This  is  a  great  change  from  strategic  con¬ 
cepts  advanced  as  recently  as  last  summer 
which  assumed  that  the  Red  army  could  not 
be  halted  short  of  the  Pyrenees.  This  view 
gave  military  support  to  American  politicians 
who  for  their  own  reasons  wanted  to  play 
with  Franco.  The  military  men  wanted  bases 
in  Spain  to  insure  a  foothold  on  the  Conti¬ 
nent. 

These  words  I  think  are  significant: 

That  defense  plan  was  politically  disas¬ 
trous.  It  not  only  outraged  all '  the  anti- 
Fascist  elements  in  Europe;  it  appeared  to 
have  abandoned  America’s  democratic  friends 
to  Soviet  occupation. 

And  there  we  are  with  the  whole  mili¬ 
tary  story  bared.  If  it  be  true  that  we 
are  to  abandon  France  and  Belgium  and 
Holland  to  the  Soviet  Government  and 
try  to  make  our  stand  behind  the  Pyre¬ 
nees,  then  we  have  completely  destroyed 
the  hopes  of  those  people  who  believed 
that  our  pacts  meant  something  to  them. 
I  also  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  closing 
paragraph  of  that  editorial,  which  reads : 

The  other  warning  has  to  do  with  the 
assumption  that  the  basic  problem  of  peace 
can  be  solved  by  military  means  alone.  A 
false  reliance  on  military  power  can  cause 
the  free  nations  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
this  is  primarily  a  struggle  of  ideas.  It  can 
lead  them  to  neglect  the  moral  and  mental 
measures  required  even  to  halt  Russia — and 
much  more  necessary  to  halt  communism. 
Finally  it  doesn’t  spur  them  to  develop 
among  themselves  the  basic  sense  of  brother- 
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hood  and  the  necessary  political  and  eco¬ 
nomic  cooperation  essential  to  positive  peace¬ 
making. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  expresses 
the  idea  that  many  people  have.  We 
should  like  to  see  some  assistance  to 
Spain  and  many  of  us  have  been  work¬ 
ing  toward  that  end.  But  we  think  it 
may  be  a  mistake  to  do  it  through  ECA, 
where  we  are  depending  upon  mutual 
assistance  from  many  European  coun¬ 
tries  who  have  decided  they  do  not  want 
this  type  of  procedure  in  Spain.  If  we 
suddenly  say  we  will  sweep  away  that 
mutual  agreement,  that  we  will  proceed 
to  deal  unilaterally  with  Spain  and  in 
complete  violation  of  what  we  have 
pledged  ourselves  to  in  ECA,  then  we 
treat  our  allied  countries  badly  indeed. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  Senator  had  observed  that 
the  keystone  of  our  North  Atlantic  de¬ 
fense  program,  the  key  nation  is  the  Re¬ 
public  of  France,  and  that  this  action 
taken  by  the  advice  apparently  of  mili¬ 
tary  minds  over  the  advice  of  those  who 
are  formulating  a  policy  of  political  or¬ 
ganization,  is  an  action  which  runs  coun¬ 
ter  to  the  definite  purposes  and  proposals 
of  the  French  Government,  a  govern¬ 
ment  around  which  we  are  building  the 
bulwark  of  our  strength  for  the  defense 
of  western  Europe. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes;  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that  not 
only  is  that  true,  but  it  also  runs  com¬ 
pletely  contrary  to  the  advices  of  the 
British  Government,  contrary  to  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  the  Governments  of  Holland  and 
Belgium.  I  wonder  how  in  the  world  we 
explain  it  to  those  people.  I  recognize 
that  there  are  European  nations  which 
are  trading  with  Spain,  and  I  say  to  my 
friend  that  I  have  myself  suggested  the 
desirability  of  trading  with  Spain  within 
the  powers  of  the  Export-Import  Bank, 
but  that  I  believe  we  should  do  it  that 
way,  and  in  no  other  way. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Let  me  make  one 
further  comment.  I  think  it  is  signifi¬ 
cant  that  time-after  time  we  were  told 
this  was  militarily  a  wise  thing  to  do. 
In  other  words,  it  seemed  desirable  to 
accept  the  decision  of  military  people 
on  what  the  State  Department  should 
do.  I  wonder  how  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  would  like  it  if  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  tried  to  begin  deciding  which  par¬ 
ticular  type  of  tanks  the  Army  should 
use,  and  when  it  should  use  them.  The 
State  Department  recognizes  the  right 
of  the  military  people  to  make  the  deci¬ 
sion  on  military  weapons,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  Department  will  appreciate 
the  advice  of  the  military  department  as 
to  how  to  run  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
to  me  that  what  we  have -done  in  the 
Senate  in  voting  $100,000,000  is  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  a  resolution  adopted - 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  20 
minutes’  time  was  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  not  to  other  Senators 
to  make  speeches. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  the  floor. 
He  can  yield  only  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  action  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  a 
resolution  adopted  more  than  a  year  ago 
by  the  United  Nations,  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  it  is  an  affront  to  the  members  of 
the  OEEC  who  have  consistently  and 
vigorously  refused  to  include  Franco  as 
one  of  them,  and  that  these  friendly  and 
allied  nations  will  inevitably  resent  our 
action  in  defiance  of  their  attitude?  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  this  gives  the  Soviet 
government  a  propaganda  weapon 
which  it  will  use  to  the  fullest  extent 
in  advancing  the  thesis  that  we  are  not 
sincerely  democratic,  but  that  we  are 
ready  to  support  a  Fascist  government? 
Finally,  is  not  not  a  fact  that  it  is  a  direct 
repudiation  of  our  own  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  will  undoubtedly  make  our 
Government’s  task  in  relation  to  other 
countries  far  more  difficult  than  it  has 
been? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  think  that  is  cor- 
TGCt) 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  like  to  con¬ 
clude,  but  I  shall  yield  to  my  colleague 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  the  action  taken  day  before  yes¬ 
terday  would  also  be  contrary  to  the 
ideas  of  the  Communists  in  the  French 
Parliament,  and  is  it  not  contrary  to  the 
ideas  of  the  Communists  in  Italy? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  not  able  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  the  number  of 
Communist  members  of  the  French  Par¬ 
liament,  or  anything  of  that  nature,  but 
I  do  say  that  the  State  Department,  hav¬ 
ing  decided  upon  a  program,  and  this 
country  having  launched  upon  the  ECA 
program  and  a  mutual-aid  pact,  I  do  not 
think  we  should  turn  around  and  say  we 
will  no  longer  ask  the  advice  and  counsel 
of  our  European  friends,  but  that  we  will 
proceed  to  handle  matters  in  a  com¬ 
pletely  unilateral  fashion. 

I  point  out  that  I  think  the  aid  ought 
to  have  some  strings  tied  to  it.  I  think 
Spain  ought  to  be  required  to  follow  con¬ 
ditions  laid  down  for  ECA  loans.  I  think 
the  money  sent  to  Spain  ought  to  be 
spent  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
Spain,  and  should  contribute  as  well  to 
the  general  economic  welfare  of  Europe. 
If  the  total  appropriation  were  required 
to  go  through  the  Export-Import  Bank 
so  they  might  negotiate  with  Spain,  they 
might  approve  only  those  projects  which 
contributed  to  the  economic  health  of 
Europe.  But,  under  the  amendment,  the 
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Spanish  Government  can  ask  for  money 
for  any  purpose,'  and  the  Secretary  is 
directed  to  take  the  note. 

I  do  not  object  to  authorization,  but  I 
do  object  to  direction  which  ties  the 
hands  of  ECA,  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  and  of  the  State  Department 
completely. 

I  want  to  say  a  word,  Mr.  President, 
with  reference  to  those  Senators  who 
voted  for  the  McCarran  amendment  and 
for  the  O’Mahoney  substitute.  I  recog¬ 
nize  that  a  great  majority  felt  they  were 
assisting  in  saving  ECA.  If  the  McCar¬ 
ran  amendment  provided  for  $100,000,000 
and  was  to  be  included  in  over-all  ECA 
funds  in  a  way  which  would  be  harmful 
to  the  program,  I  can  understand  why 
many  Senators  would  support  the 
O’Mahoney  amendment  in  a  desire  to 
help  ECA.  I  hope  the  opportunity  comes 
for  us  to  continue  to  work  in  Europe. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Has  not  the  Senator’s 
time  been  consumed? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  half  a  minute  left. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
have  only  half  a  minute,  I  shall  use  it  to 
say  that  we  should  try  to  support  the 
State  Department  in  what  it  is  now  do¬ 
ing  in  Europe.  I  think  acceptance  of 
the  McCarran  amendment  would  prob¬ 
ably  be  bad  news  to  the  countries  of 
Europe,  and  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to 
reverse  itself.  I  agree  that  something 
should  be  done  in  the  way  of  more  as¬ 
sistance  to  Spain,  and  I  have  tried  to 
show  that  on  two  different  occasions  that 
I  have  gone  far  out  of  my  way  to  try  to 
make  possible  some  agricultural  trading 
with  Spain.  But  this  action,  it  seems  to 
me,  destroys  the  opportunity  of  the  State 
Department  to  do  efficient  work  and  to 
require  cooperation  from  Spain,  and  I 
tlpnk  the  amendment  is  an  extremely 
bad  one  and  should  be  finally  rejected  by 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  not  more  than  10  minutes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  object. ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first 
branch  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  exempting  the  ECA 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  we  are  about  to  branch  off  the 
amendment  affecting  the  ECA  appro¬ 
priation.  Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  yesterday  the  question  was  raised 
on  the  floor  that  the  ECA  was  or  might 
be  engaged  in  projects  which  would  not 
directly  help  the  military  effort.  I  made 
the  statement,  which  was  challenged  by 
some  Senators,  that  I  was  convinced, 
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from  my  talks  with  Mr.  Hoffman  and 
other  persons,  that  the  ECA  was  recon¬ 
sidering  the  whole  program  since  the 
Korean  war  began,  and  was  relating  its 
entire  operations  to  the  military  effort. 

I  pointed  out  that  certain  products 
were  being  handled  in  one  form  or  an¬ 
other,  such  as  machine  tools,  railroad 
transportation,  and  power  plants,  which 
would  directly  aid  the  military  effort.  I 
stated  that  all  these  matters  were  being 
carefully  considered.  Last  night,  for 
fear  I  had  overstated  the  case,  I  called 
up  Mr.  Foster  and  asked  him  to  read  the 
Record  and  write  me  in  regard  to  my 
statement.  I  have  received  from  Mr. 
Foster  a  letter  which  I  should  like  to  read 
to  the  Senate  as  my  contribution  to  the 
discussion  at  this  time.  The  letter  is  as 
follows : 

August  3,  1950. 

Hon.  H.  Alexander  Smith, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Alex:  In  connection  with  the  debate 
yesterday  in  the  Senate  on  various  overseas 
projects,  it  has  been  suggested  that  you 
would  like  to  have  some  comment  from  me. 
At  the  start  let  me  emphasise  the  fact 
that  since  the  invasion  of  Korea  there  has 
been  a  general  reorientation  of  ECA  think¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  the  entire  program,  in¬ 
cluding  the  various  projects  of  assistance 
in  dependent  overseas  territories  of  Mar¬ 
shall-plan  countries  in  Europe.  Every  proj¬ 
ect  presented  to  us  is  being  examined  with 
the  fullest  consideration  of  the  direct  con¬ 
tribution  which  it  can  make  to  the  meeting 
of  collective  defense  needs  of  the  free  peo¬ 
ples.  Already  these  territories  provide  signif¬ 
icant  amounts  of  strategic  materials  now 
required  in  increasing  quantities  by  the 
United  States  and  other  North  Atlantic 
treaty  powers  and  the  direct  contribution 
that  these  areas  can  make  to  the  support 
of  the  participating  countries  in  Europe 
is  in  many  cases  an  important  item. 

So  far  as  concerns  the  specific  project  in 
British  Honduras  which  has  been  much 
mentioned  in  the  last  few  days,  I  should 
point  out  that  this,  like  the  other  projects 
that  were  shown  by  ECA  to  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  was  presented  by 
us  before  the  start  of  hostilities  in  Korea 
and  only  on  an  illustrative  basis.  For  the 
Honduran  program,  for  example,  we  have 
not  yet  even  received  an  application  and 
when  that  application  is  received  you  may 
be  sure  that,  however  justifiable  the  pro¬ 
ject  may  be  on  economic  grounds,  it  will  be 
screened  and  scrutinized  not  in  the  light  of 
circumstances  as  they  existed  last  May  but 
in  light  of  the  more  urgent  and  particular 
needs  of  the  present  time. 

To  be  quite  specific,  decisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  projects  in  overseas  territories  are 
now  guided  by: 

(1)  The  direct  contributions  which  these 
territories  are  making  and  can  increasingly 
make  to  the  rearmament  effort; 

(2)  Their  present  and  potential  value  in 
the  maintenance  of  free  world  economies, 
especially  those  of  western  Europe; 

(3)  The  political  importance  of  these  ter¬ 
ritories  in  the  cold  war;  and 

(4)  Their  military  importance  in  the 
event  of  an  outbreak  of  general  hostilities. 

Sincerely  yours, 

William  Foster, 
Acting  Administrator. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  this  is  a 
part  of  the  war  effort.  That  is  the  posi¬ 
tion  which  I  have  taken  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  and  that  is  why  I  ask  that  the  ECA 
be  exempted  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  providing  for 
a  10-percent  cut. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am 
happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska. 

Mr.  WHERRY. .  I  merely  want  to  say 
that  from  what  I  heard  it  appeared  that 
this  is  a  long-range  program  of  the  ECA, 
and  it  will  use  the  money  for  something 
else.  Representatives  of  the  ECA  justi¬ 
fied  the  appropriations  for  22  projects 
which  they  said  they  would  use  under 
this  appropriation  if  they  could  get  the 
money. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  that  they  are  simply  re¬ 
orienting  their  entire  program  in  line 
with  the  war  situation. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  they  intend  to| 
change  the  basis  upon  which  the  appro¬ 
priations  are  made,  they  should  come  be¬ 
fore  the  Appropriations  Committee  and 
justify  the  new  appropriations. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  may 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  that  I 
asked  Mr.  Foster  that  question,  and  he 
said  it  was  not  possible,  since  the  Korean 
situation,  to  justify  all  these  individual 
changes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  further,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  he  does  not  feel  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  has  the  right 
to  consider  the  question,  as  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Relations  has  the  right 
to  do  so?  Therefore,  why  should  not 
those  who  seek  additional  appropriations 
come  before  the  committee  and  justify 
the  new  basis  on  which  those  appropria¬ 
tions  are  being  asked? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  speak 
in  behalf  of  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  to  exempt  ECA.  Yesterday  I  lis¬ 
tened  to  speech  after  speech  which  was 
made  in  favor  of  imposing  a  further  re¬ 
duction  of  10  percent,  or  $245,000,000,  in 
the  funds  appropriated  to  carry  on  the 
Marshall  plan.  If  one  of  the  Senators 
who  made  those  speeches  said  one  word 
about  the  great  gain  to  come  to  our 
country  from  the  Marshall  plan  in  the 
event  of  a  world-wide  war  against  com¬ 
munism,  I  failed  to  hear  it.  Every  Sen¬ 
ator  who  spoke  on  the  subject  expressed 
a  perfect  willingness  to  supply  arms  to 
the  people  of  Europe,  but  said  nothing 
about  an  increase  in  their  willingness  to 
use  those  arms  to  resist  a  Communist 
attack. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  utterly  useless  to 
put  a  rifle  in  the  hands  of  a  man  only 
to  have  him  throw  it  down  and  run  away 
at  the  first  sign  of  danger.  Every  gen¬ 
eral  who  has  commanded  great  armies, 
from  Napoleon  to  Eisenhower,  has  as¬ 
serted  the  truth  of  the  maxim  that 
morale  is  to  materiel  as  10  is  to  1.  The 
soldier  who  does  not  have  the  will  to 
fight,  however  well  armed  he  may  be,  is 
a  liability,  not  an  asset. 

Some  Senators  seem  to  have  forgotten 
that  it  was  the  address  of  former  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  Marshall  and  the  prompt 
action  of  Congress  in  implementing  his 
recommendations  which  prevented  some 
countries  in  Eyrope,  notably  France  and 
Italy,  from  adopting  a  Communist  form 


of  government.  We  acted  in  the  nick  of 
time,  or  those  nations  would  have  fol¬ 
lowed  Poland  and  Czechoslovakia  behind 
the  iron  curtain.  Indeed,  our  line  of  de¬ 
fense  would  be  at  the  Pyrenees  instead 
of  east  of  the  Rhine. 

The  Marshall  plan  has  given  the  men 
of  western  Europe  something  to  live  for. 
Their  children  are  no  longer  weakened 
by  malnutrition.  Their  wives  are  no 
longer  clad  in  rags.  They  and  their  fam¬ 
ilies  are  better  sheltered.  They  them¬ 
selves  are  not  the  slaves  of  a  government 
which  has  no  power  to  do  anything  ex¬ 
cept  obey  the  orders  of  the  Politburo  in 
Moscow.  The  men  and  women  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  know  that  the  Marshall  plan 
is  the  catalyst  which  made  it  possible  for 
them  to  arise  from  the  depths  of  despair 
to  see  hope  of  a  happy  future.  Con¬ 
vincing  proof  of  this  is  that  in  every  elec¬ 
tion  held  in  every  country  in  western 
Europe  since  the  adoption  of  the 
Marshall  plan  there  has  been  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  number  of  votes  cast  for  Com¬ 
munist  Party  candidates. 

I  still  assert  the  truth  of  what  I  said 
before,  that  the  chief  justification  for 
the  money  which  we  have  spent  and  will 
spend  for  implementing  the  Marshall 
plan  is  our  own  national  defense.  The 
people  of  western  Europe  know  that  the 
United  States  has  helped  them  to  help 
themselves,  and  consequently  they  are 
willing  to  help  us  in  defending  the  peace 
of  the  world. 

We  cannot  carry  a  war  to  our  greatest 
potential  enemy  by  sitting  at  home.  We 
must  have  bases  nearer  to  him  if  he  is 
to  be  punished  until  he  cries  for  peace. 
Certainly  it  is  to  our  advantage  not  only 
to  have  those  bases  surrounded  by 
friendly  people  but  to  have  those  people 
cheerfully  join  with  us  in  fighting  the 
menace  which  they  know  is  just  as  deadly 
to  their  liberties  as  it  is  to  our  own. 

Therefore,  let  me  emphasize  that  every 
Marshall-plan  dollar  has  a  greater  value 
than  any  dollar  which  this  Nation  may 
spend  for  any  type  of  armament,  from 
a  rifle  cartridge  to  an  atom  bomb,  to  be 
used  in  defending  its  right  to  exist  in  a 
free  world. 

Mi'.  President,  I  reserve  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  am  com¬ 
pelled  to  oppose  the  proposal  to  exempt 
ECA  from  the  10-percent  over-all  re¬ 
duction  called  for  by  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  not 
in  keeping  with  our  efforts  to  provide 
whatever  is  necessary  to  bring  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war  to  a  successful  conclusion,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  preserve  a  solvent 
America. 

ECA  is  feeding  inflation  in  two  ways. 
First,  the  competition  for  our  limited 
supply  of  goods  between  domestic  and 
foreign  purchasers,  the  latter  using 
United  States  gifts  of  dollars,  is  serving 
to  increase  prices  in  this  country.  In 
'  some  cases  prices  are  already  rising  at 
an  alarming  rate.  Second,  ECA  is  to  an 
extent  responsible  for  our  unbalanced 
budgets  during  the  last  2  years  and  for 
the  resulting  rise  in  a  monstrous  national 
debt. 

Mr.  President,  the  Kansas  City  Star 
is  running  a  series  of  syndicated  articles 
which  undertake  to  give  “a  voice  to  the 
little  man  who  is  never  heard,  you  and 
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me  and  the  guy  next  door,  and  probing 
what  is  on  people’s  minds  these  days.” 

The  reporter  came  across  an  inde¬ 
pendent  grocer  who  was  persuaded  to 
“let  down  his  hair.”  Among  other  things, 
this  man  said:  “When  you  add  on  crazy 
taxes  to  make  this  nutty  country  a  Santa 
Claus  for  the  family  of  nations,  except¬ 
ing  ourselves,  what  can  we  expect  but 
busting  inflation?  I  am  ashamed  to  ask 
the  prices  I  must  charge  for  foodstuffs 
if  I  am  to  stay  in  business.  What  else 
can  I  do?” 

How  are  we  to  meet  this  problem  ?  The 
President  has  suggested  a  system  of  lim¬ 
ited  controls  over  certain  phases  of  our 
economy.  Others  advocate  all-out  con¬ 
trols  over  prices,  wages,  and  so  forth;  in 
other  words,  total  economic  mobiliza¬ 
tion. 

We  have  learned  from  experience  that 
police-state  controls  afford  over  a  period 
of  time  no  sound  solution  to  the  problem 
of  inflation.  Controls  attack  only  the 
effects  of  inflation,  not  the  cause.  In¬ 
flation  can  be  effectively  stemmed  only 
by  bringing  about  a  balance  between  sup¬ 
ply  and  demand,  and  by  avoiding  deficit 
financing  by  paying  as  we  go. 

We  must  provide  whatever  is  necessary 
in  Korea.  We  should  eliminate  all  un¬ 
necessary  domestic  expenditures.  For 
example,  this  is  no  time  for  building, 
with  the  taxpayers’  money,  pleasure-boat 
harbors.  We  must  also  eliminate  un¬ 
necessary  foreign  expenditures.  There 
is  no  reason  why  the  ECA  program  should 
not  take  its  share  of  the  reduction. 

Does  it  make  sense  to  reduce  the 
amount  to  be  appropriated  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  badly  needed  domestic  proj¬ 
ects  in  this  country,  and  yet  exempt 
from  reduction  ECA  funds  to  be  used 
for  foreign  peacetime  projects  such  as 
soil  conservation  in  Algeria? 

Many  such  projects  can  be  named  in 
addition  to  the  one  in  Algeria.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  a  meat  plant  in  Zanzibar. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  I  shall  be  glad  to  tell  him  about 
one  more  such  project. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 
However,  I  have  only  5  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  highway  is  to  be 
built  in  British  Honduras.  The  neces¬ 
sity  for  the  highway  was  brought  about 
by  some  political  differences  between 
Guatemala  and  the  British  Empire.  I 
should  like  to  inquire  what  ECA  has  to 
do  with  the  building  of  that  road,  and 
why  ECA  funds  should  be  used  to  com¬ 
ply  with  an  agreement  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  the  British  Empire  and  Guate¬ 
mala. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  en¬ 
tirely  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  Mexico.  Similar  instances  of 
totally  irrelevant  projects  could  be  piled 
up  much  beyond  the  time  which  has  been 
allotted  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  insert 
the  remainder  of  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection - 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  cannot 
agree  to  the  Senator  putting  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  unless  they  are  labeled  as 
a  statement,  and  do  not  appear  as  a 
speech.  We  have  been  edging  up  on  the 
rule  in  the  Senate  for  a  long  time.  The 
Senate  has  never  heretofore  adopted  the 
policy  of  having  remarks  published  in 
the  Record  as  if  they  were  delivered  on 
the  floor  when  they  were  not  delivered 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Senator  inserting  his 
statement,  but  he  must  label  it  a  state¬ 
ment.  Otherwise  I  shall  object. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  remainder  of  my 
prepared  remarks  be  set  out  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  labeled  in  large  letters  “statement.” 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  cannot  guarantee 
the  size  of  the  letters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  remainder  of  the  Senator’s 
remarks  will  appear  in  the  Record  as  a 
statement. 

The  remainder  of  Mr.  Kem’s  remarks 
are  as  follows : 

It  is  about  time  that  the  needs  of  the 
American  people  received  consideration  at 
least  equal  to  that  accorded  peoples  of  for¬ 
eign  countries. 

We  can— we  must — win  the  hot  war  against 
communism.  But  victories  on  the  battlefield 
will  be  in  vain  if  our  American  economy  is 
shattered  by  inflation. 

We  shall  gain  nothing  by  defeating  com¬ 
munism  only  to  embrace  socialism  in  the 
process. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President, 

I  rise  to  speak  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  do  so  with 
some  feeling  and  with  no  reservations 
whatever. 

Since  the  American  Government  be¬ 
came  a  member  of  the  United  Nations, 
since  it  embarked  upon  the  Marshall 
plan,  as  it  is  called,  and  since  it  accepted 
the  principle  of  collective  security,  I  have 
allowed  my  thinking  to  fall  entirely  into 
the  scope  of  what  all  that  means.  It 
means  international  cooperation,  and 
only  those  things  should  be  done  by  a 
nation  which  can  be  done  through  the 
medium  of  international  agreement. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  for  that  reason  that 
I  voted  against  the  amendment  which 
probably  would  add  to  the  strategical 
welfare  of  Europe  by  strengthening 
Spain.  It  seemed  to  me  that  when  the 
United  Nations  had  made  a  decision  we 
should  stand  by  that  decision.  It  seemed 
to  me,  in  regard  to  the  Marshall  plan, 
that  when  a  decision  had  been  made  to  go 
forth  in  cooperation  with  other  nations,  _ 
and  an  implied  contract  had  been  made 
that  we  would  stand  by  what  we  had 
done  and  what  we  had  been  planning  for 
so  many  years,  any  other  action  on  the 
part  of  Congress,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson]  has  said, 
would  tend  to  destroy  the  morale  of 
nations  which  we  have  been  trying  to 
get  to  cooperate  with  us. 

There  is,  of  course,  a  great  funda¬ 
mental  question  in  the  world.  Everyone 
knows  that  the  world  is  divided  into  two 
schools  of  thought.  One  school  believes 
in  a  single  will,  a  judgment  to  be  made 
by  one  man  and  to  be  followed  by  all 


the  others,  a  dictator  notion  of  ideas. 
Another  school  believes  in  freedom  of 
discussion,  freedom  of  thinking,  freedom 
of  ability  to  work  in  harmony  with  one 
another. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  the  second  school 
with  which  the  United  States  allies 
itself.  I  would  not  budge  from  the  great 
advancement  which  has  been  made.  I 
was  a  supporter  of  the  proposal  of 
Briand,  the  great  Prime  Minister  of 
France,  for  a  United  States  of  Europe. 

I  have  wanted  to  see  Europe  saved,  and 
the  Marshall  plan  is  a  part  of  the  method 
of  saving  it,  and  the  United  Nations  is 
part  of  it.  If  we  are  to  be  saved  in  this 
world  we  have  to  be  saved  by  making 
friends,  by  developing  the  right  kind  of 
allies. 

Whether  my  reasons  are  consistent 
with  those  of  others  or  not,  I  will  stand 
as  I  have  always  stood,  and  as  I  intend 
to  stand,  trying  above  all  to  respect  any 
kind  of  international  commitment  which 
we  have  made,  and  doing  nothing  which 
would  in  any  way  destroy  such  a  commit¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  my  fundamental 
thinking.  That  was  the  thinking  in  my 
mind  when  I  voted  upon  the  Spanish 
amendment  a  few  days  ago,  and  that  is 
the  thinking  which  will  control  my  mind 
in  the  vote  we  are  about  to  take. 

I  think  it  wrong  for  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  put  an  impediment  in 
the  way  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  in  its  attempt  to  bring  about  the 
preservation  of  the  world  by  cooperative 
action. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  in  line 
with  the  address  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson],  I  now 
enter  a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  chapter  X-B,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  and  also  the  vote  agreeing  to 
the  McCarran  amendment  as  amended. 
The  motion  is  made  in  this  way  because 
it  will  be  necessary  to  reconsider  the  en¬ 
tire  chapter  in  order  to  get  at  any  spe¬ 
cific  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  mo¬ 
tion  will  be  entered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  A  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Is  a  motion  to  lay 
on  the  table  now  in  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not  at 
this  time.  There  is  other  business  before 
the  Senate.  Entering  the  motion  by 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  is  a  priv¬ 
ileged  matter,  but  that  does  not  auto¬ 
matically  bring  the  motion  before  the 
Senate.  The  motion  is  entered,  but  it  is 
not  before  the  Senate  at  this  moment. 
KYRA  KITE  RIDDLE — REENROLLMENT  OP 
BILL 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  forward  a  concurrent  resolution, 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  concurrent 
resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  99),  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  oj  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring ) ,  That  the  President 
of  the  United  States  is  requested  to  return 
to  the  Senate  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  1654)  for 
the  relief  of  Kyra  Kite  Riddle.  If  and  when 
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said  bill  is  returned  by  the  President,  the 
action  of  the  presiding  officers  of  the  two 
Houses  in  signing  said  bill  shall  be  deemed 
rescinded;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
is  authorized  and  directed,  in  the  reenroll¬ 
ment  of  said  bill,  to  make  the  following 
correction:  In  line  5  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
bill  strike  out  ‘$1,764.43”  and  insert 
”$1,560.80.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
word  of  explanation.  S.  1654  is  a  pri¬ 
vate  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kyra  Kite 
Riddle.  At  the  time  it  passed  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  it 
authorized  the  payment  of  the  sum  of 
$1,764.43  to  Kyra  Kite  Riddle.  By  rea¬ 
son  of  an  error  in  calculation  the  amount 
which  should  have  been  provided  in  the 
bill  was  $1,560.80.  The  enrolled  bill  is 
now  at  the  White  Plouse.  The  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  which  I  now  send  to  the 
desk  requests  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  return  the  enrolled  bill  to  the 
Senate  and  that,  upon  its  return,  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  presiding  officers  of  the  two 
Houses  signing  said  bill  shall  be  deemed 
rescinded.  It  further  provides  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  correct  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  in  said  bill  by  inserting  the  fig¬ 
ures  “$1,560.80”  in  line  5  of  the  engrossed 
bill,  in  lieu  of  the  figures  “$1,764.43.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  this  a  privileged 
matter,  Mr.  President? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  can 
be  considered  by  unanimous  consent 
only. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  all  right  if  it  is 
merely  a  correction,  but  if  it  is  to  pro¬ 
voke  argument,  I  certainly  hope  the  re¬ 
quest  will  be  withdrawn.  I  think  we 
should  proceed  to  vote  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1051,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  care  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate, 
but  I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senate 
will  support  the  amendment  of  the  sen¬ 
ior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith!.  All  Senators  know,  from  the 
debate  and  from  information  generally, 
what  a  tremendous  influence  the  ECA 
has  had  upon  the  restoration  of  business, 
commerce  and  industry  in  Europe,  west¬ 
ern  Europe  particularly. 

Mr.  President,  this  particular  hour  in 
our  history  is  not  the  time  to  reduce  or 
to  discontinue  the  ECA  appropriation  for 
western  Europe.  We  are  calling  upon 
many  of  the  nations  of  the  United  Na- 
tiors  to  come  to  our  aid  in  the  Korean 
war,  and  we  cannot  afford  to  send  out  a 
message  to  those  nations  and  to  the  rest 


of  the  world  that  we  are  cutting  down 
our  aid  under  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Texas  give  us  a  statement  as  to  how 
many  nations  have  responded  to  our  call, 
and  what  they  are  furnishing  in  the 
Korean  war? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  cannot  at  the  mo¬ 
ment.  I  can  get  the  information,  how¬ 
ever,  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Can  the  Senator  men¬ 
tion  one  single  foot  soldier  that  is  going 
to  Korea? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes,  they  are  on 
their  way.  Australia  is  furnishing  some 
foot  soldiers.  Great  Britain  has  prom¬ 
ised  some  foot  soldiers. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
French  Army  in  Indochina  is  facing 
precisely  the  same  enemy  we  are  facing 
in  Korea?  Is  it  not  true  that  Joseph 
Stalin  is  behind  similar  moves  in  both 
countries? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  sure  that  is 
true. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield  very  briefly. 

Mr.  KEM.  Is  Australia  a  beneficiary 
of  the  Marshall  plan? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  There  have  been  no  foot 
soldiers  sent  to  assist  our  military  force 
in  Korea  up  to  this  date.  Our  soldiers 
have  been  there  now  for  more  than  30 
days. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Before  they  are 
sent  there,  the  Government  must  make 
arrangements  to  send  them.  There  are 
objectors  in  Australia  and  in  New  Zea¬ 
land,  just  as  we  sometimes  have  them  in 
the  United  States  Congress.  So  objec¬ 
tions  have  to  be  overcome. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Apparently  there  are 
so  many  objectors  that  we  are  not  going 
to  receive  any  assistance;  and  we  will 
have  to  do  all  the  fighting. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  we 
want  assistance.  We  are  not  opposed  to 
receiving  assistance.  But  I  know  my 
duty  regardless  of  whether  others  come 
to  our  rescue  or  not.  I  am  not  going  to 
sit  down  and  say,  “Well,  Australia  has 
not  done  her  part,  England  has  not  done 
her  part;  therefore,  I  will  not  do  my 
part.”  We  have  got  to  go  on  with  this 
war  if  there  is  not  a  single  foot  soldier 
from  another  land  sent  to  assist  us,  or  if 
there  is  not  a  'dollar  contributed  from 
any  other  land.  We  have  laid  our  hands 
to  the  plow.  We  have  got  to  continue 
until  the  victory  is  ours. 

Mr.  MYERS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MYERS.  Is  it  not  .true  that  ef¬ 
forts  to  cut  ECA  appropriations  were 
ofttimes  made  by  some  persons  long  be¬ 
fore  there  was  any  incident  in  Korea? 
Is  it  not  true  that  efforts  were  then 
made  to  cut  ECA  funds?  The  argument 


about  the  Korean  incident  does  not  seem 
to  hold  water  because  of  the  actions  cf 
certain  individuals  last  year  and  this 
year. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  very  true. 
Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Kem]  has  never  voted  for  any  ECA 
appropriations.  No  wonder  he  is  will¬ 
ing  to  trim  it  down.  Fie  is  willing  to 
trim  off  a  little  slice  here,  a  little  slice 
there  and  a  little  slice  elsewhere.  When 
the  legislation  was  originally  enacted  he 
was  willing  to  slice  off  its  head  and  cut 
off  each  of  its  arms  and  its  legs  and  its 
ears  and  its  nose.  Fie  wanted  to  kill  it 
all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Congressional  Record  at  this  point 
a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  William  Fos¬ 
ter,  Acting  Administrator  of  the  ECA 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Con- 
nally],  together  with  a  letter  addressed 
to  me,  as  well  as  an  article  entitled 
“Marshaling  the  Marshall  Plan,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Economic  Cooperation 

Administration, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  27,  1950, 
Hon.  Tom  Connally, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Connally:  It  is  expected 
that  the  Senate  will  vote  very  soon  on  the 
appropriation  for  the  European  recovery  pro¬ 
gram.  This  vote  and  the  amount  to  be  ap¬ 
propriated  take  on  new  significance  in  view 
of  the  struggle  in  which  we  are  now  engaged. 

I  think  it  vital  that  certain  considerations 
be  emphasized  in  advance. 

Vast  new  expenditures  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  are  called  for  and  in  light  of  this  cir¬ 
cumstance  all  proposed  appropriations  must 
be  strictly  scrutinized  so  that  resources  can 
be  husbanded  for  the  most  essential  needs. 
But  among  such  needs  high  priority  must 
be  given  to  the  sums  required  for  maintain¬ 
ing  the  economic  strength  of  our  friends  and 
increasing  their  military  strength  as  well. 

It  is  important  to  recollect  that  early  in 
1948  the  Communist  threat  to  western 
Europe  was  a  clear  and  present  danger.  The 
Marshall  plan  has  not  only  so  far  prevented 
this  treat  from  being  translated  into  action, 
but  has  greatly  increased  the  strength  of 
western  Europe  to  resist  the  danger.  The 
continued  need  for  world-wade  strength  to 
prevent  further  aggression  and  to  preserve 
the  peace  is  apparent. 

It  is  this  strength  which  the  current  vote 
on  ECA  will  decisively  affect.  It  is  this 
strength  which  obviously  must  be  made  up 
out  of  the  resources  of  the  whole  free  world 
and  not  the  United  States  alone.  And  the 
rest  of  the  free  world,  particularly  the  free 
nations  of  western  Europe,  are  now,  ps  a  re¬ 
sult  of  Marshall  aid,  in  a  position  to  con¬ 
tribute  substantially  to  that  end. 

What  are  the  political,  psychological’,  and 
economic  changes  in  the  OEEC  nations  that 
2y4  years  with  ERP  aid  have  accomplished 
and  which  justify  this  statement? 

Those  changes  include:  a  greatly  increased 
industrial  and  agricultural  production;  an 
attainment  of  reasonable  internal  financial 
stability;  a  political  stability  allowing  for 
freely  chosen  democratic  governments  with 
constantly  declining  totals  of  Communist 
voters;  the  sharp  reduction  of  arbitrary  re¬ 
strictions  on  imra-European  trade;  the  in- 
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stitution  of  the  European  Payments  Union 
with  its  promise  of  convertibility  within  Eu¬ 
rope;  and  a  steadily  growing  belief  by  the 
people  of  Europe  in  their  own  future. 

Without  the  assistance  furnished  by  this 
country  through  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act, 
this  strong  econ^pic  base  could  not  have 
been  built.  And  a  strong  economy  and  stable 
society  is  the  foundation  of  military  strength. 
In  the  months  ahead,  this  economic  base  will 
have  to  bear  a  far  heavier  load  as  the  free 
nations  of  western  Europe  build  up  their 
military  strength.  It  is,  therefore,  more  es¬ 
sential  than  ever  that  ECA  assistance  be  con¬ 
tinued  so  that  the  European  economy  can 
carry  the  load  of  rearmament,  as  well  as  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  maintenance  of  a  deeent  stand¬ 
ard  of  living. 

It  is  clear  that  such  a  continuation  of  ECA 
assistance,  together  with  mutual  defense 
assistance,  will  guarantee  more  security  and 
a  greater  increase  in  military  strength  for 
each  United  States  dollar  that  is  spent  than 
we  could  possibly  achieve  relying  on  United 
States  production  alone. 

This  multiplying  effect  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  many  times  over  the  past  2  years  in 
the  industrial  field.  For  example,  electric 
power  capacity  in  western  Europe  has  vastly 
increased  since  April  1948.  This  increase  re¬ 
sults  mainly  from  expansion  of  plants 
through  capital  investment,  of  which  about 
95  percent  was  contributed  by  the  European 
countries  themselves,  and  only  5  percent  from 
ECA  dollars.  Yet  without  this  5  percent  in 
dollars  the  developments  could  not  have  been 
built.  Similarly,  in  military  items,  though 
the  ratio  of  total  production  to  dollar  invest¬ 
ment  may, not  be  so  dramatic,  the  effect  of 
each  dollar  made  available  to  Europe  will  be 
multiplied  many  times. 

In  this  connection  and  because  of  our  own 
military  effort,  question  has  been  raised  re¬ 
garding  future  use  of  local  currency  coun¬ 
terpart  funds.  While  it  is  clear  that  in  some 
countries  at  least  a  portion  of  the  counter¬ 
part  could  well  be  directed  toward  expand¬ 
ing  facilities  to  be  used  for  production  of 
military  equipment,  there  are  many  instances 
where  present  use  of  counterpart  should  be 
maintained  best  to  help  attain  this  new  ob¬ 
jective.  For  instance,  where  the  major  por¬ 
tion  of  a  nation’s  counterpart  is  now  being 
released  for  such  purposes  as  development 
of  electrical  energy  supply,  improvement  of 
basic  transportation  facilities,  such  as  roads 
and  railroads,  or  increasing  the  facilities  of 
Important  seaports,  these  developments  can 
contribute  substantially  and  directly  to  in¬ 
creasing  production  for  military  purposes  or 
to  the  movement  of  troops  and  supplies.  It 
is  true,  moreover,  that  wise  use  of  counter¬ 
part  will  further  increase  the  multiplying 
effect  to  which  I  referred  and  our  efforts  will 
be  directed  to  that  end. 

Up  to  this  point  the  Marshall  plan  has  been 
chiefly  concerned  with  building  resistance  to 
communism  within  certain  of  the  participat¬ 
ing  countries;  from  now  on  equal  emphasis 
must  also  be  given  to  building  resistance  to 
aggression  from  without.  But  in  either  case 
the  proved  principle  of  the  Marshall  plan  is 
applicable:  That  American  aid  brings  in¬ 
creased  returns  when  coupled  with  self-help 
and  mutual  aid  by  the  participating  coun¬ 
tries.  On  the  other  hand,  withdrawal  of 
adequate  support  by  the  United  States  would 
result  in  almost  immediate  economic  dis¬ 
ruption  of  the  western  European  nations. 

Therefore,  I  urge  in  the  national  interest 
and  in  order  effectively  to  wage  the  peace, 
that  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  the  members 
of  your  committee,  all  of  whom  are  so  aware 
of  these  dangers,  press  for  a  fully  adequate 
amount. 

The  Marshall  plan  is  firmly  identified  in 
the  European  mind  as  the  symbol  of  United 
States  partnership  in  attaining  peace  and 
strength.  Any  sharp  curtailment  of  Mar¬ 
shall  aid  might  well  be  profoundly  misunder¬ 
stood  as  indicating  a  loss  of  United  States  in¬ 
terest  in  the  economic  stability  of  Europe. 


However,  a  further  endorsement  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  give  confidence  in  the  present  and 
hope  for  the  future  to  the  entire  free  world. 

Sincerely  yours, 

William  Foster, 

Acting  Administrator. 

\  _ 

Hon.  Carl  Hayden, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Hayden:  You  have  inquired 
about  our  actions  and  plans  for  reorienting 
the  Marshall  plan  in  light  of  the  evident 
willingness  of  international  communism  to 
use  arms  in  attaining  its  ends.  First,  I 
should  Hike  to  point  out  that  from  the  mo¬ 
ment  Mr.  Molotov  and  representatives  of 
the  satellite  nations  walked  out  of  the  initial 
meetings  in  Paris  on  July  2,  1947,  our  efforts 
to  promote  recovery  in  Europe  became  this 
country’s  prime  implement  for  combatting 
communism.  And  when,  subsequently,  on 
October  6,  1947,  the  Cominform  was  an¬ 
nounced,  the  Marshall  plan  became  the 
avowed  enemy  and  chief  target  of  the  Com¬ 
munists. 

Mr.  Paul  G.  Hoffman,  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Administration,  re¬ 
peatedly  pointed  to  the  dangers  of  Commu¬ 
nist  aggression  on  all  fronts — economic,  po¬ 
litical,  informational,  as  well  as  military — 
with  all  the  energy,  sincerity,  and  urgency 
at  his  command.  Therefore,  when  the  ag¬ 
gression  began  in  Korea  on  June  25,  the  ECA 
staff  was  psychologically  well-conditioned, 
and  immediately  understood  the  import  of 
the  Communist  move.  At  staff  meetings 
held  thereafter,  gratitude  was  expressed  that 
in  2  years  the  Marshall  plan  had  changed 
western  Europe  from  an  economic  and  mili¬ 
tary  liability  into  a  considerable  asset  to 
the  strength  of  the  free  world. 

It  was  agreed  that  all  efforts  to  build  gen¬ 
eral  economic  strength  as  the  absolutely 
necessary  base  on  which  to  build  'military 
power  must  be  accelerated.  It  was  also 
agreed  that  our  programs  should  be  restudied 
at  once  in  order  to  focus  more  on  those 
projects  which  would  more  directly  con¬ 
tribute  to  early  improvement  in  western 
European  defense. 

Although  use  of  counterpart  funds  for 
direct  defense  purposes  had  been  previously 
discouraged,  it  was  agreed  that  the  new  sit¬ 
uation  warranted  sympathetic  reception  of 
new  proposals  submitted  by  the  participat¬ 
ing  countries  to  use  their  counterpart  for 
this  purpose.  At  the  same  time  a  review 
ol  programs  to  see  whether  certain  long- 
range  projects  might  be  shelved  in  favor  of 
those  that  might  be  completed  more  quickly 
in  favor  of  speedier  defense  was  undertaken. 

A  complete  review  of  the  problems  of  dol¬ 
lar  earnings  by  the  participating  countries 
was  also  undertaken  in  the  light  of  the  fact 
that  increase  in  war  production  would  prob- 
bly  cause  a  decline  in  consumer-goods  pro- 
uction  in  western  Europe. 

Little  notice  of  this  change  in  emphasis 
was  given  in  the  press,  no  doubt  largely  be¬ 
cause  of  the  need  to  devote  so  much  space 
to  the  Korean  war,  but  within  a  short  time 
questions  were  posed,  and  by  the  end  of 
July  it  is  fair  to  say  that  quite  broad  cov¬ 
erage  had  been  given  our  new  plans  and 
reorienting.  I  attach  a  few  clippings  from 
leading  newspapers  to  illustrate  this  fact. 

The  top  staff  of  ECA  was,  of  course,  in¬ 
volved  in  all  these  decisions  and  activities. 
We  had  the  advantage  of  frequent  tele¬ 
phonic  communication  with  Mr.  Hoffman, 
who  is  confined  to  his  home  recuperating 
from  an  operation.  On  July  28  we  held  a 
meeting  of  all  our  ECA  division  chiefs  and 
went  over  the  new  development  together 
in  as  much  detail  as  possible.  On  July  29, 
I  delivered  a  letter  to  Senator  Connally 
setting  forth  our  position.  A  copy  of  this 
is  also  attached. 

In  general,  I  should  define  our  present 
objectives  as  being  to  continue  the  process 
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of  strengthening  resistance  to  communism 
from  within  the  participating  countries 
while  adding  as  much,  and  as  quickly  as 
possible,  to  the  powers  of  the  participating 
countries  to  resist  Communist  aggression 
from  without. 

Sincerely  yours. 

William  Foster, 

Acting  Administrator, 

[From  the  Christian  Science  Monitor] 
Marshaling  the  Marshall  Plan — An 
Intimate  Message  From  Washington 
(By  Neal  Stanford) 

Washington. — Just  as  with  everything  else, 
the  Korean  war  is  having  its  effect  On  the 
Marshall  plan. 

Heretofore  the  Marshall  plan’s  contribu¬ 
tion  to  winning  the  cold  war  has  stemmed 
from  the  improved  economic  conditions  it 
fostered  in  western  Europe,  making  com¬ 
munism  less  and  less  attractive  to  western 
Europeans. 

But  in  the  month  since  the  North  Korean 
aggression,  there  has  been  a  visible  reori¬ 
entation  of  the  Marshall  plan  concept  toward 
winning  a  hot — as  well  as  a  cold — war. 

It  is  no  secret  in  Washington  that  from 
now  on  the  Marshall  plan  purpose  will  be 
expanded  to  include  resisting  communism 
from  without  the  participating  countries  as 
well  as  within  those  countries. 

To  that  end,  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Administration  is  taking  the  following  steps: 

1.  It  is  giving  priority  to  the  flow  of 
materials  required  in  defense  production  in 
the  participating  countries. 

2.  Present  and  future  recovery  projects  are 
being  reviewed  to  discover  how  quickly  or 
how  extensively  they  can  contribute  to  west¬ 
ern  Europe’s  defense.  Some  will  be  speeded 
up  and  others  shelved  as  a  result  of  this 
study. 

3.  A  vigorous  deliberate  effort  will  be  made 
to  build  up  America’s  stockpile  of  strategic 
materials  by  developing  the  source  of  such 
materials  in  cooperation  with  Marshall-plan 
countries.  New  ECA  missions  to  southeast 
Asiatic  countries  will  be  particularly  active 
here. 

4.  Counterpart  funds,  wherever  possible, 
will  be  used  to  further  western  Europe’s 
defense  efforts  while  at  the  same  time 
advancing  its  economic  recovery. 

It  is  fully  recognized  that  with  this  new 
emphasis  on  defense  production  there  will 
be  a  certain  disruption  in  Europe’s  produc¬ 
tion  of  consumer  goods  for  export.  That 
means  that  this  reorientation  of  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  can  be  expected  to  cut  into  the 
anticipated  dollar  earnings  of  western  Europe 
from  such  exports. 

However,  there  will  be  a  more  than  coun¬ 
terbalancing  effect  on  the  dollar-earning 
position  of  western  Europe,  it  is  believed, 
from  the  increase  in  United  States  strategic 
materials  buying  that  is  expected.  And,  as 
the  United  States  ships  raw  materials  and 
semifinished  goods  to  Europe  for  western 
Europe’s  new  rearmament  program,  the  over¬ 
all  effect,  it  is  felt,  will  be  to  temporarily 
remove  the  dollar  gap  as  a  serious  problem. 

This  reorientation  of  the  Marshall  plan 
concept  to  take  into  account  the  Korean 
hot  war  does  not  alter  ECA’s  basic  purpose 
to  bring  about  western  Europe’s  economic 
recovery.  It  only  means  that  while  in  the 
past  the  Marshall  plan  has  confined  itself 
to  building  resistance  to  communism  within 
western  Europe  through  recovery,  it  will  now 
be  giving  equal  emphasis  to  the  building 
of  resistance  to  communism  from  without 
through  defense  production  as  well. 

ECA  Administrator  Paul  Hoffman  has  fre¬ 
quently  emphasized  that  in  today’s  conflict 
between  the  free  world  and  International 
communism  the  battle  goes  on  on  four 
fronts — economic,  political,  informational, 
military.  Sometimes  there  is  activity  on 
all  fronts — as  now;  sometimes  there  are  pe- 


11886 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  August  3 


rlods  of  lull  on  one  or  more  fronts.  But  the 
fronts  are  constantly  present  and  the  battle 
Joined  on  one  or  all  fronts  whenever  com¬ 
munism  decides  to  attack. 

With  western  Europe  being  forced  to  step 
up  its  defense  production,  the  economic 
strength  that  ECA  has  built  up  in  western 
Europe  over  the  past  2  years  suddenly  be¬ 
comes  military  potential  for  the  free  world. 
In  the  last  2  years,  the  24-percent  increase 
In  Europe’s  industrial  production,  the  52- 
percent  rise  in  its  steel  production,  the  17- 
percent  increase  in  hard-coal  production, 
the  21-percent  advance  in  electric  power 
production,  not  only  have  resulted  In  star¬ 
tling  economic  recovery  but  have  provided 
a  military  potential  that  will  contribute 
greatly  to  making  western  Europe  secure. 

Western  Europe  may  be  no  match  for  the 
heavily  armed  and  constantly  arming  So¬ 
viet  Union.  But,  it  is  pointed  out  here, 
through  its  own  efforts  and  with  ECA  help, 
it  has  today:  a  steel  capacity  of  50,000,000 
tons  as  compared  with  the  Soviet  Union’s 
31,000,00  tons:  coal  production  one  and  a 
half  times  that  of  eastern  Europe  and  Rus¬ 
sia;  five  times  the  electric  power  production 
of  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

Western  Europe  does  not  have  to  match 
the  Soviet  Union  in  armaments  to  have  se¬ 
curity,  for  besides  its  own  economic  strength 
it  has  the  industrial  power  and  potential 
of  the  United  States  on  its  side.  However, 
for  the  indefinite  future,  now  that  com¬ 
munism  has  shown  its  willingness  to  resort 
to  a  shooting  war  to  gain  its  objectives, 
western  Europe  will  have  to  adjust  itself  to 
less  production  for  export  and  more  for  de¬ 
fense.  And,  as  a  result,  the  United  States 
will  have  to  accept  a  new  concept  of  Marshall 
plan  aid. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  what 
some  Senators  seem  to  be  overlooking  is 
the  fact  that  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  already  has  cut  and  sliced  the 
budget  submitted  by  the  President  to  the 
tune  of  $1,395,000,000.  In  that  $1,395,- 
000,000  is  10  percent  of  the  ECA  funds. 
Now  it  is  proposed,  by  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment,  to  cut  the  ECA  funds  an¬ 
other  19  percent.  It  is  proposed  to  use 
the  meat  axe,  without  any  rhyme  or  rea¬ 
son,  without  any  sound  argument  being 
advanced — so,  without  the  facts  upon 
which  a  cut  should  be  based. 

Mr.  President,  after  the  ECA  fund 
has  been  reduced  10  percent,  after  the 
Appropriations  Committee  has  voted  by 
a  vote  of  17  to  3  to  leave  the  ECA  fund 
as  it  was  originally  in  the  committee,  it 
is  false  economy  to  come  in  with  another 
10  percent  slice.  That  simply  does  not 
make  sense.  Members  of  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee  who  have  put  in  weeks 
and  months  upon  the  question  should 
know  what  is  most  wise  and  judicious. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  fine  for  Senators 
to  be  for  economy^  but  in  this  instance 
Senators  are  going  to  be  for  economy  at 
the  expense,  as  the  able  Senator  from 
Arizona  has  said  of  the  morale  of  the 
countries  across  the  sea  who  are  expect¬ 
ing  ECA  help  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said  previously, 
never  before  in  the  history  of  this  Re¬ 
public  has  it  been  so  necessary  for  Amer¬ 
ica  to  have  friends  and  allies  in  the 
western  democracies  as  it  is  at  this  very 
moment.  It  is  necessary  that  we  have 
friends  and  allies  by  reason  of  the  paral¬ 
ysis  which  is  creeping  through  the  world 
because  communism  is  spreading  its 
poisonous  tentacles  everywhere.  Two 
hundred  and  seventy  million  people  in 
the  western  democracies  are  depending 


upon  the  Marshall  plan.  Anyone  who 
goes  to  Europe  today  and  surveys  what 
has  happened  by  way  of  relieving  the 
people  of  Europe  from  the  economic  bur¬ 
dens,  from  the  squalor  and  the  poverty 
which  existed  immediately  following  the 
most  devastating  war  in  all  our  history, 
will  truly  understand  what  the  Marshall 
plan  has  meant  to  them. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  one-way 
street.  The  Marshall  plan  is  for  the 
benefit  of,  for  the  safety  and  security  of 
America  as  well  as  the  countries  across 
the  sea. 

Mr.  President,  I  undertake  to  say  that 
without  the  Marshall  plan — and  I  believe 
each  of  the  governments  of  the  western 
European  democracies  will  corroborate 
what  I  now  say — that  without  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  many  of  them  would  be  under 
the  iron  heel  of  Joe  Stalin.  Were  it  not 
for  the  Marshall  plan  Italy  today  would 
be  under  the  iron  heel  of  communism. 
Were  it  not  for  the  Marshall  plan  France 
would  also  be  under  that  despotic  power. 
Norway  would  be  under  that  iron  heel. 
Probably  Sweden,  Turkey,  and  Greece 
and  other  small  countries  would  also  be 
under  that  Kremlin  dominion.  That 
would  result  from  infiltration  such  as 
occurred  in  Czechoslovakia,  Poland,  and 
other  countries  of  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  we  are 
considering  is  an  important  one.  We 
cannot  take  $240,000,000  more  from  the 
ECA  funds  and  permit  the  Administra¬ 
tor  to  use  what  is  left,  without  crippling 
severely  the  proper  administration  of 
the  plan.  The  amendment  ought  to  be 
overwhelmingly  agreed  to  by  the  United 
States  Senate  in  the  interest  of  our  own 
country,  in  the  interest  of  the  countries 
which  are  our  friends  and  allies  across 
the  sea.  I  plead  with  Senators  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  to  give  this  amendment 
their  vote  in  the  interest  of  America  and 
the  world. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
happen  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
who  has  supported  the  ECA  program 
since  its  inception,  but  I  am  going  to 
vote  against  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smiti-i],  I  do  not  agree  that  what  is 
proposed  is  a  meat-ax  approach  to  the 
problem.  To  the  contrary,  we  have  a 
new  set  of  facts  which  have  come  into 
the  picture  since  the  ECA  budget  was 
submitted  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  That  set  of  facts  is  that  we  have 
naked  aggression  in  Korea.  Congress 
has  been  requested  to  appropriate  an 
additional  $10,000,000,009  for  our  De¬ 
fense  Establishment.  We  are  being 
asked  for  an  additional  $4,000,000,000  for 
the  arms-implementation  program. 
The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
already  requested  $5,000,000,000  more  in 
new  taxes.  In  my  judgment  he  will  have 
to  come  to  the  Congress  and  request  at 
least  an  additional  $5,000,000,000.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois,  the  majority  lead¬ 
er  [Mr.  Lucas]  talks  about  a  meat-ax 
approach.  We  are  called  upon  to  ap¬ 
proach  the  American  people  with  a 
meat  ax  in  order  to  take  new  taxes  from 
them. 

It  seems  to  me  that  under  all  those 
circumstances,  we  are  justified  in  apply¬ 
ing  this  reduction  to  the  ECA  appropria¬ 


tions,  along  with  the  other  nondefense 
appropriations.  I  do  not  underestimate 
the  importance  of  the  ECA  program;  but 
I  do  say  that,  as  in  Korea,  to  have  the 
ECA,  unless  we  have  sufficient  arms  with 
which  to  defend  the  Jree  world,  will 
merely  be  to  invite  further  Communist 
aggression  in  Europe  and  the  Far  East. 

Right  now  we  have  to  do  first  things 
first,  and  the  first  thing  we  have  to  do  is 
to  arm  adequately  the  free  world,  includ¬ 
ing  ourselves. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Farland  in  the  chair).  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  first  branch  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  to  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Legislative  Clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Hill 

Morse 

Brewster 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Holland 

Murray 

Bridges 

Humphrey 

Myers 

Butler 

Hunt 

Neely 

Byrd 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Connally 

Kem 

Russell 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Douglas 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dworshak 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ecton 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Flanders 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Fulbright 

McClellan 

Ty  dings 

George 

McFarland 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Graham 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Green 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Gurney 

Malone 

Young 

Hayden 

Martin 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first 
branch  of  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment.  On  this  question, 
the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered, 
and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mi-.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
TobeyL  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “yea” 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
would  vote  “nay.” 
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I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear]  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain]  and  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Jenner]  would  each  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “nay”  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  45, 


nays  40, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 45 

Aiken 

Hoey 

Morse 

Anderson 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Chapman 

Ives 

Myers 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Neely 

Connally 

Kerr 

O’Conor 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

O’Mahoney 

Ellender 

Leahy 

Pepper 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Robertson 

Fulbright 

Lodge 

Smith,  Maine 

George 

Lucas 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Graham 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Green 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Gurney 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Utah 

Havden 

McMahon 

Thye 

Hill 

Magnuson 

NAYS — 40 

Tydings 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Brieker 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Holland 

Russell 

Butler 

Hunt 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Stennis 

Cordon  ^ 

Kem  • 

Taft 

Darby 

Knowland 

Watkins 

Donnell 

Langer 

Wherry 

Dworshak 

McCarthy 

Wiley 

Eastland 

McClellan 

Williams 

Ecton 

Malone 

Young 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Gillette 

Maybank 

NOT  VOTING— 11 

Benton 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Long 

Withers 

Frear 

Taylor 

So  the  first  ^branch  of  Mr.  Smith’s 
amendment  to  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  on  the  second  branch 
of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey,  which  exempts  the  In¬ 
ternational  Children’s  Welfare  Work 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment.  [Putting  the  question.] 
The  “ayes”  appear  to  have  it. 

Several  Senators  requested  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the.  second  branch  of  the 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill 
in  the  chair).  The  question  now  is  on 
the  third  branch  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Smith]  exempting  the  interna¬ 
tional  development  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry.  ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  Chair  announce 
the  result  again? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  announced  that  the  second  branch 
of  the  amendment  was  rejected  on  the 
division  vote. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  it  was  not  agreed 
to? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
request  for  the  yeas  and  nays  comes  too 
late,  now  that  the  result  has  been  an¬ 
nounced. 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  move  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  moves  to  re¬ 
consider  the  vote  by  which  the  second 
branch  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith] 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  move  that  the  mo¬ 
tion  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  to  lay  the  motion  to 
reconsider  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  and  other  Senators 
demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry]  to  lay  on 
the  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  second  branch  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  was  re¬ 
jected.  Senators  favoring  the  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table  will  vote  “yea”  when 
their  names  are  called;  those  opposed 
will  vote  “nay.”  The  yeas  and  nays  hav¬ 
ing  been  ordered,  the  Clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ful- 
bright]  is  detained  on  official  committee 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear]  would.vote  “nay.”^ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mi*.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each 
vote  “yea.” 


The  result  of  the  vote  was — yeas  42, 
nays  42. 

YEAS — 42 


Brewster 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Brlcker 

George 

Martin 

Bridges 

.  Gillette 

Millikin 

Butler , 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Hickenlooper 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Hoey 

Russell 

Chapman 

Holland 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Watkins 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Wherry 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Ellender 

McClellan 

NAYS — 42 

Young 

Aiken 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

Anderson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Myers 

Chavez 

Kerr 

Neely 

Connally 

Kilgore 

O’Conor 

Douglas 

Leahy 

O’Mahoney 

Flanders 

Lehman 

Pepper 

Graham 

Lucas 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Green 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Taft 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hill 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Utah 

Humphrey 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Hunt 

Maybank 

Tydings 

Ives 

Morse 

Wiley 

NOT  VOTING — 12 

Benton 

Fulbright 

Taylor 

Cain 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Downey 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Frear 

Long 

Withers 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  this 
vote,  the  yeas  are  42,  the  nays  42 ;  so  the 
motion  to  lay  on  the  table  fails. 

The  question  now  recurs  on  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  sec¬ 
ond  branch  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  and  other  Senators  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“nay”. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  43, 
nays  42,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 43 

Aiken  Douglas  Green 

Anderson  Flanders  Gurney 

Chavez  Fulbright  Hayden 

Connally  Graham  Hill 
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Humphrey 

McFarland 

Pepper 

Hunt 

McKellar 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ives 

McMahon 

Sparkman 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Magnuson 

Taft 

Johnston,  S.  C.  Maybank 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Kerr 

Morse 

Thomas,  Utah 

Kilgore 

Murray 

Thye 

Leahy 

Myers 

Tydings 

Lehman 

Neely 

Wiley 

Lucas 

O’Conor 

McCarran 

O’Mahoney 

NAYS— 42 

Brewster 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Bricker 

George 

Martin 

Bridges 

Gillette 

Millikin 

Butler 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Hlckenlooper 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Hoey 

Russell 

Chapman 

Holland 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Watkins 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Wherry 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Young 

NOT  VOTING— 

-11 

Benton 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Long 

Withers 

Frear 

Taylor 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  second  branch  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith]  was  rejected, 
•was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Farland  in  the  chair).  The  question  is 
on  the  second  branch  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefahver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  44, 
nays  41,  as  follows:  • 

YEAS — 44 


Aiken 

Hill 

McCarran 

Anderson 

Humphrey 

McFarland 

Chavez 

Hunt 

McKellar 

Connally 

Ives 

McMahon 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Magnuson 

Flanders 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Maybank 

Fulbright 

Kerr 

Morse 

Graham 

Kilgore 

Murray 

Green 

Leahy 

Myers 

Gurney 

Lehman 

Neely 

Hayden 

Lucas 

O'Conor 

O’Mahoney 

Sparkman 

Thye 

Pepper 

Taft 

Tydings 

Smith,  Maine 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Wiley 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Thomas,  Utah 

NAYS— 41 

Brewster 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Bricker 

George 

Martin 

Bridges 

Gillette 

Millikin 

Butler 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Hlckenlooper 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Hoey 

Russell 

Chapman 

Holland 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Kem 

Stennis 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Wherry 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Williams 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

Young 

Ellender 

McClellan 

NOT  VOTING— 

11 

Benton 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Long 

Withers 

Frear 

Taylor 

So  the  second  branch  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  branch  of 
the  amendment  exempting  international 
development.  [Putting  the  question.] 
The  “noes”  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Those  who 
favor  the  amendment  will  rise  and  stand 
until  counted. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  let 
us  have  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Those  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  will  be  seated, 
and  those  opposed  to  the  amendment 
will  rise  and  stand  until  counted. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear], 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  busi¬ 
ness. 

•  The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear]  would  vote  “yea.’’ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“nay.”  w 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  39, 
nays  46,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 39 

Anderson  Gillette 

Chavez  Graham 

Connally  Green 

Ellender  Hayden 

Fulbright  Hill 


Humphrey 

Ives 

Johnson,  Tex. 
Johnston,  S.  C. 
Kerr 


Kilgore 

Magnuson 

Pepper 

Leahy 

Maybank 

Smith,  Maine 

Lehman 

Morse 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Lodge 

Murray 

Sparkman 

Lucas 

Myers 

Thomas,  Okla. 

McFarland 

Neely 

Thomas,  Utah 

McKellar 

O’Conor 

Thye 

McMahon 

O’Mahoney 

NAYS — 46 

Tydings 

Aiken 

Flanders 

Martin 

Brewster 

George 

Millikin 

Bricker 

Gurney 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Butler 

Hlckenlooper 

Russell 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Capehart 

Holland 

Schoeppel 

Chapman 

Hunt 

Stennis 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Taft 

Darby 

Kem 

Watkins 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Wherry 

Douglas 

Langer 

Wiley 

Dworshak 

McCarran 

Williams 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Young 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Ferguson 

Malone 

NOT  VOTING— 

-11 

Benton 

Jenner 

Tobey 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Long 

Withers 

Frear 

Taylor 

So  the  third  branch  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey  was 
rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  recurs  on  the  fourth  branch  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  exempting  aid  to  Palestine  refu¬ 
gees. 

The  fourth  branch  of  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
now  is  on  the  amendment,  as  amended, 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
other  Senators,  the  so-called  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  t@  that 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2,  in 
line  10,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “10 
percent”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “15 
percent.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  register  my  firm  opposition  and 
deep  regret  over  the  action  which  has 
just  been  taken  on  the  subject  of  inter¬ 
national  development.  At  a  stage  in 
world  history  when  we  are  in  desperate 
need  of  the  point  4  program  for  economic 
development  of  the  underdeveloped  and 
underprivileged  areas,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  reject¬ 
ing  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  was  a  most  unfortunate 
action.  I  realize  there  is  little  or  noth¬ 
ing  we  can  do  about  it  at  this  stage,  ex¬ 
cept  to  let  it  be  known  that  there  is  at 
least  a  sizable  number  in  the  United 
States  Senate  who  feel  that  the  war 
against  communism  is  not  merely  a 
war  of  tanks  and  guns;  that  the  war 
against  communism  is  also  a  relent¬ 
less  war  against  poverty,  misery,  and 
disease.  To  think  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  would  slice  off  $2,- 
600,000  from  a  $26,000,000  appropriation 
in  the  name  of  economy  when  the  peoples 
of  the  world  that  are  going  into  the  Com¬ 
munist  camp  are  the  underprivileged 
people  of  the  underdeveloped  areas. 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


11889 


If  ever  there  was  a  weapon  that  could 
be  used  on  the  side  of  freedom  and  de¬ 
mocracy  it  is  the  weapon  of  technolog¬ 
ical  assistance  and  scientific  advance,  of 
which  this  country  has  an  abundance. 
Here  we  are  about  to  appropriate  vast 
sums,  billions  of  dollars,  for  armament 
which  we  desperately  need  for  fighting 
against  the  Communist  aggressor  on  the 
battlefield,  and  yet  we  do  not  seem  to 
possess  the  good  judgment  to  appropri¬ 
ate  a  few  million  dollars  to  fight  against 
the  very  forces  that  take  people  into 
the  arms  and  into  the  camp  of  the  Com¬ 
munist  menace.  I  think  that  is  a  tragic 
mistake,  and  I  think  this  country  will 
rue  the  day  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  did  not  have  the  foresight 
to  strike  a  blow  in  behalf  of  humanity 
through  striking  against  disease  and 
disaster  by  giving  to  these  people  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  a  chance  to  help 
themselves. 

We  just  sustained  the  vote  on  ECA, 
and  there  were  projects  in  ECA  which 
could  be  questioned.  But  I  say  there  is 
not  one  single  proposal  in  the  point- 
4  program  that  can  be  questioned.  One 
cannot  question  the  fight  against  ma¬ 
laria,  one  cannot  question  the  need  for 
land  reclamation,  for  irrigation,  for 
electric  power,  the  fight  to  rid  these 
underprivileged  areas  of  disease.  We 
are  proposing  to  pass  millions  and  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  of  appropriations,  but 
when  it  comes  to  a  matter  of  equipping 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
United  Nations  with  a  little  money  to 
employ  teachers,  educators,  scientists, 
technicians,  those  who  can  help  other 
people  help  themselves,  what  do  we  do? 
We  say  no. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  now  that  our  ac¬ 
tion  will  ring  over  the  Moscow  radio  into 
Indochina,  and  it  may  not  be  long 
before  we  will  have  to  send  troops  to 
Indochina,  and  when  we  send  those 
troops  the  Moscow  radio  will  say,  “Yes, 
they  will  send  their  soldiers  to  kill  the 
Indochinese  but  they  will  not  send  you 
a  public  health  doctor  to  help  you  rid 
your  swamps  of  disease.” 

Mr.  President,  what  we  have  done  is 
a  shame  and  a  tragedy.  I  hope  that  in 
conference  the  conferees  will  reconsider 
the  action  of  the  Senate  and  in  the 
name  of  all  that  is  decent  and  good,  in 
the  name  of  humanity  and  progress,  will 
report  to  the  Senate  an  appropriation 
for  the  point  4  program  which  is  worthy 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  In 
view  of  the  billions  we  are  spending 
elsewhere,  our  action  today  is  not  worthy 
of  the  United  States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
to  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  address  myself  for  five 
minutes  to  the  effect  of  the  Wherry 
amendment  upon  the  various  depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Government. 

As  Senators  know,  the  appropriation 
for  the  State,  Justice,  and  Commerce 
Departments  and  the  Judiciary  are 
combined  under  one  head,  in  one  chap¬ 
ter  of  the  bill.  The  appropriation  for 


that  chapter  as  reported  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  was 
$119,518,000  or  10  percent  under  the 
budget  estimate.  The  proposal  we  now 
have  before  us  is  to  cut  15  percent  more 
from  the  appropriation  for  those  several 
departments.  The  result  will  be  that 
the  appropriation  for  the  Department 
of  State  will  be  reduced  by  $28,863,000. 
The  appropriation  for  the  Department 
of  Justice  will  be  reduced  $2,248,000.  The 
Judiciary  itself  is  exempt.  The  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  will  be  reduced  by  $37,200,000. 

The  total  reduction,  under  the  budget, 
by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska,  instead  of  the  $119,- 
009,000  reduction,  as  our  committee  has 
reported,  will  be  increased  to  $183,050,- 
000. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Senate  ought  to 
realize  what  a  drastic  cut  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  by  imposing  a  15  per¬ 
cent  reduction  on  the  10  percent  re¬ 
duction  which  the  committee,  after 
careful  study,  has  already  provided. 

Let  us  now  look  at  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Let  us  see  what  would  be 
done  there.  The  chapter  of  the  bill 
dealing  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
carries  a  reduction  of  $30,000,000  under 
the  budget  estimate.  The  15-percent 
cut  would  add  $36,000,000  more  to  that. 
So  the  total  reduction  under  the  budget 
would  be  $127,000,000  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  But,  more  than 
that,  it  would  also  cut  $105,000,000  from 
the  ability  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  make  loans.  The  15  percent 
cut  in  the  money  provided  for  rural  elec¬ 
trification  and  for  the  farm  loan  pro¬ 
gram  throughout  the  United  States, 
would  affect  those  programs  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  $105,000,000. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Is  the  Senator  speaking 
of  a  15  percent  reduction  or  a  10  per¬ 
cent  reduction? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  A  15  percent  reduc¬ 
tion,  which  is  the  proposal  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
as  an  amendment  to  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  calls  for  a  10  percent  reduction. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  pending  amend¬ 
ment,  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  to  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment, 
calls  for  a  15-percent  reduction. 

I  simply  wished  to  give  these  illustra¬ 
tions  of  the  effect  of  agreeing  to  such  a 
proposal;  I  did  so  in  order  that  Senators 
might  know  what  they  were  voting  for. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,-  I 
shall  not  support  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment. 

I  believe  it  is  imperative  that  we  econ¬ 
omize.  For  that  reason,  I  voted  against 
the  amendment  to  exclude  the  ECA  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment.  I  have  felt,  and  I  still  be¬ 
lieve,  that  it  is  just  as  necessary  for  us 
to  economize  in  peacetime  spending 
abroad  as  it  is  for  us  to  economize  in  our 
peacetime  domestic  spending  at  home. 

I  think  the  action  taken  by  the  Senate 
this  afternoon  in  excluding  ECA  from 
any  cut,  is  extremely  unfortunate.  It 


indicates  that  we  have  adopted  two 
standards  in  regard  to  spending  by  the 
United  States  in  time  of  an  emergency. 
One  is  that  we  shall  place  the  yoke  upon 
our  own  people  and  make  their  burden 
heavier  in  order  to  make  certain  that 
we  do  not  withhold  anything  from  those 
abroad. 

Let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  every 
dollar  that  is  spent  abroad  under  the 
ECA  program,  however  much  it  may  be 
justified,  makes  more  compelling  and 
necessary  retrenchment  and  curtailment 
in  our  expenditures  at  home  for  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  programs  in  our  own  in¬ 
terest  and  welfare.  Our  action  in  vot¬ 
ing  a  few  minutes  ago  the  extra  $200,- 
000, 000-odd  for  the  ECA  program,  for 
the  building  of  roads  and  the  carrying 
on  soil-conservation  projects,  and  so 
forth  in  Africa  and  elsewhere,  means 
that  every  dollar  that  is  spent  in  such 
places  will  have  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
corresponding  programs  here  in  the 
United  States. 

Therefore,  I  shall  support,  as  I  origi¬ 
nally  planned,  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  calling  for  a  10 -percent  reduction; 
but  I  shall  not  support  any  further  re¬ 
duction. 

I  regret  exceedingly  that  we  are  not 
willing  to  apply  a  10-percent  reduction 
straight  across  the  board,  all  around  the 
world,  in  the  case  of  all  programs  of  the 
same  character.  There  is  an  inclination 
on  the  part  of  some — and  I  personally 
feel  the  same  way,  but  I  will  not  follow 
my  personal  feelings  and  preference  at 
the  moment — that  if  we  are  going  to 
spend  money  abroad  for  such  purposes, 
then  we  should  not  vote  to  reduce  the 
appropriations  for  such  programs  here 
at  home.  If  reductions  are  not  to  be 
made  in  the  appropriations  for  foreign 
assistance,  then  we  should  not  vote  to 
reduce  the  appropriations  for  similar 
purposes  and  programs  here  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  way  I,  too, 
feel  about  the  matter.  However,  I  shall 
not  vote  my  personal  feelings  and  pref¬ 
erence  in  these  trying  times.  I  should 
like  to  act  that  way,  but  I  believe  there 
is  a  call  of  duty  which  is  higher  than  my 
personal  feelings  at  this  moment.  Un¬ 
less  we  are  willing  to  accomplish,  and 
unless  by  our  actions  we  actually  accom¬ 
plish,  rigid  economy  in  all  our  programs 
here  in  the  United  States,  then,  in  view 
of  the  obligations  and  burdens  we  are 
assuming  abroad,  we  are  headed  for  a 
national  catastrophe. 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  every  dollar  we 
spend  on  the  ECA,  and  particularly  for 
certain  projects  that  have  been  submit¬ 
ted  and  programed  in  this  appropriation, 
makes  more  necessary  and  more  com¬ 
pelling  retrenchment  and  rigid  economy 
in  our  programs  here  at  home.  Unless 
we  are  ready  and  willing  to  throw  all 
restraint  to  the  winds  and  spend  and 
spend  for  everything  we  want,  we  must 
practice  rigid  economy  all  the  way  across 
the  board,  Mr.  President.  If  we  do  not 
pursue  that  course,  but  instead  continue 
as  we  have  proceeded  this  afternoon,  in 
my  judgment  we  shall  soon  arrive  at  a 
.destination  of  national  economic  chaos. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Nebras¬ 
ka  [Mr.  Wherry]  on  page  2,  in  line  10, 
of  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment,  to 
strike  out  “10  percent”  and  insert  “15 
percent.” 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the  so-called 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire,  and  a  number  of  other 
Senators. 

To  that  amendment  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  offered  an  amendment, 
which  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  4, 
in  line  10  of  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment,  after  the  parenthesis,  it  is  -pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  “or  the  preservation  of 
law  and  order.” 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
had  understood  that  the  authors  of  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  would  accept 
this  amendment  to  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  so- 
called  Byrd-Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  the 
law-enforcement  agencies  are  exempted. 
I  am  not  certain  of  the  purposes  of  the 
amendment  he  has  offered.  I  do  not 
have  the  amendment  before  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment  again. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  4, 
In  line  10,  of  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment,  after  the  parenthesis,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  “or  the  preservation  of 
law  and  order.” 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  let  me  say  that  a  quick 
examination  of  the  amendment  now 
pending  would  indicate  that  practically 
the  entire  Department  of  Justice  would 
be  exempted.  However,  under  a  stricter 
interpretation  other  vital  functions  and 
operations  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
closely  tied  into  those  exempted  would 
suffer  a  10-percent  reduction  in  ap¬ 
propriations,  thereby  directly  affecting 
the  activities  which  would  be  exempted. 

For  example,  the  offices  under  the 
appropriation  “General  administration,” 
such  as  the  Attorney  General’s  Office  and 
other  offices  which  direct  and  supervise 
the  activities  of  such  exempted  groups, 
would  have  their  appropriations  cut,  and 
that  would  bring  about  an  impossible 
situation  of  the  tail  wagging  the  dog. 

Furthermore;  the  appropriation  for 
“General  legal  activities”  would  be  cut 
10  percent;  and  under  that  heading 
comes  the  Criminal  Division,  whose  du¬ 
ties  are  primarily  in  connection  with 
the  prosecution  and  investigation  of  per¬ 
sons  suspected  or  convicted  of  offenses 
against  the  criminal  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  it  falls  clearly  within  the  ex¬ 
emption.  Therefore,  if  the  10-percent 
cut  is  apportioned  to  the  other  divisions 
but  if  the  Criminal  Division  is  exempted, 
that  division  will  suffer  a  comparatively 
greater  reduction.  That  would  mean 
that  the  Antitrust  Division,  the  Claims 


Division,  the  Tax  Division,  the  Lands  Di¬ 
vision,  and  the  Customs  Division  would 
be  very  seriously  curtailed  and  obstruct¬ 
ed  in  their  law-enforcement  activities. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  my  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment 
will  be  accepted.. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
follow  the  explanation  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada.  For  example,  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Division  is  exempted.  In  response 
to  a  request  a  very  careful  analysis  of 
the  amendment  has  been  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The 
FBI  is  exempted  under  section  1003  sub¬ 
section  (i),  the  Immigration  and  Natu¬ 
ralization  Service  is  exempted,  the  dis¬ 
trict  attorneys  are  exempted,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Customs  is  exempted,  the  Secret 
Service  is  exempted,  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  is  exempted;  those  who 
audit  the  accounts  and  do  police  work  in 
connection  with  the  collection  of  taxes 
are  exempted;  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics 
is  exempted;  and  section  (a)  of  the 
act - 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  that  I  have  been 
reading  from  an  opinion  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  on  the  pending  Bridges- 
Byrd  amendment.  It  is  from  the  De¬ 
partment  itself. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
thought  the  Senator  from  Nevada  had 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  All  I  can  say  is  we  have 
an  interpretation  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  in  writing,  after  a  very  care¬ 
ful  examination  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  and  the  language  itself  I  think  is 
clear : 

The  amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  law-enforcement  agencies. 
Including  the  Federal  Bureau  of-  Investiga¬ 
tion,  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization  Service,  and  the 
Secret  Service  are  exempt,  arid  so  are  the 
funds  for  the  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Internal  Revenue  and  other  officers 
and  agents,  whose  duties  pertain  to  intel¬ 
ligence  operations,  including  funds  trans¬ 
ferred  pursuant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act 
of  June  20,  1949,  or  the  investigation,  appre¬ 
hension,  prosecution,  or  detention  of  per¬ 
sons  suspected  or  convicted  of  offenses 
against  the  criminal  laws  of  the  United 
States.  The  exact  language  may  be  seen  on 
page  4,  subsection  (i). 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  a  question? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield,  provided  I  do  not 
lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  whether  it  is  the 
intention  to  limit  this  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  amendment  I 
have  offered  to  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  addresses  itself  entirely  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 


Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  there  cannot  be 
any  question  about  that. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  a  clarifying 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona? 

Mi’.  BYRD.  I  have  5  minutes  only, 
but  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  merely  want  to  say 
that  the  information  I  have  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  that  this  10 
percent  reduction  would  affect  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  to  the  extent  of  $1,- 
632,500.  So  evidently  there  are  some 
parts  of  the  Department  of  Justice  that 
are  not  covered  by  the  language  which 
the  Senator  has  quoted  from  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  think  that  is  correct. 
There  are  some  expenses  of  the  general 
administration  that  are  not  covered  by 
the  exemption.  But  in  the  main,  it  was 
intended  that  all  the  law-enforcement 
agencies  would  be  exempt. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President, 
have  I  any  time  remaining? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  can  speak  again  only  by  unanimous 
consent,  under  the  agreement  entered 
into. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  speak 
for  1  minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  is  recognized  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  This  matter  was 
worked  out  after  many  weeks  of  careful 
study,  investigation  and  hearings,  and 
the  committee  cut  the  appropriation 
$7,050,000  under  the  Budget  estimate. 
The  way  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment 
is  worded,  it  would  affect  seriously  cer¬ 
tain  divisions  of  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  wherein  both  law  and  order  are  in¬ 
volved.  The  amendment  that  I  have 
offered  would  exempt  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  so-called 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  MYERS.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  because  he  read  a  rather 
lengthy  list  of  divisions  within  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  which  would  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  amendment  which  he  is 
sponsoring.  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  would  read  to  the  Senate  those 
divisions  within  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  that  are  embraced  in  his  amend¬ 
ment  and  that  will  receive  a  10-percent 
cut  if  liis  amendment  should  prevail. 

Mr.  BYRD.  In  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  I  may  say  that  the 
fees  and  expenses  of  witnesses,  $1,250,- 
000,  are  exempt. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  was  asking  for  those 
that  are  not  exempt.  Will  the  Senator 
read  those  that  are  not  exempt? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Those  that  are  not  ex¬ 
empt  include  the  general  administrative 
expenses,  the  salaries  and  expenses  of 
the  general  administration,  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  general  legal  activi¬ 
ties,  and  salaries  and  expenses  of  the 
Antitrust  Division.  The  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  marshals  are  exempted. 
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In  most  of  these  departments,  as  the 
Senator  well  knows,  there  is  opportunity 
for  great  economy  in  administrative 
expenses. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  the  Tax  Court 
of  the  United  States  exempt? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BYRD.  All  of  the  judiciary  is  ex¬ 
empted,  but  the  Tax  Court  is  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  judiciary  appropriations  in 
this  bill.  It  is  not  exempt. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  not  my 
question. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Tax  Court  is  not 
exempt. 

Mr.  MYERS.  According  to  the  re¬ 
sponse  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to 
my  question,  it  seems  that  the  attorneys 
who  are  in  charge  of  the  administration 
of  justice  are  the  ones  who  will  suffer  as 
a  result  of  this  amendment.  I  particu¬ 
larly  note  that  the  Antitrust  Division  is 
a  part  of  the  Department  of  Justice.  Its 
work  will  be  curtailed  if  this  amendment 
should  prevail.  Therefore,  although  the 
FBI  and  a  number  of  the  agencies  are 
exempt,  it  seems  to  me  that  all  the  other 
divisions  indeed  will  be  hindered  in  their 
work,  and,  at  such  a  critical  time  in  the 
history  of  our  country  we  certainly 
should  not  curtail  the  work  and  activities 
of  the  Department  of  Justice.  I 
hope - 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  have  but  5  minutes. 
However,  I  will  yield  as  soon  as  I  finish 
this  sentence.  I  hope,  at  such  a  critical 
time  as  this,  that  we  will  not  in  the  case 
of  one  of  the  most  important  agencies  of 
the  Government  undertake  to  practice  a 
false  economy.  I  now  yield  to  theJSena- 
tor  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  whether 
he  thinks  it  is  more  appropriate  for  the 
Antitrust  Division  and  its  personnel  to 
be  exempted  from  this  cut  than  for  simi¬ 
lar  personnel  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  which  is  enforcing  exactly  the 
same  laws  and  performing  exactly  the 
same  duties,  to  be  exempted. 

Mr.  MYERS.  Perhaps  the  Senator 
does  not  believe  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission.  Let  the  Senator  offer  such 
an  amendment.  I  am  simply  saying  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  is  one  of  the 
most  important  agencies  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is,  in  fact,  a  more  important 
agency  than  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion.  I  certainly  believe  it  would  not  be 
in  the  best  interest  of  our  country  or  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  efficient  and 
proper  administration  of  justice  to  prac¬ 
tice  economy  on  this  agency. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  to  the  so-called  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment.  [Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.]  The  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  rejected. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Chair  has  ruled. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Nevada  was  on  his  feet.  But  the 
demand  for  the  yeas  and  nays  is  not 
sufficiently  seconded.  The  question  now 
is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  speak  very  briefly  upon  this 
amendment.  The  question  before  the 
Senate  this  afternoon  is  simply  whether 
it  is  going  to  vote  according  to  a  symbol 
or  according  to  reality.  I  have  every 
sympathy  withJAe  purpose  of  those  who 
have  sponsored  this  amendment  to  make 
a  substantial  cut  in  the  nondefense, 
nonessential  expenditures  of  the  Federal 
Government.  As  a  member  of  one  of  the 
subcommittees  which  handled  one  of  the 
largest  chapters  in  this  bill,  I  want  the 
Senate  to  know  that  the  committee  in 
charge  of  that  bill  diligently  sought  to 
reduce  expenditures  to  a  minimum.  I 
know  that  the  same  thing  was  done  by 
other  subcommittees.  Substantial  re¬ 
ductions  were  made.  But  it  seems  to  be 
difficult  for  Senators  to  make  up  their 
minds  that  it  is  impossible  to  legislate 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  upon  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  such  great  complexity  as  appro¬ 
priations.  When  the  predecessor  of  this 
amendment  was  presented  in  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  on  the  very  first 
day  of  its  consideration,  when  I  first 
read  it,  I  saw  gaping  holes  in  the  amend¬ 
ment,  through  which,  in  the  term  so 
familiar  to  us  all,  it  would  be  possible  to 
drive  a  coach  and  four.  I  pointed  out 
that  there  was  no  exemption  for  the  Post 
Office  Department,  and  that  it  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  for  a  10 -percent 
decrease  of  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
expended  for  the  transportation  of 
things.  That  necessarily  meant  the 
portation  of  mail.  The  sponsors  of  the 
amendment  say  that  it  was  a  valid  criti¬ 
cism.  It  does  not  appear - 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  does  not  appear  in  this 
amendment? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  It  does  not  appear 
in  this  amendment.  I  raised  the  ques¬ 
tion  about  the  application  of  this  cut  to 
strategic  and  critical  materials.  It  was 
not  in  the  old  amendment.  There  is  an 
exemption  in  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  have  but  5  min¬ 
utes.  Let  me  proceed. 

So  it  went,  Mr.  President.  Every 
criticism  which  I  made  very  briefly, 
within  scarcely  5  minutes  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  was  met,  but  I  had  not  begun  to 
point  out  the  loopholes  in  the  amend¬ 
ment.  This  amendment,  although,  it 
has  been  labored  over,  still  contains 
loopholes  which  will  injure  the  defense 
program  if  the  Senate  agrees  to  it.  For 
example,  on  page  3,  it  undertakes  to 
exempt  trust  funds.  It  should  read  “ap¬ 
propriations  for  trust  funds.” 

In  the  next  paragraph  it  deals  with 
funds  for  Government  corporations,  ex¬ 
cluding  those  made  available  in  the  act 
for  administrative  expenses.  It  should 
say  “appropriations  for  funds.” 


11891 

Then  there  is  an  exemption  which 
does  not  exempt  administrative  ex¬ 
penses.  It  deals  with  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  for  example,  which  re¬ 
ceives  an  appropriation  for  its  adminis¬ 
trative  proceedings,  and  which  does  not 
operate  on  a  single  dollar  of  public 
funds,  because  every  penny  is  repaid. 
The  Farm  Credit  Administration  con¬ 
tributes  three  or  four  million  dollars  an¬ 
nually  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States.  It  will  be  vitally  necessary,  in 
case  of  a  great  war,  to  maintain  our  live¬ 
stock. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  was  concerned  about  the  fail¬ 
ure  to  exempt  meat  inspection.  How 
can  we  handle  our  meat  program? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
still  concerned. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Of  course  the 
Senator  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  way  I  want  to 
handle  it  is  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
agriculture  chapter. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  Senator  will 
pardon  me,  but  I  cannot  yield. 

These  illustrations  are  indicative  of 
the  loopholes  in  this  amendment,  Mr. 
President. 

I  want  to  invite  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion — 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  HUNT  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  have  made  it  clear  that  I  do  not 
like  the  meat-ax  approach  to  reducing 
expenditures.  That  is  why  I  have  been 
trying  to  cut  appropriations  item  by 
item  so  that  cuts  would  be  made  by  Con¬ 
gress  itself  on  those  items  which  should 
be  reduced.  After  making  little  head¬ 
way  on  68  individual  proposals  for  re¬ 
ductions,  I  resorted  to  a  general  amend¬ 
ment  which  although  it  did  not  hit  in¬ 
dividual  items,  did  specify  the  areas 
where  the  cuts  were  to  be  made  so  that 
Congress  would  not  be  completely  abdi¬ 
cating  its  power  of  appropriating.  I  did 
not  assert  that  the  amendment  was  per¬ 
fect.  Any  proposal  for  a  general  cut 
has  flaws.  ‘  But  the  reductions  would 
have  been  made.  However,  I  could  not 
get  the  necessary  support,  even  to  get 
a  roll  call. 

It  may  have  appeared  that  there  was 
competition  between  my  general  amend¬ 
ment  calling  for  a  reduction  of  $1,000,- 
000,000  from  selected  areas  and  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment  calling  for  a 
10-percent  cut  amounting  to  an  esti¬ 
mated  $525,000,000.  It  is  true  that  I 
wanted  to  vote  on  my  amendment  first 
because  I  thought  it  was  a  better  method 
but,  in  the  final  analysis,  the  important 
thing  is  to  make  the  reductions  so  that 
we  can  keep  down  inflation  and  release 
manpower  and  resources  for  the  defense 
effort.  Therefore,  I  want  to  give  my 
wholehearted  support  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment.  While  I  shall  not 
offer  other  amendments,  this  is  our  last 
opportunity  to  make  a  major  reduction 
and  we  must  not  let  it  pass  us  by. 

The  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  may  be 
a  meat  ax,  but  it  will  make  reductions 
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and  since  my  previous  efforts  have  not 
been  successful,  I  hope  we  can  pass  it. 
It  has  an  excellent  chance.  It  has  a 
great  deal  of  support  whereas  my  efforts 
apparently  had  little.  Therefore,  I  ask 
those  senators  who  have  so  graciously 
supported  me  to  support  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  as  well.  If  we  pool 
our  strength  we  can  get  these  reductions, 
and  I  certainly  hope  that  partisanship 
will  not  enter  into  the  drum  on  this 
issue. 

We  all  know  of  the  great  need  for 
economy  in  nonessential  expenditures. 
Let  us  follow  this  up  and  show  the  coun¬ 
try  that  we  are  aware  of  this  need  by 
passing  this  amendment  reducing  these 
funds  by  $525,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it  had 
been  my  purpose  to  support  this  amend¬ 
ment,  but  since  the  Senate  has  seen  fit 
to  make  fish  of  one  appropriation  and 
fowl  of  another,  I  shall  vote  against  it. 
Having  some  responsibility  as  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  which  handles 
the  agricultural  appropriations,  I  wish  to 
refer  briefly  to  the  effect  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  upon  agricultural  appropriations. 

The  subcommittee  and  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  reduced  the  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  approxi¬ 
mately  $30,000,000.  This  amendment 
would  reduce  them  $65,000,000. 

I  have  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  in  which  he  points  out  that 
if  this  10  percent  cut  is  applied  across  the 
board  it  will  mean  a  reduction  of  346 
meat  inspectors  and  will  seriously  cur¬ 
tail  the  program  of  meat  inspection.  He 
further  says  that  it  would  ruin  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration;  that  it 
would  restrict  the  rural  telephone  pro¬ 
gram  and  would  make  it  impossible  to 
give  the  minimum  attention  required  to 
safeguard  the  Government’s  interest  in 
$2,200,000,000  worth  of  loans.  It  would 
level  a  great  blow  at  the  operations  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  would 
deny  technical  assistance  to  from  150  to 
180  soil  conservation  districts,  as  well  as 
reducing  technical  assistance  in  250 
other  districts. 

If  the  amendment  were  applied  across 
the  board  it  would  reduce  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  National  Forest  Service  by 
approximately  $3,000,000.  According  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  there 
have  been  more  fires  this  season  than 
ever  before.  We  all  know  there  is  a  great 
need  for  protection  of  our  forest  re¬ 
sources  because  of  the  fact  that  they  are 
shrinking,  due  to  the  unparalleled  and 
unprecedented  demand  made  upon  them 
during  the  past  10  years. 

Those  are  only  a  few  of  the  items,  Mr. 
President,  in  the  agricultural  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  which  are  pointed  out  by  the 
Secretary,  in  connection  with  which  very 
dire  consequences  would  be  visited  upon 
our  domestic  economy. 

I  am  not  any  expert  on  the  Scriptures, 
Mr.  President,  but  I  remember  some¬ 
thing  is  said  in  the  Bible  to  the  effect 
that  he  who  does  not  look  after  his  own 
household  is  worse  than  an  infidel. 

We  have  now  seen  fit  to  eliminate  the 
ECA  from  any  reduction  whatever.  I 
cannot  go  along  with  the  proposition  of 
drastically  reducing  appropriations 
which  are  so  important  to  the  national 


welfare  as  are  those  which  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  and  I  could  point  out  others  in 
the  bill. 

I  assert  without  any  fear  of  successful 
contradiction  that  $1  spent  on  the  na¬ 
tional  forests  of  the  United  States  means 
more  to  the  free  peoples  of  this  earth 
than  would  $7  spent  for  the  ECA. 

I  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
health  of  the  American  people,  protected 
through  a  meat-inspection  program,  is 
as  important  as  is  the  health  program 
in  other  lands  so  eloquently  outlined  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  Humphrey].  We  are  preserv¬ 
ing  and  protecting  otir  natural  resources 
and  carrying  on  a  research  program 
which  will  be  crippled  if  this  10 -percent 
reduction  is  agreed  to.  That  program  is 
infinitely  important  not  only  to  the 
American  people,  but  to  freemen  every¬ 
where. 

Mr.  President,  we  always  help  the 
other  nations  of  the  earth,  but  in  the  last 
analysis  here  in  America  is  the  last  cita¬ 
del  of  freedom.  These  appropriations 
deal  with  the  resources  of  America  and 
our  ability  to  protect  and  defend  our¬ 
selves  from  the  forces  of  aggression 
which  threaten  us  at’  this  very  hour. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  reason  that  this 
so-called  economy  drive  has  at  least  half 
collapsed,  I  shall  not  cast  a  discrimina¬ 
tory  vote  to  reduce  appropriations  with¬ 
in  the  United  States  when  no  reduction 
whatever  is  being  made  in  the  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  foreign  economic  admin¬ 
istration. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
subcommittee  headed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  has  done  a  wonderful  work 
on  this  sector  or  chapter  of  the  bill.  I 
hardly  know  whether  to  call  it  a  sector 
or  a  chapter,  under  the  new  method  of 
dividing  up  appropriations,  but  what¬ 
ever  it  may  be  called,  the  committee  has 
done  a  splendid  work.  I  endorse  every¬ 
thing  the  Senator  has  said,  and  I  hope 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  will  not 
agree  to  this  amendment. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  May  I  offer  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
and  speak  on  it  for  5  minutes? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
may  offer  an  amendment  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  either  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  or  by  way  of  a  substitute  for  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  desire  to  do  that 
at  the  appropriate  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the 
Senator  gets  the  floor  is  the  appropriate 
time  to  do  it. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  May  I  be  recog¬ 
nized  now  for  that  purpose? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
recognized  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Lucas]  before  he  asked  the  Senator  to 
state  his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  and  desire 
to  make  what  I  believe  to  be  some  perti¬ 
nent  observations  which  have  not  been 


brought  out  in  any  of  the  debates  I  have 
listened  to  since  the  pending  measure 
has  been  before  the  Senate. 

I  do  not  know  why  it  is  necessary  to  go 
into  the  Department  of  Justice,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  and  Department  of 
Commerce  and  trim  down  their  person¬ 
nel.  If  it  is  fair  to  do  it  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  why  is  it 
not  fair  to  do  it  in  the  legislative 
branch?  Why  do  we  in  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  decreasing  our  personnel  10  per¬ 
cent,  increase  the  appropriation?  Last 
year  the  appropriation  for  the  Senate 
alone  was  $12,013,000.  This  year  the 
figure  is  $12,422,000,  or  an  increase  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $410,000  for  personnel  in  the 
Senate  and  for  things  that  have  to  be 
done  in  the  way  of  paying  for  telegrams, 
telephone  calls,  and  so  forth.  Yet  no 
one  in  this  economy  group,  who  are  so 
strong  for  cutting  everything  in  the  ex-  , 
ecutive  branch  of  the  Government  has 
done  a  single  thing  to  see  to  at  that 
something  along  the  same  line  is  done  in 
our  own  house. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  mak¬ 
ing  rather  an  extensive  statement  when 
he  says  not  a  single  thing  has  been  done. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  yield  for  a  speech.  The  record 
speaks  for  itself. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Last  year  we  appropri¬ 
ated  $12,013,000.  This  year  we  intend 
to  appropriate  $12,422,000.  For  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  we  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  $2,626,- 
113.  For  the  fiscal  year  1950  we  appro¬ 
priated  $2,755,000.04,  or  an  increase  of 
approximately  $125,000.  Mr.  President, 
so  far  this  year  we  have  resolutions  for 
investigations  alone  calling  for  $1,200,- 
000.  Yet  only  $832,000  has  been  appro¬ 
priated  in  the  appropriation  bill  for  that 
kind  of  work.  We  shall  be  forced  to 
have  another  deficiency  bill.  The  dis¬ 
bursing  officer  tells  me  that  this  year  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  alone  will 
require  at  least  $3,000,000.  That  is  an 
increase  over  last  year  of  approximately 
$400,000.  Apparently  we  in  the  Senate 
are  not  willing  to  apply  the  meat  ax 
on  our  own  people  in  order  to  decrease 
the  personnel  of  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate,  but  we  are  willing  to  apply  it  to  the 
executive  branch.  Of  -course  not  very 
much  is  involved,  but  the  principle  is 
exactly  the  same.  We  ought  to  do  it  in 
the  judiciary  and  the  legislative  branches 
if  we  are  to  do  it  in  the  executive  branch. 
If  we  are  to  reduce  appropriations  in  one, 
we  should  do  it  in  all. 4  That  is  the  point 
I  am  making. 

Those  who  are  so  strong  for  economy 
did  not  examine  the  Senate  cut  and  offer 
to  economize.  If  10  percent  is  good  for 
the  executive,  it  should  be  good  for  the 
legislative  and  judiciary.  That  is  some¬ 
thing  that  someone  will  have  to  answer 
for.  Somebody  ought  to  talk  about  it. 

I  am  certain  the  country  would  be  in¬ 
terested  in  knowing  why  the  legislative 
branch  was  excluded. 

Mr.  O’MAI-IONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  forward  an  amendment  in  the  na- 
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ture  of  a  substitute  and  ask  that  the 
clerk  read  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  said 
amendment,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

CHAPTER  X-A - AUTHORIZATION  TO  STUDY  AND 

REPORT  ON  RESCISSIONS  OF  APPROPRIATIONS 

AND  CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec.  1001.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  and  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  acting  jointly,  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  of  said  commit¬ 
tees,  are  authorized  and  directed  to  make  a 
full  and  complete  study  of  each  appropria¬ 
tion,  reapprcpriation,  and  contract  author¬ 
ization  or  reauthorization,  made  by  this  act 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  or 
made  by  any  other  act  and  available  for  ex¬ 
penditure  or  obligation  during  such  fiscal 
year,  to  any  department  or  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (in¬ 
cluding  funds  of  Government  corporations 
authorized  by  this  or  any  other  act  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses),  with  a  view  to  mak¬ 
ing  such  rescissions  in  nondefense  spending 
as  may  be  possible  without  impairing  effec¬ 
tive  and  efficient  operation  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Sec.  1CC2.  The  said  committees  shall  re¬ 
port  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  House  the  re¬ 
sults  of  its  study,  together  with  such  recom¬ 
mendations  as  they  may  deem  desirable,  not 
later  than  August  31,  1951. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  the 
amendment  is  not  in  order  to  X-A.  It 
would  be  in  order  to  section  1114. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  The  amendment 
is  offered  to  chapter  XI. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  the  Sena¬ 
tor  offering  the  amendment  at  the  same 
place  as  the  pending  amendment? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  take  the 
place  of  the  language  of  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Then  it  is 
in  order.  The  Senator  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
this  amendment  is  very  plain  in  its  terms. 
It  is  a  direction  to  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  which  has  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  examining  the  evidence  and  the 
facts,  to  go  over  all  these  appropriations 
and  to  report  back  to  the  Senate  and 
House  by  the  end  of  the  month  recom¬ 
mendations  for  the  rescission  of  non¬ 
defense  expenditures.  Mr.  President,  I 
say  that  is  essential,  because  by  the  other 
amendment,  for  which  this  is  a  sub¬ 
stitute,  we  would  seriously  injure  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  United  States. 

One  of  the  agencies  for  which  appro¬ 
priation  is  made  in  the  bill  is  the  General 
Services  Administration.  The  agency 
was  established  by  act  of  Congress  in 
1949  for  the  express  purpose  of  providing 
the  Federal  Government  with  econom¬ 
ical,  efficient,  and  effective  management 
of  the  Government’s  personal  property, 
real  property,  and  records.  The  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  was  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Hoover  Commission.  I 
want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  Members 
of  the  Senate  that  it  has  the  custody 
of  the  66  reserve  plants  of  the  Nation.  I 
have  in  my  hand  the  list  showing  the 
location  of  these  66  plants,  which  would 


be  needed  in  our  national  defense.  The 
so-called  Byrd-Bridges  amendment 
would  impair  the  ability  of  the  General 
Services  Administratoin  to  handle  those 
defense  plants.  It  would  cut  millions  of 
dollars  and  hundreds  of  persons  from  the 
necessary  operation  of  providing  for  this 
national  industrial  reserve.  This  list 
contains  not  only  66  industrial  plants. 
It  contains  14,000  tons  of  machine  tools. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  there  is  the  war¬ 
time  Civilian  Disaster  Relief  Planning, 
under  which  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  works  with  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board.  With  the 
broad-ax  method  of  a  fiat  10  percent  cut 
we  would  impair  the  essential  activities 
of  the  National  Security  Resources 
Board  at  a  time  when  in  a  day  or  two 
we  shall  turn  around  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  appropriations. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  to  march  up  the 
hill  and  then  march  right  down  the  hill? 
Let  us  cut  the  nonessential,  nondefense 
appropriation,  but  let  us  not  take  the 
risk  of  cutting  defense  appropriations,  as 
it  is  clear  we  would  be  doing.  Let  us 
consider  the  problem  of  the  strategic  re¬ 
location  activity  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  which  is  carried  on  by  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board  and  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration. 

Mr.  President,  as  was  pointed  out  in 
my  statement  a  moment  ago,  when  the 
Byrd-Bridges  proposal  was  considered 
in  the  Senate  committee,  we  pointed  out 
the  loopholes  and  the  errors  that  were 
being  made.  The  few  I  mentioned 
there  were  corrected.  Here  I  mention 
others.  If  there  were  not  a  limitation 
of  time,  I  could  go  through  this  amend¬ 
ment  line  by  line  and  show  that  the  re¬ 
sult  of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
would  be  seriously  to  impair  the  capacity 
of  the  Government  to  function  at  a  time 
when  we  need  its  most  efficient  opera¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  President,  I  trust  that  the  sub¬ 
stitute  which  I  have  offered  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  Senate.  Again  I  say,  I 
have  here  in  my  hand  the  list  of  the  65 
industrial  plants  which  are  in  the 
custody  of  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration,  the  care  of  which  will  be 
seriously  impaired  unless  the  substitute 
is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
know  where  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
got  his  figures.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
General  Services  Administration  appro¬ 
priations  totaling  $782,000,000  are  ex¬ 
empted  in  this  cut. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  referred  to  the 
appropriation  for  carrying  on  the 
Strategic  Materials  Stockpiling  Act. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Six  hundred  and  five 
million  dollars  for  the  strategic  ma¬ 
terials,  and  $175,000,000  in  addition  to 
th'at,  are  exempted  in  the  particular 
agency  referred  to. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  the  buildings  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  referred  would  be  ex¬ 
empted  because  they  come  under  the 
$10,500,000,000  to  finance  the  war  effort, 
and  the  Administration  would  have 
absolute  power  under  that  to  take  over 
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the  buildings  for  the  necessary  manu¬ 
facturing  of  war  materials? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Any  building  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  prior  obligations  are  made,  is 
exempted.  There  is  a  number  of  build¬ 
ings.  There  is  the  office  building  in 
Nashville,  Tenn.  Some  of  the  funds  for 
that  are  exempted.  There  is  a  partial 
exemption  for  the  Alaska  public  works 
item.  There  is  exemptions  for  the  de¬ 
fense  planning  for  Federal  public  works, 
to  the  extent  of  $14,000,000.  There  are 
partial  exemptions  for  water-pollution 
plants,  and  so  forth.  When  the  Senator 
talks  about  millions  and  hundreds  of 
millions,  he  has  overlooked  the  fact  that 
$782,000,000  in  this  particular  agency  is 
exempt. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
strongly  hope  that  the  Senate  will  vote 
down  the  substitute  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming,  and  will 
then  adopt  the  so-called  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

First  answering  the  point  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  I  call  his  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  the  Senate  is  in 
excellent  position  to  require  that  these 
civilian  agencies  shall  make  a  reduction 
of  their  expenses.  The  only  substantial 
cut  in  the  appropriation  bill  which  has 
been  made  in  the  weeks  of  debate  on  the 
bill  has  been  the  cutting  off  of  the  $10,- 
000,000  appropriation  which  was  de¬ 
signed  to  start  a  new  Senate  office  build¬ 
ing,  very  badly  needed  by  Senators  and 
their  staffs  and  the  Senate  committees. 

In  the  next  place,  I  remind  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  that  just  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  salary  and  the  salaries  of  his 
staff  and  assistants  are  exempted  frcm 
the  cut  because  they  are  a  war  agency, 
as  well  as  a  peace  agency,  and  their  ef¬ 
forts  are  largely  increased  in  time  of 
war,  so  in  the  case  of  the  legislative  staffs 
and  the  legislative  expenses.  I  do  not 
have  to  tell  every  Senator  here,  because 
he  knows  already,  that  his  mail  has  been 
greatly  increased,  that  his  efforts  are 
greatly  spread  out,  and  that  war  has 
brought  upon  him  added  duties,  instead 
of  lessened  duties,  whereas' ip  the  case 
of  the  civilian  agencies,  the  opposite  is 
the  case. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  can  not  yield  just 
now,  to  my  regret.  I  have  only  five 
minutes. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  acid  test. 
We  have  not  made  any  real  reductions. 
The  House  voted  over  a  billion- dollar  re¬ 
duction  in  time  of  peace.  Shall  we,  the 
Senate,  be  blind  to  the  fact  that  war  has 
come,  that  these  civilian  agencies  should 
make  some  contribution  by  way  of  great¬ 
er  economy,  as  we  face  the  difficult  test, 
the  supreme  test,  which  lies  ahead  of  our 
Nation? 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  the  last  chance  we  are  going  to  have 
to  indicate  to  the  public  whether  we  rec¬ 
ognize  the  fact  that  this  Nation  is  at 
war,  and  that  the  same  philosophy  and 
logic  and  reasoning  which  very  properly 
v/ere  applied  by  our  able  committee,  our 
devoted  committee,  in  drafting  the 
pending  bill,  shoul  ’  not  be  applied  now. 
They  drew  the  bill  in  time  of  peace.  We 
are  passing  the  bill  in  time  of  war. 
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Mr.  President,  I  think  we  would  make 
a  tragic  mistake  if  we  gave  rise  to  a 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  the 
country  that  we  think  no  real  effort  to¬ 
ward  economy  should  be  made.  It  is  not 
a  big  effort,  cutting  out  $525,000,000,  but 
it  will  show  that  we  do  recognize  that 
there  is  a  changed  situation  which  re¬ 
quires  a  changed  approach,  and  that  we 
propose  to  attempt  to  economize  as  we 
tighten  our  belts  and  face  the  difficult 
days  ahead. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
a  statement  with  regard  to  the  pending 
amendment  which  I  should  like  to  have 
inserted  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Butler’s 
statement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  it  should  be  made 
crystal  clear  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
language  of  the  so-called  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment,  which  I  have  joined  in  sponsor¬ 
ing,  that  requires  a  reduction  in  personnel 
in  any  specific  office,  division,  or  bureau 
within  any  one  of  the  departments. 

I  am  particularly  concerned  about  the 
lay-off  notices  which  have  been  given  to  sev¬ 
eral  hundred  meat  inspectors,  apparently  in 
anticipation  of  a  possible  reduction  in  the 
general  appropriations  covering  the  whole 
Government.  There  was  absolutely  no  ne¬ 
cessity  for  such  a  reduction,  and,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  it  was  ridiculous  to  single  out  this 
small,  highly  essential  service  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  the  reductions  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  I  refuse  to  believe,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  that  there  is  no  other  place  within 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  where  an 
equivalent  saving  could  be  made  without 
hampering  any  vital  service. 

The  meat-inspection  service  is  essential  if 
packing  plants  are  to  continue  to  process 
livestock  under  present  law.  If  the  inspector 
is  not  there,  then  the  packing  plant  must 
close  down.  I  believe  it  should  be  fully 
understood  that  Congress  intended  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  to  use  his  discretion, 
to  make  adjustments  and  transfers  between 
such  appropriations,  so  as  to  protect  the 
really  essential  functions  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  about  5  minutes.  I  have  not 
used  any  time  on  the  bill  so  far. 

I  intend  to  vote  for  an  amendment 
which  does  not  have  my  unqualified  ap¬ 
proval.  I  think  this  means  of  forcing 
economy  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  is  an  outright  evasion  of 
responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  I  believe  that  in  delegating  cer¬ 
tain  appropriating  powers,  or  the  power 
to  vary  appropriations  to  the  executive 
branch,  entails  a  good  deal  of  risk,  and 
is  something  we  should  be  slow  to  start. 
Nevertheless,  I  am  unable  to  see  that 
there  is  any  other  way  of  forcing  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  to 
cooperate  with  the  legislative  branch  in 
an  effort  to  effect  some  measure  of  econ¬ 
omy  in  appropriations  which  we  are 
making. 

There  are  enough  unwarranted  ap¬ 
propriations  in  the  pending  bill  which 
we  are  considering  to  amount  to  more 
than  the  10  percent  which  it  is  proposed 
to  cut  from  certain  departments.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  if  we  had  done  as  we  should 
have  done,  we  would  have  stricken  out 
the  appropriations  which  are  completely 
unwarranted;  but  we  have  not  done  that. 

I  do  not  believe  that  a  cut  across  the 


board,  even  though  it  affects  only  a  few 
departments,  is  the  right  way  to  handle 
the  situation.  Nevertheless,  I  do  not  see 
any  other  way  under  the  sun  by  which 
we  can  require  economy  within  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  of  the  Government,  or 
certain  agencies  in  it,  at  this  time  unless 
we  take  some  strict  measures,  whether 
we  like  them  or  not. 

Mr.  President,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
the  head  of  at  least  one  agency  has  in¬ 
dicated  that  if  he  is  required  to  cut  at 
all,  he  is  going  to  cut  where  it  hurts 
most — and  I  presume  that  applies  to 
more  than  one  agency  head — I  think  we 
should  vote  for  the  amendment,  and 
then,  if  it  turns  out  that  the  Congress 
has  done  an  injustice  to  certain  de¬ 
partments,  if  after  doing  the  best  they 
can,  they  are  still  unable  to  operate  in 
an  efficient  manner,  we  will  still  have 
a  chance  to  make  supplementary  appro¬ 
priations  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  vote  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Eridges]  be¬ 
cause  I  see  no  other  way  whereby  we 
can  force  this  matter  to  a  conclusion, 
and  get  some  showdown  on  careful 
spending  with  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government. 

I  was  simply  amazed  when  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  less  than  2  weeks  ago,  sent  a  spe¬ 
cial  message  to  the  Congress  asking  for 
authority  to  begin  several  brand  new 
projects,  including  a  dam  in  Idaho 
where  there  had  been  no  dam  before, 
and  dams  here  and  there.  It  looked 
to  me  as  if  it  were  done  for  political 
purposes,  and  I  do  not  like  that  at  all. 
I  believe  some  departmeiit  could  well 
cut  out  spending  for  political  purposes 
and  propaganda.  We  cannot  expect  to 
spend  as  much  as  we  would  like  for 
peacetime  projects  while  there  is  a  war 
on.  The  executive  departments  should 
give  us  full  cooperation  in  reducing  ap¬ 
propriations  to  a  feasible  minimum.  If 
they  are  unwilling  to  do  this,  we  have 
no  other  recourse  than  to  force  economy 
in  nonessential  programs  by  reducing 
appropriations. 

Mr.  CAPEHART,  Mr.  HAYDEN,  Mr. 
WHERRY,  and  Mr.  CORDON  rose. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
recognizes  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order.  I  addressed  the  Chair, 
and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  did  not 
even  open  his  mouth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  that  he  is  behind  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  while  the  Chair  is  in 
front  of  him.  The  Chair  understood  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  to  address  the 

Mr.'  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order.  I  addressed  the  Chair, 
and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  did  not. 
I  notice  too  much  of  that  sort  of  thing 
going  on,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  whom  the  Chair 
had  recognized,  yield  temporarily  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  be  glad  to.  I 
did  not  know  that  the  Senator  from 


Indiana  was  on  his  feet,  but  I  will  agree 
with  everything  he  said,  except  that  for 
the  first  time  in  my  life  I  did  not  speak. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  the  rule  of  the  Senate  to  be 
that  the  Senator  who  rises  and  ad¬ 
dresses  the  Chair  first  is  the  one  who 
should  be  recognized.  I  may  be  wrong 
in  that,  but  that  is  my  understanding 
of  the  rule.  My  observation  here  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  several  months  or  a  couple 
of  years  has  been  that  that  rule  has 
not  been  observed  so  far  as  I  am  per¬ 
sonally  concerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  that  that  statement  is  not  true. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
want  to  say  that  I  do  not  yield  to  the 
Chair;  that  I  do  not  yield  for  an  obser¬ 
vation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has  made  it  just  the  same. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Chair  has  made 
it,  but  the  Chair  has  made  it  out  of 
order  so  far  as  I  am  personally  con¬ 
cerned,  because  it  has  happened  to  me 
on  any  number  of  occasions,  and  I  want 
the  Senate  to  know,  and  I  want  the 
Presiding  Officer  to  know  that  I  do  not 
particularly  appreciate  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana - 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  not  yielded  to  the  Chair  to  make 
an  observation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  say  to  the  Senator — and  he  will 
extend  his  time  long  enough  to  permit 
the  Chair  to  do  so — that  he  has  never 
knowingly  or  intentionally  ignored  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  or  any  other  Sen¬ 
ator.  Frequently  it  transpires  here  that 
a  number  of  Senators  rise  at  the  same 
time  and  address  the  Chair,  and  in  that 
case  the  Chair  certainly  has  discretion 
in  determining  which  one  he  will  recog¬ 
nize. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
agree  with  that,  but  in  this  particular 
instance  the  Senator  from  Indiana  rose 
and  addressed  the  Chair,  and  the  able 
Senator  from  Nebraska  did  not  address 
the  Chair.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
leave  that  observation  up  to  anyone  who 
was  on  the  floor. 

What  I  rose  for  was  to  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  the  United  States  Senate 
today  has  two  standards.  It  has  a 
standard  for  appropriating  money  for 
foreign  nations,  and  another  standard 
for  appropriating  money  for  its  own 
people.  I  have  observed  on  the  floor  of 
the  United  States  Senate  this  afternoon 
that  we  are  against  cutting  any  of  the 
appropriations  for  foreign  nations.  I  do 
not  know  how  others  feels  about  it,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  people  of  the  United 
States  particularly  appreciate  it. 

When  we  need  to  reduce  expenses  in 
this  country,  when  we  need  to  save 
money  because  we  are  at  war,  when  we 
are  asked  to  cut  all  appropriations 
straight  across  the  board,  I  can  see  ab¬ 
solutely  no  fairness  in  cutting  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  our  own  people  and  in¬ 
creasing  the  appropriations  we  make  for 
peoples  in  other  countries.  I  say  that  it 
is  a  dual  standard  in  the  Senate.  We 
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have  one  standard  for  foreigners  and 
another  standard  for  Americans. 

It  is  perfectly  all  right,  according  to 
Senators,  as  shown  by  their  votes,  to  re¬ 
duce  the  expenditures  for  our  own  do¬ 
mestic  concerns,  and  yet  it  is  absolutely 
wrong  to  do  the  same  thing  when  it 
comes  to  appropriations  for  foreign  na¬ 
tions.  That  does  not  make  sense  to  me. 
We  either  should  economize,  or  we 
should  not.  We  either  should  balance 
the  budget  and  raise  taxes  to  finance  this 
war,  or  we  should  not.  By  such  actions 
it  seems  to  me  we  make  ourselves  look 
silly  not  only  to  our  own  people,  but 
silly  to  the  peoples  in  other  parts  of  the 
world. 

Here  we  are  prosecuting  a  war.  We 
are  prosecuting  a  war.  We  are  getting 
ready  to  raise  taxes  by  from  $5,000,000,- 
000  to  $10,000,000,000,  which  we  should 
do.  Yet  we  set  up  two  standards  in  the 
United  States  Congress.  We  are  told, 
“You  dare  not  touch  an  appropriation 
the  money  from  which  is  to  be  used  by 
some  other  nation,”  and  at  the  same 
time  we  are  told  that  we  should  cut  the 
appropriations  for  our  own  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to  cut  ap¬ 
propriations  for  our  own  people.  My 
inclination  is  exactly  the  same  as  that 
of  the  able  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell].  I  do  not  like  such  ac¬ 
tion.  My  personal  inclination  is  to  say 
that  I  shall  vote  against  the  pending 
amendment,  but  I  am  not  going  to  do  so. 
I  am  not  going  to  vote  against  it.  But 
that  is  what  I  should  do.  I  repeat,  that 
is  what  I  should  do.  I  should  at  least 
treat  every  American  as  well  as  we  are 
treating  every  foreign  nation.  I  shall 
vote  for  the  amendment,  but  I  certainly 
want  the  Senate  to  know  that  I  do  not 
like  it,  and  I  am  certain  the  people  in 
the  State  of  Indiana  do  not  like  two 
standards.  I  am  certain  they  do  not, 
and  I  am  not  so  sure  that  that  is  not  true 
in  all  the  other  47  States. 

We  have  a  war  on  our  hands.  It  is  not 
a  police  action.  We  have  a  war.  We 
have  not  yet  seen  published  the  casual¬ 
ties,  the  names  of  the  boys  who  have 
been  lost  in  battle,  the  boys  who  have 
been  wounded,  the  boys  who  have  been 
killed.  We  have  a  war  on  our  hands, 
and  it  is  going  to  take  several  months 
even  to  win  this  Korean  war.  We  are 
going  to  need  a  great  deal  of  money.  We 
are  going  to  have  to  tighten  our  belts. 
But  the  United  States  Congress  says  to 
the  American  people,  “We  will  furnish 
all  the  materials,  all  the  money,’ all  the 
men  to  fight  this  war,”  and  then  we  say 
to  the  American  people,  “Tighten  up 
your  belts  now.  We  are  going  to  reduce 
the  amounts  for  your  highways  and 
roads  and  everything  else,  but  at  the 
same  time  we  are  going  to  increase  the 
appropriations  for  the  peoples  in  every 
other  country  in  the  world.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator - 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  Senator’s  last  statement - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  WI-IERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  cer¬ 
tainly  want  to  apologize  to  the 'Senator 
from  Indiana  if  he  feels  that  I  saw  him 
on  the  floor  and  wanted  to  gain  recog¬ 
nition  first. 


I  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  speak 
on  the  15-percent-cut  amendment,  and 
I  feel  that  the  facts  have  been  pretty 
well  presented  to  the  Senate.  Of  course, 
now  that  the  foreign-aid  part  of  the  bill 
is  not  touchable,  it  makes  necessary  more 
of  a  cut  in  our  own  domestic  economy. 
Those  who  are  interested  in  our  own  con¬ 
struction  projects  and  in  our  civil  func¬ 
tion,  which  have  been  reduced  8.6  per¬ 
cent,  and  the  Interior  Department  ap¬ 
propriation  which  has  been  reduced  al¬ 
most  a  like  amount,  and  in  other 
branches  of  the  Government  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  which  have  been  reduced 
considerably  below  the  estimates,  will 
find  that  the  cut  heretofore  made  will 
be  increased  by  10  percent.  I  think  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  ought  to  know 
that. 

I  agree  with  the  remarks  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart], 
I  have  already  expressed  myself.  The 
question  has  been  very  well  presented  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  McClellan]. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  we  take 
an  untenable  position  when  we  say,  as  I 
outlined  yesterday  on  the  Senate  floor, 
that  we  will  build  projects  everywhere 
around  the  globe,  and  yet  not  do  the 
same  thing  here  at  home.  The  Senate, 
however,  has  acted  on  that  proposition. 
The  Senate  has  made  its  decision.  Now 
what  can  we  do  with  what  is  left? 

I  should  like  to  say  briefly  that  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation  carried  in 
the  bill  is  $32,504,972,672.  Add  to  that 
the  increase  we  have  made  for  foreign 
aid  of  $85,000,000,  and  it  makes  the  fig¬ 
ure  $32,569,972,672.  If  we  add  to  that 
the  Spanish  loan  of  $100,000,000,  if  we 
add  to  that  the  contract  authority  car¬ 
ried  in  the  bill — and  to  me  contract  au¬ 
thority  is  just  the  same  as  cash  on  the 
barrel  head — if  we  add  to  that  $2,183,- 
336,000,  and  then  if  we  add  to  that  the 
$10,500,000,000  the  military  is  asking 
for — and  I  sat  in  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  know  that  every  Senator 
wants  to  back  up  the  military — and  if  we 
add  to  that  the  $1,200,000,000  that  has 
already  been  given  to  MAP,  and  then  if 
we  add  to  that  the  $4,000,000,000  more 
which  is  being  asked,  we  will  have  a  fig¬ 
ure  of  $50,553,308,000.  That  does  not 
take  into  consideration  the  supplemental 
appropriation  bills  and  the  deficiency 
bills  which  will  still  come  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  of  the  United  States. 

Think  of  it,  Mr.  President — $50,553,- 
308,000!  Yet  when  there  comes  before 
us  a  proposal  to  adopt  a  little  bit  of  an 
amendment  which  would  now  reduce 
these  appropriations,-  as  I  figure  the  pro¬ 
posal,  by  only  $552,000,000 — just  think 
of  it;  that  is  the  result  of  the  economy 
drive  which  was  started  way  back  last 
January  to  balance  the  budget — Sena¬ 
tors  oppose  making  such  a  small  reduc¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  SALTGN8TALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  I  have  time  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
said  that  additions  of  $10,500,000,000  and 
$4,000,000,000  have  been  made,  making 
$14,500,000,000  of  additional  requests  for 
appropriations.  However,  there  are  ad¬ 
ditional  costs  in  all  of  $16,649,000,000. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.  I  totaled  the  fig¬ 
ures  rather  hurriedly. 

So,  Mr.  President,  what  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  has  just  said  means 
we  must  add  practically  another  billion 
dollars  to  the  total  amount .  about  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

Senators  can  talk  all  night  about  these 
matters,  if  they  will ;  and  of  course,  every 
Senator  has  a  good  reason  to  urge  op¬ 
position  to  making  a  reduction  in  one 
item  or  another.  However,  the  commit¬ 
tee  worked  hours  and  hours  to  get  a 
formula  by  which  appropriations  could 
be  cut  straight  across  the  board,  and  by 
which  that  cut  could  be  made  with  the 
least  detrimental  impact. 

To  Senators  who  wish  to  vote  for 
economy  in  the  right  way,  I  say  here  is 
the  formula,  although  all  it  will  save, 
out  of  $51,000,000,000  of  appropriations, 
is  the  paltry  sum  of  $552,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  support 
that  amendment.  I  shall  continue  to 
support  a  proposal  for  a  10-percent  re¬ 
duction  of  appropriations;  and  if  that 
amendment  is  not  carried,  I  shall  vote 
for  any  other  amendment  providing  for 
reductions  in  appropriations,  as  I  have 
done  in  the  past.  I  certainly  think  that 
in  the  last  move  we  make  on  this  subject, 
we  should  deduct  at  least  $552,000,000 
from  a  grand  total  of  nearly  $51,000,- 
000,000  of  appropriations  which  now 
confront  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  said  that  we  are  now  engaged  in 
only  a  police  action.  If  that  is  so,  Mr. 
President,  what  will  our  situation  be 
when  we  have  a  real  four-alarm  war? 
Certainly  we  must  tighten  our  belts. 
Much  as  I  respect  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  I  hope  his  substitute  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  prevail,  and  that  at  least 
the  10-percent  reduction  will  be  made. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  substitute  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  to  the  so-called  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Appropriations  Committee  did  a  very 
good  piece  of  work.  Although  we  might 
like  to  make  further  reductions  in  the 
appropriations,  I,  for  one,  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  that  I  am  not 
willing  to  agree  to  make  reductions  in 
the  appropriations  for  a  single  Ameri¬ 
can — riot  a  penny’s  worth  of  reduction — 
so  long  as  we  do  not  make  reductions  in 
the  appropriations  for  the  foreign  pro¬ 
grams.  I  did  not  want  to  make  any  re¬ 
ductions  in  the  appropriations  for  the 
programs  abroad ;  but  neither  do  I  wish 
to  agree  to  make  reductions  in  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  a  single  American  at 
this  time.  That  may  be  considered  trea¬ 
son,  but  I  am  still  for  the  Stars  and 
Stripes,  rather  than  the  UN. 

We  might  as  well  face  the  stern  real¬ 
ities,  Mr.  President.  In  other  words, 
why  should  we  give  money  to  Europe  and 
to  Asia,  and  then  say  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  who  are  paying  the 
bill,  must  be  penalized  and  must  have 
cuts  made  in  the  appropriations  for  the 
programs  in  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  itself,  programs  which  our  people 
need? 
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So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  will  be  rejected  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  time. 

Senators  who  take  a  different  view  may 
think  they  are  correct;  Senators  may  be 
convinced  by  reports  in  the  newspapers 
and  on  the  radio  to  the  effect  that  it  is 
better  to  do  something  for  the  foreign 
programs.  However,  Mr.  President,  such 
a  view  is  a  mistaken  one,  for  in  the  final 
analysis  the  burden  must  be  borne  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  substitute  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  to  the  so-called  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
addressed  the  Chair  perhaps  12  times, 
but  I  seem  to  have  difficulty  in  obtain¬ 
ing  recognition  even  when  no  other  Sen¬ 
ator  is  addressing  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  as  a  so-called 
substitute  for  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment.  I  may  later  discuss  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  itself,  for  which  the 
O’Mahoney  amendment  is  offered  as  a 
substitute,  and  thereby  takes  10  minutes 
in  presenting  my  views.  However,  I  hope 
I  can  state  my  views  in  5  minutes. 

The  amendment  which  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  as 
a  substitute  for  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment  will  confer  on  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  no  authority  which 
that  committee  does  not  now  possess. 
The  substitute  would  be  utterly  idle  and 
futile,  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  it 
directs  a  reexamination;  to  that  extent, 
there  may  be  something  to  be  said  for 
the  so-called  O’Mahoney  substitute. 

However,  Mr.  President,  what  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  now  would  be 
directed  to  do  by  the  substitute  amend¬ 
ment,  the  committee  has  just  finished 
doing.  There  are  no  changes  in  the 
situation  so  far  as  the  items  in  this  bill 
are  concerned. 

Senators  say  a  war  has  intervened  and 
that  we  should  reexamine,  to  see  whether 
these  items  or  all  of  them  or  the  whole 
of  each  of  them  are  essential  to  the  war. 
Mr.  President,  if  there  is  in  this  bill  a 
provision  for  a  dollar  that  is  essential  to 
the  economy  of  the  United  States,  to  that 
extent  it  can  be  said  to  be  essential  to 
the  war  effort,  to  the  national  security. 
So,  in  that  respect,  we  are  simply  playing 
with  words. 

Ninety-five  percent  of  the  items  in  this 
bill,  other  than  those  in  the  chapter  de¬ 
voted  to  the  national  defense,  are  items 
which  have  been  recurring  over  and  over 
and  over  again,  through  all  the  years; 
and  there  is  not  a  member  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  who  is  not  en¬ 
tirely  familiar  with  all  of  them. 

The  committee  did  the  best  it  could. 
I  have  previously  stated  on  this  floor 
that  I  think  this  is  the  best  bill  which 
has  ever  come  from  the  Appropriations 
Committee  since  I  have  known  it.  I  re¬ 
peat  that  statement. 

However,  Mr.  President,  in  the  time 
given  to  this  matter  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  and  available  to  the 
committee  for  that  purpose,  and  in  view 
of  the  limited  staff  which  can  be  made 


available  to  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  the  kind  of  job  the  people  of  the 
United  States  have  a  right  to  have  done 
on  this  subject  cannot  be  done,  and  it 
will  not  be  done  if  the  substitute  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted  and  if  the  committee 
is  directed  to  re-do  the  same  thing  by 
the  31st  of  August.  Such  a  direction 
would  be  a  direction  to  do  a  vain  thing, 
and  it  would  be  wasting  our  time. 

Let  us  go  directly  to  the  point,  Mr. 
President.  Either  we  want  economy  or 
we  do  not  want  it.  If  we  do  want  econ¬ 
omy,  here  is  a  method  of  getting  it — 
namely,  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment. 

I  say  that  in  my  opinion  the  me¬ 
chanics  of  this  bill  cannot  be  improved 
upon.  The  mechanics  incorporated  in 
this  bill  represent  the  best  thinking  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  either  of  those  agencies 
recommends  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment;  of  course,  I  do  not  know  of  any 
executive  department  or  agency  which 
wants  any  reductions  made  in  its  appro¬ 
priations.  But  those  two  agencies  did 
work — and  they  worked  faithfully  to¬ 
gether,  in  cooperation  with  the  members 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee — to 
evolve  a  practicable  working  arrange¬ 
ment. 

Of  course,  we  shall  hear  criticism  of 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  to  the 
effect  that  if  it  is  adopted  discretion 
must  be  vested  in  the  President  and  in 
the  executive  agencies  to  make  the  neces¬ 
sary  transfers,  and  so  forth,  and  so  on. 
However,  the  same  Senators  who  will 
voice  that  criticism  with  reference  to 
the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  will  be 
heard  within  the  next  few  days  on  this 
floor  asking  the  Congress  to  give  to  the 
President  unlimited  dictatorial  authority 
in  every  other  field  under  the  sun. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  once  in  a  while 
try  to  be  logical. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  so-called 
O’Mahoney  substitute  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  endorse  what  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  said.  He  and  I  and  some 
of  the  other  members  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  worked  on  this  bill  for 
months.  In  the  committee  we  voted  for 
the  cuts  which  have  thus  far  been  made 
by  the  Senate,  and  in  the  committee  we 
also  voted  for  some  cuts  which  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  not  seen  fit  to  make.  Certainly 
it  would  be  an  absolute  futility  to  send 
the  bill  back  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  We  now  have  reached  the  point 
where  the  Senate  must  vote  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  it  wishes  to  impose, 
according  to  a  formula  which  we  have 
been  assured  is  workable,  an  additional 
10-percent  cut  on  nondefense  items. 

Personally,  much  as  I  regret  to  dis¬ 
agree  with  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  I  hope  the 
substitute  will  not  be  approved,  and  I 
hope  the  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  will 
be  approved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  so-called  O’Mahoney  sub¬ 
stitute  for  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
“noes”  seem  to  have  it. 


.  Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  request  a  di¬ 
vision. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  a  division  is  re¬ 
quested,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Ben¬ 
ton],  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefatjver]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  of¬ 
ficial  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present 
and  voting  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each  vote 
“nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  25, 
nays  60,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 25 


Anderson 

Kerr 

Murray 

Fulbright 

Kilgore 

Myers 

Graham 

Langer 

Neely 

Hayden 

Lehman 

O’Mahoney 

Hill 

Lucas 

Pepper 

Humphrey 

McCarran 

Russell 

Hunt 

McFarland 

Sparkman 

Johnson,  Tex.  McMahon 

Johnston,  S. 

C.  Maybank 

NAYS— 60 

Aiken 

Frear 

Martin 

Brewster 

George 

Millikin 

Bricker 

Gillette 

Morse 

Bridges 

Green 

Mundt 

Butler 

Gurney 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Hickenlooper 

Saltonstall 

Chapman 

Hoey 

Schoeppel 

Chavez 

Holland 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Ives 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Stennis 

Darby 

Kem 

Taft 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Douglas 

Leahy 

Thye 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Tydings 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Watkins 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Wherry 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Flanders 

Malone 

Young 

NOT  VOTING— 

-11 

Benton 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Cain 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Taylor 

Withers 

Jenner 

Thomas,  Okla. 

So  Mr.  O ’Mahoney’s  amendment  to 
the  so-called  Byrd-Bridges  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  BRIDGES  and  other  Senators  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 
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The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey!  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote 
“nay”  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner]  would  each  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  .  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  would  vote  “yea”  and  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  55, 


nays  31, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 55 

Aiken 

George 

Martin 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Millikin 

Bricker 

Gurney 

Morse 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

Mundt 

Butler 

Hickenlooper 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Holland 

Saltonstall 

Chapman 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  Maine 

Darby 

Johnson,  Tex. 

'Smith,  N.  J. 

Donnell 

Kem 

Taft 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Thye 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Tydings 

Eastland 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Wiley 

Flanders 

McMahon 

Williams 

Frear 

Magnuson 

Fulbright 

Malone 

NAYS— 31 

Anderson 

Kerr 

Neely 

Chavez 

Kilgore 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

-  Langer 

Pepper 

Ellender 

Leahy 

Russell 

Graham 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Green 

Lucas 

Stennis 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hill 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Utah 

Humphrey 

Maybank 

Young 

Hunt 

Murraiy 

Johnston, 

S.  C.  Myers 

NOT  VOTING— 

10 

Benton 

Kefauver 

Vandenberg 

Cain 

Long 

Withers 

Downey 

Taylor 

Jenner 

Tobey 

So  the  so-called  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  amended  amendment,  as  agreed 
to,  is  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
stricken  by  the  committee  amendment  on 
pages  476  and  477,  beginning  in  line  21  (sec. 
1114),  insert  the  following: 

“CHAPTER  X— 4 - GENERAL  REDUCTIONS  IN  AP¬ 

PROPRIATIONS  AND  CONTRACT  AUTHORIZA¬ 
TIONS 

“Sec.  1001.  Except  as  hereinafter  provided, 
each  appropriation,  reappropriation,  and 
contract  authorization  or  reauthorization, 
made  by  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 


June  30,  1951,  to  any  deartment  or  agency 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
(including  funds  of  Government  corpora¬ 
tions  authorized  by  this  act  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses),  is  hereby  reduced  by  10  per- 
centum. 

“Sec.  1002.  In  order  to  provide  for  the  most 
effective  use  of  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  reduced  by  this  chapter,  the 
head  of  each  department  and  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  adjustments  and  trans¬ 
fers  between  such  appropriations,  and  be¬ 
tween  such  contract  authorizations,  within 
his  department  or  agency;  but  no  such  ap¬ 
propriation  or  contract  authorization  shall 
be  increased  under  the  authority  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  an  amount  in  excess  of  that  provided 
in  other  chapters  of  this  act. 

“Sec.  1003.  The  reductions  provided  for 
in  this  chapter  shall  not  apply  to  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

“(a)  Title  II  of  chapter  IV;  chapter  X:  so 
much  of  title  I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  paragraphs  headed  ‘Economic 
Cooperation,’  ‘International  Children’s  Wel¬ 
fare  Work,’  and  'Mutual  Defense  Assistance;’ 
and  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Ma¬ 
terials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946; 

“(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter 
VIII  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  headings  ‘Compensation  of  the 
President,’  ‘The  White  House  Office,’  ‘Emer¬ 
gency  Fund  for  the  President,’  and  ‘Executive 
Mansion  and  Grounds;’ 

“(c)  Appropriations  and  contract  authori¬ 
zations  for  the  atomic  energy  program; 

“(d)  Trust  funds; 

“(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations 
excluding  those  made  available  in  t'his  act 

(1)  for  administrative  expenses  and  (2)  by 
appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury; 

“(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration)  for  furnishing  medi¬ 
cal  and  hospital  services  and  domiciliary  care, 
excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses  not 
directly  connected  with  the  operation  of  a 
specific  hospital,  dispensary,  or  clinic,  and 

(2)  expenses  for  employee  health  service 
programs; 

“(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior  ap¬ 
propriations  or  authorizations,  and  obligated 
balances  of  reappropriations; 

“(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by, 
receits; 

“(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  law  enforcement  agencies, 
including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion,'  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Services,  and  the  Secret 
Service;  or  for  the  payment  of  compensation 
and  expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  such  other 
officers  and  employees  of  other  agencies  whose 
duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelligence  op¬ 
erations  (including  funds  transferred  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act  of  June 
20,  1949;  63  Stat.  211)  or  to  the  investigation,, 
apprehension,  prosecution,  or  detention  of 
persons  suspected  or  convicted  of  offenses 
aeaingt  the  criminal  laws  of  the  United 
Spates; 

“(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program  of 
the  Veterans’  Administration,  excluding  (1) 
administrative  expenses  not  directly  con¬ 
nected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hos¬ 
pital,  dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and  (2) 
expenses  for  employee  health  service  pro¬ 
grams; 

"(k)  Amounts  provided  for  payments  to 
States  or  political  subdivisions  thereof; 

“(1)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment 
of  or  contributions  toward  pensions,  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  annuities  and  benefits, 
employees’  death  or  injury  benefits,  or  other 
items  of  a  similar  nature;  and 


“(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards, 
and  indemnities.” 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  that  there  is  another  committee 
amendment  to  be  acted  on  first.  Then 
the  Senator’s  amendment  will  be  in 
order. 

The  next  section  of  the  bill  is  section 
1114.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  477, 
after  line  22,  to  insert: 

Sec.  1114.  During  the  current  fiscal  year, 
no  part  of  any  money  appropriated  in  this 
or  any  other  act  shall  be  used  during  any 
quarter  of  such  fiscal  year  to  purchase  type¬ 
writing  machines  (except  bookkeeping  and 
billing  machines)  at  a  price  which  exceeds 
90  percent  of  the  lowest  net  cash  price,  plus 
applicable  Federal  excise  taxes,  accorded  the 
most-favored  customer  (other  than  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  American  National  Red  Cross, 
and  the  purchasers  of  typewriting  machines 
for  educational  purposes  only)  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  of  such  machines  during  the  6- 
month  period  immediately  preceding  such 
quarter. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  478, 
after  line  7,  to  insert: 

Sec.  1115.  No  payment  shall  be  made  from 
appropriations  in  this  act  to  any  officer  on 
the  retired  lists  of  the  Regular  Army,  Regu¬ 
lar  Navy,  Regular  Marine  Corps,  Regular  Air 
Force,  Regular  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geo¬ 
detic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service  for 
a  period  of  2  years  after  retirement  who  for 
himself  or  for  others  is  engaged  in  the  sell¬ 
ing  of  or  contracting  for  the  sale  of  or  nego¬ 
tiating  for  the  sale  of  to  any  agency  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  the  Coast  Guard,  the 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public 
Health  Service  any  supplies  or  war  materials. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  We  now 
return  to  chapter  X-A,  on  page  444  of 
the  bill.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the 
top  of  page  444,  to  strike  out: 

CHAPTER  X-A - fifeNERAL  REDUCTIONS  IN  APPRO¬ 

PRIATIONS  AND  CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Reductions  in  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  contained  in  this  act  are 
hereby  made  in  the  sum  of  $600,000,000. 

Not  more  than  the  following  sums  may  be 
obligated  by  any  agency  or  department  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  act,  viz: 

(1)  For  civilian  personnel,  not  more  than 
an  amount  10  percent  below  the  amount 
proposed  in  the  President’s  budget  estimates 
for  fiscal  year  1951,  except  that  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  where  no  more  than 
the  amount  of  the  President’s  budget  esti¬ 
mate  minus  2  percent  shall  be  obligated. 
This  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  nurses, 
doctors,  or  other  medical  personnel,  includ¬ 
ing  orderlies,  in  the  Public  Health  Service 
and  the  Veterans’  Administration. 

(2)  For  travel,  not  more  than  a  total  for 
all  departments  and  agencies  of  $319,000,000, 
and  not  more  than  5  percent  less  than  the 
estimates  provided  for  military  personnel 
travel  and  not  more  than  20  percent  less  than 
the  amount  provided  for  civilian  personnel 
travel,  then  the  estimates  therefor  contained 
In  the  President’s  budget  message  for  the 
fiscal  year  19&1. 

#  (3)  For  transportation  of  things,  for  all 
departments  and  agencies,  not  more  than 
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$720,000,000:  Provided  further,  That  In  no 
case  shall  the  amount  obligated  exceed  a 
figure  10  percent  below  the  estimate  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  President  in  his  budget  mes¬ 
sage  for  1951  for  each  item  for  all  agencies 
except  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  not  more  than 

5  percent  less  than  the  estimates  of  the 
President,  transmitted  in  said  budget  mes¬ 
sage. 

(4)  For  communications  services,  not  more 
than  $59,000,000,  and  not  more  for  any  de¬ 
partment  other  than  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  than  the  amount  of  the  President's 
budget  estimates  for  1951  minus  10  percent, 
and  for  the  Department  of  Defense  not  more 
than  a  figure  5  percent  below  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  budget  estimates  for  1951. 

(5)  For  rents  and  utilities,  not  more  than 
$205,000,000,  and  for  all  establishments  other 
than  the  Department  of  Defense  not  more 
than  the  President’s  budget  estimates  for 
fiscal  year  1951  minus  10  percent. 

(6)  For  printing  and  reproduction,  not 
more  than  $52,000,000,  and  not  more  in  any 
case  than  the  President’s  budget  estimates 
for  1951  minus  10  percent. 

(7)  For  other  contractal  services,  not  more 
than  $1,301,000,000,  and  for  all  departments 
other  than  the  Department  of  Defense  not 
more  than  the  President’s  budget  estimates 
for  1951  minus  10  percent. 

(8)  For  supplies  and  materials,  not' more 
than  $3,888,000,000,  and  for  all  departments 
of  the  Government  except  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  the  Veterans’  hospitals  not 
more  than  the  President’s  budget  estimates 
for  1951  minus  10  percent. 

(9)  For  equipment,  not  more  than  $3,- 
677,000,000,  and  for  all  departments  other 
than  the  Department  of  Defense,  not  more 
than  the  President’s  budget  estimates  for 
1951  minus  10  percent. 

(10)  For  lands  and  structures,  for  all  de¬ 
partments  of  the  Government,  except  the 
Department  of  Defense  not  more  than  the 
President’s  budget  estimates  for  1951  minus 

6  percent. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  clerk  state  the  amendment 
which  I  sent  forward  to  the  desk  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and  myself. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  478, 
between,  lines  18  and  19,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following: 

§ec.  .  No  funds  or  contract  authorizations 
made  available  by  this  act  shall  be  used  for 
the  construction  of  any  structure,  work,  or 
other  project  unless  (1)  such  construction 
is  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be 
essential  to  national  security,  or  (2)  the 
construction  of  such  structure  work,  or  other 
project  has  been  commenced  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act,  and  substantial  de¬ 
triment  to  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
will  result  if  the  proposed  further  construc¬ 
tion  is  not  carried  out. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  will  place  into  effect  the 
same  rule  which  applied  to  Government 
projects  during  World  War  II,  only  that 
in  this  instance,  as  we  pass  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  we  in  Congress  will  be  as¬ 
suming  our  own  responsibility.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  during 
the  past  2  weeks  has  called  for  a  survey 
by  the  different  departments  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  all  projects  which,  in  their 
opinion,  could  be  suspended. 

The  President’s  recommendation  can 
apply  only  to  those  projects  for  which 


appropriations  have  been  made.  This 
amendment  applies  to  the  projects  which 
are  referred  to  in  the  appropriation 
bill  which  is  now  before  us  and  holds 
up  those  projects  until  such  time  as  they 
are  certified  to  be  essential  to  our  na¬ 
tional  defense.  In  cases  where  a  project 
has  been  started,  and  if  the  suspension 
of  work  would  result  in  an  unnecessary 
loss,  it  is  exempt. 

I  urge  that  the  Senate  accept  the 
amendment.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
amount  of  savings  will  be,  as  I  have  no 
way  of  knowing  how  many  of  the  proj¬ 
ects  will  be  determined  to  be  nonessen¬ 
tial,  however  we  do  know  that  it  will  re¬ 
duce  expenditures  by  several  hundred 
millions  of  dollars. 

With  a  critical  shortage  of  many  stra¬ 
tegic  materials  developing  in  this  coun¬ 
try  it  is  essential  that  all  public  works 
programs  be  suspended  unless  their  con¬ 
struction  is  needed  as  part  of  our  de¬ 
fense  program. 

A  vote  on  this  amendment  is  the  equi¬ 
valent  of  a  vote  on  the  percentage  of  tax 
increase  that  will  be  needed  later  to  pay 
for  these  programs.  I  urge  that  Congress 
accept  its  own  responsibility  and  not  pass 
the  decision  onto  the  President. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposes  legislation  in  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  The  Chair  sustains  the 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  filed  with  the  clerk  a  motion  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  rule  of  the  Senate,  and  I  ask 
for  a  votfe  on  the  motion  to  suspend  the 
rule  in  order  that  the  Senate  may  vote 
on  this  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  filed  such  a  notice.  A  two- 
thirds  affirmative  vote  is  required  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  rule.  The  question  is  on  the 
motion  to  suspend  the  rule. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 

Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 

Hunt]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 

Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank]  is  unavoidably  detained  on 
official  business,  and  if  present  would 
vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 


voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Ma¬ 
lone]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  yeas  and  nays  resulted — yeas  34, 
nays  49,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 34 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Bricker 

Hickenlooper 

Salto  hstall 

Bridges 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Butler 

Kem 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Byrd 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Capehart 

Langer 

Thye 

Donnell 

Lehman 

Tydings 

Douglas 

Lodge 

Wherry 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Wiley 

Ecton 

McMahon 

William* 

Ferguson 

Martin 

Frear 

O’Conor 

NAYS— 40 

Aiken 

Hill 

Morse 

Anderson 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Chapman 

Holland 

Murray 

Chavez 

Humphrey 

Myers 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Neely 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Darby 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Pepper 

Dworshak 

Kerr 

Russell 

Ellender 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Flanders 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Fulbright  - 

Lucas 

Taft 

George 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Gillette 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Graham 

McFarland 

Watkins 

Green 

McKellar 

Young 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Hayden 

Millikin 

NOT  VOTING— 13 

Benton 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Cain 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Downey 

Malone 

Withers 

Hunt 

Maybank 

Jenner 

Taylor 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Fewer 
than  two-thirds  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  having  voted  in  the  affirmative, 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams]  is  rejected. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  a  cler¬ 
ical  error  was  made  in  the  bill  through 
inadvertence.  Two  words  were  left  in 
the  agricultural  section  of  the  bill  which 
should  not  have  been  there,  and  I  there¬ 
fore  ask  unanimous  consent  that  on  page 
171,  line  14,  the  two  words  “farm  struc¬ 
tures”  be  stricken  out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  some  amendments  to  offer  which  I 
think  will  take  but  a  few  minutes  to  con¬ 
sider.  The  Department  of  the  Army  has 
sent  two  or  three  amendments,  and  I 
will  ask  to  have  them  reported.  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be  any  opposition  to 
them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendments. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  472, 
line- 16,  following  the  word  “involving”, 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  “the  national 
security”;  on  page  473,  line  13,  following 
the  word  “operations”  and  before  the 
word  “receipts”,  to  insert  “any  appro¬ 
priation  as  to  which  the  President  deter¬ 
mines  such  an  exemption  to  be  necessary 
in  emergencies  affecting  the  national-  se¬ 
curity”;  on  page  473,  line  20,  following 
“confidential  nature”,  to  insert  “or,  in  an 
emergency,  any  item  determined  by  him 
to  be  necessary  for  the  national  secu¬ 
rity”;  on  page  473,  line  24,  to  insert 
“(6)  any  item  determined  by  the  Presi- 
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dent,  in  an  emergency,  to  be  necessary 
for  the  national  security.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  any  of  these  amendments? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  certainly  do  object. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  submitted  the 
amendments  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  and  I  believe  he  had  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  them. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  been  so  busy 
that  I  have  not  been  able  to  take  the 
matter  up  with  the  Department.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  substitute 
the  Senator  has  drawn. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  send  forward  the  substitute. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  send  the  substitute 
to  the  desk. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  will  give  us  an 
opportunity  to  take  the  matter  up  in 
conference,  and  we  will  work  it  out  there. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  443, 
after  line  12,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a 
new  section,  as  follows: 

Sec.  630.  Appropriations  and  contract  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  not 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsections 
(c)  to  (i)  inclusive  of  section  3679  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by  section  1111 
of  this  act  during  the  existence  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  affecting  the  national  security. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mi-.  Bridges]  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  an  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is 
this  the  amendment  about  which  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  spoke  to 
me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  is. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  443, 
between  lines  12  and  13,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert: 

Sec.  630.  No  part  of  the  appropriations 
made  in  title  IV  of  this  chapter  shall  be 
available  for  contracts  with  any  person,  firm, 
or  corporation  to  make  or  cause  to  be  made 
with  a  stop  watch  or  other  time-measuring 
device  a  time  study  of  any  job  of  any  em¬ 
ployee  within  the  Navy;  nor  shall  any  part 
of  the  appropriations  made  in  title  IV  of  this 
chapter  be  available  to  pay  any  premiums  or 
bonus  or  cash  reward  to  any  employee  in 
addition  to  his  regular  wages,  except  for 
suggestions  resulting  in  improvements  or 
economy  in  the  operation  of  any  Government 
plant;  and  no  moneys  appropriated  in  title 
IV  of  this  chapter  for  the  Naval  Establish¬ 
ment  or  made  available  therefor  shall  be 
used  dr  expended  under  contracts  hereafter 
made  for  the  repair^  purchase,  or  acquire¬ 
ment,  by  or  from  any  private  contractor,  of 
any  naval  vessel,  machinery,  article,  or 
articles  that  at  the  time  of  the  proposed 
repair,  purchase,  or  acquirement  can  be  re¬ 
paired,  manufactured,  or  produced  in  each  or 
any  of  the  Government  naval  shipyards  or 


arsenals  of  the  United  States,  when  time  and 
facilities  permit,  and  when  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  such  repair, 
purchase,  acquirement,  or  production  would 
not  involve  an  appreciable  increase  in  cost 
to  the  Government,  except  when  the  repair, 
purchase,  or  acquirement,  by  or  from  any 
private  contractor,  would,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  advantageous 
to  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
raise  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mil  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Vermont  withhold 
his  point  of  order  until  I  can  make  a 
brief  statement? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  This  is  an 
amendment  which  was  a  part  of  the  law 
with  regard  to  the  Navy  Department 
from  1915  to  2  years  ago.  It  is  in  two 
parts.  The  first  part  is  the  so-called 
stop-watch  amendment,  which  has  ap¬ 
plied  in  all  navy  yards,  as  I  have  stated, 
from  1915  to  2  years  ago.  The  second 
part  of  the  amendment  would  require 
work  to  be  done  in  a  naval  establishment 
except  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  it  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
national  defense  to  have  it  done  by  a 
private  contractor.  That  has  also  been 
in  the  law  of  the  land,  as  a  part  of  ap¬ 
propriation  acts,  for  about  25  years,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  past  2  years. 

I  have  received  permission  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Defense  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  to  offer  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  to  ask  that  the  rule  be  sus¬ 
pended  so  that  it  may  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
raise  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  subject  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  withheld  a  ruling  until  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  could  speak  on  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  raise  the  point  of 
order  again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask  that 
it  be  read  and  immediately  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  180,  before 
the  period  in  line  9,  it  is  proposed  to  in¬ 
sert  a  colon  and  the  following:  “Pro¬ 
vided,  That  nothing  contained  in  this  act 
shall  be  construed  to  reduce  or  to  author¬ 
ize  any  reduction  in  this  appropriation 
or  in  the  number  of  meat  inspectors  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  paid  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  probably  very  trivial  to  be 
considered  along  with  a  $52,000,000,000 
appropriation  bill.  I  think  it  involves 
256  meat  inspectors  and  provides  that 
they  shall  not  be  laid  off,  as  a  measure 
of  protecting  the  health  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  was  it 
the  intention  of  the  Senator  to  cut  the 
reduction  applicable  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  or  simply  provide  that 
this  part  of  the  activities  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  should  not  be  af¬ 
fected  in  the  adjustment  of  the  cut  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  between 


various  divisions,  bureaus,  and  offices  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  latter  part  of  the 
Senator’s  statement  is  what  I  intended. 
The  Bridges  amendment  permits  the 
Secretary  to  transfer  employees  to  dif¬ 
ferent  departments.  My  amendment 
would  permit  the  retention  of  these  in¬ 
spectors  without  a  cut,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  And  it  would  not 
reduce  the  amount  of  the  reduction  ac¬ 
complished  under  the  Bridges  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  no  question  about  the  importance  of 
meat  inspection,  but  there  are  other 
items  in  the  agricultural  chapter  of  the 
appropriation  bill  which  are  just  as  im¬ 
portant.  Some  Senator  remarked  to  me 
a  few  minutes  ago  that  no  sooner  would 
this  amendment  be  agreed  to  than  Sena¬ 
tors  would  be  marching  down  the  hill 
with  amendments  on  other  items. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Forest  Service  employees  are  jupt  as 
important  as  meat  inspectors,  and  if  this 
amendment  shall  be  agreed  to,  it  is  my 
purpose  to  suggest  an  amendment  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  Forest  Service  employees 
be  exempted. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  think  we  should  approach  this  mat¬ 
ter  in  this  way.  We  have  provided  a  10- 
percent  cut  in  the  Department,  and  left 
it  up  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
make  the  cut.  The  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  knows  the  relative  values  of  the 
various  offices.  If  he  cuts  meat  inspec¬ 
tors  unduly,  we  can  deal  with  it  in  the 
same  deficiency  bill  in  which  we  deal 
with  other  items  for  which  it  will  be  nec¬ 
essary  for  us  to  make  deficiency  appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to  say 
that  I  voted  to  reduce  appropriations  for 
the  Marshall  plan.  That  is  now  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  reduction  which  has  been 
made.  Other  departments  were  cut,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
which  will  have  to  take  most  of  the  cut. 
I  voted  against  that  cut.  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
that  we  should  not  start  exempting  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Agricultural  Department 
appropriations.  I  voted  against  cutting 
the  appropriations  for  the  agencies  of 
the  Government,  but  voted  to  cut  the 
appropriations  for  the  foreign  activities. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  offer  a  number  of 
amendments  to  other  items  to  exempt 
them,  and  if  we  start  on  such  a  practice, 
Senators  will  have  been  able  to  go  on 
record  as  voting  for  a  10-percent  cut, 
and  then  proceed  to  vote  for  amend¬ 
ments  which  will  eliminate  any  possibil¬ 
ity  of  reducing  the  appropriation  one 
dpllar.  After  we  have  just  voted  for  a 
10-percent  cut,  we  should  not  start  to 
make  exemptions.  If  that  is  kept  up  and 
similar  action  is  taken  on  all  items  all 
of  us  would  like  to  exempt,  we  will  have 
made  a  great  play  of  publicity  in  cutting 
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appropriations,  and  then  forestalling  the 
cuts  by  amendments. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  amendment 
just  agreed  to  the  authority  rests  with 
the  head  of  the  department  to  make  any 
transfers  which  may  be  needed,  or  ad¬ 
visable,  or  desirable,  to  increase  the 
efficiency  and  protect  the  essential  serv¬ 
ices  of  his  department? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  cor- 

Mr.  CORDON.  And  we  do  not  need 
any  such  provision  as  that  now  proposed, 
do  we? 

Mr.  RUSSFLL.  No. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  now 
that  I  have  that  statement  from  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  and 
from  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cor¬ 
don],  and  before  any  Senator  proposes 
to  modify  the  amendment  or  take  ex¬ 
ception  to  it,  I  should  like  also  to  ask 
the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
if  he  agrees  with  the  statement  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  that  the  Secretary  has 
power  to  transfer  these  funds. 

Mr  BRIDGES.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well,  I  withdraw 
the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  withdraws  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  section  relating  to  the  price -support 
operations  I  think  there  has  been  an 
error  in  the  language.  The  language 
tries  to  exempt  price-support  operations. 
I  call  up  the  amendment  which  I  have 
sent  to  the  desk,  lettered  “A”  of  July  17, 
1950. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  472, 
line  1,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  word  “States”,  down  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  word  “programs”,  in  line  3, 
and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the  following: 
“No  funds  (other  than  funds  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses)  available  for  price 
support,  surplus  removal,  and  related  op¬ 
erations,  with  respect  to  agricultural 
commodities  shall  be  subject  to  appor¬ 
tionment  pursuant  to  this  section.” 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  attempted  to  exempt  price- 
support  operations  from  apportionment 
under  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  De¬ 
partment  has  other  activities  than  price- 
support  operations.  They  have  certain 
activities  under  section  32.  My  amend¬ 
ment  merely  makes  it  possible  for  the 
Department  to  proceed  in  an  orderly 
fashion  without  attempting  to  apportion 
the  operations  between  any  particular 
months  or  any  6  months’  period.  I  have 
discussed  the  amendment  with  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  and  I  am  sure  he  knows  that 
is  true. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
see  no  possible  objection  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  because  the  section  32  funds  can¬ 
not  be  handled  on  such  a  basis  as  has 
been  proposed.  Unless  the  amendment 
is  adopted,  the  effectiveness  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  32  program,  as  well  as  the  price- 
support  program,  would  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  We  have  cut  the 
Marshall  plan  funds,  and  we  have  made 
other  cuts.  How  much  of  a  cut  does  the 
Senator’s  amendment  represent.  I  real¬ 
ize,  of  course,  that  the  cut  will  not  apply 
to  section  32  funds,  but  there  may  be  a 
reduction  in  employees. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No,  Mr.  President; 
the  amendment  has  nothing  to  do  with 
reduction.  The  amendment  simply 
means  that,  if  a  price-support  program 
is  begun  on  cotton,  for  example,  cotton 
cannot  be  supported  for  6  months,  and 
then  an  attempt  be  made  to  divide  the 
money  on  a  year’s  basis, "and  apply  half 
of  it  to  one  period  and  half  to  the  other. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  amendment  does 
not  provide  for  any  reduction  at  all? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  No. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  merely  deals  with 
antideficiency  provisions  of  the  bill.  It 
has  nothing  to  do  with  reduction  or  in¬ 
crease  in  appropriation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  the  amendment  explained  again  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Yes;  I  shall  be  glad 
to  explain  it.  Under  the  language  adopt¬ 
ed  by  the  committee  attempt  was  made 
to  exempt  price-support  operations  from 
the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  does  other  things  in  addition  to 
carrying  on  price-support  operations.  It 
has  certain  activities  under  section  32, 
which  is  not  really  a  price-support  op¬ 
eration.  The  language  I  suggest  in  my 
amendment  merely  makes  it  possible  for 
the  Department  to  proceed  in  an  orderly 
fashion,  without  attempting  to  apportion 
the  operation  between  any  particular 
months  or  any  6  months’  period.  I  am 
sure  there  is  nothing  wrong  with  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Does  it  increase  the 
amount  of  money  available? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Not  in  the  slightest. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No,  not  in  the  slight¬ 
est. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  What  is  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  it,  if  there  is  not  an  increase? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  If  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  had  to  apportion  its  sec¬ 
tion  32  funds,  6  months  in  one  period 
and  6  months  in  another  period,  it  might 
throw  the  entire  program  out  of  bal¬ 
ance.  Mr.  President,  has  the  amend¬ 
ment  been  agreed  to? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  was  the 
amendment  read? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes,  the 
amendment  has  been  read.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson]  . 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  to  what  I  think  is  ade¬ 


quate  language  on  page  472  of  the  bill 
which  would  make  his  amendment  un-  • 
necessary. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  it  is  because  the  language  on  page 
472  is  not  adequate,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  offered. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  am  not  going  to  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  amendment,  but  I  should  like 
to  read  into  the  Record  at  this  time  the 
provision  which  appears  on  page  472, 
paragraph  (d)  (2) : 

Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  so  con¬ 
strued  as  to  interfere  with  the  initiation, 
operation,  and  administration  of  agricultural 
price-support  programs. 

I  have  made  some  little  study  of  this 
subject  over  a  period  of  years.  I  know 
that  it  is  not  contemplated  under  the 
language  of  the  bill  itself  that  there  be 
apportionment  in  connection  with  funds 
which  are  used  in  seasonal  or  emergency 
operations.  The  amendment  in  itself,  so 
far  as  I  can  see,  can  do  no  harm.  Per¬ 
haps  it  might  satisfy  someone  who  has 
a  doubt  as  to  the  effect  of  the  language 
of  the  bill  without  it.  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Anderson], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Douglas],  and  myself,  which  I  ask 
to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  124,  line 
11,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$400,- 
000,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  “$370,000,000:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
used  to  pay  the  expenses  of  moving 
empty  railroad  cars,  except  where  con¬ 
sistent  with  prevailing  commercial  prac¬ 
tices,  and  no  officer  or  agency  of  the 
United  States  shall  have  authority  to 
obligate  the  Post  Office  Department,  or 
to  cause  the  Post  Office  Department  to 
become  in  any  way  obligated,  for  the 
payment  of  any  such  expenses.” 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  a  point  of  order  against  the 
amendment.  The  amendment  is  not  in 
order. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  objection  for  a 
moment  while  I  make  a  brief  statement 
concerning  the  amendment? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  in 
the  5  minutes  that  have  been  allotted 
to  me,  I  wish  to  explain  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will  . 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  have  only  5  min¬ 
utes,  and  I  should  like  to  make  my  state¬ 
ment,  which  is  very  brief. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
curtail  expenditures  for  transportation 
of  mails  from  $400,000,000  to  $370,000,- 
000,  which  would  amount  to  a  saving  of 
$30,000,000. 

I  had  the  privilege  to  be  the  chairman 
of  the  Subcommittee  of  the  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  which  held 
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extensive  hearings  last  year  on  the  whole 
problem  of  transportation  of  our  mails 
by  railroad.  I  am  convinced  as  a  result 
of  those  hearings  that  our  Government 
is  today  overpaying  the  railroads  in 
what  amounts  to  a  subsidy  of  at  least 
$30,000,000 — an  amount,  Mr.  President, 
which  is  conservative  in  the  light  of  re¬ 
ports  in  my  possession  from  the  General 
Accounting  Office  and  the  Post  Office 
Department. 

The  appropriation  bill  appropriates 
$400,000,000  for  the  transportation  of  the 
mails.  More  than  half  of  this  sum — 
nearly  $250,000,000 — is  allocated  to  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  railroad. 
Postmaster  General  Donaldson,  in  hear¬ 
ings  before  the  House  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  last  year,  stated 
that  the  Post  Office  Department  “used 
about  half  of  the  space  we  paid  for.” 
The  General  Accounting  Office  checked 
some  of  the  mail  runs,  and  found  that 
our  Government  was  paying  as  much  as 
84  percent  additional  for  unused  space 
and  deadhead  cars.  It  found  that  22 
percent  of  the  money  the  railroads  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Post  Office  Department 
was  received  for  no  services  rendered. 
The  Post  Office  Department  has  esti¬ 
mated  that  in  1949  it  paid  more  than 
$30,000,000  to  the  railroads  for  space  it 
did  not  use.  The  General  Accounting 
Office,  therefore,  recommended  that  the 
Post  Office  Department  should  not  pay 
for  empty  cars  and  unused  space. 

Our  amendment,  Mr.  President,  once 
and  for  all,  would  correct  this  gross  in¬ 
equity  and  would  be  a  significant  step 
in  placing  the  Post  Office  Department  on 
a  businesslike  basis. 

I  was  much  amused  to  notice  an  ad¬ 
vertisement  in  the  July  1950  issue  of  Ties, 
the  Southern  Railway  System  magazine. 
The  advertisement,  which  appeared  reg¬ 
ularly  in  the  newspapers  of  towns  and 
cities  served  by  the  Southern  Railway 
System,  was  signed  by  Mr.  Ernest  E. 
Norris,  president.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  advertisement  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  adver¬ 
tisement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Let’s  Stop  Calling  It  an  “Agricultural 
Implement” 

Plain  talk  is  urgently  needed  today  on  a 
matter  that  affects  the  pocketbooks  of  all 
taxpayers — subsidies  to  commercial  intercity 
transportation  agencies  that  long  ago  out¬ 
grew  the  infant  industry  stage. 

The  yearly  expenditures  cf  the  Federal 
Government  alone  for  aid  to  forms  of  trans¬ 
portation  other  than  the  railroads  now  ap¬ 
proach  one  and  one-half  billion  dollars. 
These  are  your  tax  dollars — and  ours.  They 
help  provide  the  highways  used  by  huge  com¬ 
mercial  trucks,  the  airports,  and  other  facili¬ 
ties  used  by  commercial  airlines,  and  the 
waterways  used  by  waterway  carriers. 

In  contrast,  the  railroads  do  not  receive, 
and  do  not  want,  one  single  penny  of  sub¬ 
sidy.  They  are  self-supporting.  They  pay 
more  than  $1,000,000,000  a  year  in  taxes.  And 
their  charges  reflect  then’  true  costs  of  doing 
business. 

We  think  it’s  time  to  call  a  spade  a  spade — • 
time  to  point  out  that  these  subsidised  car¬ 
riers  can  destroy  but  not  supplant  the  self- 
reliant  railroads — time  to  urge  that  simple 
justice  be  done  for  the  good  of  all  America 
and  all  taxpayers. 

Ernest  E.  Norris, 

President,  Southern  Railway  System. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
simply  want  to  point  out  with  great  satis¬ 
faction  Mr.  Norris’  statement  that  “the 
railroads  do  not  receive  and  do  not  want 
one  single  penny  of  subsidy.”  With  this 
statement,  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the 
railroad  industry,  therefore,  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  support  the  amendment  I  pro¬ 
pose. 

I  also  would  like  to  place  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  at  this  point  an  editorial 
which  appeared  in  Aviation  Week  for 
May  22,  1950,  called  The  Great  Train 
Robbery,  or  Our  Self-Supporting  Rail¬ 
roads,  which  comments  on  the  adver¬ 
tisement  of  the  Southern  Railway  Sys¬ 
tem  and  which  deals  with  the  subject 
matter  of  our  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Great  Train  Robbery,  or  Cur  Self-Sup¬ 
porting  Railroads 

We  have  before  us  the  Southern  Railway 
System’s  new  advertisement  in  Business 
Week  for  May  6.  The  rails  have  been  pretty 
noisy  for  a  long  time  about  subsidies  and 
how  they  don’t  have  any.  This  ad  is  typical. 

It  says  that  of  all  the  forms  of  inter¬ 
city  commercial  transportation,  only  the 
railroads  are  self-supporting.  “They  don’t 
leave  it  to  George,”  says  the  Southern. 

George  is  you,  Mr.  Taxpayer. 

“The  railroads  pay  their  own  way  *  *  *. 
It  isn’t  easy,  especially  when  we  have  to  com¬ 
pete  for  business  with  subsidized  carriers. 
But  it’s  easier  on  you  and  your  pocketbook, 
George.” 

Frankly,  to  the  contrary,  it  does  look  pretty 
easy  to  us,  but  if  what  we  read  in  the  stuffy 
Congressional  Record  is  true,  it  definitely 
isn't  easy  on  us  taxpaying  Georges. 

For  we  started  reading  the  fine  print  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  after  we  got 
through  some  of  the  complaints  cf  a  cer¬ 
tain  Indiana  Congressman  we  could  prac¬ 
tically  feel  you  railroads  snitching  our  wal¬ 
lets. 

It  certainly  smashed  a  lot  of  illusions  we 
Georges  had  built  up  in  our  minds  from  read¬ 
ing  all  these  ads  and  press  releases  about 
how  only  you  in  the  transportation  world 
got  none  of  those  juicy  subsidies. 

Eecause  Representative  John  R.  Walsh 
contends  that  ever  since  the  Railway  Mail 
Pay  Act  of  1916  was  passed  you  railroads  have 
pocketed  millions  and  millions  of  our  dol¬ 
lars  which  the  Post  Office  Department  allows 
you  for  carrying  empty  mail  cars  all  over  the. 
biggest  railway  system  in  the  world. 

One  big  reason,  it  seems,  that  you  rail¬ 
roads  can  be  so  self-supporting  is  that  we 
Georges  paid  you  in  1943,  for  example,  for 
carrying  500,462,152,219  cubic-foot-miles  on 
nonlocal  surface  mails,  and  yet  you  really 
carried  only  323,677,344,195  cubic-foot-miles. 
That  means  that  in  1946,  44.24  percent  of  the 
space  we  tax-paying  Georges  paid  for  was 
not  used.  Evan  now,  Mr.  Walsh  says,  the 
government  (meaning  us  Georges)  pays 
about  $250,000,000  annually  to  you  railroads 
for  transporting  mail,  but  we  receive  only 
half  this  service  we  pay  for.  This  is  be¬ 
cause— as  you  fellows  knew  all  along,  you 
jokesters — the  1916  act  requires  the  same  rate 
for  the  return  of  a  mail-storage  car  as  was 
paid  for  its  full  outbound  movement,  pro¬ 
vided  the  car  is  not  used  by  the  railroad  for 
other  traffic  on  the  return  run. 

In  dramatic  fashion,  Mr.  Walsh  introduces 
testimony  in  Postmaster  General  Donald¬ 
son’s  own  words  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service: 

“Yes  *  *  *  there  is  a  difference  in  pay 

to  railroads.  *  *  *  I  think  what  you  are 

talking  about  is  space  purchased  by  full  cars 
or  storage  cars  or  what-not.  That  is  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  regular  EPO  lines,  the  lines 
in  which  railway  postal  clerks  operate.  Now 
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with  reference  to  the  space  for  transporting 
mails  by  full  carlots  or  by  15  cr  30  feet  or 
45  feet  or  what-not,  I  think  that  our  investi¬ 
gation  indicated  that  we  used  about  half 
of  the  space  that  we  paid  for.  Under  the 
law,  if  we  transport  a  carload  of  mail  from 
New  York  City  to  San  Francisco  we  pay  for 
that  so  much  per  foot  per  mile,  so  to  speak, 
and  then  we  pay  for  the  return  movement 
of  the  car,  whether  we  use  it  or  not.  There 
is  far  more  mail  moving  west  than  there 
is  mail  moving  back.” 

After  reading  this,  the  rest  of  you  Georges 
may  like  to  know  what  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  told  the  Senate  Post  Office  Commit¬ 
tee  about  this  particular  manner  in  which 
the  railroads  self-support  themselves  out  of 
our  pockets.  After  its  own  study  of  the 
so-called  round-trip  provision  of  the  act, 
it  told  the  Senators: 

“The  study  has  indicated  that  cars  carry¬ 
ing  full-pay  loads  out  do  not  return  promptly, 
but  are  often  directed  to  other  use  for  the 
carrier’s  convenience  and  substitute  cars  are 
returned,  making  it  possible  for  the  rail¬ 
roads  to  realize  a  greater  income.  The  pro¬ 
priety  of  this  practice  is  a  possible  question 
since  the  act  does  not  appear  to  anticipate 
such  substitution.  *  *  *  Many  substi¬ 

tute  cars  are  returned  in  freight  trains  and 
the  trip  is  paid  for  at  passenger  rates. 

“The  operation  of  the  round-trip  provi¬ 
sions  has  resulted  in  numerous  complex 
agreements,  which  assure  the  railroads  full 
payment  for  all  returned  deadhead  cars  and 
empty  space.  In  some  instances  the  return 
movement  is  in  advance  of  the  outbound 
loaded  movement.” 

This  last  idea  is  ingenious.  This  wrinkle 
extracts  our  money  to  buy  empty  space  on 
the  return  portion  of  a  round  trip  that 
hasn’t  started  yet.  How  self-supporting  can 
you  be? 

And  C.  B.  Allen,  a  very  capable  news  hawk, 
finds  interest  in  the  GAO’s  comment:  “In 
practically  all  instances,  the  carrier  is  paid 
more  by  the  Post  Office  for  the  return  of  a 
car  empty  than  if  the  car  was  carrying  a 
payload  of  a  private  shipper.  Returning  a 
car  empty  is  to  the  railroad’s  advantage.” 
(Especially  if  it  can  get  paid  for  the  return, 
trip  before  it  starts  out.) 

Two  years  ago,  Mr.  Allen  reported  in  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune,  the  railroad  post- 
office  practice  reached  the  proportions  of  a 
minor  wartime  scandal  when  it  was  charged 
in  Government  circles  that  the  railroads 
had  been  operating  empty  cars  back  and 
forth  acress  the  country,  despite  an  acute 
“shortage”  of  shipping  space,  to  collect  the 
higher  mail-pay  rate. 

Mr.  Walsh,  in  a  final  word,  says  “The  Post 
Office  Department  has  permitted  the  rail¬ 
roads  to  abuse  this  provision  of  law  in  such 
a  way  as  to  increase  greatly  the  amount  of 
empty  space  paid  for.  While  some  emoty 
returns  must,  under  the  law,  be  paid  for, 
this  has  been  turned  into  a  racket  by  the 
railroads  with  Post  Office  Department  ap¬ 
proval.” 

So  ends  today’s  lesson  on  how  America’s 
self  supporting  rai1  roads  are  the  only  form 
of  inter-city  commercial  transportation  who 
don’t  still  rely  on  help  from  the  people’s  tax 
dollars.  That’s  how  the  railroads  are  “easier 
on  you  and  your  pocketbook.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  most  inexcusable  practices  in  gov¬ 
ernment  today  is  the  practice  by  which 
the  Post  Office  Department  pays  our  rail¬ 
roads  at  full  rates  for  the  movement  of 
mail  in  both  directions  even  though  mail 
may  actually  be  transported  in  only  one 
direction.  The  Post  Office  Department 
as  the  customer  of  the  railroads  is  re¬ 
quired  to  assume  an  obligation  which  no 
private  shipper  or  no  other  governmental 
agency  assumes.  I  emphasize  the  words 
“which  no  private  shipper  or  no  other 
governmental  agency  assumes.” 
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I  submit  that  this  is  a  waste  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds,  Mr.  President.  In  view 
of  the  overt  evidence  of  waste  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds  and  in  view  of  the  em¬ 
phasis  which  has  been  placed  again  and 
again  in  the  Senate  on  economy,  there 
is  no  excuse  for  appropriating  an  addi¬ 
tional  $30,000,000  of  funds  which  the 
General  Accounting  Office  by  its  own 
survey  has  said  is  unwarranted. 

Therefore,  I  offer  my  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  legislation  offered  to  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  minority  leader,  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  and  to  members  of  the  Com- 
mitte  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
that  this  matter  was  not  called  to  our 
attention.  If  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston],  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  or  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Langer]  ,  or  other  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service  wish  to  report  such  a  proposal 
from  their  committee,  that  should  be 
done — although  of  course  I  am  not  fa¬ 
miliar  with  the  details  of  this  matter. 

However,  I  do  not  think  it  is  proper 
to  include  post  office  legislation  in  an 
appropriation  bill.  Therefore,  I  make 
the  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk 
and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  476,  it 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  language  in 
section  1113,  beginning  in  line  5,  through 
line  20. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
satisfied  that  if  the  Senate  will  hear  me 
through  on  this  amendment — and  I  ex¬ 
pect  to  take  less  than  5  minutes — the 
Senate  will  agree  with  me  that  this  sec¬ 
tion  should  be  stricken  from  the  bill. 

My  first  point  is  that  if  this  language 
had  been  proposed  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  as  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  it 
would  have  been  subject  to  a  point  of 
order,  because  clearly  it  would  have  been 
legislation  proposed  to  an  appropriation 
bill.  However,  the  Parliamentarian  ad¬ 
vises  me  that  because  the  section  was 
inserted  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
it  is  not  subject  to  our  Senate  point  of 
order  rule. 

My  second  point  is  that  there  is  now 
pending  a  bill  on  security  risks  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  employment  known  as  the 
Tydings  bill.  Those  of  us  who  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
have  been  working  hard  on  the  Tydings 
bill  in  trying  to  iron  out  some  differences 
in  regard  to  appeal  procedure.  I  say  we 
should  handle  all  meaasures  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  of  security  risks  in  one  bill,  because 
if  we  proceed  on  that  subject  by  piece¬ 
meal  operations,  we  shall  find  that  there 
will  be  considerable  differences  in  pro¬ 
cedures  between  the  departments  in  re¬ 
spect  to  the  handling  of  security  risks. 

My  next  point  is  that  in  its  present 
form  this  section  of  the  bill  is  highly 
arbitrary.  It  does  not  provide  a  check 
or  any  review  or  any  appeal  at  all  from 


the  decisions  of  the  dismissing  officers. 
Of  course  we  wish  to  get  the  security 
risks  out  of  Government  employment, 
but  we  also  wish  to  see  that  we  are  fair 
to  the  innocent.  We  owe  it  to  our  sense 
of  fair  play  and  justice  to  provide  some 
appeals  procedure  and  checks  on  the 
discretionary  action  of  dismissing  offi¬ 
cers.  However,  on  the  basis  of  section 
1113  of  the  bill  which  my  motion  seeks 
to  strike,  we  might  just  as  well  repeal 
the  entire  civil  service  appeal  system 
now. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  think  this 
matter  should  be  handled  in  a  separate 
bill ;  because  I  think  the  procedure  should 
be  uniform;  because  section  1113  of  the 
bill  is  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill,  although  not  subject  to  our  Senate 
point  of  order,  I  say  we  should  strike 
this  section  from  the  bill,  and  then 
should  proceed  to  cover  the  same  subject 
by  means  of  the  Tydings  bill,  which  will 
be  before  the  Senate  in  a  very  few  days. 

At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks,  some  arguments 
in  regard  to  this  matter  which  have  been 
submitted  to  me  by  some  scientists.  I 
do  not  speak  for  the  scientists,  but 
their  arguments  speak  for  themselves. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Rooney  Rider  to  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  H.  R.  7786 

The  Scientists’  Committee  on  Loyalty 
Problems  wishes  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  a 
section  of  the  omnibus  appropriation  bill 
which  has  come  to  be  known  as  the  Rooney 
rider.  This  rider  merits  much  more  con¬ 
sideration  than  would  be  indicated  by  its 
brevity.  It  has  been  attached  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
(sec.  113  of  ch.  XI,  H.  R.  7786,  p.  429)  and 
states  that: 

“Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1912  (37 
Stat.  555) ,  or  the  provisions  of  any  other  law, 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  may,  in  his  abso¬ 
lute  discretion,  during  the  current  fiscal 
year,  terminate  the  employment  of  any  offi¬ 
cer  or  employee  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termi¬ 
nation  necessary  or  advisable  in  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  United  States.” 

Since  this  tersely  worded  rider  grants  to 
the  head  of  a  civilian  agency  sweeping  pow¬ 
ers,  the  rider  must  be  subjected  to  a  care¬ 
ful  and  sober  appraisal.  What  are  its  ob¬ 
jectives?  What  are  its  implications?  What 
will  be  its  effects? 

PURPOSE  OP  THE  RIDER 

The  power  of  summary  dismissal  which  is 
contained  in  the  rider  is  intended  to  expe¬ 
dite  the  removal  of  poor  security  risks  and 
is  similar  to  the  power  which  is  now  held  by 
the  military  departments  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State.  It  is  indisputable  that  in 
these  times  the  security  of  classified  informa¬ 
tion  must  be  carefully  protected  and  there¬ 
fore,  when  reasonable  suspicion  falls  on  a 
worker  in  a  sensitive  position,  some  steps 
must  be  taken  promptly.  However,  we  must 
consider  whether  the  rider,  as  worded,  in 
attempting  to  mend  small  holes  in  our  cloak 
of  security,  may  not  tear  apart  the  whole 
fabric  of  our  carefully  and  tediously  knit 
procedures  of  civil  service. 

In  the  following  analysis  of  the  rider,  it 
will  be  shown  that  the  rider  as  stated  is 
vague  and  indefinite,  that  it  circumvents 
and  abrogates  established  Civil  Service  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  that  it  will  hurt  the  morale  of 


the  employees.  Before  beginning  this  analy¬ 
sis,  it  is  instructive  to  look  into  the  legisla¬ 
tive  background  of  this  rider. 

LEGISLATIVE  BACKGROUND  OF  THE  RIDER 

The  rider  was  proposed  by  Congressman 
John  J.  Rooney  (Democrat),  of  New  York. 
Its  wording  is  identical  with  that  of  the 
McCarran  rider  to  the  appropriation  bill  of 
the  Department  of  State.  Apparently  such 
authority  was  requested  by  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  as  shown  by  the  following  quo¬ 
tation  from  the  hearings  before  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  page  2344: 

“Mr.  Rooney  (speaking  to  Mr.  Gladieux). 
Are  you  familiar  with  the  so-called  Mc¬ 
Carran  rider  which  is  a  part  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  Department  of 
State?  *  *  *  What  is  your  reaction  to 

the  suggestion  to  have  a  similar  rider  for  the 
appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce? 

“Mr.  Gladieux.  We  have  requested  legisla¬ 
tion — we  have  prepared  legislation  giving  us 
the  same  authority  and  submitted  it  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  clearance,  about  3 
months  ago. 

“Mr.  Rooney.  Do  you  feel  that  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  should  apply  generally  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  or  only  to  certain  of  the 
bureaus  of  the  Department,  such  as  the  Bu- 
real  of  Standards,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  the  CAA,  and  so  forth? 

“Mr.  Gladieux.  Our  ■  requested  legislation 
makes  no  distinction.  We  requested  author¬ 
ity  for  the  entire  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.  *  *  *  we  have  not  yet  received 

clearance  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Bud¬ 
get.  *  *  *  There  are  a  number  of  kinds 

of  cases  where  we  find  ourselves  seriously 
handicapped  in  coping  with  them  on~a  dis¬ 
missal  basis,  because  under  Civil  Service 
regulations  we  must  file  specific  charges,  hold 
hearings,  and  otherwise  follow  a  standard 
procedure.  Frequently  these  kinds  of 
charges  are  just  not  subject  to  handling  in 
the  normal  civil-service  way.” 

In  April,  Representative  Marcantonio 
raised  points  of  order  against  both  the  Mc¬ 
Carran  rider  and  the  Rooney  rider.  The 
points  of  order  were  sustained  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  stricken  from  the  bill.  On  May  9, 
however,  the  House  passed  a  resolution  waiv¬ 
ing  further  points  of  order  against  chapter  XI 
of  the  bill  and  specifically  points  of  order 
against  these  two  amendments,  which  were 
then  reinserted  as  part  of  chapter  XI — Gen¬ 
eral  Provisions.  There  has  been  no  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  hearings  at  any  stage. 

The  McCarran  rider  is  the  legal  basis  for 
the  security  safeguards  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  This  is  temporary  authority,  renewed 
each  year.  (Section  104  of  the  Departments 
of  State,  Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judi¬ 
ciary  Appropriation  Act,  1949.)  The  sweep¬ 
ing  provisions  have  rarely  been  used.  Per¬ 
manent  legislation  granting  summary  sus¬ 
pension  of  poor  security  risks  has  been  in¬ 
troduced  in  two  identical  bills:  H.  R.  7439 
(the  Murray  bill)  and  S.  3104  (the  Tydings 
bill).  These  bills  provide  some  safeguards 
for  the  employees.  They  now  appear  to  be 
sidetracked.  The  Commerce  Department 
was  not  included  in  these  bills,  although  the 
President  was  given  the  authority  to  extend 
the  provisions  to  other  departments  and 
agencies. 

LACK  OP  JUSTIFICATION  CR  NEED  FOR  THE  ROONEY 
RIDER 

The  rider  as  worded  is  vague  and  indefinite. 
What  are  the  types  of  offenses  such  that 
termination  of  employment  is  “necessary  or 
advisable  in  the  interests  of  the  United 
States”?  The  broader  implications  of  the 
rider  will  be  considered  later,  but  for  the 
purposes  of  the  present  discussion,  it  will 
be  assumed  that  the  rider  is  directed  against 
employees  who  are  either  poor  security  risks 
or  disloyal. 
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The  situation  of  the  loyalty  program  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  first.  It  will  be  shown  that  it  is  in 
a  satisfactory  condition  and  need  not  be 
supplemented  with  an  act  such  as  the  Rooney 
rider.  All  new  employees  entering  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  service  are  screened  for  loyalty  and 
thus  there  is  a  very  small  likelihood  that  any 
of  these  will  later  be  found  disloyal.  Virtu¬ 
ally  all  of  the  present  employees  of  the  De¬ 
partment  have  been  checked  for  loyalty  under 
the  President’s  Loyalty  Order  (Executive  Or¬ 
der  9835,  March  21,  1947) .  Out  of  a  total  of 
46,000  employees,  only  369  loyalty  cases  have 
been  found  since  1947,  a  period  of  3  years. 
Of  these  employees,  273  were  acquitted  and 
71  were  separated.  Only  25  cases  are  now 
pending  adjudication  (p.  2336,  Hearings 
on  the  Department  of  Commerce  Appropria¬ 
tions  for  1951).  This  indicates  the  high 
degree  of  loyalty  existing  in  the  Department. 
Since  both  old  and  new  employees  of  the 
Department  have  been  passed  on  loyalty  and 
since  the  existing  loyalty  procedures  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  handle  the  small  number  of  new 
cases  which  may  arise  each  year,  there  is  no 
reason  for  invoking  summary  dismissal,  such 
as  is  contained  in  the  Rooney  rider. 

We  will  now  consider  whether  such  sweep¬ 
ing  powers  are  necessary  to  protect  the  clas¬ 
sified  information  handled  in 'the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce.  The  proportion  of  em¬ 
ployees  engaged  in  classified  work  in  the 
Department  is  relatively  small.  Most  of  the 
classified  work  is  done  at  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  where  there  are  not  over 
1,000  employees  in  sensitive  positions.  If 
this  constitutes  about  80  percent  to  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  sensitive  positions  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  (statement  of  Mr.  Gla- 
dieux,  hearings,  p.  2339) ,  then  there  are  prob¬ 
ably  not  more  than  1,200  employees,  or  about 
2 y2  percent,  doing  classified  work  out  of  a 
total  employment  of  46,000.  The  number  of 
security  cases  which  have  been  handled  by 
the  Department  is  also  rather  small.  Out 
of  the  273  cases  of  acquittal  (over  a  period 
of  3  years)  which  were  mentioned  above  only 
26  were  security  cases.  It  is  possible  that  a 
small  proportion  of  the  71  separations  con¬ 
stituted  security  cases. 

Security  matters  are  adequately  protected 
in  the  Department.  The  bulk  of  the  classi¬ 
fied  work  in  the  Department  is  done  for  the 
military  agencies  and  for  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  and  the  employees  doing  this 
work  are  cleared  by  these  agencies.  Classi¬ 
fied  material  and  programs  are  handled  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  strict  regulations  prescribed 
by  these  agencies.  Thus  it  would  appear 
that  adequate  security  measures  already 
exist  in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Since  only  a  small  proportion  of  the  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  are 
engaged  in  classified  work,  the  application  of 
the  Rooney  rider  as  a  security  measure  to 
the  Department  as  a  whole  seems  meaning¬ 
less.  How  can  the  rider  apply  to  the  major¬ 
ity  of  employees  who  are  not  in  sensitive 
positions,  unless  the  definition  of  what  con¬ 
stitutes  security  is  to  be  greatly  broadened? 
This  brings  us  to  the  first  conclusion  of  this 
discussion,  namely,  that  laws  which  embody 
procedures  and  penalties^  for  dealing  with 
poor  security  risks  should  not  apply  to  any 
agency  as  a  whole,  but  only  to  employees  who 
are  in  contact  with  classified  matter. 

DANGERS  INVOLVED  IN  THE  ROONEY  RIDER 

1.  Abrogation  of  civil-service  procedures: 
Grave  dangers  are  involved  in  granting  the 
power  of  summary  dismissal  to  a  predomi¬ 
nantly  civilian  agency.  In  the  first  place, 
such  a  law  abrogates  the  civil-service  proce¬ 
dures  which  have  served  to  protect  Gov¬ 
ernment  workers  from  arbitrary  action. 
The  Rooney  rider  specifically  sets  aside  the 
civil-service  safeguards  of  the  employee 
which  are  embodied  in  section  6  of  the  act  of 
August  24,  1912,  when  it  states,  “Notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the 


act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555) ,  or  the 
provisions  of  any  other  law.”  The  protec¬ 
tion  of  civil  service  was  well  recognized  in 
the  appropriation  hearings: 

“Mr.  Gladietjx  (p.  2344).  There  are  a  num¬ 
ber  of  kinds  of  cases  where  we  find  ourselves 
seriously  handicapped  in  coping  with  them 
on  a  dismissal  basis,  because  under  civil- 
service  regulations  we  must  file  specific 
charges,  hold  hearings,  and  otherwise  follow 
a  standard  procedure.  *  *  *  (p.  2359). 
To  discharge  them  we  would  have  to  file 
civil-service  charges  on  them,  and  we  have  no 
basis  for  doing  it.  That  is  why  I  say  that 
what  we  are  doing  is  admittedly  quite  tenu¬ 
ous,  *  *  *  I  admit  it  is  pretty  tough  on 

some  of  these  people;  *  *  *  (p.  2345). 
Assuming  they  (pending  cases)  are  cleared, 
then  the  whole  file  comes  back  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  we  make  a  subsequent  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  they  should  be  classified 
as  security  risks.  That  is  where  I  say  we  are 
probably  on  shaky  grounds,  because  once  a 
person  is  cleared,  some  people  would  argue 
that  he  is  cleared  and  no  further  action 
should  be  taken.  We  do  not  accept  that. 
Even  where  the  Loyalty  Review  Board  has 
said  this  man  is  all  right  we  have  said,  ‘We 
will  make  our  own  determination  as  to 
whether  he  is  a  security  risk.’  *  *  *  I 

am  never  sure  that  we  can  sustain  our  posi¬ 
tion  if  it  is  seriously  challenged  before  the 
Commission  or  before  the  courts,  because  we 
have  no  legal  basis  for  doing  what  we  are 
doing  in  designating  these  people  as  security 
risks,  in  taking  away  their  promotion  rights, 
and  transferring  them  from  desirable  jobs  to 
less  desirable  jobs  where  they  do  not  handle 
security  information.  We  have  been  sharply 
criticized  for  what  we  have  done.” 

It  is  apparent  from  these  quotations  that 
the  Government  employee  derives  some  pro¬ 
tection  from  existing  civil-service  procedures. 
The  granting  of  the  power  of  summary  dis¬ 
missal  to  the  Secretary  would  remove  this 
safeguard  of  the  employees. 

2.  Broadening  of  basis  of  dismissal  of  em¬ 
ployees:  Considerable  danger  resides  in  the 
interpretation  of  the  vague  phrase  of  the 
Rooney  rider,  “in  the  interests  of  the  United 
States.”  In  the  previous  discussion  we  have 
interpreted  this  to  mean  the  maintenance  of 
adequate  security  measures,  but  this  is  not 
definitely  stated.  May  it  not  be  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  United  States  to  summarily  dis¬ 
miss  employees  for  other  reasons?  The  tem¬ 
per  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  Is  in¬ 
dicated  by  the  following  quotations  which 
show  that  Mr.  Rooney  would  root  out  all  the 
homosexuals  from  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.  The  Scientists  Committee  on  Loyalty 
Problems  takes  no  position  in  this  matter. 
It  is  simply  cited  as  illustrative  of  the  broad¬ 
ening  of  the  meaning  of  the  rider.  Quoting 
from  page  2338  to  page  2341 : 

“Mr.  Rooney  (to  Mr.  Gladieux) .  What  is 
the  policy  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
with  regard  to  homosexuals?  Has  anybody 
ever  sent  out  a  directive  addressed  to  the 
heads  of  the  various  bureaus,  all  the  way 
down  the  line,  calling  for  the  names  of  any 
people  suspected  of  being  homosexuals? 
Have  any  (employees)  been  dismissed  in  the 
past  3  years,  let  us  say,  because  it  was  discov¬ 
ered  that  they  were  homosexuals?  Not  one? 
In  the  whole  Department?  That  is  incredible, 
in  an  organization  of  46,000  people.  Do  you 
think  that  a  directive  such  as  I  have  sug¬ 
gested  should  be  issued  immediately  to  the 
classified  areas,  at  least?  Are  you  not  in 
control  of  your  organization  to  the  extent 
where  you  can  get  the  word  around  that 
you  wanted  turned  up  any  people  who  were 
so  inclined?  Now,  when  the  Department  of 
State  can  come  in  here  and  point  out  that 
they  have  separated  so  many  people  for  this 
reason,  and  so  many  for  the  other  reason— 
and  one  of  the  reasons  Is  homosexuality — 
and  you  are  not  able  to  point  to  the  separa¬ 
tion  of  one  out  of  46,000,  it  seems  that  some¬ 
thing  may  be  wrong.” 


These  quotations  show  that  the  Interests 
of  the  United  States  may  be  variously  inter¬ 
preted.  Furthermore,  when  certain  em¬ 
ployees  become  the  target  of  congressional 
displeasure,  may  it  not  be  interpreted  as  in 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  to  dismiss 
these  employees? 

A  further  danger  exists  in  the  power  of 
summary  dismissal  that  it  may  be  used  at 
lower  administrative  levels  to  eliminate  em¬ 
ployees  because  of  some  personal  bias  or 
prejudice  of  the  supervisor  against  them. 

It  may  be  argued  that,  the  power  of  sum¬ 
mary  dismissal  has  been  little  used  by  the 
agencies  which  have  previously  possessed  it. 
However,  this  is  more  of  an  argument  for 
its  elimination  from  the  law  that  its  reten¬ 
tion,  since  if  it  is  little  used,  it  must  be 
unnecessary.  While  the  law  exists,  however, 
the  danger  still  exists  for  the  employee.  He 
is  sitting  on  a  powder  keg,  and  even  though 
the  fuse  has  never  been  lit,  he  is  still  uneasy. 

3.  Lack  of  safeguards  for  the  employee: 
The  rider  does  not  provide  the  employee 
with  any  safeguards.  It  is  ironic  that  in  the 
military  agencies,  where  security  is  of  most 
importance,  employees  should  have  been 
given  some  protection,  such  as  hearings, 
whereas  no  recourse  is  provided  in  the  rider 
intended  for  a  civilian  agency.  Public  law 
803,  which  carries  the  security  provisions 
for  the  military  agencies,  provides  for  hear¬ 
ings  and  for  appeals  of  employees  who  are 
suspected  of  being  poor  security  risks.  The 
Tydings  and  Murray  bills  previously  referred 
to  also  provide  for  similar  safeguards  and 
for  restitution  of  back  salary  for  employees 
who  are  cleared.  Certainly  similar  provi¬ 
sions  should  be  included  for  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  The  present  attitude  of  some 
persons  is  that  it  would  be  worth  sacrificing 
10  people  to  get  one  who  is  guilty.  This 
“would  be  burning  down  the  house  of  the 
American  way  of  life  in  order  to  get  at  the 
rats  in  it.”  We  have  already  seen  that  only 
71  dismissals  were  made  in  the  Deaprtment 
out  of  369  suspected  cases.  Under  the 
Rooney  rider,  the  369  could  have  been  sum¬ 
marily  dismissed  without  any  recourse  of  the 
employee  whatever. 

The  reason  for  providing  the  employee 
with  safeguards  is  not  based  merely  on  the 
epneept  of  fairness  to  the  employee,  but  be¬ 
cause  it  is  good  administration.  The  em¬ 
ployee  has  no  vested  interest  right  in  his 
job;  however,  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
United  States  to  have  good  personnel  man¬ 
agement.  The  Department  of  Commerce  has 
among  its  employees  a  considerable  number 
of  scientists.  Nothing  can  destroy  the  morale 
of  scientists,  lower  their  efficiency,  and  deter 
the  superior  worker  from  entering  the  service 
more  than  an  unfavorable  atmosphere 
created  by  the  use  of  arbitrary  powers. 

In  conclusion,  we  wish  to  stress  again  the 
grave  dangers  to  an  efficient  Government 
service  inherent  in  the  granting  of  the  power 
of  summary  dismissal,  particularly  to  a  ci¬ 
vilian  agency.  If  security  measures  beyond 
existing  ones  are  required,  they  should  be 
introduced  as  separate  legislation  and  in¬ 
corporate  suitable  safeguards  for  the  em¬ 
ployees. 

Appendix 

’  SECURITY  AND  LOYALTY 

The  differences  between  security  and  loy¬ 
alty  cases  are  not  easy  to  define.  Quoting 
from  a  report  by  the  Scientists’  Committee 
on  Loyalty  Problems  (published)  in  Science, 
March  3,  1950,  volume  III,  pages  220-225: 

“Criteria  for  Clearance 

“Determination  of  the  actual  criteria  to 
be  applied  in  determing  eligibility  for  secu¬ 
rity  clearance  is  apparently  extremely  dif¬ 
ficult.  Very  recently  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Indus¬ 
trial  Employment  Review  Board  have  for¬ 
mulated  such  criteria.  The  formulation 
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was  so  difficult  that  at  one  point  the  AEC 
despaired  of  ever  spelling  it  out  in  specific 
terms.  However,  the  committee  believes  that 
similar  codifications  should  be  made  by  all 
agencies  concerned. 

“The  AEC  and  Air  Force  recognize  two 
types  of  security  risk.  For  example: 

“  'Category  (A)  includes  those  classes  of 
derogatory  information  which  establish  a 
presumption  of  security  risk  *  *  V  that 

is,  disloyalty  (in  the  sense  of  the  President’s 
loyalty  clearance  order,  felonious  conduct, 
insanity,  violation  or  disregard  of  securi¬ 
ty  regulations,  etc.  In  these  cases,  refusal 
of  clearance  is  mandatory  (subject  to  appeal 
in  Washington). 

“Category  (B)  includes  those  classes  of 
derogatory  information  where  the  extent  of 
activities,  the  attitudes  or  convictions  of  the 
individual  must  be  weighed  *  *  *  or 

(those  of)  his  spouse.”  In  these  cases, 
clearance  can  be  granted  or  denied,  or  re¬ 
ferred  to  Washington.  Much  has  been  writ¬ 
ten  elsewhere  on  these  types  of  guilt.  The 
committee,  however,  has  confined  itself  to 
opposing  any  unwarranted  increase  in  the 
area  where  these  criteria  must  be  applied.’’ 

With  regard  to  category  A:  felonious  con¬ 
duct,  insanity,  and  disregard  of  security  reg¬ 
ulations  are  objective  acts  or  conditions 
which  can  be  readily  determined.  It  would 
be  good  personnel  management  to  eliminate 
such  employees  regardless  what  type  of  posi¬ 
tion  they  held,  and  their  cases  should  be 
capable  of  being  disposed  of  by  ordinary  per¬ 
sonnel  procedures. 

The  main  type  of  security  case  which  seems 
to  be  in  the  majority  and  which  causes  most 
concern  is  that  in  which  the  determinations 
are  based  on  subjective  or  circumstantial 
evidence,  such  as  attitudes  or  beliefs.  That 
is  to  say,  a  security  case  is  similar  to  a 
loyalty  case  except  that  the  evidence  neces¬ 
sary  to  bolster  the  suspicions  is  lacking. 
This  is  brought  out  in  the  appropriation 
hearing  where  an  effort  was  made  to  spell 
out  exactly  what  was  a  security  risk.  Ap¬ 
parently  each  case  must  rest  on  its  own 
merits.  This  example  is  quoted  from  the 
hearings  (p.  2361)  as  illustrating  the  tenu¬ 
ous  nature  of  the  charges. 

“Mr.  Gladieux.  I  think  this  is  another  typi¬ 
cal  kind  of  a  case.  Here  is  a  person  who, 
while  in  high  school,  wrote  a  letter  to  a 
schoolmate  advocating  communism.  Since 
then,  on  other  occasions  he  seems  to  have 
evidenced  an  interest  in  communism,  but 
there  is  no  evidence  of  Communist  Party 
membership  and  he  disclaims  any  sympathy 
for  communism. 

“Mr.  Stepan.  Are  those  the  kind  of  cases 
that  you  have  there,  of  this  man  who  is  con¬ 
sidered  a  security  risk  because  once  when 
he  was  a  youngster  in  high  school  he  evi¬ 
denced  an  interest  in  communism?  I  can’t 
comprehend  reason  for  that. 

“Mr.  Gladieux.  Well,  I  am  trying  to  give 
you  the  typical  ones  (cases).  We  put  a  se¬ 
curity  block  on  that  person,  but  these  I  am 
giving  can  be  repeated  many  times. 

“Mr.  Stefan.  That  is  unreasonable,  unfair, 
and  unjust.  You  are  not  giving  us  typical 
poor  security  risk  cases,  are  you? 

“Mr.  Gladieux.  These  are  all  security  risk 
cases.” 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  ask  a  question:  What  is  the  amend¬ 
ment,  please? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read  again. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  476,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  section  1113,  be¬ 
ginning  in  line  5,  through  line  20. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
provision  has  done  more  toward  elimi¬ 
nating  subversives  from  the  State  De¬ 
partment  than  has  any  other  provision 
which  has  been  placed  in  any  bill  in  re¬ 


cent  years.  It  is  the  one  thing  which  has 
accomplished  a  result  toward  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  Government  from  those 
who  would  bore  from  within,  in  the  State 
Department.  The  State  Department 
has  been  under  fire  here  for  months 
now.  The  only  way  by  which  the  State 
Department  was  able  to  rid  itself  of  a 
number  of  borers  from  within  was  by 
and  through  this  section  of  the  bill, 
which  has  been  in  existence  for  years. 
To  eliminate  this  section  at  this  time, 
when  the  State  Department  has  been 
under  fire,  and>when  by  dint  of  this  pro¬ 
vision  the  State  Department  has  been 
able  to  clear  itself  of  some  of  those  who 
were  in  it,  would  be  a  blow  to  the  ad¬ 
vancement  we  have  made  toward  secu¬ 
rity  in  this  country.  To  eliminate  this 
language,  Mr.  President,  would  be  a 
backward  step  in  respect  to  our  national 
defense  and  our  national  security. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse], 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  is  each  Senator  lim¬ 
ited  to  5  minutes  on  a  motion  to  strike 
out? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  be  heard? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  simply  wish  to 
submit  that  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  makes  a  motion  to  strike, 
I  do  not  believe  he  will  be  limited  to  5 
minutes. 

In  that  connection,  I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  the  fact 
that  the  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
as  it  is  printed  in  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord,  applies  to  motions;  but  there  was 
nothing  in  the  request  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  which  applies  to 
motions. 

The  distinguished  minority  leader  sug¬ 
gested  that  motions  be  included;  but  if 
Senators  will  refer  to  page  11779  of  the 
Congressional  Record  for  yesterday,  in 
the  second  column  on  that  page,  they  will 
see  the  following: 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator 
modify  his  request  to  that  extent?  Let  the 
Chair  understand  whether  the  request  is 
that  each  Senator  has  the  right  to  speak  5 
minutes  on  each  amendment,  or  whether 
there  shall  be  a  limitation  of  10  minutes  on 
each  amendment,  to  be  equally  divided. 

Mr.  Lucas.  Each  Senator  is  to  have  5 
minutes  on  each  amendment. 

The  Vice  President.  Each  Senator  will  have 
5  minutes  on  each  amendment.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  Ellender.  All  amendments  must  be 
germane. 

Mr.  Aiken.  I  should  like  to  inquire,  if  the 
appropriation  bill  is  pasesd  tomorrow  night, 
whether  the  Senator  from  Illinois  con¬ 
templates  a  Friday  session? 

Mr.  Lucas.  A  Friday  session  Is  contem¬ 
plated  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  calendar. 

Mr.  Ellender.  All  amendments  must  be 
germane. 


The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  in¬ 
clude  in  his  request  the  elimination  of 
amendments  that  are  not  germane? 

Mr.  Lucas.  Yes  . 

The  Vice  President.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

However,  Mr.  President,  nowhere  did 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  include  in  his 
request  a  provision  that  motions  which 
might  be  made  would  be  subject  to  the  5- 
minute  limitation. 

I  raise  this  question  at  this  time  be¬ 
cause  a  motion  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  has  been  en¬ 
tered,  and  I  would  hate  to  have  debate 
on  it  limited  to  5  minutes  by  each  Sena¬ 
tor. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Presiding 
Officer  to  the  Congressional  Record  at 
the  point  to  which  I  have  referred.  If 
the  Chair  will  examine  the  Record  at 
that  point,  he  will  find  that  nowhere  did 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois, 
who  submitted  the  unanimous- consent 
request,  ask  that  it  apply  to  anything 
other  than  amendments;  he  did  not  re¬ 
quest  that  it  apply  to  motions. 

I  hope  there  will  not  be  a  ruling  that 
the  agreement  limits  the  debate  on  mo¬ 
tions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  have  to  be  governed  by  the 
Journal,  and  the  Journal  shows  that  mo¬ 
tions  are  included. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  That  is  shown  in 
what  was  subsequently  inserted  into  the 
Journal;  but  the  language  used  in  the 
debate  at  that  point  is  plain,  and  it  Is 
obvious  that  no  request  was  made  that 
motions  be  included. 

I  hope  there  cannot  be  modifications 
at  a  later  date  in  connection  with  such 
matters.  Some  of  our  distinguished 
Members  from  the  southern  States  are 
quite  interested  in  opposing  attempts  to 
limit  debate.  I  hope  we  shall  not  be 
foreclosed  at  this  point  simply  because 
something  was  included  in  the  Journal, 
although  not  agreed  to  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Has  the  Senator  con¬ 
cluded  his  remarks? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  Sfenator  from 
California  asked  me  whether  I  would 
yield.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  whether  under  his  theory  a  mere 
motion  to  reconsider  could  be  made  on 
any  amendment  that  had  been  adopted, 
and  that  then  there  would  be  no  restric¬ 
tion  whatever  oirdebate.  In  that  case  it 
would  entirely  invalidate  the  under¬ 
standing  arrived  at  by  the  Senate.  It 
would  be  possible  to  go  on  for  4  days  to 
discuss  a  motion  to  reconsider.  I  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
that  that  was  neither  the  intent  nor  the 
understanding  reached  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chair  whether  the  junior  Senator  from 
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Oregon  has  any  of  his  5  minutes  left,  in 
which  to  answer  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  be 
permitted  5  minutes - 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  2  minutes.  That 
is  all  I  want. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  may  have  whatever  time  he  requires 
to  answer  this  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  inquiry  is 
whether  the  first  item  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Senate  today  was  that  of  dis¬ 
pensing  with  the  reading  of  the  Journal 
and  the  approval  of  the  Journal? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
reading  of  the  Journal  was  dispensed 
with,  but  it  was  approved. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Was  the  Journal 
approved? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was, 
on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Under  that  situa¬ 
tion,  is  any  Senator  now  permitted  to 
challenge  the  recitations  of  the  Journal? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Journal  cannot  be  challenged.  The 
Senate  will  be  governed  by  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WHERRY  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  follow¬ 
ing  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander¬ 
son],  a  part  of  the  colloquy  appearing  on 
page  11778  of  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord,  which  very  clearly  includes  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  minority  leader  that  the 
usual  provisions  be  inserted  in  the 
unanimous-consent  request,  namely, 
that  any  motion  or  ^amendment  then 
pending  or  which  might  be  offered  would 
be  included  in  the  agreement,  giving  5 
minutes  to  each  Senator,  and  so  forth. 

1  think  it  was  generally  understood  by 
every  Senator. 

I  am  a  little  disappointed  in  my  good 
friend  that  he  would  raise  the  point,  now 
that  it  has  been  thoroughly  discussed 
and  is  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Wherry.  Mr.  President,  if  the  majority 
leader  will  agree,  I  am  sure  it  would  he 
satisfactory  to  all  the  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  to  carry  out  the  proposal  of 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee.  In  fact,  I  should  not 
be  averse,  in  order  to  have  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  amendment  tonight,  to  meet  at  11:  30 
tomorrow  morning  and  make  these  two 
amendments  the  pending  business,  and,  at 

2  o’clock,  start  voting  on  all  pending  amend¬ 
ments  and  motions,  with  5  minutes  for  each 
Senator  on  each  amendment  or  motion. 

Mr.  Magnus'on.  After  2  o’clock? 

Mr.  Wherry.  Yes.  I  make  that  suggestion 
to  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

•  *  *  *  « 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  request  in¬ 
clude  motions  and  points  of  order? 

Mr.  Lucas.  Yes.  - 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
It  does  not  happen  again.  If  there  is 
any  doubt  about  it,  it  certainly  should 
be  written  in  blue  pencil  from  now  on. 
I  hope  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  will  accept  that,  and  from 
now  on  not  question  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreements. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  tried  to  point  out 
that  I  had  seen  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska.  He  brought  it 
up  twice,  and  I  am  sure  there  is  ample 
authority  for  it.  I  find  that  the  Vice 
President  said,  “Is  that  accepted?”  and 
there  was  no  answer  to  that  question. 
I  hope  we  shall  be  more  careful  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  We  shall  be  mere 
careful  in  the  future;  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  I  thought  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  should 
have  ample  time  on  his  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  assure  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
there  is  no  one  in  this  body  who  wants 
to  make  more  certain  that  subversives 
will  be  eliminated  from  Government 
than  does  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon.  Under  the  Tydings  bill  we  are 
trying,  however,  to  work  out  a  procedure 
that  will  protect  something  which  is 
pretty  precious  and  fundamental  in 
America.  That  is,  that  after  a  man  has 
been  dismissed  from  any  of  these  so- 
called  security-risk  departments  his 
case  can  be  reviewed  by  an  appeal 
officer.  I  want  him  to  stay  dismissed 
as  far  as  the  department  that  dismissed 
him  is  concerned.  In  other  words,  I 
do  not  want  Louis  Johnson  in  Defense, 
or  McGrath  in  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  or  anyone  else  at  the  head  of  any 
other  department  to  be  required  to  take 
back  a  man  in  whom  he  does  not  have 
confidence  during  the  period  of  this 
great  crisis  with  which  we  are  con¬ 
fronted.  But,  Mr.  President,  mistakes 
in  judgment  can  be  made.  People  can 
and  do  dismiss  loyal  and  fine  employees 
because  they  have  a  grudge  against  them. 
Damage  can  be  done  and  too  frequently 
is  done  to  innocent  people.  There  is 
one  principle  in  America  that  we  must 
preserve:  It  is  the  principle  that  the 
exercise  of  discretion  in  determining  the 
guilt  of  people  shall  be  subject  to  review. 

Let  us  not  get  to  the  point  in  this 
land  of  ours  where  people  can  be  ruined 
for  life  by  the  exercise  of  judgment  on 
the  part  of  ^someone  over  them  as  to  their 
guilt,  when  in  fact  a  review  of  that  deci¬ 
sion  would  show  them  to  be  innocent. 

The  right  of  review  from  decisions  as 
to  one’s  guilt  is  basic  to  our  American 
conception  of  fair  play  and  fair  trial. 
It  is  essential  to  just  treatment.  I  can¬ 
not  support  the  continuation  of  a  pro¬ 
cedure  under  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  can  condemn  a  man  as  being  sub¬ 
versive,  if  in  fact  the  record  will  not 
support  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  I  want  his  record  cleared  if 
he  in  fact  is  innocent.  I  do  not  want 
him  sent  back  to  the  State  Department 
if  the  Secretary  of  State  does  not  have 
confidence  in  him.  I  think  we  should 


resolve  doubts  in  favor  of  the  public  in¬ 
terest  in  these  matters,  and  I  do  not 
think  such  a  man  should  have  a  right 
to  go  back  to  the  State  Department  and 
work.  But  I  do  think  the  judgment  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  be  re¬ 
viewed.  That  is  basic  to  American  jus¬ 
tice  as  I  know  it,  and  that  is  all  I  am 
pleading  for.  I  think  that  a  check  upon 
the  decision  of  mere  men  in  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  to  the  loyalty  of  employees 
of  Government  should  be  subject  to  re¬ 
view.  The  purpose  of  having  section 
1113  stricken  out  of  this  bill  is  so  we 
can  consider  this  subject  in  one  bill  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  the  departments.  We 
should  discuss  the  issue  in  a  separate 
bill  and  fight  it  out  here  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  in  full  debate  as  to  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  matter.  We  should  not 
try  to  ram  this  section  through  here  on 
the  basis  of  House  language  that  would 
be  subject  to  a  point  of  order  if  it  were 
Senate  language. 

That  is  my  position,  and  I  shall  stand 
on  it  no  matter  what  misinterpretations 
are  made  as  to  the  purposes  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  The  right  to  review  the  de¬ 
cisions  of  men  in  this  country  as  to  the 
guilt  of  people  is  pretty  precious  to  all 
of  us  under  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the 
Bill  of  Rights. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  oppose  this  amendment  to  strike 
out  the  so-called  McCarran  rider.  I  hap¬ 
pened  to  be  a  member  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  when  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  and  other  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  Mr.  Byrnes,  the  then  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  before  them,  when  this 
question  was  discussed  initially  and 
when  this  amendment  was  first  placed  in 
an  appropriations  bill.  I  am  sure  that  if 
the  Senate  could  have  heard  the  former 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  they  would 
understand  that  he,  too,  wants  to  pro¬ 
tect  all  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  But  he  also  recognized 
and  he  spoke  for  something  that  was 
vital.  He  stated  the  fundamental  prop¬ 
osition  that  employment  by  the  United 
States  Government  is  a  privilege,  and 
not  an  absolute  right. 

Mr.  Byrnes  further  recognized  that  if 
the  head  of  a  department  such  as  the 
State  Department  or  the  Commerce  De¬ 
partment  were  to  protect  the  security  of 
the  United  States  in  such  vital  spot, 
vital  to  the  people  of  America,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  give  the  Secretary  of  such 
department  the  right  to  discharge  with¬ 
out  trial.  Without  such  authority  it 
would  be  impossible  for  those  depart¬ 
ment  heads  to  operate  their  departments 
efficiently  and  for  the  safety  and  security 
of  the  United  States. 

It  was  an  established  fact  that  without 
such  authority  it  would  have  been  im¬ 
possible  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
have  discharged  Mr.  Carl  Marzani. 
That  individual  had  had  a  trial  before 
the  Civil  Service  Commission,  but  as  it 
developed  he  could  not  be  discharged 
except  by  virtue  of  the  McCarran  rider. 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  undo  the 
splendid  work  which  was  done  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nevada  when,  in 
response  to  the  representations  of  Secre- 
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tary  Byrnes,  he  had  this  amendment  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  bill  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

The  Senate  has  affirmed  it  on  various 
occasions,  and  the  House  likewise  has 
seen  fit  to  do  so.  In  placing  this  provis¬ 
ion  in  the  bill  the  House  showed  its  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  Remington  case.  The 
House  knew  that  William  Remington 
was  placed  back  in  the  Department  of 
Commerce  when  there  were  the  most  se¬ 
rious  questions  against  his  loyalty.  He 
has  since  been  removed  in  the  face  of  an 
indictment  for  perjury  because  he  had 
stated  he  was  not  a  Communist,  but  if  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  had  not  had  the 
authority  for  dismissal  contained  in  this 
provision  he  would  today  be  working  in 
the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  DONNELL  and  Mr.  MUNDT  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  and  I  do  so  on  this 
basis.  I  am  not  quarreling  with  him  at 
all  as  to  the  right  of  a  man  to  have  a 
trial  and  to  have  a  review.  But  as  I  see 
it  there  is  nothing  in  the  language  in 
this  bill  which  would  at  all  preclude  the 
further  enactment  of  such  a  bill  as  was 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  as  the  Tydings 
bill.  I  understood  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  to  say  in  substance 
that  he  has  no  objection  to  a  provision 
which  would  not  require  the  head  of  a 
department  to  reinstate  an  employee. 
In  other  words,  he  is  perfectly  agreeable 
to  this  right  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  as 
I  understand,  or  of  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  and  if  in  the  judgment  of 
those  respective  officials  an  employee 
should  be  discharged,  the  Senator  is  per¬ 
fectly  agreeable  that  those  officials 
should  not  be  required  to  reinstate  him. 
After  all,  as  I  see  it,  that  is  all  that  this 
particular  provision  in  section  1113  does. 
It  simply  provides : 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1912  *  *  *  or 

the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce — 

Like  the  Secretary  of  State — 
may,  in  his  absolute  discretion  *  •  * 

terminate  the  employment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  *  *  *  whenever  he  shall  deem 

such  terminatifn  necessary  or  advisable  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  that  simply  means  that 
the  heads  of  those  departments,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  or  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce,  may  discharge  a  man  when  he 
deems  it  to  the  best  interest  of  the  United 
States  to  do  so.  There  is  nothing  in  this 
provision,  so  far  as  I  see,  that  would 
preclude  Congress  in  the  slightest,  even 
inferentially,  from  passing  an  act  which 
gives  a  man  a  right  of  review  as  to  the 
merits  of  a  case. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  DONNELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
we  could  subsequently  pass  legislation, 
and  I  hope  we  shall,  if  my  amendment 
is  not  adopted.  I  hope  we  shall  anyway. 


But  the  Senato1*,  I  respectfully  submit, 
is  in  error  if  he  thinks  that  with  the 
passage  of  the  bill  with  this  language 
in  it  the  employee  then  has  any  right 
of  appeal.  I  think  he  will  find,  because 
we  have  gone  into  it  pretty  carefully  in 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  that 
that  is  the  end  of  it,  and  he  cannot  get 
his  record  cleared.  All  I  want  is  to  give 
him  an  oportunity  to  have  someone  re¬ 
view  the  record  to  determine  whether  he 
was  in  fact  subversive. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  have 
I  any  further  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  2  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  at  all  wish  to  state  that  this  section 
of  the  appropriation  bill  gives,  in  itself, 
the  right  of  review.  I  am  very  heartily 
in  favor  of  the  general  principle  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  in 
believing  that  there  should  be  some  leg¬ 
islation  passed  which  entitles  a  man  to 
the  right  of  review.  But  as  I  see  it,  this 
provision  is  very  wholesome  and  is  de¬ 
manded  by  the  best  interests  of  our 
country,  entitling  the  head  of  the  State 
Department,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  head  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  to 
discharge  an  employee  if  he  deems  it 
proper  so  to  do.  I  do  not  think  the  dis¬ 
charge  in  itself  in  any  sense  convicts  a 
man  of  any  wrong  doing.  It  is  simply 
the  exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  offi¬ 
cial,  in  thinking  that  in  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  Government  the  man  should 
be  no  longer  in  the'Department.  Such 
a  provision  has  been  on  the  statute 
books  of  the  United  States  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  in 
any  sense  amount  to  a  deprivation  of 
the  right  of  review,  even  though  it  does 
not  affirmatively  confirm  that  right.  So, 
Mr.  President,  I  oppose  the  amendment 
of  my  distinguished  and  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  associate  myself  with  the  view¬ 
point  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson]  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Donnell]  in  op¬ 
posing'  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  the 
McCarran  rider  has  been  extremely  use¬ 
ful  to  the  country  and  to  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  Considerably  more 
than  200  State  Department  employees 
have  been  separated  from  the  public 
payroll  because  of  the  existence  of  the 
McCarran  rider.  I  use  the  figures  sup¬ 
plied  by  Mr.  John  Peurifoy,  a' young  man 
who  is  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  in 
charge  of  security,  a  young  man  who  is 
generally  admired  and  respected  by  the 
Members  of  Congress,  and  who  in  a 
letter  over  his  own  signature  made  that 
information  available  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Certainly,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  until  we  provide  some  other  way 
to  assure  security  in  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  in  other  departments  of  the 
Government,  we  should  not  sabotage  the 
only  tool  we  have. 

I  join  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  in  the  hope  that  there  will  be 
a  Tydings  bill  to  tighten  up  security. 
I  hope  such  a  bill  will  be  approved  by 


the  committee  and  that  it  will  be  re¬ 
ported.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  bottled  up 
and  pigeonholed  by  the  Democratic 
policy  committee.  I  think  it  would  be 
a  wonderful  thing  if  the  Mundt-Fergu- 
son  bill  dealing  with  Communists  gen¬ 
erally  could  be  added  to  it  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  We  have  been  trying  for 
many  weeks  to  get  a  vote  on  a  measure — 
S.  2311 — to  protect  the  security  of  this 
country  against  Communists  while  we 
are  fighting  them  in  Korea.  So  we 
should  not  rely  on  the  remote  hope  that 
the  Tydings  bill  will  be  approved  by  the 
Democratic  policy  committee  and  re¬ 
ported  so  that  we  can  vote  on  it;  wre 
are  learning  the  hard  way,  namely,  that 
in  this  body  we  must  legislate  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  communism  as  we  can,  when  we 
can,  and  how  we  can.  One  way  in  which 
we  can  do  it  is  to  defeat  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  fine  as  is  its  purpose  and  thus  re¬ 
tain  at  least  such  legislation  as  we  have 
to  help  safeguard  our  security. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  make  an  inquiry.  There  are  a 
number  of  amendments  on  the  desk 
which  have  not  been  acted  upon.  I 
presume  there  will  be  some  amendments 
which  will  probably  not  be  presented.  I 
am  wondering  if  I  might  make  a  pre¬ 
liminary  survey  to  ascertain  what  Sena¬ 
tors  have  amendments  which  they  de¬ 
sire  to  offer.  I  do  so  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  eventually  whether  we 
should  remain  in  session  and  vote  on  all 
the  amendments  to  the  bill,  or  take  a 
recess. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  an  amendment  which 
I  think  will  not  take  more  than  2  minutes 
to  discuss. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
two  amendments  which  will  take  a  very 
few  minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  two 
amendments  which  are  not  printed,  and 
which  I  do  not  think  will  take  very  long. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  under 
those  circumstances,  I  think  we  should 
move  along,  and  perhaps  we  can  finish 
in  an  hour.  I  hope  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  478  it  is 
proposed  to  add  a  new  sectionfas  follows : 

Sec.  1116.  No  part  of  the  appropriations 
under  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay  trans¬ 
portation  of  any  employee  of  the  United 
States  Government  on  a  foreign-flag  ship  or 
aircraft,  if  and  when  such  transportation 
is  available  by  ship  or  air  by  American-flag 
transportation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
only  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
require  that  employees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  they  travel,  shall  give  a  lit¬ 
tle  preference  to  American-flag  ships 
and  aircraft.  I  think  It  is  only  fair  to 
the  American  taxpayer  who  subsidizes 
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our  aircraft  and  the  merchant  marine. 
Some  Government  employees,  in  travel¬ 
ing  to  Europe,  choose  the  Isle  de  Prance, 
the  Queen  Elizabeth,  or  the  Queen  Mary. 
We  find  that  95  out  of  100  such  em¬ 
ployees  travel  on  foreign  vessels,  both 
coming  and  going.  The  least  they  can 
do  is  to  travel  on  ships  flying  our  own 
flag.  If  an  Englishman  were  to  travel  to 
the  United  States  and  use  an  American 
ship  instead  of  an  English  ship  he  would 
be  recalled  before  he  arrived.  It  is  not 
always  possible  to  use  American-flag 
ships,  but  I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  we  should  serve  notice  on  our 
Government  employees  in  this  respect, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
raise  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  ready  to  rule.  The  point  of  or¬ 
der  is  sustained. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  so-called  Spanish-aid  amend¬ 
ment  was  adopted.  I  move  the  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is 
that  the  Spanish-aid  amendment  which 
was  agreed  to? 

Mr.  KILGORE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  object. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  move  the  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration  of  the  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore]  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  so- 
called  Spanish  aid  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
not  yielded.  I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  Senator  with¬ 
hold  his  motion  to  lay  on  the  table? 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  have  not  yielded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understood  the  Senator  had  made 
his  motion.  The  Chair  then  recognized 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  & 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  have  not  discussed 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Is  not  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  entitled  to  the  floor? 
A  day  or  two  ago  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Donnell]  made  a  motion  to 
reconsider,  and  another  Senator  moved 
to  lay  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  on  the  table.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri'  insisted  on  having  the 
floor,  and  the  Vice  President  recognized 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Don¬ 
nell]  as  a  matter  of  right.  The  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  has  made  a  motion  to 
reconsider,  and  I  believe  he  likewise  has 
a  right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  the  Vice  President 


recognized  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Donnell]  as  a  matter  of  courtesy. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  May  I  ask  that  the 
same  courtesy  be  extended  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  West  Virginia? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  have  been  glad  to  extend 
the  same  courtesy  to  the.  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore],  but  the 
Chair  did  not  see  the  Senator  on  his 
feet,  and  recognized  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  who  has  now 
made  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  ANrERSON  and  several  other 
Senators  requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  May  we  have  the  question 
stated  by  the  Chair? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Kilgore]  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  so- 
called  Spanish  aid  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  and  other  Senators 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  each 
vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  and  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  detained  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  65, 


nays  15, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 65 

Aiken 

Connally 

Ferguson 

Brewster 

Cordon 

Fulbright 

Bricker 

Darby 

George 

Bridges 

Donnell 

Gillette 

Butler 

Dworshak 

Gurney 

Capehart 

Eastland 

Hayden 

Chapman 

Ecton 

Hendrickson 

Chavez 

Ellender 

Hickenlooper 

Hoey 

McClellan 

Saltonstall 

Holland 

McFarland 

Schoeppel 

Ives 

McKellar 

Smith,  Maine 

Johnson,  Colo. 

McMahon 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Magnuson 

Sparkman 

Kem 

Martin 

Stennis 

Kerr 

Maybank 

Taft 

Knowland 

Millikin 

Thye 

Langer 

Mundt 

Tydings 

Leahy 

Myers 

Watkins 

Lodge 

O'Conor 

Wherry 

Lucas 

O’Mahoney 

Wiley 

McCarran 

Pepper 

Young 

McCarthy 

Robertson 

NAYS— 15 

Anderson 

Hill 

Morse 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Douglas 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Neely 

Frear 

Kilgore  ' 

Russell 

Graham 

Lehman 

Williams 

NOT  VOTING— 

16 

Benton 

Jenner 

Thomas,  Utah 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Downey 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Flanders 

Malone 

Withers 

Green 

Taylor 

Hunt 

Thomas,  Okla. 

So  Mr.  McCarran’s  motion  to  lay  Mr. 
Kilgore’s  motion  on  the  table  was  agreed 
to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
drafting  of  Chapter  II  of  the  bill  I  be¬ 
lieve  an  error  was  made.  In  that  part 
which  provided  an  appropriation  for  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  to  carry  on  an  audit  and  in¬ 
vestigation  of  air  mail  rates,  in  our  air 
mail  carrier  service,  these  words  were 
used,  “for  making  a  survey  of  certificated 
interstate  and  overseas  air  carrier  oper¬ 
ations.”  I  myself  understood  that  the 
word  “overseas”  covered  the  operation 
of  all  our  planes  flying  abroad,  overseas. 
I  have  interviewed  numerous  members 
of  the  committee,  and  other  Senators, 
and  all  were  of  the  same  opinion.  But 
it  seems  that  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
divided  our  planes  into  three  classes,  in¬ 
stead  of  two.  There  were  our  interstate 
planes.  Overseas  planes  were  defined 
as  those  which  flew  overseas  to  our  island 
possessions.  The  other  category  was 
those  which  flew  to  other  countries, 
which  were  classified  as  “foreign.” 
Therefore  the  situation  arises,  if  the 
provision  remains  as  it  is,  that  if  a  plane 
flies,  for  instance,  to  Japan  by  way  of 
Hawaii,  carrying  mail,  the  audit  could  be 
made  only  as  far  as  Hawaii,  and  no  fig¬ 
ures  could  be  gotten  beyond  Hawaii  into 
Japan.  For  planes  flying  to  Europe 
there  would  be  no  figures,  but  figures 
only  as  to  those  flying  to  our  island 
possessions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  will  suspend 
for  a  moment,  the  Chair  will  call  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  no  amendment 
is  pending  before  the  Senate,  and  that 
under  the  unanimous  consent  agreement 
an  amendment  must  be  pending,  and 
that  the  address  of  the  Senator,  and  of 
each  Senator  upon  the  amendment, 
would  be  confined  to  5  minutes. 

'  Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
laying  the  foundation  to  make  a  motion. 
I  expect  to  make  a  motion.  I  was  giv¬ 
ing  the  reason  for  it,  because  it  could 
not  be  understood  otherwise. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  feels  that  he  should,  then,  advise 
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the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  that  in 
that  situation  the  Chair  would  charge  up 
the  Senator’s  preliminary  remarks  to 
the  5  minutes  limitation. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  May  I  ask  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer  if  he  is  charging  his  own 
remarks  up  to  my  time,  too? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No,  the 
Chair  will  not  do  that. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  expect  to  make  no 
remarks  after  I  make  my  motion. 

I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  start 
this  investigation.  Since  this  matter 
came  to  my  attention  too  late  to  make 
a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  within 
2  days,  it  is  therefore  necessary  for  me 
to  make  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rule 
in  order  to  make  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  and  to  insert  an  amendment,  add¬ 
ing  the  words  “and  foreign”  after  the 
word  “overseas,”  in  order  that  a  com¬ 
plete  investigation  may  be  made.  Other¬ 
wise  the  investigators  will  be  stopped 
at  our  island  possessions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  make  his  motion? 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  make  the  motion 
now  to  suspend  the  rule. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  that  motion  will 
have  to  lie  over  a  day. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  A  par-, 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
completely  in  accord  with  the  remarks 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has 
made.  An  error  was  made,  and  my  in¬ 
quiry  is.  Can  unanimous  consent  be 
given  to  insert  the  two  words  which  the 
Senator  has  suggested? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  By 
unanimous  consent  the  motion  can  be 
made.  Does  the  Senator  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent? 

Mr.  KILGORE,  I  am  asking  unani¬ 
mous  consent. 

Mr.  TAFT.  What  is  the  amendment 
to  be  offered? 

Mr.  KILGORE.  To  strike  out  the 
words  “and  overseas” - 

Mr.  TAFT.  On  what  page? 

Mr.  KILGORE.  On  page  6,  lines  14 
and  15,  to  strike  out  the  words  “and 
overseas”  and  insert  a  comma  and  the 
words  “overseas,  and  foreign”,  which 
would  then  make  it  read,  “a  survey  of 
certificated  interstate,  overseas,  and 
foreign  air  carrier  operations,”  and  so 
forth.  It  would  include  all  our  planes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  committee  passed  on  this  matter  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to 
cover  all  investigations  of  mail  trans¬ 
portation.  Therefore,  so  far  as  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  would 
have  authority,  I  would  be  willing  to 
accept  the  amendment.  I  think  it  is 
proper,  and  I  think  the  Senate  should 
give  unanimous  consent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  taking  up  the  amendment 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  McXELLAR.  We  will  take  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  hears  no  objection,  and  the  ques¬ 


tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore.] 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  which  I  wish 
to  propose  on  behalf  of  myself  and  a 
group  of  Senators,  and  I  ask  that  it  be 
stated,  and  that  the  names  of  the  pro¬ 
ponents  of  the  amendment  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray,  for  himself,  Mr.  George,  Mr.  Thomas 
of  Utah,  Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr. 
S tennis,  Mr.  Neely,  Mr.  Graham,  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Mr.  Hill,  and  Mr.  Pepper,  was,  on 
page  141,  line  7,  to  strike  out  the  figure 
“$19,977,760”  and  to  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “$23,435,000.” 

Mr.  MURRAY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  amendment  has 
reference  to  chapter  V,  having  to  do  with 
the  Federal  Security  appropriation,  has 
it  not? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  correct;  it 
has  reference  to  vocational  training. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  consulted  many 
members  of  the  subcommittee,  includ¬ 
ing^  the  chairman  of  the  full  committee, 
who  also  is  a  member  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  and  we  feel  that  this  amendment 
has  so  much  merit  that  we  can  take  it  to 
conference,  and  we  will  accept  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  other 
Senators  are  here  besides  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Oh,  yes;  I  always 
know  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  here. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  is  taking  an  amendment  to  con¬ 
ference  without  any  Senator  discussing 
it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 
I  am  the  ranking  minority  member  on 
the  subcommittee,  and  I  have  not  been 
consulted  about  this  amendment.  I  per¬ 
sonally  do  not  approve  of  this  method 
of  amending  an  appropriation  bill  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  making  a 
very  substantial  increase,  particularly, 
when  the  minority  has  not  been  con¬ 
sulted,  as  in  this  case,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
California  will  maintain  that  position. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  This  is  not  a  substan¬ 
tial  increase.  It  merely  increases  the 
amount  that  is  provided  for  vocational 
training  by  $3,457,240,  bringing  it  up  to 
the  budget  estimate.  It  is  a  very  impor¬ 
tant  provision  because  it  is  essential  at 
this  time  in  the  war-production  program 
which  is  about  to  be  inaugurated.  A 
similar  program  performed  a  great  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  last  war.  Without  it  we  would 
have  great  difficulty  in  finding  trained 


employees  for  the  different  war  pro¬ 
duction  programs  that  will  be  put  into 
operation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
able  Senator  that  while  in  a  bill  which 
carries  some  $40,000,000,000,  more  or 
less,  the  difference  between  $19,977,760 
and  $23,435,000  may  not  seem  very 
much,  it  is  still  some  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  And  I  do  not  think 
it  should  be  treated  lightly  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  actually  is  $3,457,- 
240,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  but  it  is 
an  essential  program  without  which  we 
would  find  ourselves  in  a  difficult  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  war  production  program 
which  is  about  to  be  inaugurated.  It 
seems  to  me  the  Senate  should  realize 
that  this  program  performed  a  very 
valuable  service  at  the  commencement 
of  the  First  World  War.  The  program 
was  fathered  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George].  He  was  the 
sponsor  of  the  original  George-Barden 
Act,  which  set  up  this  training  program. 
While  in  operation  it  performed  a  very 
valuable  service  to  the  country.  With¬ 
out  it  now  we  would  find  ourselves  in  a 
very  difficult  position. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  no  one  of 
us  is  unmindful  of  the  importance  of 
this  type  of  work,  and  certainly  my  own 
State  of  California  is  enthusiastically  for 
it.  But  if  this  does  tie  into  the  war  ef¬ 
fort,  as  I  believe  it  does,  and  since  we 
have  supplemental  bills  which  will  come 
before  the  Congress,  I  submit  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Montana  it  is  an  orderly 
procedure  to  go  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  secure  a  budget  recommenda¬ 
tion  on  the  situation,  and  come  in  on  a 
supplemental  bill  with  the  provision, 
rather  than  upping  the  present  bill  by 
some  $3,400,000. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  that  the  proposed  increase  brings 
the  total  up  only  to  the  recommendation 
o§  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  We  have  been  trying  to 
cut  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  something  which  can  and 
will  reach  into  every  rural  high  school 
in  America  which  has  the  benefit  of  this 
program.  It  not  only  ties  into  any  war 
program,  but  it  also  ties  into  the  pres¬ 
ent  rural  youth -training  program.  This 
is  the  vocational-training  program. 
This  is  what  is  called  the  Smith -Hughes 
program.  It  is  known  in  another  form 
as  “Future  Farmers  of  America”  and 
“Future  Homemakers  of  America."  Its 
outstanding  record  of  more  than  a  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  century  has  contributed  greatly 
to  the  economic  life  of  every  rural  com¬ 
munity  in  the  Nation  which  has  the 
benefit  of  this  splendid  work. 

I  emphasize  the  tremendous  advan¬ 
tage  of  this  work  in  the  rural  areas  o£ 
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the  South,  for  our  Negro  boys  and  girls. 
The  response  from  the  Negro  boys  and 
girls  has  been  remarkable.  It  is  very 
interesting  to  see  the  program  which  has 
been  outlined  for  them  now. 

The  amount  involved  is  relatively 
small,  when  applied  to  a  program  which 
is  carried  on  throughout  48  States.  It 
already  has  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  The  proposed  increase 
will  bring  the  amount  up  to  the  sum  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  already  ap¬ 
proved. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  for 
what  purpose  this  additional  fund  would 
be  used  to  perform  that  would  not  be 
performed  without  it?  Is  it  to  be  used 
for  more  teachers,  more  facilities,  for 
opening  more  schools,  or  for  what  is  it  to 
be  used. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  to  be  used  for 
furnishing  more  teachers.  The  fund 
can  be  used,  as  I  understand,  for  facili¬ 
ties,  but  when  so  used  is  used  only  in  a 
small  way.  The  purpose  is  to  provide 
more  teachers,  to  extend  this  vocational 
training  program  into  more  high  schools. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  it  apply  to  the  agri¬ 
cultural  program  only? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No.  It  include  me¬ 
chanical  training  and  other  training  that 
goes  with  vocational  training.  Such 
training  is  included. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Would  this  increase 
make  it  possible  for  more  high  schools  to 
carry  on  courses  in  vocational  training? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Absolutely.  That  is 
one  of  the  main  purposes  of  the  increase 
in  the  fund.  The  plan  is  a  definite  one. 
It  has  been  worked  out  over  the  years. 
It  is  not  something  which  has  been 
brought  up  recently.  The  increase  will 
merely  supply  more  funds  to  carry  out 
the  program. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  program  is  a 
good  program.  No  one  denies  that. 
But  I  think  the  Senate  would  be  in¬ 
terested  to  know  that  in  1942  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  $13,500,000 - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  with  all 
deference  to  the  Senator,  I  will  say  that 
I  yielded  for  a  question.  I  ask  the  Sena¬ 
tor  if  he  will  speak  in  his  own  time, 
please. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  merely  wanted 
to  say  that  there  has  been  a  gradual  in¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  over  a  period  of 
years. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes.  That  gradual 
increase  is  consistent  with  a  planned 
program,  which  will  now  be  seriously  in- 
fered  with  unless  this  small  additional 
amount  is  given. 

I  want  to  make  one  further  point  with 
reference  to  this  program.  From  per¬ 
sonal  observation  I  know  it  is  a  tremen¬ 
dous  factor  in  training  the  young  while 
they  are  on  the  land  to  have  an  interest 
in  the  land,  to  learn  that  they  have  a 
future  on  the  land,  and  that  they  may 
safely  cast  their  future  on  the  land. 
This  program,  along  with  the  4-H  Club 
work,  is  one  of  the  most  powerful  factors 
in  building  up  the  rural  communities. 
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in  building  a  young  citizenship  which  is 
willing  to  cast  its  future  with  the  land. 

I  have  no  statistics,  Mr.  President,  but 
I  know  that  the  State  of  Iowa  needs 
10,000  incoming  farmers  each  year  to  re¬ 
place  those  leaving  the  farms  for  one 
reason  or  another.  At  the  present  time 
only  6,800  boys  are  enrolled  in  voca¬ 
tional  agricultural  courses,  with  approxi¬ 
mately  1,500  graduating  each  year.  The 
same  is  true  with  respect  to  the  situa¬ 
tion  of  many  States.  The  program  really 
does  tie  the  youth  in  with  the  land.  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  inquire  if  it  does  not  also 
apply  to  industry  which  will  be  engaged 
in  war  production.  That  to  my  mind  is 
the  important  feature  of  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  fund  does  apply 
to  industry  as  well. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Already  these  indus¬ 
tries  are  on  a  24-hour  basis. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
expired. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
amazing  to  me  how  Senators  can  move 
from  one  side  to  the  other,  depending  on 
how  a  matter  under  consideration  af¬ 
fects  their  section  of  the  country,  their 
State,  or  their  cities.  We  have  under 
consideration  an  increase  of  $4,000,000. 
Earlier  this  afternoon  we  discussed  for 
a  considerable  period  of  time  a  proposed 
decrease  of  $1,500,000,000.  I  am  against 
the  amendment.  I  hope  it  will  be  voted 
down,  in  view  of  what  has  happened  here 
this  afternoon.  We  are  trying  to  econo¬ 
mize.  This  is  no  time  to  add  $4,000,000 
to  the  bill,  regardless  of  what  the  pro¬ 
gram  is. 

What  I  really  rose  to  speak  about  is 
the  Spanish  amendment.  I  shall  speak 
on  that  subject  for  3  or  4  minutes.  Much 
has  been  said  about  what  happened  on 
the  floor  on  Tuesday  last  with  respect  to 
the  adoption  of  an  amendment  for  aid  to 
Spain.  Mr.  President,  I  am  a  realist.  I 
undertake  to  say  that  I  knew  exactly 
what  I  was  doing  when  that  compromise 
was  made.  I  undertake  to  say  that  I 
knew  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  had 
the  votes  to  put  the  Spanish  amendment 
through  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
thereby  taking  $100,000,000  from  the 
ECA  fund.  There  cannot  be  any  ques¬ 
tion  about  that.  Senators  who  have 
been  so  excited  about  the  Spanish  sit¬ 
uation  would  have  wound  up  in  the  same 
position  they  are  now  in.  The  only  ex¬ 
ception  is  that  we  would  have  been  $100,- 
000.000  short  in  the  ECA  fund. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  been 
more  interested  in  trying  to  keep  the 
ECA  fund  intact,  trying  to  do  something, 
as  I  see  it,  not  to  cripple  the  Marshall 
plan  or  the  European  recovery  program. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  if  a  point  of  or¬ 
der  had  been  made  against  the  Spanish 
amendment  it  would  have  been  sus¬ 
tained,  and  an  appeal  from  that  point  of 
order  would  have  been  overruled.  There 
were  enough  votes  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  overrule  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  and  it  would  have  been  done.  I 
think  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  there  were 
enough  votes  even  to  sustain  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  if  he  had  made  a  motion 


to  suspend  the  rule,  which  requires  a 
two-thirds  majority.  With  that  realiza¬ 
tion,  with  the  full  knowledge  that  we 
were  going  to  take  $100,000,000  out  of 
the  ECA  fund,  I  had  no  hesitancy  what¬ 
soever  in  making  the  proposition  I  did 
through  the  Democratic  policy  commit¬ 
tee.  I  think  it  was  a  “good  deal,’’  and  I 
care  not  how  any  other  Senator  or  any¬ 
one  else  may  feel  about  it.  The  State 
Department  would  have  had  the  Spanish 
amendment  with  $100,000,000  less  for 
ECA  funds  if  we  had  not  followed  the 
procedure  we  adopted.  Of  course,  it 
was  a  compromise ;  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  was  willing  to  go  with  us  in  that 
direction,  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
Every  member  of  the  Democratic  policy 
committee  agreed  that  we  did  not  have 
the  votes  to  defeat  the  proposal.  When 
we  do  not  have  the  votes,  Senators  can 
talk  all  they  will,  but  if  they  are  worse 
off  than  they  were  before,  it  does  very 
little  good  to  complain. 

Yesterday  I  did  not  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  explain  my  position,  so  I  am 
explaining  it  now. 

Senators  who  contend  that  they  were 
cut  off  and  did  not  have  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  that  question  should  stop  and 
realize  that  on  Tuesday  for  approxi¬ 
mately  three-quarters  of  an  hour  the 
Senate  was  virtually  in  a  state  of  recess, 
because  there  was  no  Senator  present  to 
discuss  either  side  of  the  Spanish  amend¬ 
ment  question.  Senators  could  have 
discussed  it  in  that  period  of  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour ;  that  time  was  avail¬ 
able.  However,  no  Senator  spoke  on  that 
question  at  that  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  my 
position  clear.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  admit 
when  I  am  licked.  I  repeat  that  I  am 
a  realist.  I  honestly  believe  that  we 
worked  out  an  arrangement  which  was 
better  than  the  arrangement  would  have 
been  if  we  had  gone  ahead  and  ulti¬ 
mately  had  permitted  the  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  prevail  in  the  Senate, 
because  we  saw  what  happened  on  the 
last  vote  on  this  question,  when  there 
were  votes  in  opposition  by  15  Senators. 
That  is  an  indication  of  what  would 
have  happened. 

I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  telling'  the 
Senate  and  the  country  what  we  have 
accomplished  in  that  connection.  That 
move  by  us  saved  the  ECA  $100,000,000. 
I  do  not  care  what  the  officials  of  the 
ECA  or  what  those  in  any  of  the  de¬ 
partments  say  about  the  matter,  for  the 
fact  is  that  by  that  move  the  Senate 
saved  the  ECA  $100,000,000.  If  we  had 
not  made  that  move,  but  if  we  had  fol¬ 
lowed  the  other  procedure,  the  ECA 
would  have  been  in  the  same  position 
that  it  is  in  now,  but  it  also  would  have 
had  $100,000,000  less  than  it  now  has 
available. 

That  is  all  I  care  to  say,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  appreciate  what  has  been  said 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and  I  can 
understand  his  feeling  in  the  matter,  in 
view  of  his  tremendous  responsibilities  as 
leader  of  the  majority  and  also  as  head 
member  of  the  Democratic  policy  com¬ 
mittee. 
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Mr.  President,  personally  I  can  see  no 
reason  whatsoever  why  the  United  States 
Senate  should  apologize  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment  or  to  the  EGA  for  any  action 
the  Senate  has  taken.  I  still  have  the 
greatest  respect  for  the  integrity  and 
sincerity  of  purpose  of  this  body.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  wrong  about  Mr.  Hiss,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
makes  mistakes.  I  say  he  is  mistaken 
now  in  thinking  that  65  Senators  made 
the  wrong  decision  in  regard  to  the 
Spanish  matter. 

I  think  the  Senate  even  has  the  right 
to  be  wrong,  although  I  do  not  think  the 
Senate  was  wrong;  I  think  we  took  the 
correct  action. 

I  believe  that  the  procedure  we  adopted 
will  help  ECA  in  Europe,  if  we  mean 
what  we  say  aboutt  ECA  and  if  our  phi¬ 
losophy  regarding  ECA  is  what  we  brag 
about.  In  that  case,  there  is  no  reason 
to  feel  that  the  Senate  was  not  justified 
in  voting  day  before  yesterday  as  it  did 
and  in  taking  the  position  it  took  then 
and  in  taking  the  position  it  took  today. 
I  think  the  action  taken  was  moral  and 
sincere. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  bluntly  that  the 
only  reason  why  heretofore  we  have  not 
taken  action  of  this  kind  is,  not  because 
we  did  not  want  to  help  ECA,  but  be¬ 
cause  we  were  a  little  timid  about  com¬ 
munistic  influences  in  Europe.  Of 
course,  we  may  say  that  such  things  do 
not  help  any.  However,  in  the  case  of 
France  it  is  true  that  although  interna¬ 
tionally  the  French  Parliament  may 
agree  with  us,  nevertheless  when  it  comes 
to  enacting  legislation  in  the  French 
Parliament,  all  the  members  of  that  Par¬ 
liament  vote,  including  the  180  members 
of  the  Communistic  Party.  Would  they 
have  any  influence  in  regard  to  whether 
or  not  that  government  would  invite 
Spain  to  participate,  no  matter  how 
worthy  that  proposition  might  be? 

Similarly,  would  the  Communists 
whom  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
I  and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan]  and  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  Thye]  heard  in  the  Italian 
Parliament,  have  any  influence  in  regard 
to  that  matter? 

The  best  thing  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  has  done  for  ECA  has  been  to  take 
the  action  referred  to,  because  now  we 
shall  be  united.  I  say  this  notwith¬ 
standing  that  possibly  I  am  the  one 
Member  of  the  Senate  who  does  not  agree 
with  everything  the  head  man  in  Spain 
is  doing.  I  do  not  agree  with  all  he  is 
doing,  but  that  is  not  the  question. 
There  are  many  things  about  which  I  do 
not  agree;  and  there  are  many  things 
about  which  those  on  the  other  side  of 
the  water  do  not  agree,  so  far  as  con¬ 
cerns  what  is  going  on  in  this  country. 
However,  does  that  fact  justify  our  tak¬ 
ing  a  position  inconsistent  with  the 
philosophy  of  a  law  we  have  enacted? 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  did  a  favor 
to  ECA  and  to  the  State  Department 
and  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
simply  to  make  a  very  brief  statement. 
I  regret  very  much  that  this  very  meri¬ 
torious  amendment  has  become  mixed 
up  in  a  controversy  which  is  somewhat 


foreign  to  it.  However,  the  controversy 
itself  is  worthy  of  note. 

Having  voted  for  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nevada,  I  myself  think  that  it  is  the  one 
piece  of  realism  which  I  have  seen  in  the 
Senate  for  a  long  time,  in  connection 
with  our  dealing  with  international  af¬ 
fairs.  Certainly  if  we  mean  to  do  any¬ 
thing  for  western  Europe,  but  more  par¬ 
ticularly  if  we  mean  to  do  anything  un¬ 
der  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  western  Europe,  Spain  is  an  in¬ 
dispensable  factor  in  that  problem. 

Not  only  is  that  true,  Mr.  President, 
but  if  we  are  not  realistic  enough  to 
know  that  there  should  be  built  at  once — - 
in  fact,  it  should  have  been  built  many 
months  ago — a  strong  ground  army  in 
western  Germany  and  in  Japan,  we  have 
not  enough  realism  left  in  the  Senate  or 
in  the  Congress  to  be  able  to  run  the 
world;  and  we  might  as  well  understand 
that  now,  I  think. 

Tragic  as  this  war  is — and  it  is  tragic 
beyond  discretion — it  still  will  serve  us 
and  the  other  free  people  of  the  world 
well,  in  the  future,  if  it  has  the  effect 
of  returning  America  to  a  sense  of.real- 
ism.  The  one  thing  most  sadly  lacking 
in  this  Nation,  in  dealing  with  interna¬ 
tional  affairs,  is  a  definite  sense  of  reality. 

Mr.  President,  as  to  the  pending 
amendment,  let  me  say  that  I  have  been 
identified  with  agricultural  and  voca¬ 
tional  education  ever  since  I  first  came 
to  the  Senate,  28  years  ago.  I  have 
done  my  best  for  that  cause. 

The  authorized  appropriation  for  agri¬ 
cultural  training  and  vocational  train¬ 
ing,  which  embraces  the  mechanical 
arts,  as  well  as  other  subjects,  is  al¬ 
most  $30,000,000;  it  is  $29,000,000  and  a 
fractional  amount  which  I  do  not  now 
remember. 

The  appropriation  has  never  reached 
the  full  amount  of  the  authorization, 
first,  because  there  were  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  an  earlier  time  persons  who 
wanted  to  run  the  educational  institu¬ 
tions  of  this  country,  regardless  of  con¬ 
gressional  judgment  and  congressional 
decision;  second,  the  Second  World  War 
made  teachers  and  instructors  in  voca¬ 
tional  training  and  education  in  agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  mechanical  arts,  and  so 
forth,  extremely  scarce.  Therefore,  we 
were  always  compelled  to  accept  a 
smaller  appropriation  than  the  full 
amount  of  the  authorization. 

Mr.  President,  the  budget  now  has  au¬ 
thorized  the  amount  specified  in  this 
amendment.  I  have  already  voted  to 
apply  a  10 -percent  reduction  to  this  ap¬ 
propriation,  along  with  others.  Under 
that  10-percent  reduction  provision  the 
total  and  the  increased  amount  re¬ 
quested  in  this  appropriation,  if  the 
amendment  is  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
of  course  will  be  subject  to  the  10-per¬ 
cent  reduction. 

Those  interested  in  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  tell  me — and  they  have  repeat¬ 
edly  told  me  for  a  year — that  they  are 
prepared  to  go  forward  with  their  pro¬ 
gram,  that  they  already  have  available 
instructors,  and  could  use  even  the  full 
amount  authorized  for  this  particular 
purpose.  But  this  amendment  does 
not  offer  to  do  that.  It  offers  merely 
to  bring  the  appropriation  up  to  the 


amount  recommended  by  the  budget. 
The  total  of  it,  as  I  have  already  said, 
will  be  subject  to  the  10  percent  re¬ 
duction  provided  in  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  add,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  if  I  may,  that  in  World  War  II,  be¬ 
cause  of  this  program,  nearly  11,000,000 
people  who  had  had  some  training  un¬ 
der  one  branch  of  it  or  other,  found 
themselves  in  the  service  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  and  Mr.  LEHMAN 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  very  anxious  to  have  a  vote.  Really, 
I  am  not  going  to  make  a  speech.  I  am 
not  in  favor  of  this  amendment,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  voted  down.  But  I  ask 
my  fellow  Senators  to  let  us  vote  on  it. 
I  now  resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  cer¬ 
tainly  do  not  wish  to  keep  the  Senate 
here  any  longer  than  necessary.  Since 
the  question  of  the  Spanish  amendment 
has  again  been  raised,  I  cannot  allow 
some  of  the  things  which  have  been  said 
in  the  last  few  moments  to  go  unchal¬ 
lenged. 

I  do  not  question  the  right  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  and  the  right 
of  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  to  have  such  views 
on  this  subject  as  may  seem  proper  to 
them.  But  I  want  to  say  again,  as  I  have 
said  heretofore,  and  I  want  to  repeat  it 
with  all  the  force  at  my  command,  that 
I  believe  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
made  a  serious  mistake  in  taking  the  ac¬ 
tion  which  it  took  on  Tuesday  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  McCarran  amendment. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  referred  to 
the  importance  of  being  realistic.  I  fully 
agree  with  the  distinguished  Senator. 
But  I  say  that  we  are  not  realistic  when 
we  break  our  ties,  or  threaten  to  break 
our  ties,  with  tried  and  true  allies,  men 
with  whom  we  fought,  men  who  in  con¬ 
cert  with  us  have  made  great  sacrifices. 
We  are  a  part  of  the  United  Nations. 
We  depend  on  the  United  Nations.  I 
still  believe  that  the  United  Nations  is 
our  greatest  hope,  and  I  have  said  so 
time  and  time  again.  I  think  the  de¬ 
velopments  of  the  last  few  days  have 
proved  that.  Yet  we,  by  unilateral  ac¬ 
tion,  are  virtually  throwing  away  and 
repudiating  action  which  has  been  taken 
by  the  United  Nations  in  connection  with 
Spain. 

Furthermore,  we  are  saying  to  our  al¬ 
lies  and  friends  who  are  in  the  ECA  pro¬ 
gram  abroad,  “You  have  got  to  play 
along  with  Spain,  even  though  you  have 
time  and  time  again  publicly  stated  that 
you  did  not  want  to  have  any  relation¬ 
ship  with  her.”  We  are  saying  to  our 
people  that  we  disregard  what  has  been 
done  in  our  own  defense  by  these  dem¬ 
ocratic  nations,  and  we  are  saying  to 
the  world  that  we  are  willing  to  support 
Fascist  nations,  nations  which  have  dis¬ 
regarded  and  repudiated  all  their  obli¬ 
gations  to  humanity.  We  are  playing 
into  the  hands  of  Russia  and  the  satellite 
states,  giving  them  propaganda,  ma¬ 
chinery  and  weapons,  which  I  fear  will 
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be  of  great  help  to  them  and  do  great 
harm  to  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  tell  you  we  cannot 
win  this  war,  whether  it  be  cold  or  hot, 
on  the  battlefields  of  Korea,  alone.  The 
field  of  battle  is  far  wider  than  Korea. 
It  is  a  battle  for  men’s  minds.  It  is  a 
battle  for  men’s  faith  in  us  and  in  democ¬ 
racy.  I  tell  you,  Mr.  President,  and  I 
say  it  sadly,  that  I  think  we  have  risked 
losing  the  faith  and  the  confidence  of 
many  of  the  freedom-loving  countries  of 
the  world.  So  I  say  again  that  I  believe 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  made 
a  serious  blunder. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Dees  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  I  can  follow  the 
philosophy  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
correctly,  and  I  largely  agree  with  him. 
The  only  thing  I  am  concerned  about  is 
that  we  should  be  consistent,  that  we 
should  help  those  who  help  us,  and  that 
we  should  not  help  those  who  are  not  try¬ 
ing  to  further  our  purposes  and  ideas. 
I  should  like  to  ask  tije  Senator  how 
many  American  boys  lost  their  lives  on 
account  of  Spain?  Will  the  Senator  say 
that  we  lost  one  American  boy  on  ac¬ 
count  of  Spain? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
idea  as  to  how  many  men  we  have  lost 
on  account  of  Spain. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Very  well.  That  great 
nation,  which  helped  us  so  much - 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Which  great  nation? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  mean  a  nation  that 
is  now  a  participant  of  ECA.  How  many 
American  boys  did  we  lose  in  north  Africa 
how  many  did  we  lose  in  Sicily,  how 
many  did  we  lose  in  Anzio,  on  account  of 
Italy? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  We  lost  a  great  many. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  we  are  helping 
Italy. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  not  defending 
Italy,  but  Italy  is  today  a  part  of  the  de¬ 
fense  line  which  this  country  has  set  up. 
If  the  Senator  does  not  believe  in  the  de¬ 
fense  line  that  has  been  set  up  through 
ECA,  why  did  he  vote  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  for  ECA? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
want  to  add  a  word  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  and  other  distinguished 
Senators  have  said.  I  am  only  sorry  I 
could  not  have  voted  to  take  the  $100,- 
000,000,  if  necessary,  from  ECA,  rather 
than  to  have  to  borrow  the  money  from 
the  Export-Import  Bank.  For  years  and 
years  we  have  been  trying  to  help  the 
Spanish  people — not  the  Spanish  coal 
company.  As  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  I  wrote  Mr.  Gaston  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  a  letter  yesterday,  about 
the  Spanish  matter,  and  I  have  been  in 
conference  with  many  of  the  Senators 
regarding  it.  The  sooner  we  follow  up 
our  action,  the  better  off  we  will  be. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr..  Lehman] 


concluded  his  speech.  When  will  the 
debate  on  amendments  be  finished  so 
that  debate  will  be  unlimited? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not 
until  after  the  bill  is  passed. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  May  I  invite  the 
Presiding  Officer’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  no  agreement  to  limit 
debate  on  the  bill.  The  limitation  ap¬ 
plied  only  to  amendments.  When  will 
the  opportunity  for  unlimited  debate 
arise?  There  was  no  quorum-call  prior 
to  the  submisison  of  the  unanimous - 
consent  agreement,  and  there  was  no 
final  agreement.  Am  I  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct.  The  limitation  of  5 
minutes  for  each  Senator  applies  only  to 
amendments  and  not  to  the  final  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  bill. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  for  himself  and 
other  Senators.  [Putting  the  question.] 
The  “noes”  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
in  order  to  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  already  announced  the  result. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  state  it. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Did  the  Senator 
make  his  motion  in  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
was  not  a  record  vote. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Does  the  Chair 
know  how  the  mover  of  the  motion 
voted? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  makes 
no  difference.  That  question  does  not 
apply,  as  the  Chair  understands,  except 
upon  a  record  vote. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  did  I 
correctly  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  suggested  the  absence  of 
a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Does  not  that  take 
precedence? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  go  on  record  on  this 
vote. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  insist 
on  a  roll  call. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hoey 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Holland 

Morse 

Brieker 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Ives 

Murray 

Butler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Myers 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Neely 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Kem 

O’Mahoney 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Pepper 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Russell 

Douglas 

Langer 

Saltonstall 

Dworshak 

Leahy 

Schoeppel 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Smith,  Maine 

Ecton 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

EUender 

Lucas 

Sparkman 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Stennis 

Frear 

McCarthy 

Taft 

Fulbright 

McClellan 

Thye 

George 

McFarland 

Ty  dings 

Graham 

McKellar 

Watkins 

Gurney 

McMahon 

Wherry 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

Hendrickson 

Malone 

Williams 

Hickenlooper 

Martin 

Young 

Hill 

Maybank 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana  and  other  Senators  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  AIKEN  and  other  Senators  asked 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  the 
legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll,  and  Mr.  Aiken  voted  in  the  affirma¬ 
tive  when  his  name  was  called. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  the  question  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  McKellar], 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
change  my  vote  to  “nay.” 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  call 
of  the  roll. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Do  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  the  amendment  which  was 
agreed  to  was  the  amendment  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  vocational,  agricultural,  and 
mechanical  training? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Then  a  motion  was 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellar]  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Then  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  made 
a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  to  recon¬ 
sider? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Is  that  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct.  The  motion  is  not  debatable. 
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and  the  yea-and-nay  vote  is  now  in 
progress. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  call 
of  the  roll. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  many  Senators  have  entered  the 
Chamber  since  the  beginning  of  the  vote, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  asks  that 
the  Chair  state  the  parliamentary  sit¬ 
uation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  stated  it  on  three  different 
occasions. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  regular  order. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Is  it  correct  to  say 
that  if  a  Senator  wishes  to  vote  in  favor 
of  the  amendment - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
roll  call  is  in  progress.  The  Senator’s 
inquiry  is  out  of  order. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  call 
of  the  roll. 

Mr.  MORSE  (when  his  name  was 
called).  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  in  doubt  as  to  the  par¬ 
liamentary  situation  at  the  present  time. 
Will  the  Chair  state  it  so  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  may  vote  in  accordance 
with  the  explanation  of  the  Chair? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  stated  the  question  on  three 
separate  occasions  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate.  On  a  similar  request  of 
another  Senator  the  Chair  has  already 
ruled  that  the  Chair  feels  he  should  not 
restate  the  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  fur¬ 
ther  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  does  not  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
have  the  right,  prior  to  his  answering  on 
a  roll-call  vote,  to  make  inquiry  as  to 
what  the  vote  is  being  taken  on?  I  have 
been  called  off  the  floor  several  times 
during  this  discussion  and  I  am  in  doubt 
as  to  the  exact  wording  of  the  issue  we 
are  voting  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  a  right  to  make  such  inquiry. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  what  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  has  sought  to  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  confusing  two 
rights.  One  is  his  own  right  to  make 
inquiry,  and  the  other  is  the  right  of  the 
Presiding  Officer  to  exercise  some  dis¬ 
cretion  in  the  matter  of  making  reply. 
The  Chair  has  already  replied  three 
times  to  the  same  question.  He  declines 
to  reply  further. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  merely  sought  to  find 
out  what  my  rights  were.  I  think  the 
Chair  is  making  a  great  mistake  when 
he  refuses  to  advise  any  Senator  upon 
inquiry  made  in  good  faith  what  the 
issue  before  the  Senate  is. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  call 
of  the  roll. 


Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  may  we  have  order  in  the 
Chamber? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  Senators  will 
resume  their  seats.  The  clerk  will  re¬ 
sume  the  calling  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  mis¬ 
understood  the  question.  I  wish  to 
change  my  vote  to  “yea.” 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
inform  the  Senator  from  Oregon  what 
the  vote  is  being  taken  on. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  demand 
the  regular  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  A  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  raise 
the  point  of  order  that  the  point  of  order 
raised  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  can¬ 
not  be  raised  while  the  result  is  being 
tabulated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  raised  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  sustained.  The  point  of 
order  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
cannot  be  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  claim 
my  rights  under  rule  XII,  and  ask  to  be 
heard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  rule  XII, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

When  the  yeas  and  nays  are  ordered,  the 
names  of  Senators  shall  be  called  alphabeti¬ 
cally;  and  each  Senator  shall,  without  de¬ 
bate,  declare  his  assent  or  dissent  to  the 
question,  unless  excused  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  that  until  the 
result  of  the  roll  call  is  announced  by 
the  Chair,  debate  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  make  the  point  that 
I  must  make  this  point  as  to  my  rights 
before  the  result  is  announced,  according 
to  the  provisions  of  rule  XII. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is 
not  well  taken.  The  rule  itself  requires 
that  any  further  discussion,  when  a  Sen¬ 
ator  has  declined  to  vote,  shall  precede 
the  announcement  of  the  result  of  the 
roll  call.  The  Senator,  from  Oregon  will 
proceed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  con¬ 
tinue  to  read  the  rule  where  I  stopped 
reading : 

And  no  Senator  shall  be  permitted  to  vote 
after  the  decision  shall  have  been  announced 
by  the  Presiding  Officer,  but  may  for  suffi¬ 
cient  reasons,  with  unanimous  consent, 
change  or  withdraw  his  vote.  *  *  * 

When  a  Senator  declines  to  vote  on  call 
of  his  name,  he  shall  be  required  to  assign 
his  reasons  therefor,  and  having  assigned 
them,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall  submit  the 
question  to  the  Senate:  “Shall  the  Senator, 
for  the  reasons  assigned  by  him,  be  excused 
from  voting?”  which  shall  be  decided  with¬ 
out  debate;  and  these  proceedings  shall  be 
had  after  the  roll  call  and  before  the  result 
is  announced;  and  any  further  proceedings 
In  reference  thereto  shall  be  after  such  an¬ 
nouncement. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  re¬ 
gret  very  much  that  I  did  not  understand 


the  Chair’s  ruling  as  to  what  we  were 
voting  on.  The  noise  and  confusion  in 
the  Senate  at  the  time  left  several  of  us 
in  doubt  as  to  the  Chair’s  ruling.  I  was 
not  alone.  The  Senator  from  Vermont 
has  already  announced  that  he  was  con¬ 
fused.  Several  other  Senators  have  told 
me  they  are  in  doubt.  It  is  a  complex 
parliamentai'y  situation  and  should  be 
explained  by  the  Chair.  When  my  name 
was  called,  I  rose  and  asked,  as  I  think  I 
had  a  right  to  ask,  for  a  statement  by  the 
Chair  of  the  issue  before  the  Senate.  I 
thought  I  understood  it  but  I  wanted  to 
make  absolutely  sure.  If  the  Chair  would 
tell  me  now,  so  that  I  would  know  for  a 
certainty  whether  I  was  voting  for  or 
against  the  amendment  if  I  vote  for  the 
pending  motion  I  would  then  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  vote.  But  I  submit,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  under  rule  XII  a  Senator,  act¬ 
ing  in  good  faith,  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
have  the  parliamentary  situation  ex¬ 
plained  to  him  by  the  Chair  before  he  is 
called  upon  to  vote.  That  is  the  only 
request  I  have  made  of  the  Chair.  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  a  statement  as  to 
what  the  parliamentary  situation  here  in 
the  Senate  is.  I  have  declined  so  far  to 
vote  only  because  of  my  doubt  as  to  the 
form  of  the  motion.  I  think  that  if  I  de¬ 
sire  to  vote  ultimately  for  the  amend¬ 
ment,  I  should  vote  “yea”  on  this  mo¬ 
tion.  I  want  to  vote  ultimately  for  the 
amendment,  but  I  want  the  Chair  to  tell 
me  whether  or  not  in  casting  a  “yea” 
vote  on  this  motion  I  am  casting  a  vote 
which  will  amount  to  supporting  the 
amendment.  I  am  not  clear  as  to  the 
wording  of  the  motion  that  this  vote 
is  on. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  decline  to  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator.  The  Senator  has 
declined  to  vote  for  the  reasons  stated  to 
the  Senate.  Under  the  rule,  the  Chair 
is  required  to  submit  to  the  Senate  the 
question:  “Shall  the  Senator,  for  the 
reasons  assigned  by  him,  be  excused 
from  voting?”  That  question  is  required 
to  be  decided  without  debate.  Those 
who  favor  accepting  the  excuse  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  for  not  voting  will 
indicate  it  by  saying  “aye.” 

Mr.  McCARRAN  and  other  Senators 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (putting 
the  question).  The  “noes”  appear  to 
have  it.  The  "noes”  have  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  what  is 
the  question  before  the  Senate  at  this 
time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
roll  call  has  been  terminated,  and  the 
result  will  now  be  announced. 

Mr.  MORSE.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry,  on  the  ruling  of  the  Chaii\ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Do  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  my 
colleagues  in  the  Senate  is  that  my  rea¬ 
sons  for  declining  to  vote  have  been  re¬ 
jected? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  so  understands.  The  Chair  has 
announced  that  a  majority  of  Senators 
voted  in  the  negative  on  the  question 
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required  by  the  rule  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  now  ask  for  the  right 
to  vote.  A  colleague  has  just  explained 
the  parliamentary  situation  to  me  which 
I  did  not  hear  the  Chair  explain. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  no  right  to  vote  at  this  time 
unless  the  Senate  will,  by  unanimous 
consent,  give  him  a  right  which  he  has 
forfeited. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  appeal  from  that  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Chair.  Rule  XII  requires 
that  I  vote  and  the  Chair  cannot  deny 
that  right  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that,  the  result  not 
having  been  announced,  the  Senator’s 
name  can  again  be  called,  if  he  by  this 
time  has  sufficient  information  upon 
which  to  cast  his  vote. 

Mr.  MORSE.  On  the  basis  of  the  hur¬ 
ried  explanation  I  have  just  had  from 
a  colleague  I  am  going  to  guess  that  a 
yea  vote  is  for  the  amendment.  How¬ 
ever,  I  think  I  should  have  had  an  offi¬ 
cial  ruling  from  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  name  will  be  called. 

The  name  of  Mr.  Morse  was  again 
called,  and  he  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Connally],  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Downey],  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey]  ,  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders]  are  detained  on  official 
business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  38, 
nays  39,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 38 


Aiken 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Mundt 

Butler 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Murray 

Chapman 

Kerr 

Myers 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Neely 

Eastland 

Langer 

Pepper 

Fulbright 

Leahy 

Russell 

George 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Graham 

McClellan 

Stennis 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Thye 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Watkins 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Wiley 

Humphrey 

M Alikin 

Young 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Morse 

NAYS— 39 


Anderson 

Hayden 

Malone 

Brlcker 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Holland 

O'Mahoney 

Chavez 

Ives 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Donnell 

*  Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Lodge 

Smith,  Maine 

Dworshak 

Lucas 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

McCarran 

Taft 

Ellender 

McCarthy 

Ty  dings 

Ferguson 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Frear 

McMahon 

Williams 

NOT  VOTING— 

19 

Benton 

Gillette 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Brewster 

Green 

Thomas,  Utah 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Tobey 

Cain 

Jenner 

Vandenberg 

Connally 

Kefauver 

Withers 

Downey 

Long 

Flanders 

Taylor 

So  the  motion  to  lay  on 

the  table  was 

X6j  ected 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  now  is  upon  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar] 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agreed  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I 
understood  the  Chair  to  say  that  the 
motion  before  the  Senate  at  this  time 
is  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  and  other  Senators  was 
agreed  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  to  be  correct, 
and  is  advised  by  the  Parliamentarian 
that  the  5-minute  rule  applies. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  question  is  de¬ 
batable,  is  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is 
debatable. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  pertains  to  vocational,  agri¬ 
cultural,  and  mechanical  training.  The 
popular  name  of  the  organization  it 
would  affect  is  “Future  Farmers  of 
America”  and  “Future  Homemakers  of 
America.”  This  program  has  been  in 
progress  for  more  than  25  years,  and  its 
accomplishments,  particularly  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  rural  youth,  have  been  phe¬ 
nomenal. 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  please  be  in  order. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  expect  to  be  brief, 
but  there  are  some  Senators  now  in  the 
Chamber  who  were  not  here  when  the 
matter  was  discussed  before. 

The  amendment  raises  the  appropria¬ 
tion  only  $3,457,240,  which  brings  the 
appropriation  up  to  the  budget  level. 
We  have  already  adopted  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  a  division  vote,  and  we  have 
adopted  this  afternoon  an  amendment 
which  will  subject  the  appropriation 
carried  in  this  amendment,  along  with 
the  other  funds  for  this  purpose,  pre¬ 
sumably,  to  a  10-percent  cut. 

Members  of  the  Senate,  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  only  partly  from  personal  knowledge, 
but  I  can  assure  the  Senate  that  this  is 
a  very  finely  handled  and  very  effective 
program.  What  it  has  done  for  the 
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economic  development  of  the  rural  youth 
of  our  country  has  been  outstanding. 
It  and  4-H  Club  work,  represent  one 
of  the  main  factors  in  the  last  quarter 
of  a  century  in  improving  economic  life 
in  the  rural  areas.  There  can  be  no 
question  about  that.  I  have  seen  young 
boys  and  girls  who  have  received  this 
training,  who  are  content  to  continue 
living  on  the  same  land  on  which  they 
have  heretofore  lived,  or  in  the  same 
community.  It  represents  a  bulwark  of 
strength  for  rural  communities. 

One  of  the  great  trends  in  America  is 
the  trend  away  from  the  rural  areas  to 
the  cities.  I  think  we  all  realize  that 
to  be  an  unhealthy  trend.  I  find  that 
in  the  Southern  States  where  this  work 
Is  carried  on  in  the  Negro  schools  and 
advancement  and  development  are  re¬ 
markable.  The  program  trains  the  boys 
and  girls  in  the  mechanical  arts.  It 
trains  them  in  homemaking.  It  trains 
them  in  tilling  the  soil.  It  is  outstand¬ 
ing  training. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  if  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  adopted  it  will  be  necessary 
to  curtail  a  very  sound,  progressive  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  moving  along 
under  the  George-Barden  Act  for  sev¬ 
eral  years.  In  view  of  the  military  pro¬ 
gram  ahead  of  us,  the  mechanical  train¬ 
ing  given  under  this  program  is  almost 
indispensable.  It  is  popular  now  to  say 
that  this  or  that  ties  in  with  the  war 
effort.  But  the  mechanical  side  of  the 
training  does  tie  in  particularly  with  war 
training. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Will  the  Senator 
please  explain  the  connection  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  with  the  Future  Farmers  of 
America? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  This  is  the  agricul¬ 
tural  side  of  the  training  program  of  the 
Future  Farmers  of  America.  There  is 
also  training  in  the  mechanical  arts.  I 
am  not  so  familiar  with  that  as  I  am 
with  the  agricultural  training.  But  it  is 
very  definitely  a  part  of  their  training. 
Most  of  the  money,  as  I  understand,  will 
be  used  for  employing  additional  teach¬ 
ers  in  additional  schools  which  do  not 
now  have  the  benefit  of  this  training. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  from 
the  director  of  this  work  in  Mississippi. 
He  says  a  total  of  42  schools  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  are  applying  for  this  training.  The 
State  puts  up  half  the  money.  The  other 
half  comes  from  the  funds  in  question. 
Of  the  42  schools  16  are  for  whites  and 
26  schools  are'  for  colored  children. 
Those  schools  are  now  applying  for  this 
work  in  my  home  State.  Many  of  the 
schools  throughout  the  United  States 
are  applying  for  the  work.  The  program 
has  been  slowly  but  gradually  extended 
from  one  school  to  another,  and  progres¬ 
sively  it  has  covered  the  Nation.  A  por¬ 
tion  of  the  relatively  small  appropria¬ 
tion  asked  for  by  this  amendment  is  used 
for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  LANCER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  States  are  af¬ 
fected  by  the  program? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  can  apply  to  all 
States.  I  assume  it  does.  I  think  it  ap¬ 
plies  to  all  States.  I  have  listed  here 
Georgia,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
West  Virginia,  Colorado,  Florida,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
Washington.  My  time  is  running  out, 
but  I  see  from  the  document  I  have  be¬ 
fore  me  that  these  expanded  programs 
are  listed  for  these  States.  I  am  sure  the 
program  applies  to  the  Senator’s  State, 
to  entire  areas  of  the  South,  and 
throughout  New  England,  as  I  under¬ 
stand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment  as 
drawn  carries  out  the  Budget  recom¬ 
mendation  of  $23,435,000,  which  is  an 
increase  of  $3,458,240  over  the  amount 
reported  by  the  committee.  We  must 
bear  in  mind,  however,  that  when  we 
make  the  10  percent  reduction  provided 
by  the  amendment  adopted  today  the 
increase  will  be  only  $1,113,740. 

As  I  have  looked  into  the  way  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  operated  in  a  great  many  of 
the  States  I  am  thoroughly  convinced 
that  the  amount  proposed  under  the 
amendment  will  be  money  well  spent. 
It  will  be  found  that  the  program  has 
resulted  in  increasing  the  earning  ability 
of  those  who  have  taken  this  vocational 
training  by  probably  twice  as  much  as 
they  were  able  to  earn  in  the  past. 
Many  of  those  whose  earning  capacity 
has  increased,  and  will  be  increased  by 
taking  the  training,  are  colored  people 
in  the  South  who  have  not  been  able  to 
take  advantage  of  vocational  education 
in  the  past.  Thus  the  amendment  will 
help  in  building  up  our  American  econ¬ 
omy.  I  believe  the  amount  of  $1,113,740, 
which  is  the  increase  over  the  amount 
reported  by  the  committee,  after  deduct¬ 
ing  10  percent,  will  be  repaid  in  the 
greater  earning  capacity  of  those  who 
take  the  training. 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  the 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  in  order 
to  give  boys  and  girls  throughout  the 
Nation  an  opportunity  to  take  advantage 
of  this  particular  program.  The  pro¬ 
gram  does  not  apply  only  to  the  South 
or  to  South  Carolina.  It  applies  to  most 
of  the  agricultural  States.  It  is  of 
great  benefit  in  the  States  where  the 
training  is  being  provided. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true  that  these 
vocational  training  facilities  are  the  fa¬ 
cilities  that  we  use  today  for  the  voca¬ 
tional  training  of  our  GI’s  under  our  GI 
educational  program? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
GI’s  will  be  found  taking  the  training 
in  every  county  in  my  State.  I  think 
that  will  be  found  to  be  true  in  most  of 
the  States  of  the  Union  at  the  present 
time. 


Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  made  the  statement  that 
already  a  10-percent  cut  is  provided  for 
this  program.  I  should  like  the  Senator 
to  know  that  the  money  provided  for  this 
vocational  training  is  a  grant,  and  is 
therefore  exempted  from  the  10-percent 
cut. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  As  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  subcommittee, 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  recommend  to  the  minority  side 
of  the  aisle — and  I  hate  discussed  it  with 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee — that 
we  take  the  sum  of  $21,000,000  to  con¬ 
ference,  which  is  an  increase  over  the 
amount  of  the  bill  of  $1,022,240,  in  the 
interest  of  moving  on  with  the  bill,  in 
which  our  national  defense  and  every¬ 
thing  else  is  tied  up.  It  would  seem  to 
me  that  that  would  be  a  reasonable  com¬ 
promise  of  the  situation,  and  one  which 
will  facilitate  the  final  passage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  will  answer  the  Senator  from  Califor¬ 
nia  by  saying  that  I  believe  every  dollar 
that  is  asked  for  under  the  amendment 
is  necessary  in  order  to  carry  on  a  proper 
program  throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  merely  wish  to  ask  a 
question.  Is  it  agreed  that  this  amount 
would  not  be  subject  to  a  further  reduc¬ 
tion  of  10  percent  under  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes;  grants  made  to 
States  such  as  those  for  vocational  aid 
are  not  subject  to  the  10 -percent  cut. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  read  from  the  bill: 

(k)  Amounts  provided  for  payments  to 
States  or  political  subdivisions  thereof. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  I  am  as  much 
in  favor  of  the  program  under  discussion 
as  is  any  other  Senator,  but  I  am  opposed 
to  adopting  an  amendment  which  comes 
before  us  at  the  last  moment.  It  was  not 
presented  to  the  committee.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  in  session  since  the  25th 
of  January.  No  Senator  came  before  us 
with  this  amendment.  Not  a  word  was 
said  about  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  infringing 
upon  the  limited  time  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
My  time  is  about  up.  In  order  to  con¬ 
serve  time,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  a  statement  bearing 
on  the  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Caro¬ 


lina  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows : 

It  Is  with  a  view  toward  the  education  of 
young  Americans  that  I  cosponsor  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  increase  the  appropriation  for  voca¬ 
tional  education. 

The  Vocational  Education  Act  of  1946  has 
proven  itself  a  fine  program  and  has  been  of 
great  benefit  to  the  Nation.  The  vocational 
education  program  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  has  been  of  great  importance  in  the 
furthering  of  .educational  advantages  and  it 
is  of  prime  importance  to  the  welfare  of  this 
Nation  that  my  children  and  your  children 
have  access  to  the  very  best  educational 
standards  and  well  trained  teachers. 

The  money  spent  on  this  program  has 
never  been  regretted  for  it  has  already  re¬ 
turned  every  penny  in  the  form  of  a  better 
educated  America. 

This  amendment  increases  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  this  program  approximately  $3,500,- 
000  and  I  cannot  think  of  a  better  way  to 
spend  this  money  than  to  improve  the  edu¬ 
cational  facilities  in  our  schools.  The  last 
analysis  of  this  program  showed  that  the 
great  majority  of  these  funds  goes  for  teach¬ 
ers  salaries,  and  in  my  State  like  most  other 
States,  the  teachers  are  grossly  underpaid 
for  their  valuable  services. 

If  it  were  not  for  this  program,  agriculture 
programs  in  rural  schools  would  hardly  be 
possible  and  nothing  is  more  important  to 
a  rural  school  than  its  agriculture  program. 
This  money  is  used  to  pay  the  teachers  and- 
in  the  past  there  was  no  money  available. 

Also,  many  veterans  are  attending  public 
schools  and  are  taking  advantages  of  this 
program. 

I  urge  the  Members  of  this  body  to  increase 
this  appropriation  to  be  sent  into  the  public 
and  especially  rural  schools  of  America.  The 
teachers  are  there  and  are  presently  re¬ 
ceiving  very  poor  salaries  and  it  is  up  to  the 
people  of  this  Nation  to  see  that  the  teachers 
of  our  schools  are  paid  a  decent  salary.  Many 
of  them  are  already  leaving  the  teaching 
field  for  better  jobs  and  if  they  continue  to 
leave,  what  is  to  become  of  our  schools? 

We  can  keep  these  good  teachers  by  paying 
them  a  livable  salary  and  they  will  receive  a 
better  salary  under  the  vocational  educa¬ 
tional  program. 

It  is  our  duty  to  enact  this  legislation  with 
the  proposed  amendment  which  will  provide 
better  educational  opportunities  for  the 
American  school  children,  and  especially 
those  children  living  in  the  rural  school 
districts. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  beg  and  plead  with  Sen¬ 
ators  that  they  vote  for  the  amendment. 
We  need  the  money  provided  by  it.  We 
need  it  badly  in  order  to  continue  the 
teaching  in  connection  with  vocational 
training.  It  is  necessary  to  retain  the 
teachers.  We  cannot  do  so  unless  we  pay 
them,  and  we  canont  pay  them  in  many 
instances,  unless  we  receive  the  addi¬ 
tional  amount  provided  for  by  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  California 
what  figure  he  used  a  moment  ago?  Was 
it  $21,000,000? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield.  By  the  way, 
I  am  perfectly  agreeable  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  proposal.  I  will  say,  however,  that 
I  believe  the  committee  was  treated  badly 
because  Senators  favoring  the  proposal 
did  not  appear  before  the  committee. 
There  is  no  reason  why  they  could  not 
have  appeared  before  the  committee. 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


11915 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  For  the  reasons  I 
have  stated,  that  is,  in  order  to  expedite 
passage  of  this  large  bill  which  contains 
many  items  of  importance  to  the  coun¬ 
try,  I  am  willing  to  recommend  that  we 
take  the  sum  of  $21,000,000  to  confer¬ 
ence. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Having  done  that, 
I  hope  we  can  stop  talking  now,  and  can 
vote  on  this  bill.  This  is  the  fifth  week 
the  bill  has  been  before  the  Senate,  and 
I  certainly  hope  we  can  vote  on  the  bill 
now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  modify  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No,  Mr.  President.  I 
think  the  amount  proposed  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  amendment  is  absolutely 
necessary  if  this  program  is  to  be  carried 
out.  The  program  applies  not  only  to 
farm  boys  but  also  to  the  training  of  men 
in  the  industries  where,  in  the  war  effort, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  have  additional 
trained  men. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  appropriation 
f6r  fiscal  year  1950  was  exactly  the  same 
as  the  amount  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  fiscal  year  1951. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
in  order  for  me  to  speak  at  this  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  addressed  an  inquiry  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana,  and  he  has  replied 
to  it. 

If  the  Senator  from  Montana  wishes 
to  speak  now,  he  is  entitled  to  proceed 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  be 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
have  said,  this  amendment  applies  not 
only  to  the  training  of  farm  boys,  but 
also  to  the  training  of  men  who  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  trades  and  the  industries. 

Just  before  the  Second  World  War  be¬ 
gan,  this  program  was  of  tremendous 
service  to  the  United  States.  Without 
it,  we  could  not  have  had  available  suf¬ 
ficient  trained  workers  for  the  war  in¬ 
dustries  of  the  United  States. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  reduce  this  amount, 
which  is  the  amount  allowed  by  the 
Budget,  and  no  more;  and  of  course  this 
amount  is  subject  to  a  10  percent  reduc¬ 
tion,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
It  is  not  true  that,  in  this  connection, 
men  are  also  being  trained  for  radio  and 
radar  Work,  for  the  making  of  repairs 
to  tractors  and  automobiles,  as  carpen¬ 
ters,  and  in  other  trades?  In  short,  is 
not  the  program  providing  the  trained, 
skilled  workers  we  need  so  badly  in  the 
United  States  at  this  particular  time? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  correct;  and 
already  some  of  the  industries  in  the 
United  States  have  gone  on  a  24 -hour 
production  basis,  and  have  requested  as¬ 
sistance  from  vocational  schools,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  training  of  workers  who 
are  needed  in  those  industries. 


It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senate  would 
be  acting  very  unwisely  at  this  time, 
when  we  are  just  preparing  to  engage  in 
a  program  of  rearmament,  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  this  appropriation  and  to 
make  it  insufficient  for  the  carrying  out 
of  an  effective  program. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HILL.  Is  it  not  true  that  there 
are  approximately  24,000  public  second¬ 
ary  schools  throughout  the  48  States,  but 
that  today  this  program -is  being  carried 
on  in  only  approximately  8,000  of  those 
schools — in  other  words,  in  only  one- 
third  of  them? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  That  is  abso¬ 
lutely  true. 

Mr.  HILL.  What  the  Senator  from 
Montana  seeks  by  the  amendment  is  to 
make  it  possible  to  extend  this  program 
into  some  of  the  other  schools,  which  so 
much  need  the  program.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  Does  not  the  Senator  from 
Montana  recall  that  the  dispatches  com¬ 
ing  back  to  us  from  Korea  have  em-; 
phasized  the  fact  that  so  many  of  our 
men  over  there  have  not  had  sufficient 
schooling,  have  not  had  the  very  train¬ 
ing  which  today  we  are  seeking  to  pro¬ 
vide  by  means  of  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Senator  has 
stated  the  situation  absolutely  cor¬ 
rectly. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  stated  that 
we  did  not  appear  before  the  committee 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  How¬ 
ever,  the  amendment  was  proposed  by 
me  because  we  began  to  receive  telegrams 
from  all  over  the  country  urging  the 
necessity  of  this  program. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  California  is  recognized. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana.  My  amendment  to  his 
amendment  would  strike  out  the  figure 
“$23,435,000,”  appearing  in  line  2  of  the 
amendment,  and  would  substitute  in  lieu 
thereof  the  figure  “$21,000,000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Califor¬ 
nia  that  the  pending  question  is  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider.  Therefore,  it  is  not 
now  in  order  to  propose  such  an  amend¬ 
ment,  other  than  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  reject  the  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider.  I  do  not  believe  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  spends  any  money  for  which  it 
receives  a  larger  return,  and  I  believe 
that  it  spends  little  money  for  which  it 
receives  as  much  return,  as  it  receives  for 
the  money  it  spends  for  assistance  and 
encouragement  to  vocational  and  agri¬ 
cultural  training. 

Let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  this 
program  pertains  not  only  to  the  Future 


Farmers  of  America,  but  also  to  the  4-H 
Club  boys  and  girls  of  the  Nation. 

I  also  remind  the  Senate  that  millions 
of  our  young  people  and  others  who  need 
the  benefit  of  this  program  are  now  par¬ 
ticipating  in  it. 

In  Oklahoma  there  are  approximately 
75,000  young  people  engaged  in  this  pro¬ 
gram  at  all  times;  and  I  believe  that  in 
every  other  State  of  the  Union  propor¬ 
tionate  numbers  of  young  people  are 
engaged  in  the  program. 

For  4  years  I  was  a  member  of  the 
board  of  pardon  and  parole  of  the  State 
of  Oklahoma,  and  for  4  years  I  was  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Oklahoma.  During  that  period 
of  8  years,  there  was  .never  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  clemency  coming  to  me  in  either 
capacity  from  a  man  or  a  woman  in  a 
penal  institution  who,  when  he  or  she 
was  young,  had  had  the  advantage  of 
this  training. 

I  believe  that  this  program  costs  the 
Federal  Government  less  than  $10  a  year 
for  each  young  person  who  participates 
in  it. 

The  amount  here  requested  will  per¬ 
mit  the  program  to  be  offered  to  more 
and  more  of  the  young  people  of  the 
Nation. 

There  never  was  a  time  when  such  a 
program  was  needed  more,  both  in  re¬ 
gard  to  training  the  youth  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  giving  them  an  opportunity  for  bet¬ 
ter  economic  advantages  and  to  advance 
themselves,  and  giving  them  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  produce  the  food,  feed,  and 
fiber  needed  by  the  United  States.  Cer¬ 
tainly  it  would  be  penny  wise  and  pound 
foolish  for  us  to  reconsider  the  action 
by  which  we  already  have  agreed  to  the 
amendment  increasing  the  amount  for 
these  valid  programs. 

I  cannot  imagine  that  Senators  now 
would  vote  to  reconsider  the  action 
whereby  we  already  have  approved  the 
amendment  which  will  make  reasonably 
adequate  prevision  for  expanding  this 
amazingly  wonderful,  beneficial,  educa¬ 
tional  program  for  American  youth. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  very 
pointed  and  direct  remarks  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma  and 
of  the  other  Senators  who  have  ex¬ 
pressed  themselves  in  behalf  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana. 

I  am  very  familiar  with  the  voca¬ 
tional-education  program,  for  at  one 
time  it  was  my  privilege  to  direct  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  some  substantial  size  in  this 
field  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

My  friend,  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Stennis!,  spoke  eloquently 
and  to  the  point  when  he  addressed  him¬ 
self  to  the  agricultural  aspects  of  this 
program;  and  I  should  like  to  say  that 
not  only  do  we  enjoy  the  benefits  of  agri¬ 
cultural  education,  as  outlined  in  the 
George -Barden  Act,  to  which  the 
amendment  applies,  but  we  also  have,  as 
a  result,  a  splendid  program  of  voca¬ 
tional  training,  dealing  with  the  me¬ 
chanical  and  industrial  arts.  Certainly 
this  program  has  paid  terrific  dividends. 

One  other  point  that  needs  to  be  em¬ 
phasized  is  that  the  States  are  working 
on  a  system  of  matching  funds  with  the 
Federal  funds,  and  year  after  year  States 
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have  increased  the  amount  of  their 
funds  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the 
Federal  grant.  In  other  words,  the 
States  have  been  doing  their  job — plus. 
In  the  coming  fiscal  year  the  States  are 
prepared  to  move  ahead  on  a  broader 
program  of  vocational  education  and  are 
asking  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
hold  the  appropriation  to  a  moderate 
degree,  not  to  the  full  amount.  A 
matching  of  funds  has  already  been  es¬ 
tablished  as  a  basis  of  operations  on  the 
part  of  State  legislatures.  In  other 
words,  many  State  legislatures  look  for¬ 
ward  to  the  Congress  appropriating 
funds  that  will  match  the  estimates  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Now  if  we 
should  go  below  that,  we  would  literally 
be  letting  down  the  States  that  have 
projected  programs  throughout  their 
respective  local  school  districts  and 
areas. 

As  has  been  said,  this  program  has 
value  in  terms  of  youth,  in  terms  of 
occupation,  in  terms  of  rehabilitation. 
It  surely  has  value  in  terms  of  economic 
productivity.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  value  of  vocational  education 
can  be  measured  in  dollars.  It  is  pro¬ 
ductive  in  the  dollar  sense,  but,  more 
than  that,  as  the  Senator  from  Montana 
has  pointed  out,  it  is  needed  in  the  de¬ 
fense  effort.  Only  recently  General 
Hershey,  of  the  Selective  Service,  said 
that  the  need  of  the  Army  now  is  for 
artisans,  craftsmen,  skilled  mechanics, 
and  semiskilled  mechanics.  One  can¬ 
not  even  die  for  his  country  unless  he 
knows  something  about  vocational  edu¬ 
cation.  They  want  him  to  be  equipped 
mentally  and  occupationally  to  be  a 
semiskilled  or  skilled  person;  and  this 
program  will  do  more  to  equip  the 
American  armies  and  to  equip  American 
industry  and  to  equip  American  agri¬ 
culture  to  perform  their  jobs  than  pos¬ 
sibly  any  other  single  educational  pro¬ 
gram  that  can  be  mentioned. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is 
inconceivable  that  for  the  sake  of 
$3,000,000  v/e  should  turn  back  a  major 
defense  project — which  is  exactly  what 
this  amounts  to.  If  we  are  to  produce 
shells,  if  we  are  to  produce  munitiohs 
and  tanks,  we  had  better  have  skilled 
craftsmen  to  do  it.  -At  least  the  young 
men  who  are  going  to  use  these  muni¬ 
tions  and  tanks  have  to  be  trained  in 
terms  of  their  mechanical  abilities,  as 
has  been  asserted  by  the  heads  of  the 
Selective  Service  at  the  present  time. 

So  I  appeal  to  the  Senate,  since  there 
can  be  no  doubt  as  to  what  the  issue 
is,  and  since  no  one  can  be  in  doubt  as 
to  what  the  program  before  us  is,  that 
we  sustain  the  vote  that  was  taken  on 
a  division,  reject  the  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  and  go  ahead  and  act  on  this 
amendment,  not  only  as  part  of  an  edu¬ 
cational  program,  but  as  a  fundamental, 
basic  part  of  the  American  national 
defense,  at  home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  Senate’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  1947  the  amount  allotted  under 
this  provision  was  $14,200,000.  If  the 


motion  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
carries,  and  the  matter  is  reconsidered, 
I  have  already  announced  that  I  shall 
offer  an  amendment  increasing  the 
amount  to  $21,000,000.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted,  it  will  mean  that  there 
will  be  a  50-percent  increase  in  this 
work  in  the  period  since  1947. 

Furthermore,  this  is  a  matter  of 
matching  funds.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
way  that  will  prevent  the  States,  who 
recognize  the  importance  of  this  work, 
from  increasing  their  contributions  to¬ 
ward  it;  and  I  submit  that  most  of  the 
States  of  the  Union  are  far  more  solvent 
than  the  Federal  Government  is  today. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  budget  estimate  be 
made  the  amendment,  that  it  be  adopted 
and  that  it  go  to  conference,  and  that 
those  who  are  interested  in  it  come  be¬ 
fore  the  conferees.  First,  wfe  shall  have 
to  agree  to  the  motion.  But  it  is  very 
late.  I  am  very  tired,  and  I  know  all 
Senators  are  very  tired.  I  therefore  sug¬ 
gest  as  a  sort  of  compromise  arrange¬ 
ment  that  we  let  the  full  amount  of  the 
budget  estimate  go  to  the  conference 
committee,  where  it  must  go,  anyway. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  think  it  is 
well  that  we  know  just  what  the  House 
had  in  mind  in  relation  to  this  particu¬ 
lar  amendment.  This  is  a  grant-in-aid. 
There  is  no  question  that  under  the 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment  it  is  exempt, 
and  therefore  the  10  percent  does  not 
<apply.  I  read  from  the  House  report: 

Grants-in-aid:  The  committee  has  disal¬ 
lowed  the  budget  increase  of  $3,457,240 
sought  to  be  added  to  the  $19,842,760  avail¬ 
able  in  1950  for  vocational  education  grants 
under  the  George-Barden  Act.  A  funda¬ 
mental  purpose  of  these  grants  -is  not  only 
to  provide  direct  assistance  to  the  States  and 
communities  but  also  to  stimulate  State  and 
local  expenditures  for  these  purposes.  State 
and  local  expenditures  have  been  increasing 
progressively  in  the  last  few  years  without 
any  corresponding  increase  on  the  Federal 
side.  In  1948,  $2.96  of  State  and  local  funds 
were  expended  for  each  Federal  dollar  for 
this  purpose,  and  in  1949  that  ratio  jumped 
to  $3.52  for  each  Federal  dollar.  In  terms 
of  totals,  approximately  $93,000,000  was  ex¬ 
pended  from  State  and  local  sources  in  1949 
as  against  $77,500,000  in  1948  and  $62,160,000 
in  1947.  These  statistics  demonstrate  that 
the  Federal  grants  are  serving  admirably  the 
stimulating  purpose  which  they  were  set  up 
to  do. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  should  have 
that  in  mind.  We  should  have  in  mind 
that  this  was  a  matter  rather  of  stim¬ 
ulating  the  States  into  action  on  this 
program.  They  have  gone  into  the  pro¬ 
gram.  We  have  been  supplying  the 
money.  The  States  are  better  off  today 
than  the  Federal  Government  is,  and 
when  the  10  percent  does  not  apply,  the 
offer  of  $21,000,000  would  be  certainly 
a  sufficient  sum  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Does  the  Senator  not 
know  that  the  programs  under  this  pro¬ 


vision  are  projected  and  mapped  out, 
in  view  of  the  very  funds  that  we  appro¬ 
priate?  Will  the  Senator  let  me  read 
him  a  quotation  from  the  Department 
with  reference  to  this? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the.  Senator  from  Michigan  has 
expired. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object  to  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  that  the  Budget  figure 
be  taken  to  conference,  is  it  not  true  that 
if  the  Senator  will  withdraw  his  motion 
to  reconsider,  it  will  achieve  that  pur¬ 
pose,  and  that  we  can  then  go  forward? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  With  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  would  be  agreed  to,  I  should  be 
willing  to  do  that. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  No;  I  say  if  the 
Senator  withdraws  his  motion,  would  it 
not  achieve  that  purpose? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  will  withdraw  my 
motion,  if  I  may.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  I  may  withdraw  it,  because 
there  are  Senators  present  at  this  time 
who  have  stood  very  steadily  by  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  very  important 
that  this  bill  become  a  law.  I  very 
earnestly  ask  Senators  on  both  sides  to 
let  the  bill  pass  and  not  to  carry  it  over 
further. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  unan¬ 
imous  consent  given  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  that  he  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  withdraw  his  motion? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
sorry,  but  I  shall  have  to  object. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Is  unanimous 
consent  necessary  for  the  withdrawal  of 
a  motion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  is  advised 
that  such  is  the  case.  Leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  is  required. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Is  the  consent  of 
the  Senate  required  to  withdraw  one’s 
own  motion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  withdraw  a  motion 
to  reconsider.  The  Chair  reads  to  the 
Senate  Rule  XXI: 

2.  Any  motion  or  resolution  may  be  with¬ 
drawn  or  modified  by  the  mover  at  any  time 
before  a  decision,  amendment,  or  ordering 
of  the  yeas  and  nays,  except  a  motion  to 
reconsider,  which  shall  not  be  withdrawn 
without  leave. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  and  other 
Senators  was  adopted. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  speak  at  length.  I  merely 
wish  first  to  ask  the  Senate  not  to  re¬ 
consider  this  amendment,  and  to  asso¬ 
ciate  myself  with  the  remarks  that  have 
been  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma,  and  other  Sen¬ 
ators.  The  experience  of  my  own  State 
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has  been  identical  to  that  which  has  been 
described.  The  hour  is  too  late  lor  me 
to  reiterate  the  statements  which  have 
already  been  made. 

There  is  just  one  other  thought  I 
should  like  to  suggest  to  Senators  who 
are  opposing  this  particular  amendment, 
in  addition  to  those  that  I  believe  have 
already  been  made.  That  is  the  great 
importance  of  this  program  to  the  edu¬ 
cation  of  the  colored  people  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  have  previously  observed  that 
there  are  seme  persons  who  are  very 
much  interested  in  their  improvement 
in  certain  other  ways,  such  as  industrial 
employment,  but  they  overlook  some¬ 
times  the  great  importance  of  education 
to  the  colored  people.  I  think  some  of 
the  opponents  of  this  amendment  ought 
to  consider  it  from  that  angle.  It  is  prob¬ 
ably  the  most  important  single  program 
we  can  find  for  the  improvement  of  the 
lot  of  the  colored  youth  as  well  as  of  the 
white  youth.  I  know  that  is  true  in  my 
State,  and  I  think  it  is  true  in  all  South¬ 
ern  States. 

I  hope  Senators  will  make  an  excep¬ 
tion  in  the  case  of  this  amendment  and 
will  adopt  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  Senate 
adopted  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray] 
and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
would  be  willing,  in  keeping  with  his  fine 
statement,  to  incorporate  in  his  motion 
the  FEPC  bill. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  No ;  I  would  say  to 
the.  Senator  that  I  would  not.  I  think 
that  is  a  completely  erroneous  approach 
to  the  whole  problem.  I  am  unable  to 
understand  how  those  persons  who  seem 
to  be  so  interested  in  forcing  a  system  of 
employment  on  the  Nation  have  no  in¬ 
terest  whatever  in  trying  to  raise  the 
level  of  education  and  the  standards  of 
health  of  the  colored  people. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Is  not  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  employment  equal  to  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  education? 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  This  program  in¬ 
volves  none  of  the  elements  involved  in 
the  program  of  FEPC.  There  are  dis¬ 
tasteful  and  wholly  unworkable  elements 
in  that  program. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Would  it  be  possible 
at  this  time  to  incorporate  the  FEPC 
bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  requires  that  no 
amendment  which  is  not  germane  shall 
be  in  order.  Therefore  the  Senator’s 
proposed  amendment  would  not  be  in 
order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  realize  that  the 
Senator  who  is  now  presiding  would,  of 
course,  be  inclined  to  rule  in  that  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  sorry  to  have  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nevada  that  the  Senator  who 
is  now  presiding  tries  to  pass  upon  ques¬ 
tions  on  the  basis  of  the  rules,  and  he  is 


advised  by  the  Parliamentarian  as  he 
has  stated  and  as  he  has  ruled. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  move  that 'the  FEPC  bill  be  incor¬ 
porated  in  the  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  of  the  Senator  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  thought 
*we  could  .finish  this  bill  tonight,  and  I  so 
stated  to  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  about  2  hours  ago.  I  thought  we 
could  then  take  a  recess  until  Monday. 
My  distinguished  colleague,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
seems  very  tired,  and  I  think,  in  defer¬ 
ence  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee - - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
not  so  tired  as  I  am  lame;  especially  so, 
after  all  the  attacks  which  have  been 
made  upon  the  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Our  of  consideration  for 
the  distinguished  Senator  who  has  been 
extremely  faithful  in  staying  almost 
daily  at  his  post  for  the  past  4  weeks  in 
connection  with  this  bill,  and  since  it  is 
now  almost  9  o’clock,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senate  to  take  a  recess  until  to¬ 
morrow. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Many  Senators  took 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  at  his  word, 
that  wTe  would  finish  the  bill  tonight. 
Many  Senators  canceled  engagements  in 
order  to  remain  here  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  bill  would  be  finished 
in  the  next  hour. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  now  9  o’clock,  and 
we  have  been  here  since  11  a.  m.  I  make 
my  suggestion  only  out  of  deference  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  who  is 
really  very  tired.  I  think  we  should  do 
that  for  the  distinguished  Senator,  who 
has  been  in  the  Senate  longer  than  has 
any  other  living  man.  He  has  been  a 
faithful  soldier  here.  We  may  be  here 
for  two  more  hours.  I  think  if  we  should 
take  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  to  meet  at 
12  o’clock,  we  can  finish  the  bill  in  a 
couple  of  hours. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  thank  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  for  yielding.  I  contacted  the 
members  of  the  minority  and  they  agreed 
to  remain  here  tonight  to  finish  this  bill. 
I  was  sure  that  it  would  be  possible,  by 
remaining  here  tonight,  to  recess  until 
Monday.  I  went  around  and  contacted 
practically  all  the  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle,  and  they  agreed  to  remain. 
Out  of  respect  for  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  I  want  to  cooperate. 
But  I  believe  we  could  go  right  on  and 
vote  and  get  through  with  the  bill  within 
an  hour.  I  actually  think  so,  and  I 
should  like  to  do  that  if  the  majority 
leader  will  permit  it.  But  I  am  not  go¬ 
ing  to  hold  out  against  the  wishes  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  or  the  wishes  of  the  majority 
members  of  that  committee  if  they  would 
like  to  take  a  recess  until  tomorrow. 

I  think  we  might  agree  to  limit  debate 
to  5  minutes  on  each  amendment.  If  we 
cannot  do  it  tonight,  I  think  we  should 
try  to  limit  ourselves  tomorrow.  If  we 


can  do  it  tonight,  I  should  be  glad  if  the 
majority  leader  would  agree  to  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  5  minutes  on  each  amendment — 
not  for  each  Senator — and  vote  the 
amendments  up  or  down  and  vote  the 
bill  up  or  down  and  finish  it  tonight.  I 
think  we  can  do  that.  I  appeal  to  the 
majority  leader  to  try  it,  and  then  if  it 
cannot  be  done,  we  can  recess  until  to¬ 
morrow. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERR.  Will  the  Senator  with¬ 
held  his  request  until  the  Senate  votes 
on  the  pending  motion? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  like  to 
suggest  that  5  minutes,  a  long  time  ago, 
would  have  sufficed,  but  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  West  Virginia  was 
cut  off  and  could  not  speak  and  other 
Senators  could  not  speak.  I  do  not  think 
that  5  minutes  on  each  amendment  is 
sufficient.  We  have  been  waiting  for 
the  period  to  arrive  when  we  shall  have 
unlimited  debate.  I  wTant  only  3  or  4 
minutes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  I  understand 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  further,  I  want  to 
cooperate  in  every  way.  I  have  a  great 
deal  of  respect  and  consideration  for 
the  distinguished  Senator  fom  Tennes¬ 
see,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator 
modify  the  unanimous -consent  agree¬ 
ment  under  which  we  are  operating  to 
limit  debate  to  5  minutes  on  each  amend¬ 
ment.  If  that  cannot  be  done,  I  think 
the  only  thing  to  do  is  to  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mi-.  President,  I  under¬ 
stood  from  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  said  a  moment  ago  that  probably 
there  would  be  an  objection  made  to 
that  course.  If  we  can  vote  on  the  mo¬ 
tion  now.  Is  shall  make  that  kind  of  a 
request. 

Mr.  MURRAY  and  other  Senators 
asked 'for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  5reas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry.  ’ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  Chair  please 
state  what  we  are  about  to  vote  on,  so 
that  every  Senator  will  know? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  has  moved  that 
the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
it  adopted  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  for  himself  and  other  Senators. 
The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  that 
motion. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MYERS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd], 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally], 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Dow¬ 
ney],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
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[Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Hunt],  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Robertson],  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

I  announce  further  that,  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Robertson]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders]  are  detained  on  official 
business.  ^ 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  24, 
nays  53,  as  follows: 

yeas— 24 


Bricker 

Frear 

Martin 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Douglas 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Lucas 

Taft 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

McMahon 

NAYS— 53 

Williams 

Aiken 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Anderson 

Ives 

Mundt 

Butler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Myers 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Neely 

Darby 

Kerr 

O’Conor 

Donnell 

Kilgore 

Pepper 

DworshaS 

Langer 

Russell 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Schoeppel 

Fulbright 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

George 

McCarran 

Stennis 

Graham 

McCarthy 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Gurney 

McClellan 

Thye 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Hendrickson 

Magnuson 

Watkins 

Hill 

Malone 

Wiley 

Hoey 

Maybank 

Young 

Holland 

Millikin 

NOT  VOTING— 

19 

Benton 

Gillette 

Taylor 

Brewster 

Green 

Thomas,  Utah 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Tobey 

Cain 

Jenner 

Vandenberg 

Connally 

Kefauver  ’ 

Withers 

Downey 

Long 

Flanders 

Robertson 

So  Mr.  McKellar’s  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
make  one  further  request.  If  the  re¬ 
quest  is  not  granted  I  shall  make  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  recess.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  debated  the  principal  amendments 
and  the  bill  itself  a  sufficient  length  of 
time  to  be  able  to  enter  into  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  which  would 
limit  debate  on  any  amendment  to  5 
minutes,  as  well  as  on  the  bill  itself. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  modify  the  present  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  by  providing  that  all 
amendments  which  have  not  been  here¬ 
tofore  disposed  of  shall  be  debated  only 
for  5  minutes  on  each  side,  that  is,  5 
minutes  for  the  proponents  and  5  min¬ 
utes  for  the  opponents,  to  include  also 
the  bill  itself,  and  that  the  other  usual 
orders  which  are  entered  into,  such  as 


germaneness  of  amendments,  motions, 
and  so  forth,  shall  be  included  in  the 
agreement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  it  in¬ 
tended  to  include  motions? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes;  motions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  intend  the  agreement  to  be 
operative  after  convening  tomorrow? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No;  from  now  on.  I 
mean  from  this  moment  on.  I  believe 
we  should  try  to  finish  consideration  of 
the  measure  this  evening.  If  we  can 
enter  into  the  kind  of  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  agreement  which  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  I  believe  we  can  finish  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  measure  this  evening  within 
perhaps  an  hour. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Less  than  that. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Perhaps  less  than  that. 
If  it  is  not  possible  to  enter  into  such  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  make  a  motion  to  recess. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  think  we  should 
dispose  of  the  bill  tonight.  I  think  we 
can  dispose  of  the  bill  in  a  very  short  pe¬ 
riod  of  time.  I  think  we  can  dispose  of  it 
without  any  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  which  prohibits  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  for  a  reasonable  length  of  time 
to  express  his  point  of  view  on  any  one 
amendment  he  may  wish  to  discuss.  I 
realize  that  after  we  have  had  a  hard 
day  such  as  this  and  tension  has  de¬ 
veloped  within  the  Senate,  there  is  a 
great  tendency  of  course  to  put  the  pres¬ 
sure  on  for  a  quick  vote,  and  overlook 
sometimes  the  right  of  individual  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  who  in  good  faith  may 
wish  to  present  an  argument  for  or 
against  an  amendment,  and  I  believe  we 
must  constantly  be  on  guard  in  protect¬ 
ing  the  rights  of  individual  Members  of 
this  body  to  have  adequate  time  for  de¬ 
bate  on  an  amendment.  I  submit,  if  a 
Member  of  this  body  wishes  to  present 
an  amendment  and  discuss  it  or  oppose 
an  amendment,  that  5  minutes  simply  is 
not  adequate  time  within  which  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it.  We  may  as  well  have  no  debate 
at  all.  Therefore,  again  risking  misun¬ 
derstanding  as  to  his  motives,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  shall  stand  guard 
on  what  he  thinks  is  a  very  important 
right  in  the  Senate,  namely,  the  right  to 
reasonable  debate  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  he  objects. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thought  I  had  the  floor. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Ohio - 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  two  rather  non- 
controversial  amendments. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  think 
they  are  noncontroversial? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  hope  they  are.  [Laugh¬ 
ter.] 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  have  not  seen  any 
amendments  which  are  very  noncontro¬ 
versial,  and  I  think  perhaps  we  ought 
to  take  a  recess.  But  if  the  Senator  de¬ 
sires  to  try  out  one  of  these  noncontro¬ 
versial  amendments,  I  am  willing. 


Mr.  TAFT.  There  will  be  no  trouble 
about  one  of  them,  anyway.  I  send  an 
amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  proposes  an  amend¬ 
ment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  338,  line 
4,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  colon 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  a  period,  and, 
beginning  with  the  word  “Provided”  in 
line  4,  to  strike  out  down  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  line  22,  on  page  34l}  as  follows: 

That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  for 
education  and  training  under  title  II  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended, 
shall  be  expended  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other 
charges,  or  for  subsistence  allowance,  for  any 
course  elected  or  commenced  by  a  veteran  on 
or  subsequent  to  July  1,  1948,  and  which  is 
determined  by  the  Administrator  to  be  avo- 
cational  or  recreational  in  character.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  proviso,  education  or 
training  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  a  vet¬ 
eran  to  fly  or  related  aviation  courses  in 
connection  with  his  present  or  contemplated 
business  or  occupation  shall  not,  in  the 
absence  of  substantial  evidence  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  be  considered  avocational  or  recrea¬ 
tional  when  a  certificate  in  the  form  of  an 
affidavit  supported  by  corroborating  affidavits 
by  two  competent  disinterested  persons,  has 
been  furnished  by  a  physically  qualified 
veteran  stating  that  such  education  or  train¬ 
ing  will  be  useful  to  him  in  connection  with 
earning  a  livelihood:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  for  education 
and  training  under  title  II  of  the  Service¬ 
men's  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended,  shall 
be  expended  subsequent  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  chapter  for  subsistence  allowance 
or  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other  charges  in  any 
of  the  following  situations: 

(1)  For  any  veteran  for  a  course  in  an  in¬ 
stitution  which  has  been  in  operation  for 
a  period  of  less  than  1  year  immediately 
prior  to  the  date  of  enrollment  in  such  course 
unless  such  enrollment  was  prior  to  August 
24,  1949; 

(2)  For  any  course  of  education  or  train¬ 
ing  for  which  the  educational  or  training 
institution  involved  has  no  customary  cost 
of  tuition,  until  a  fair  and  reasonable  rate 
of  payment  for  tuition,  fees,  or  other  charges 
for  such  course  has  been  determined.  In  any 
case  f  i  which  one  or  more  contracts  pro¬ 
viding  a  rate  or  rates  of  tuition  have  been 
executed  for  two  successive  years,  the  rate 
established  by  the  "most  recent  contract 
shall  be  considered  to  be  the  customary  cost 
of  tuition  notwithstanding  the  definition 
of  “customary  cost  of  tuition"  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth.  If  the  Administrator  finds 
that  any  institution  has  no  customary  cost 
of  tuition,  he  shall  forthwith  fix  and  pay  or 
cause  to  be  paid  a  fair  and  reasonable  rate 
of  payment  for  tuition,  fees,  and  other 
charges  for  the  courses  offered  by  such  in¬ 
stitution.  Any  educational  or  training  in¬ 
stitution  which  is  dissatisfied  with  a  de¬ 
termination  of  a  rate  of  payment  for  tui¬ 
tion,  fees,  or  other  charges  under  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be 
entitled,  upon  application  therefor,  to  a  re¬ 
view  of  such  determination  (including  the 
determination  with  respect  to  whether  there 
is  a  customary  cost  of  tuition)  by  a  board 
to  be  known  as  the  Veterans’  Tuition  Appeals 
Board,  consisting  of  three  members,  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Administrator  for  such  pur¬ 
pose.  Such  board  shall  be  subject.  In  re¬ 
spect  to  appointment,  hearings,  appeals, 
and  all  other  actions  and  qualifications,  to 
the  provisions  of  sections  5  to  11,  inclusive, 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  June  11,  1946,  as  amended.  The  de- 
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cision  of  such  board  with  respect  to  all  mat¬ 
ters  shall  constitute  the  final  administrative 
determination.  In  no  event  shall  the  board 
fix  a  rate  of  payment  In  excess  of  the  maxi¬ 
mum  amount  allowable  under  the  Service¬ 
men’s  Readjustment  Act,  as  amended.  The 
term  “customary  cost  of  tuition”  as  em¬ 
ployed  herein  and  in  paragraph  5,  part  VIII, 
Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a),  as  amended, 
is  regarded  as  that  charge  which  an  educa¬ 
tional  or  training  institution  requires  a 
nonveteran  enrollee  similarly  circumstanced 
to  pay  as  and  for  tuition  for  a  course,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  institution  (other  than  a  non¬ 
profit  institution  of  higher  learning)  is  not 
regarded  as  having  a  “customary  cost  of 
tuition”  for  the  course  or  courses  in  question 
in  the  following  circumstances: 

(a)  Where  the  majority  of  the  enrollment 
of  the  educational  and  training  institution 
in  the  course  in  question  consists  of  vet¬ 
erans  in  training  under  Public  Laws  16  and 
34”,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  as  amended; 
and 

(b)  One  of  the  following  conditions  pre¬ 
vails: 

1.  The  institution  has  been  established 
subsequent  to  June  22,  1944. 

2.  The  institution,  although  established 
prior  to  June  22,  1944,  has  not  been  in  con¬ 
tinuous  operation  since  that  date. 

3.  The  institution,  although  established 
prior  to  June  22,  1944,  has  subsequently  in¬ 
creased  its  total  tuition  charges  for  the 
course  to  all  students  more  than  25  percent. 

4.  The  course  (or  a  course  of  substantially 
the  same  length  and  character)  was  not  pro¬ 
vided  for  nonveteran  students  by  the  insti¬ 
tution  prior  to  June  22,  1944,  although  the 
institution  itself  was  established  before  June 
22,  1944:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in 
the  foregoing  proviso  shall  be  construed  to 
affect  adversely  any  legal  rights  which  have 
accrued  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  chapter,  or  to  affect  payments  to  edu¬ 
cational  or  training  institutions  under  con¬ 
tracts  in  effect  on  such  date. 

Mi’.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  this  amend¬ 
ment  at  least  saves  some  money  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  four  pages  of  printing  in  the  bill. 

Last  year  we  dealt  with  the  problem 
of  vocational  schools  by  amending  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  in  a  purely  legislative 
way.  I  did  not  think  that  was  the  proper 
way  to  legislate.  That  amendment  was 
carried  over  into  this  year’s  bill,  but 
since  that  time  the  whole  subject  has 
been  dealt  with  by  legislation  in  a  bill 
approved  by  the  President  on  July  13  this 
year.  So  that  it  seems  to  me  obvious 
that  this  language  should  now  be  elim¬ 
inated  from  the  appropriation  bill.  The 
wording  is  a  little  different  from  that  of 
the  legislation  enacted,  and  we  will  only 
create  confusion  if  we  leave  this  language 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  is  quite  correct  in  his 
statement.  The  language  he  proposes 
to  strike  out  was  written  into  the  inde¬ 
pendent  offices  appropriation  bill  last 
year  while  that  measure  was  being  con¬ 
sidered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It 
deals  with  the  fees  and  regulations  of  vet¬ 
erans’  training  and  education. 

Since  the  provision  was  written  into 
the  independent  offices  bill  last  year  the 
Senate  has  considered  an  amendment  of 
the  entire  act,  and  my  understanding 
therefore  is  that  the  effect  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  merely 
to  strike  out  the  language  of  last  year’s 
appropriation  bill,  which  in  effect  was 
legislation,  and  therefore  brings  into  op¬ 
eration  a  law  which  has  just  been  en¬ 


acted  at  this  session.  That  being  the 
case,  I  certainly  hope  that  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  send  an¬ 
other  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  it  reported. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  367,  after 
line  14,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  paragraph: 

Flood  control,  Roseville,  Ohio :  For  the  con¬ 
struction  of  local  flood  protection  works  at 
Roseville,  Ohio,  heretofore  authorized  by  law 
(Public  Law  761,  75th  Cong.,  as  amended  and 
supplemented) ,  $540,000. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  on  June  30 
I  wrote  the  following  letter  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations: 

My  Dear  Senator  McKellar:  On  June  16- 
17  of  this  year  a  disastrous  flood  inundated 
the  town  of  Roseville,  Ohio,  inflicting  ex¬ 
tensive  damage,  as  evidenced  by  the  attached 
photographs. 

I  have  the  photographs  here,  which 
show  the  entire  town  under  water,  the 
town  being  damaged  to  the  extent  of  sev¬ 
eral  million  dollars,  altogether.  The  let¬ 
ter  continues: 

A  flood  defense  project  has  been  author¬ 
ized  at  Roseville,  since  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  1938  (Public  Law  761,  75th  Cong.) ,  but  only 
preliminary  planning  has  been  embarked  on. 

I  therefore  request  since  the  Army  Civil 
Functions  Subcommittee  has  already  com¬ 
pleted  hearings  and  marked  up  that  section 
of  the  1951  general  appropriation  bill  that 
the  attached  amendment  to  the  bill  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  full  committee  before  final 
action  is  taken  on  the  bill. 

The  full  committee  felt  that  they 
should  not  take  any  new  action  which 
had  not  been  considered  by  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  and  it  was  suggested  that  I  sub¬ 
mit  the  amendment  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

The  damage  was  about  three  or  four 
times  the  entire  cost  of  the  project,  if 
the  project  had  been  started  and  com¬ 
pleted.  I  think  there  is  no  question  that 
if  the  matter  had  come  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  the  amendment  would  have  been 
included  in  the  bill.  It  is  in  the  nature 
of  an  emergency  provision,  and  I  think 
it  is  reasonable,  and  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  if  he  will  not  take  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  spoke  to  me  about 
the  matter  before.  I  have  looked  into 
it,  and  I  am  sure  the  situation  in  Rose¬ 
ville  is  bad,  and  should  be  dealt  with  at 
once.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  con¬ 
cerned,  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  call  up  an  amendment  on 
page  472,  line  4,  which  I  hope  will  not  be 
controversial.  It  is  important,  however. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 


The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  472,  line  4, 
after  the  word  “apply”,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  words  “to  appropriations  for 
the  transportation  of  mail  or.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  the  purpose  of  the  amendment 
is  to  make  it  possible  for  the  mail  to  be 
carried,  and  for  whatever  contracts  are 
necessary  to  have  the  mail  carried  to  be 
entered  into.  No  one  can  tell  what  the 
mail  situation  is  going  to  be.  No  one 
knows. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  did 
the  Senator  say  the  amendment  comes 
on  page  472,  line  4? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  The  language  there 
reads, -“The  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  any  corporation”  and 
so  forth.  Will  the  Senator  please  tell 
where  his  amendment  goes  in? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  fol¬ 
lows  after  the  word  “apply”,  to  insert 
the  words  “to  appropriations  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  or.” 

As  I  have  said,  no  one  can  tell  how 
much  mail  there  will  be.  No  one  can 
tell  in  advance,  no  one  can  prophesy, 
what  it  will  amount  to.  The  acting 
chairman  of  the  CAB  has  written  me  and 
insisted  and  urged  that  this  amendment 
be  agreed  to.  I  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  if  it  can  be  taken  to  con¬ 
ference. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Was  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  was 
not  submitted  to  the  committee.  It  is  a 
matter  which  came  up  after  the  bill 
reached  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The 
necessity  for  the  amendment  was  not 
noticed  until  the  bill  came  out  on  the 
floor. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  that  the 
subcommittee  did  not  receive  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  now  presents,  because  the  bill  had 
been  written  up,  and  we  were  dealing 
with  an  over-all  appropriation  bill, 
rather  than  separate  bills,  which  has 
been  the  customary  way  of  making  ap¬ 
propriations  heretofore.  I  told  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  that  if  the 
amendment  did  not  meet  with  opposi¬ 
tion  from  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  I  would  carry  the  amendment  to  con¬ 
ference,  as  the  subcommittee  chairman. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  amendment  taken  to 
conference  because  it  might  save  a  great 
deal  of  trouble.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Does  this  amend¬ 
ment  mean  that  all  appropriations  for 
carrying  the  mails  would  be  exempted 
from  the  antideficiency  provision? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  is  what  it  would  mean.  That 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  amendment,  I 
suppose. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  would 
mean  that  all  the  Post  Office  Department 
would  be  eliminated  from  the  anti¬ 
deficiency  provision. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Oh,  no; 
it  does  not  mean  that  at  all.  It  applies  j 
only  to  the  transportation  of  mail.  It 
is  limited  to  the  transportation  of  mail. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  what 
is  the  cost  of  the  transportation  of  the 
mail? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Four  hundred  mil¬ 
lion  dollars. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  think  this 
amendment  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  the  amend¬ 
ment  cover  delivery  of  mail? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  covers 
transportation  of  mail,  contracts  for  the 
carriage  of  mail. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  would  not  apply 
to  the  mail  deliveries  from  door  to  door, 
would  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  that.  It  applies 
to  the  transportation  of  mail. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  do  I 
understand  that  railroad  transportation, 
air-mail  transportation,  ocean  trans¬ 
portation  is  included? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes;  ocean,  air,  and 
all  kinds  of  transportation  of  mail. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  the  only  reason  it  cannot  be  sep¬ 
arated  in  this  amendment  so  as  to  make 
it  apply  only  to  air  mail  is  because  the 
present  bill  lumps  the  transportation  of 
mail  in  one  item  for  which  I  think 
$400,000,000  is  provided.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  meant  to  apply  only  to  contracts 
for  carrying  air  mail. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  wish  to  make  a 
statement.  The  $400,000,000  is  divided 
principally  into  railroad  and  messenger 
service,  $227,000,000;  amounts  due, 
$29,000,000;  foreign  air  mail  service, 
$60,000,000;  domestic  air  mail  service, 
$68,000,000.  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  to  know,  because  he  is  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee,  that 
there  are  going  to  be  deficiencies.  The 
matter  might  be  carried  to  conference 
and  worked  out  there. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
expired. 

TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSINESS" 

y 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  following 
routine  business  was  transacted : 


DISPOSITION  OF 


'IVE  PAPERS 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  Acting  Archivist 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  a  Ust  of  papers  and  docu¬ 
ments  on  the  files  of  several  departments 
and  agencies. ■df  the  Government  which 
are  not  needed  in  the  conduct  of  business 
and  have  no  permanent  value  or  histor¬ 
ical  interest,  and  requesting  action  look¬ 
ing  to  tneir  disposition,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to 
a  Jqrnt  Select  Committee  on  the  Dispo¬ 
sition  of  Papers  in  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina  and  Mr. 


Langer  members  of  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

The  following  reports  of  committee* 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  HUNT,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia: 

S.  3979.  A  bill  to  fix  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Disbursing  Officer  and  of  the  Auditor  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2238). 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina,  from 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia: 

S.  883.  A  bill  to  require  the  taking  and 
destruction  of  dangerous  weapons  in  certain 
cases,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2241). 

By  Mr.  MCFARLAND,  from  the  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs: 

S.  1140.  A  bill  to  authorize  credits  to  cer¬ 
tain  public  agencies  of  the  United  States  for 
costs  of  construction  and  operation  and 
maintenance  of  flood  protective  levee  sys¬ 
tems  along  or  adjacent  to  the  lower  Colorado 
River  in  Arizona,  California,  and  Lower  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Mexico;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No, 
2240). 

By  Mr.  EASTLAND,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

\  H.  R.  10.  A  bill  to  facilitate  the  deportation 
&  aliens  from  the  United  States,  to  provide 
fok  the  supervision  and  detention  pending 
eventual  deportation  of  aliens  whose  deporta¬ 
tion  cannot  be  readily  effectuated  because  of 
reason^  beyond  the  control  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;,-  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2239). 

By  Mr.  B&AGNUSON,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary: 

H.  R.  9074.  A\  bill  to  amend  chapter  61 
(relating  to  lotteries)  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  to  make  clear  that  such  chapter 
does  not  apply  to  nonprofit  contests  wherein 
prizes  are  awarded  for  the  specie,  size,  weight, 
i  or  quality  of  fish  caught  by  the  contestant; 
j  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2242). 

By  Mr.  CHAPMAN,  f roi^  the  Committee  on 
|  Armed  Services: 

S.  3889.  A  bill  to  increase'permanently  the 
amount  of  Federal  aid  to  State  or  Territorial 
homes  for/Hie  support  of  disabled  soldiers 
and  sailors  of  the  United  States;  with  amend¬ 
ments  (Rept.  No.  2243).  V 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENT^ 

/  \ 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  reported 
.that  on  today,  August  3,  1950,  he  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  following  enrolled  bills: 

S.  4.  An  act  authorizing  the  advanced 
training  in  aeronautics  of  technical  person¬ 
nel  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration; 

S.  2655.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Evelyn 
M.  Hryniak; 

S.  3380.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1939,  to  redefine  the  term  “contra¬ 
band  article”  with  respect  to  narcotic  drugs, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  3520.  An  act  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  by  providing  for  continuation  and 
expansion  of  Western  Hemisphere  production 
of  abaca  by  the  United  States. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah: 

S.  4008.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paura  Fumie 
Suzuki  and  her  minor  son,  Raymond  Takashi 
Swenson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  also  introduced 
Senate  bill  4009,  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  to  promote  the  development  and 
adoption  of  plans  and  programs  for  the  im¬ 
provement  of  the  skills  of  the  Nation's  work 
force,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  and 


Public  Welfare,  and  appears  under  a  separate 
heading.) 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON: 

S.  4010.  A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  New  Mexico  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  A1 
Parker,  of  El  Paso,  Tex.,  arising  out  of  the 
damage  sustained  by  him  as  a  result  of  the 
operation  and  use  by  the  United  States  Army 
of  certain  lands  in  Dona  Ana  County,  N. 
Mex.,  as  an  antiaircraft  artillery  practice 
firing  range;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary. 

By  Mr.  McMAHON: 

S.  4011.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Capt. 
Merton  Jesse  Clark;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DWORSHAK: 

S.  4012.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter  R. 
Cupp,  Captain,  United  States  Army,  E.  O.  re¬ 
tired;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LANGER: 

S.  4013.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emiko  Mori; 
and 

S.  4014.  A  bill  conferring  authority  on  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  to  regulate  admission  to 
the  bar  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  SKILLS  OF  NATION’S 
WORK  FORCE 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President, 
I  introduce  for  appropriate  reference  a 
bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
to  promote  the  development  and  adop¬ 
tion  of  plans  and  programs  for  the  im¬ 
provement  of  the  skills  of  the  Nation’s 
work  force,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  state¬ 
ment  prepared  by  me  explaining  the  bill 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will 
be  received  and  appropriately  referred, 
and,  without  objection,  the  statement 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  4009)  to  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  to  promote  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  adoption  of  plans  and  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  improvement  of  the  skills 
of  the  Nation’s  work  force,  and  for  other 
purposes,  introduced  by  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Utah,  was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Utah  is  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah 

Mr.  President,  as  we  all  know,  this  Nation 
Is  embarked  on  a  pregram  to  build  up  its 
economic  and  military  strength  to  the  point 
where  4t  can  effectively  cooperate  with  the 
United  Nations  in  its  efforts  to  perform  its 
clear  responsibilities  under  the  Charter  of 
the  UnitedtNations  to  maintain  international 
peace  and  Security  and  to  resist  aggression 
which  threatens  that  international  peace 
and  security.  v.One  of  the  most  important 
aspects  of  this’-;responsibility  must  be  the 
development  of  a  .program  for  the  effective 
mobilization  of  the  manpower  of  this  Nation. 
The  executive  branch  of  the  Government  is 
devoting  much  time  and  thought  to  the 
development  of  this  effort  and  to  the  work¬ 
ing  out  of  sound  procedures  to  carry  it  out. 

In  such  a  program,  it  is  not  only  im¬ 
portant  that  we  see  to  it  that  industries 
which  are  called  upon  to  make  a  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  defense  effort  have  the  necessary 
labor  to  do  the  job;  it  is  also  necessary  that 
each  worker  be  enabled  to  do  thevjob  in  the 
most  efficient  and  skilled  manneA  possible. 

In  1937  the  Congress  authorized  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  “to  formulate  and-.promote 
the  furtherance  of  labor  standards  necSssary 
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REIMBURSEMENT  OF  CERTAIN  AGENCIES 
S  OF  ""-TREASURY  DEPARTMENT  FOR 

SERVICES  PERFORMED  FOR  OTHER; 

GOVERNMENT  AGENCIES  : 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. . 
Stemnis  in  the  chair)  laid  before'  the: 
Senate  the  amendments  of  the  Hoifse  of ' 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  20J8)  to; 
authorize  advancements  to  and  ttie  re- 1 
imburgement  of  certain  agencies  of  the  | 
Treasury  Department  for  services  per-; 
formed  Hf or  other  Government  agencies, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which/were,  on? 
page  1,  line  5,  to  strike  out  JT>isburse-t 
ment,”  at)d  insert  “Disbursepient  or”;> 
on  page  1  \ines  6  and  7,  to  sti/ke  out  “,  or* 
the  Bureau  of  Engraving  an A  Printing” ;  | 
on  page  1,  line  9,  to  strike  qut  ‘‘Division, 
Office,  or  E^i'eau”  and  insfert  ‘‘Division 
or  Office”;  oh  page  2,  lin/s  2  and  3,  to' 
strike  out  “Division,  Offi/e,  or  Bureau” 
and  insert  “Division  or  Office”;  on  page' 
2,  line  7,  to  strife  out  all  after  “(a)  ”  down! 
to  and  including  “Trea/ury,”  in  line  11;, 
on  page  2,  lines  12  and  13,  to  strike  out 
“Division,  Office, \or  Bpreau”  and  insert  ; 
"Division  or  OffiA”;  f) n  page  2,  line  14, 


to  strike  out  “sect® 
on  page  2,  to  strike 
down  to  and  inclu 
on  page  2,  line  20, 
page  3,  line  1,  aft 
“and”;  and  on 
out  all  after  “a< 
eluding  “repeal 

Mr.  McCLE 
move  that  t 
amendments 
2018. 

The  PR! 
question  is 
the  Senato: 

Mr.  SA: 


v  and  insert  “act” ;  | 
it  all  of  line  16  and  | 
lg  “(B)”  in  line  17;  ' 
strike  out  “(C)”;  on; 
Recounts,”  to  insert  ' 
line  2,  to  strike; 
down  to  and  in- 1 
14. 

ir.  President,  if 
i concur  in  the! 
to  Senate  bill 


IDING  OFFICER.  The;, 
agreeing  to  'the  motion  of ; 
from  Arkansas, 

ONSTALL.  Mr.  President, . 
ator  yield? 


will  the  _ _ _ _ 

Mr.  MaCLELLAN.  I  yield! 

Mr.  SjfLTONSTALL.  Will  the  Sena¬ 
tor  fronjf  Arkansas  give  a  brief,  explana¬ 
tion  of /these  amendments? 

Mr.  jfrcCLELLAN.  The  bill  authorizes 
advancements  to  and  reimbursement  of 
certajri  agencies  of  the  Treasury  depart¬ 
ment’'  for  services  performed  for  other 
Government  agencies,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  The  amendments  are  clerical  in ; 
nature  and  do  not  go  to  the  heart  of  the 
bik.  \ 

/Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  They  have  been 
approved,  of  course,  by  the  Senator?; 

,?  Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Yes. 

I  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
/question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
f  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

ii...  ■  -'Om.  roftliftn.  wiftfii  -  ■ 
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the  amendment.  Probably  I  shall  not 
need  that  much  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  for  an  additional  5  min¬ 
utes? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  will  the  Senator 
please  repeat  the  request?  I  did  not 
hear  it  clearly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  re¬ 
questing  unanimous  consent  that  I  may 
.  proceed  for  an  additional  5  minutes  to 
discuss  the  amendment.  Last  night  I 
used  all  the  time  which  then  was  allotted 
to  me. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  wish  to  make  it  very  clear 
to  the  Senate  that  I  have  no  personal 
interest  whatsoever  in  this  amendment. 
The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  tells  me 
that  it  is  very  necessary  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  be  taken  to  conference  and  con¬ 
sidered  carefully;  and  that  is  all  I  am 
requesting. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  a  justification  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  in  the  form  of  a  statement  by 
myself  and  a  letter  and  other  papers 
from  Mr.  Oswald  Ryan,  who  is  Acting 
Chairman  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Sxennis  in  the  chair).  Is  there  objec¬ 
tion? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment,  letter,  and  papers  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

•STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  JOHNSON  OF  COLORADO 

Mr.  President,  my  amendment,  if  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  will  except  the  appropriation 
for  transportation  of  mails  in  the  sum  of 
$400,000,000  from  the  antideficiency  provi¬ 
sion — section  1111 — which  requires  that  ap¬ 
propriations  and  expenditures  be  apportioned 
on  a  quarterly  or  monthly  basis  so  as  to 
prevent  the  creating  of  a  deficiency.  In 
prior  years  deficiencies  have  been  made  by 
the  Congress  where  justification  showed  the 
increased  costs  for  movement  of  mail  were 
attributed  to  higher  rates  granted  by  the 
CAB  or  there  existed  an  increase  in  volume 
of  mail,  over  which  the  Postmaster  General 
has  no  control,  and  which  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  sanctioned  in  approving  appor¬ 
tionments  of  funds  made  available  in  the 
regular  appropriation  act. 

For  1951  this  privilege  is  not  granted;  in¬ 
stead,  the  Postmaster  General  is  required  to 
apportion  funds  provided  in  chapter  IV  so 
that  no  deficiency  whatever  will  be  created. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  on  page  472,  in  line  4. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  last  night  when  I  called  up 
this  amendment,  I  used  the  5  minutes 
which  were  allotted  to  me.  I  now  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  an  additional  5  minutes  to  discuss 


Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  . 

Washington,  July  26,  1950, 
The  Honorable  Kenneth  McKellar, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  United  States  Senate,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  . 

My  Dear  Senator  McKE&Agf*  We  are  writ¬ 
ing  in  order  to  give  our  wholehearted  support 
to  an  amendment,  printed  on  July  14,  1950, 
which  is  intended  to  be  proposed  by  the 
Honorable  Edwin  C.  Johnson  (Colorado)  to 
the  omnibus  appropriation  bill  (H.  R.  7786). 
This  amendment  will  modify  section  1111  of 
that  bill,  which,  if  enacted  without  such 
amendment,  may  have  a  drastic,  and  it  is 
believed  unintended,  effect  on  the  Board’s 
powers  to  fix  rates  of  compensation  for  the 
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transportation  of  mail  by  air  carriers  under 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act. 

The  Board  is  in  full  accord  with  the  basic 
principles  of  the  Antideflciency  Act,  and  in¬ 
sofar  as  the  appropriations  for  its  own  use 
are  concerned  has  no  objection  to  the  sec¬ 
tion.  However,  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 
the  attached  memorandum,  we  believe  that 
section  1111  of  the  appropriation  tafil  as  it 
now  stands  may  impose  an  unintended  re¬ 
striction  on  the  statutory  provisions  respect¬ 
ing  air-mail  compensation  contained  in  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  In  our  opinion,  not 
only  would  the  Board  be  handicapped  in 
carrying  out  its  mail-rate  duties  under  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act,  but  our  air  carriers — • 
particularly  those  flying  international 
routes — might  also  be  deprived  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  of  substantial  revenues,  and  their  con¬ 
tinued  operations  thereby  jeopardized.  The 
attached  memorandum  explains  these  diffi¬ 
culties  in  more  detail. 

Sincerely, 

Oswald  Ryan, 

Acting  Chairman. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Memorandum, 
July  21,  1950 

subject:  section  llll  of  the  general  appro¬ 
priation  BILL  AS  IT  MAY  AFFECT  THE  MAIL- 

RATE  POWERS  OF  THE  CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Section  1111  of  the  general  appropriation 
bill  (H.  R.  7786)  revises  section  3679  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (antideficiency  law)  to  read, 
in  part,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3679.  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of 
the  United  States  shall  make  or  authorize  an 
expenditure  from  or  create  or  authorize  an 
obligation  under  any  appropriation  or  fund 
in  excess  of  the  amount  available  therein; 
nor  shall  any  such  officer  or  employee  involve 
the  Government  in  any  contract  or  other 
obligation,  for  the  payment  of  money  for  any 
purpose,  in  advance  of  appropriations  made 
for  such  purpose,  unless  such  contract  or 
obligation  is  authorized  by  law.” 

It  appears  that  the  revised  section — and 
particularly  the  new  language  regarding  the 
creation  or  authorization  of  an  obligation 
under  any  appropriation  in  excess  of  the 
amount  available  therein — would  probably 
be  construed  to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Board 
under  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  to  fix  rates 
of  compensation  for  the  transportation  of 
air  mail.  Under  section  406  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  (49  U.  S.  C.  486),  the  Board 
is  empowered  and  directed  to  fix  and  deter¬ 
mine  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
aircraft.  It  is  further  provided  that  “the 
rates  so  fixed  and  determined  shall  be  paid 
by  the  Postmaster  General  from  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  air¬ 
craft.”  Under  section  405  (g)  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  (49  U.  S.  C.  485),  the  Post¬ 
master  General  is  required  to  tender  mail  to 
the  holder  of  a  certificate  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  aircraft  to  the 
extent  required  by  the  postal  service. 

In  fixing  and  determining  mail  rates  un¬ 
der  section  406  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act,  the  Board  regularly  does  so  with  respect 
to  two  distinct  situations  in  each  mail-rate 
proceeding.  The  first  involves  the  fixing  of 
a  rate  to  be  paid  the  air  carrier  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  for  the  period  between  the 
date  on  which  the  petition  for  an  increase 
in  mail  rates  was  filed  and  the  date  of  the 
Board’s  mail-rate  order.  In  that  situation 
the  service  has  already  been  rendered,  and 
it  remains  only  for  the  Board  to  fix  the  final 
rate.  If,  as  is  frequently  the  case,  the  final 
rate  is  higher  than  the  rate  under  which  the 
carrier  has  been  paid,  upon  the  issuance  of 
the  order  fixing  such  rate  the  carrier  imme¬ 
diately  becomes  entitled  to  payment  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  such  rate  and  the  Postmaster 
General  is  directed  to  pay  the  amount  of  the 
appropriation  for  the  transportation  of  air 
mail.  This  action  by  the  Board,  therefore. 
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may  well  be  deemed  either  to  create  or  au¬ 
thorize  an  obligation  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  air 
within  the  meaning  of  the  terms  as  used  in 
the  antideficiency  law.  The  Board  would, 
therefore,  be  prevented  from  fixing  the  rate 
required  by  the  standards  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  if  there  were  any  prospect  that 
as  a  result  thereof  the  appropriation  would 
be  exceeded. 

While  there  has  not  been  an  opportunity 
to  explore  the  matter  fully,  it  seems  likely 
that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
in  fixing  rates  for  the  carriage  of  mail  by 
the  railroads,  might  be  confronted  with  the 
same  problem.  The  matter  is  made  all  the 
more  complicated  by  the  fact  that  under 
the  appropriation  bill  a  single  sum  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  all  transportation  of  mail. 

The  second  situation  for  which  the  Board 
fixes  mail  rates  concerns  the  period  in  the 
future  beginning  with  the  issuance  of  the 
mail-rate  order.  The  rate  for  such  a  period 
may  be  fixed  on  either  a  plane-mile  basis  or 
a  ton-mile  basis.  In  the  case  of  rates  fixed 
on  a  plane-mile  basis,  the  amount  of  com¬ 
pensation  bears  no  direct  relationship  to  the 
amount  of  mail  transported.  In  the  case 
of  the  ton-mile  rate,  the  amount  of  com¬ 
pensation  will  vary  in  accordance  with  a 
formula  set  forth  in  the  order  and  does  bear 
a  direct  relationship  to  the  amount  of  mail 
transported.  It  is  conceivable  that  the  Post¬ 
master  General  might,  in  the  case  of  air  car¬ 
riers  on  a  ton-mile  rate,  so  adjust  the 
amount  of  mail  thereafter  tendered  to  them 
that  he  could  prevent  the  total  rate  of  com¬ 
pensation  payable  to  all  carriers  from  sur¬ 
passing  a  rate  which,  on  a  fiscal-year  basis, 
would  exceed  the  amount  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion.  With  respect  to  air  carriers  on  a  plane- 
mile  basis,  this  would  be  almost  impossible 
for  him  to  do.  In  either  event,  he  would 
be  ignoring  the  mandate  of  section  405  (g) 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  which  requires 
him  to  tender  mail  to  the  holder  of  certifi¬ 
cates  to  the  extent  required  by  the  Postal 
Service,  and  he  would  be  defaulting  in  his 
obligation  to  the  public  to  carry  mail  by  air 
in  cases  where  the  public  has  paid  for  that 
service. 

Accordingly,  it  is  evident  that  the  Board 
and  probably  the  Postmaster  General  will 
not  be  able  to  carry  out  their  duties  under 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  in  regard  to  the 
fixing  of  rates,  and  the  tendering  of  mail 
without  the  possibility  of  violating  the  anti¬ 
deficiency  act  as  amended  by  section  1111 
of  the  appropriation  bill.  We  understand 
that  the  bill  makes  suitable  exceptions  for 
other  situations  where  obligations,  directed 
by  law  to  be  incurred,  cannot  be  predicted 
accurately.  Examples  of  such  other  situa¬ 
tions  are  the  payment  of  fees  for  Government 
witnesses  in  court  proceedings  and  the  judg¬ 
ments  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  In  order  to 
avoid  the  limitation  upon  the  statutory  pow¬ 
ers  and  duties  of  the  Board  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General  which  might  well  flow  from 
this  section,  and  to  be  certain  that  there  is 
no  ambiguity  with  regard  to  the  intention 
of  Congress,  it  is  recommended  that  there  be 
inserted  after  the  word  “apply”  where  it 
appears  in  line  4  on  page  472  of  the  bill  the 
phrase:  “to  appropriations  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  mail  or.” 

ADDENDUM 

Despite  the  opinion  contained  in  the  fore¬ 
going  memorandum  relative  to  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  to  the  antideficieney-4aw 
on  the  Board’s  mail  rate  making  powers,  it 
has  been  asserted  in  some  quarters  that  the 
amendment  would  not  change  in  substance 
the  existing  law.  This  unfortunately  is  be* 
lieved  fallacious.  In  order  fully  to  Under* 
stand  the  question  involved,  it  is  necessary 
to  consider  the  relevant  portions  of  the  exist* 
ing  law  and  the  proposed  amendment  there¬ 
to  together.  These  are  as  follows: 


Existing  law 

“No  executive  department  or  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  establishment  of  the  United  States 
shall  expend,  in  any  one  fiscal  year,  any  sum 
in  excess  of  appropriations  made  by  Con¬ 
gress  for  that  fiscal  year,  or  involve  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  any  contract  or  other  obligation 
for  the  future  payment  of  money  in  excess 
of  such  appropriations  unless  such  contract 
or  obligation  is  authorized  by  law.” 

Amendment 

“No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  shall  make  or  authorize  an  expendi¬ 
ture  from  or  create  or  authorize  an  obliga¬ 
tion  under  any  appropriation  or  fund  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amount  available  therein;  nor 
shall  any  such  officer  or  employee  involve  the 
Government  in  any  contract  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion,  for  the  payment  of  money  for  any  pur¬ 
pose,  in  advance  of  appropriations  made  for 
such  purpose,  unless  such  contract  or  obliga¬ 
tion  is  authorized  by  law.” 

It  will  be  noted  that  each  of  the  foregoing 
provisions  is  divisible  into  two  separate  parts, 
in  the  case  of  the  existing  law,  the  first 
clause  prohibits  actual  expenditures  in  excess 
of  appropriations:  the  second  clause  pro¬ 
hibits  involving  the  Government  in  a  con¬ 
tract  or  other  obligation  in  excess  of  such 
appropriation.  To  the  latter  clause  there  is 
an  exception  if  the  contract  or  obligation  is 
authorized  by  law. 

Under  the  present  law  the  Board  does  not 
experience  any  difficulty  in  complying  with 
the  present  Antideficiency  Act  since  it  does 
not  expend  the  appropriations  for  the  car¬ 
riage  of  the  mail  and  since  although  it  “in¬ 
volves  the  Government  in”  mail  pay  obliga¬ 
tions,  it  comes  within  the  exception  of  the 
second  clause. 

The  argument  advanced  by  those  who  say 
the  amendment  will  not  seriously  affect  the 
Board  is  based  on  the  assertion  that  the 
amendment  parallels  the  existing  law,  con¬ 
tains  a  similar  exception  where  the  con¬ 
tract  or  obligation  is  authorized  by  law,  and 
therefore  exempts  the  Board  from  this  pro¬ 
hibition.  The  difficulty  with  this  argument 
will  be  seen  on  an  examination  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment.  It  will  be  noted  that 
both  parts  of  the  existing  law  have  been  com¬ 
bined  in  the  first  clause  of  the  amendment, 
and  that  the  second  clause  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  relates  not  to  incurring  obligations  in 
excess  of  appropriations  but  “in  advance  of 
appropriations”;  as  in  the  case  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  law  the  exception  contained  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  applies  only  to  the  second 
clause. 

Thus  the  effect  of  the  proposed  amendment 
as  it  affects  the  Board  is  to  eliminate  the 
exemption  “unless  such  contract  or  obliga¬ 
tion  is  authorized  by  law”  from  the  existing 
law. 

One  of  the  four  appropriations  for  the  Post 
Office  Department  is  “transportation  of 
mails,”  which  carries  an  appropriation  of 
$400,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1951.  Said 
appropriation  is  shown  on  page  124  of  the  bill. 
This  appropriation  carries  funds  for  domestic 
air-mail  service,  foreign  air-mail  service, 
foreign  mail  transportation,  star-route  serv¬ 
ice,  powerboat  service,  and  Detroit  River 
service. 

Under  present  procedure  the  Postmaster 
General  is  required  to  apportion,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  funds 
provided  by  this  and  other  appropriations 
and,  under  section  1111,  the  so-called  anti¬ 
deficiency  {gSvision,  the  Postmaster  General 
Is  required  TO  make  such  apportionment  so 
as  to  prevent  a  deficiency  (see  p.  468,  subsec. 
(c) ) .  The  only  exceptions  to  the  apportion¬ 
ment  provision  are  found  in  subsection  (e) 
(1)  (p.  472,  line  8),  One  of  these  exceptions 
relates  to  emergencies  involving  “the  protec¬ 
tion  of  property,”  and,  in  this  instance,  the 
question  would  arise  as  to  whether  the  move¬ 
ment  of  mail  and  the  payment  of  costs  in 


connection  therewith  would  constitute  an 
emergency  and  would  enable  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  create  a  defi¬ 
ciency  attributable  to  increased  volume  of 
mail  or  increases  in  rates  to  be  paid  carriers, 
or  the  result  of  new  additional  mail  service 
to  be  Instituted.  By  law,  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  is  required  to  move  the  mail. 

Subsection  (h)  (p.  474,  line  23)  and  sub¬ 
section  (i)  (p.  475,  line  3)  prohibts  the  cre¬ 
ating  of  an  obligation  gr  the  making  of  an 
expenditure  in  excess  of  the  amount  appor¬ 
tioned  or  permitted  by  regulation  and  pro¬ 
vides  a  penalty  for  the  violation  thereof  by 
any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States. 

If  it  is  construed  that  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  cannot  create  a  deficiency  on  ac¬ 
count  of  an  emergency  involving  “the  pro¬ 
tection  of  property”  (mails),  then  the  alter¬ 
native  plan  would  be  to  amend  subsection  by 
adopting  the  Johnson  amendment.  Page  472, 
line  4,  insert  after  the  word  “apply”  the 
words  “to  appropriations  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  mail  or.” 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  As  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Treas¬ 
ury  and  Post  Office  Appropriations,  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  as 
one  who  has  given  at  least  some  slight 
study  to  the  Antideficiency  Act  which 
is  proposed  to  be  amended  by  this 
amendment,  I  would  say  to  my  colleagues 
who  now  are  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
adopted  and  will  be  taken  to  conference. 

I  say  in  all  frankness  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  that  I  think  the  air  trans¬ 
portation  lines  are  unduly  alarmed.  I 
am  gravely  doubtful  whether  adoption 
of  the  amendment  is  necessary.  How¬ 
ever,  if  it  is  necessary,  we  should  be  in  a 
position  to  handle  it  in  conference;  and 
unless  it  is  adopted  and  placed  in  the  bill 
at  this  time,  there  will  be  no  opportunty 
to  correct  any  error  with  respect  to  this 
subject  when  the  bill  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  conferees,  whereas  if  the  amendment 
is  in  the  bill  when  it  goes  to  conference, 
there  will  then  be  an  opportunity  to 
study  the  matter  and,  if  necessary,  to 
make  any  correction  which  may  be  justi¬ 
fied,  and  thus  to  do  substantial  justice 
to  the  Post  Office  Department  itself  in 
connection  with  the  handling  of  the 
mail,  as  well  as  to  do  justice  to  those 
with  whom  the  Post  Office  Department 
must  make  contracts  in  that  connection. 

Therefore,  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  because  he 
has  stated  my  position  exactly. 

Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  demand  for  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  is  a  false  alarm  or  whether 
adoption  of  the  amendment  is  extremely 
important  to  the  transportation  of  mail. 
However,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
which  has  been  given  the  tremendous  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  contracting  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  by  the  air  lines,  says 
this  matter  is  important.  Therefore,  I 
ask  that  the  amendment  be  adopted  and 
taken  to  conference,  where  it  may  be 
considered  by  the  conferees;  and  if  they 
do  not  want  the  amendment  to  remain  in 
the  bill,  they  can  remove  it. 
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On  the  other  hand,  if  the  conferees  de¬ 
cide  that  the  amendment  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  bill,  perhaps  they  will  see 
fit  to  change  the  language  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  or  the  part  of  the  bill  to  which  it 
will  apply,  or  otherwise  will  see  fit  to 
modify  the  application  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  some  way,  so  that  the  difficulty, 
if  there  be  one,  may  be  corrected. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  the  situation.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  amendment  is  directed 
primarily  to  the  transportation  of  mail 
by  the  airlines. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
Senator  as  to  that.  The  amendment  is 
meant  to  apply  to  the  transportation  of 
mail  by  airlines,  but  it  cannot  be  con¬ 
fined  to  that,  because  the  appropriation 
item  in  respect  to  the  transportation  of 
mail  is  written  as  only  one  item,  apply¬ 
ing  to  all  forms  of  transportation.  So 
the  amendment  would  apply  to  all  forms 
of  transportation,  including  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  by  airline,  because  of 
that  technical  situation. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Let  me  ask  the 
Senator  another  question,  then,  if  he 
will  yield  further. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  understand  that 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  hopes  to  get 
around  that  phase  of  the  matter,  if  the 
amendment  is  adopted,  by  taking  it  to 
conference  and,  primarily,  eliminating 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  have  de¬ 
veloped  in  respect  to  the  transportation 
of  mail  by  airline.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  wonder  whether  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
knows  that  time  and  time  again  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  has  requested  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  to  justify  these  subsidies.  Two 
years  ago  the  distinguished  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  O’Conor  1  sub¬ 
mitted  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  justify  the  subsi¬ 
dies,  and  providing  for  a  hearing  on  the 
rates  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
steamship  and  railroad.  The  hearing 
was  held.  A  little  later  my  resolution 
calling  for  an  investigation  of  the  rates 
for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  rail¬ 
road  came  up,  and  a  hearing  was  held 
on  that  resolution. 

The  Post  Office  Department’s  repre¬ 
sentatives  said  they  had  experts  who 
would  come  before  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  and  would 
produce  the  figures  and  would  help  us 
make  a  thorough  study  of  these  rates. 

In  my  opinion,  the  rates  paid  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  have  been  scan¬ 
dalous,  especially  those  paid  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  railroad.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  rates  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  by  steamship  and  by 
airplane  jiave  not  been  much  better,  so 
far  as  that  is  concerned. 


As  I  understand  this  amendment, 
there  will  be  virtually  no  limit;  practi¬ 
cally  all  restrictions  will  be  removed,  and 
the  Post  Office  Department  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  an  almost  unlimited  amount  of 
money  for  this  purpose.  Mr.  President, 
as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service,  I  certainly  wish 
to  register  my  objection  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  if  I  felt  as  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  does — namely,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  do  the  things  he  thinks  it 
will  do — I  would  be  everlastingly  opposed 
to  the  amendment.  However,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  have  that  effect  at  all. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  this 
amendment  will  have  the  effect  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  has  stated;  that 
is  not  the  way  I  interpret  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

-I  think  adoption  of  the  amendment  at 
this  time  is  necessary  in  order  to  provide 
some  leeway  in  connection  with  this 
matter;  and  I  do  not  think  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  cost  an  appreciable  dollar,  so 
far  as  funds  are  concerned.  I  believe 
that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  too;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
my  opinion,  except  I  realize  that  if  it 
becomes  necessary  to  extend  the  car¬ 
riage  of  mail,  by  virtue  of  an  increase  in 
the  volume  of  mail,  of  course  the  cost 
will  be  greater.  However,  such  greater 
cost  will  not  develop  because  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  amendment,  but  because 
there  will  then  be  a  bigger  job  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  CORDON  and  Mr.  HUMPHREY 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield,  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
first  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  whether  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  there  are  certain  im¬ 
ponderables  in  connection  with  the  ob¬ 
ligation  of  the  Post  Office  Department  to 
handle  the  mails,  certain  factors  which 
are  wholly  without  the  control  of  the 
Department,  and  which  make  impracti¬ 
cable  apportionment  under  the  Antide¬ 
ficiency  Act,  notably,  the  amount  of  mail 
to  be  carried?  It  can  be  estimated.  If 
the  estimate  is  high,  we  have  some 
money  left;  if  it  is  low,  we  must  make 
up  the  diference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  must  advise  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
present  the  matter  in  my  own  right.  I 
am  still  making  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  .In  connection  with  the 
handling  of  the  mails,  there  are  un¬ 
known  factors  wholly  without  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  handling  agency,  the  Post 
Office  Department.  The  volume  of  mail 
Varies.  It  must  be  handled,  whether  it 
be  less  than  the  amount  estimated  or 
much  greater.  The  cost,  of  course, 
varies  with  the  volume. 
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Then,  in  connection  with  air  mail, 
the  costs  are  wholly  without  the  control 
of  the  Post  Office  Department.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Aeronautics  Act  provides  that, 
once  there  has  been  a  designation  of  an 
air  carrier  as  a  carrier  of  air  mail,  there 
shall  then  be  paid  to  such  carrier  on 
account  of  its  carriage  of  mail  such 
amount  as  may  be  necessary  to  guar¬ 
antee  to  the  carrier  that  its  operational 
accounts  will  be  balanced  and  that  tliere 
will  be  a  reasonable  profit  based  on  effi¬ 
cient  service.  The  question  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  amount  to  be  paid  by  the  Post 
Office  Department  is  not  one  which  the 
Department  has  any  control  of.  It  is  a 
determination  made  by  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board — a  system  which  is  alto¬ 
gether  wrong  and  should  not  exist,  but 
which  can  be  corrected  only  by  substan¬ 
tive  legislation. 

Because  of  those  unknown  factors  I 
can  see  some  reason  or  basis  for  fear  on 
the  part  of  mail  carriers  and  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  itself  as  to  the  results 
of  an  apportionment  of  appropriated 
funds  over  the  12  months  period  for 
which  they  are  appropriated.  The  law 
would  require  the  appropriation  to  be 
made  on  a  basis  that  will  not  permit  of 
a  deficiency.  In  other  words,  the  oper¬ 
ation  must  be  handled  for  the  amount  of 
the  appropriation  for  the  full  period  of 
1  year.  Perhaps  the  Department  can 
handle  it  for  that  amount  of  money,  per¬ 
haps  it  cannot;  and  yet  the  mail  must 
go  through. 

There  are  other  provisions  in  the  law 
which  I  believe  may  be  adequate  for 
varying  the  apportioning  basis.  How¬ 
ever,  in  my  opinion,  we  ought  to  have 
another  look  at  the  entire  problem  with 
respect  to  this  particular  facet,  and  for 
that  reason  I  think  it  would  be  wise  to 
put  the  amendment  in  at  this  time  and 
let  the  conference  committee  have  an¬ 
other  look  at  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  and  Mr.  LUCAS  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  in 
reference  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  it  obviously 
pertains  to  the  program  or  the  legal 
formalities  which  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  must  go  through  in  order  to 
pay  for  the  cost  of  transporting  the 
mails.  The  chairman  of  the  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee,  who  will 
shortly  give,  further  observations  on  this 
amendment,  knows  that  the  Post  Office 
Department  has  little  or  nothing  to  say 
about  what  it  is  going  to  pay  for  the 
transportation  of  the  mail.  As  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  pointed 
out,  so  far  as  air  mail  is  concerned,  that 
is  a  matter  for  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board.  So  far  as  mail  transported  by 
railroad  is  concerned,  that  naturally  is 
determined  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
had  many  discussions  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Post  Office  Department  about 
a  year  ago,  when  the  railroads  were  re¬ 
questing  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  a  substantial  rate  increase 
for  the  transportation  of  the  mail.  The 
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ICC  gave  a  temporary  rate  increase. 
The  Post  Office  Department  wanted,  to 
protest  that  rate  increase.  The  Post 
Office  Department,  however,  was  denied 
under  existing  law,  first  the  right  of 
judicial  review,  which  no  other  depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  is  denied,  of  an 
ICC  ruling;  second,  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  could  not  receive  any  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  carriers,  because  it  ap¬ 
parently  had  no  legal  authority  to  re¬ 
ceive  information  from  the  carriers  as 
to  the  cost  involved  in  transporting  the 
mail  as  a  part  of  the  general  shipment  of 
traffic  on  railroad  lines.  Finally,  after 
much-  negotiation,  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment,  by  the  threat  of  committee 
action,  was  able  to  get  from  the  rail¬ 
roads  information  to  enable  it  to  track 
down  the  cost  of  handling  the  mail. 

I  point  this  out  only  because  yesterday 
the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  offered 
an  amendment  to  this  bill,  which  was 
declared  out  of  order  because  it  was  leg¬ 
islation  on  an  appropriation  bill.  That 
would  have  gotten  at  the  root  of  the 
trouble  that  is  being  discussed  here.  The 
root  of  the  difficulty  of  the  expense  of 
transporting  mail  by  railroad — speaking 
now  only  of  railroad  transportation  of 
mail — is  the  round-trip  permission  which 
was  authorized  by  a  public  law  in  1916. 
Under  this  round-trip  provision,  the 
Post  Office  Department  not  only  pays  to 
send  the  mail  out  in  full  cars,  but  pays 
identically  the  same  rate  to  transport 
the  empty  cars  back.  It  is  the  only 
agency  or  the  only  industry  in  the  world 
that  pays  for  that  kind  of  transporta¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  in  Canada  the  opposite  rule  applies, 
that  Canada  pays  only  for  the  actual 
transportation  of  mail  and  does  not  have 
to  pay  for  the  shipment  back  of  empty 
cars  without  mail? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator 
from  Illinois  is  absolutely  correct,  and 
it  was  estimated  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  that  there  is  at  least  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  $30,000,000  a  year  overpayment 
in  the  form  of  subsidy  because  of  this 
round-trip  provision. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is 
very  well  experienced  in  the  field  of  rail¬ 
road  transportation  of  mail.  I  have  been 
in  the  Senate  now  for  about  a  year  and 
a  half.  Regarding  rail  transportation 
of  mail,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Colorado  that  his  amendment 
meets  a  situation  which  exists  because 
of  a  public  law,  and  that  the  only  way 
we  are  going  to  be  able  to  change  this 
situation  is  to  change  the  public  law.  On 
the  calendar  there  is  a  bill  reported  by 
the  committee,  Senate  bill  1596,  which 
refers  to  a  possible  liability  upon  the 
Government  of  the  United  States — the 
taxpayers — of  $2,000,000,000,  according 
to  the  estimates  of  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office,  within  the  next  20  years. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  must  conclude 
my  statement,  because  the  time  is  lim¬ 
ited,  and  each  one  of  us  has  time  in  his 
own  right.-  I  see  no  particular  objection, 

I  may  say,  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado.  I  see  ob¬ 
jection,  however,  to  the  failure  of  the 
Congress  to  remedy  the  basic  public  law, 
which  we  ought  to  remedy  if  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  able  to  economize  at  all  in  the 
Post  Office  Department.  It  is  a  Depart¬ 
ment  which  is  running  a  deficit  of  from 
$550,000,000  to  $600,000,000  a  year,  and 
we  have  not  even  so  much  as  moved  a 
finger  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the 
public  law  to  meet  that  deficit. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  these 
subsidies  should  not  be  charged  to  the 
Post  Office  Department.  They  should 
be  charged  somewhere  else,  and  we 
ought  to  recognize  that  these  subsidies 
exist,  not  only  in  the  case  of  maritime 
shipping,  but  also  in  the  case  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  themselves. 

Mr.  LUCAS  and  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of 
South  Carolina  addressed  the  chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

f1^T<rvTTtT./^T.rexrr  Af  -TV-.  rr-nTt-T  A-rvnrg - 

PROGRAM 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
[to  make  a  brief  statement  with  respect  to 
the  program'whicli  will  be  followed  when 
'the  Senate  eventually  makes  disposition 
|of  the  amendments  and  bill  which  are 
how  pending  before  the  Senate  since  July 
1.  I  am  satisfiecPtoat  the  Members  of 
he  Senate  will  be  vary  happy  when  w< 
nally  conclude  the  appropriation  bil 
'ertainly  I  hope  we  canScomplete  it  tbfts 
fternoon.  In  fact,  we  skall  remaii/in 
session  until  that  is  accomplished. 

After  action  on  the  appropldatioril,  bill, 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  mSdo/ty  to 
,pove  a  recess  until  Tuesday  nexfj/' When 
the  Senate  convenes  on  Tuespav,  we 
Khali  then  proceed  to  call  the/caletodar 
from  the  beginning.  That  wfff  probably 
;be  the  last  time  the  calendar  will 
■called  from  the  beginning^  So  that  i] 
any  Senators  have  bills  wl/ch  have  been 
objected  to  heretofore,  arid  if  they  feel 
that  there  is  merit  to  toem,  they  had 
■better  consult  the  real  /bjectors,  on  the 
Republican  side,  between  now  and  then, 
to  ascertain  whether /hey  can  persuade 
those  Senators  of  tljfe  merit  of  their  re¬ 
spective  bills. 

Anyway,  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  pro¬ 
gram  we  are  novf  considering.  By  that 
time  the  House/of  Representatives  will 
10  doubt  have  /nished  with  the  defense 
iroduction  bill;  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
he  Committal  on  Banking  and  Currency 
of  the  Senate  will  also,  by  Monday  of 
-next  week/have  a  bill  to  bring  before 
jithe  Senatp.  It  is  then  the  intention  of 
ithe  majo/ity  to  proceed  to  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  /he  defense  production  bill,  fol¬ 
lowing/the  call  of  the  calendar. 

I  have  made  one  slight  error  as  to  the 
defense  production  bill  following  the  call 
of  the  calendar.  As  Senators  know,  I 
stated  on  Wednesday  that  we  would  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  nomina¬ 
tions  on  the  Executive  Calendar  which 
have  been  reported  adversely.  After  the 


call  of  the  Consent  Calendar,  we  shalj 
move  an  executive  session  to  consider  tt 
four  nominations  which  have  heretofore 
been  objected  to  and  which  have  been 
reported  adversely  by  the  respective  /om- 
mittees  handling  those  nominatio/s.  If 
we  can  conclude  on  Tuesday  the/iall  of 
the  calendar  in  time  to  take  up  tlae  Exec¬ 
utive  Calendar,  we  shall  do  tharc;  if  not, 
we  shall  take  it  up  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  Pre/ident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  tqAthe  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Did/t  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  the  Senator  fr/m  Illinois  to  say 
that  he  expects  to  tak/  up  the  war  pro¬ 
duction  bill  on  Wednesday? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Following  the  disposition 
of  the  Consent  Cale/dar  and  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  Executive  Calendar  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  four  /nominations  which  are 
on  that  calendar  and  which  have  been 
reported  adver^lv. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Does  the  Senator 
think  it  wouM  not  be  possible  to  take  up 
the  war  pro/uction  bill  on  Tuesday? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No ;  because  we  are  going 
to  recess  /ntil  Tuesday,  when  we  finish 
our  wormoday.  The  call  of  the  calendar 
will  takri  most  of  Tuesday  afternoon.  If 
.-ihe  call  of  the  calendar  should  not  con¬ 
sume /he  entire  afternoon,  we  shall  then 
proc/ed  to  the  consideration  of  execu¬ 
tive?  business,  which  includes  four  vei'y 
important  nominations  which  we  must 
spose  of  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  should  like  to  know 
vtiat  the  parliamentary  situation  will 
be  v/ith  regard  to  filing  the  report  on  the 
war  production  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
file  the  report  as  soon  as  he  can.  We 
shall  take  up  the  bill  as  rapidly  as  may 
be  possible,  because  the  President  is  very 
anxious  to  get  the  bill  to  his  desk  at  the 
earliest  possible  time. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  file  the  bill  and 
the  report,  as  chairman  of  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee,  during  the  re¬ 
cess  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
^Senator  yield? 

.  Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the^enator  from  Illinois  has  made  a 
very  iriean-cut  statement.  The  Senate 
has  beenalerted  to  the  fact  that  the  Leg¬ 
islative  Calendar  will  be  called,  and,  after 
that,  the\bcecutive  Calendar.  I  should 
like  to  askVne  question.  Is  it  not  the 
opinion  of  thaunajority  leader  that  after 
that  is  done  h^can  safely  say  there  will 
be  no  debate  onNjhe  control  bill  until  at 
least  Wednesday* 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  t\ink  the  Senator  is 
absolutely  correct  ab&ut  that,  and  Sen¬ 
ators  can  govern  themselves  accordingly. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  flame  into  the 
Chamber  at  the  time  when  toe  Senator 
from  Illinois  was  discussing  'toe  Legis¬ 
lative  Calendar.  I  wondered  wither  he 
had  made  any  mention  of  bringing  up 
Senate  bill  2311. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  think  that  Senate  bill  23\1 
is  more  important  than  the  call  of  th®. 
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Calendar  and  more  important  than  the 
war-production  bill? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  answer  to  that 
question,  in  the  mind  of  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota,  is  emphatically 
“Yes.”  \ 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  would  take 
up  a  bill  which  he  knows  is  highly  con¬ 
troversial  before  he  would  take  up  the 
defense-production  bill  which  is  being  re¬ 
quested  so  earneStJy  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  in  these  serious  times. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
bill  to  which  I  have  referred  is  as  directly 
connected  with  the  war  effort  as  any 
other  bill  could  possibly  be. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  not  the  question. 
The  Senator  tells  the  Senate  and  the 
country  that  he  is  more  interested  in 
the  Mundt-Ferguson  bill  than'lie  is  in 
the  war-production  bill  at  this  particular 
time.  The  Democratic  policy  committee 
has  made  its  determination,  and  weHje- 
lieve  that  the  call  of  the  calendar  on 
Tuesday  is  absolutely  indispensable.  We. 
believe  it  should  be  called  from  the  very 
beginning.  We  also  believe  that  the  war- 
production  bill  certainly  is  the  next  thing 
which  must  come  before  the  Senate. 
That  will  be  the  program. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  five 
more  minutes  to  discuss  the  program. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  further 
reserving  the  right  to  object- — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
unanimous-consent  request  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  is  that  he  allowed  5 
minutes  extra  time  to  address  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  restated  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
some  Senator  will  object  to  his  request. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  all 
asked  was  that  as  chairman  of  the  Ba: 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  I  mfeht 
have  the  right  to  file  the  report  qA  the 
war-production  bill  during  the  rafcess  of 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE!}/  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimousyconsent  re, 
quest? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  reserv. 
ing  the  right  to  object/ 1  should  like  to 
ask  the  distinguished.jmajority  leader,  in 
view  of  the  fact  thajSfhe  believes  the  cal¬ 
endar  should  be  /ailed,  whether,  after 
that,  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  to 
consider  the  Mundt-Ferguson  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS;  If  the  Senator  will  an¬ 
swer  my  question. 

Mr.  MTJNDT.  What  was  the  Senator’s 
questioi 

Mr. /LUCAS.  Whether  he  desires  to 
tell  fcne  country  again  that  he  believes 
hi/oill  is  more  important  than  the  war 
reduction  bill.  I  think  he  has  stated 
that  he  thinks  it  is,  but  I  should  like  to 


hear  him  restate  it.  I  have  told  the 
Senator  from  time  to  time  that  we  have 
considered  his  bill  and  shall  continue  to 
consider  it.  I  do  not  underestimate  the 
importance  of  the  Senator’s  bill,  but  the 
Senator  for  the  past  2  or  3  weeks  has 
been  on  his  feet  trying  to  needle  this  side 
of  the  aisle  because  he  thinks  he  can 
get  a  political  advantage  as  a  result  of  it. 
The  Senator  knows  the  Mundt-Fergu¬ 
son  bill  was  on  the  calendar  from  March 
21  last,  and  not  until  approximately 
3  weeks  ago  did  the  Senator  raise  his 
voice  in  the  Senate  with  reference  to 
taking  it  up.  He  believed  that  it  was  good 
politics  to  try  to  embarrass  the  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  with  these 
constant  reminders.  It  is  done  at  a  time 
when  we  have  so  much  important  legis¬ 
lation  dealing  with  the  war  effort  to  con¬ 
sider.  We  are  not  going  to  pass  up  the 
bill;  we  are  going  to  consider  it  in  the 
Democratic  policy  committee,  but  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  knows,  and 
all  other  Senators  know,  that  we  take 
\  first  things  first  in  the  Senate,  and  eer- 
-  'tainly  the  war  effort  is  the  first  thing., 
wq  should  consider.  „ 

Bb\  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  ^President,  will  the  Senator  yieltj*? 
Mr.NLUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina. 
Does  the  "‘majority  leader  mean  that  we 
will  start  firem  the  beginning, of  the  cal¬ 
endar  and  go  all  the  way  through? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  have  one  furth^t  question,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  y$ld. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
The  Senator  marik  the  remark  that  prob¬ 
ably  this  wouja  be  the  list  call  of  the 
calendar.  /  \ 

Mi'.  LUQAS.  That  is  vety  possible, 
because  Jpe  Senate  is  hoping To  leave 
here  sqjsfie  time  during  the  month  of 
Augus^So  that  Senators  can  return  home. 
Some!  of  us  have  some  political  cam¬ 
paigns  to  conduct.  The  Senator  ftom 
_ th  Carolina  is  already  in,  and  I  con¬ 
gratulate  him  on  the  great  victory  he 
won  in  South  Carolina.  I  think  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  South  Carolina  did  the  right 
thing.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  openly  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Many  of  us 
face  elections  a  little  later.  Of  course, 
my  good  friend  from  South  Carolina  can 
stay  here  and  work  Without  any  political 
trouble. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
should  like  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
know  that  I  hope  everything  will  go  all 
right  in  Illinois,  too. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  very  grateful  to  my 
good  friend  from  South  Carolina  for  his 
expression. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  understand  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  intends  to 
take  up  the  Executive  Calendar  follow¬ 
ing  the  call  of  the  Legislative  Calendar. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  understand  that  the 
Senate  will  consider  the  nominations 
which  have  been  adversely  reported. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  think  that  is  fine,  ex¬ 
cept  that,  if  we  should  reach  the  Execu¬ 


tive  Calendar  very  late  in  the  evening,  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  put 
it  off  until  the  following  day. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  shall  try  to  accommo¬ 
date  Senators  in  that  respect.  J 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  think  as  many  Members 
as  possible  should  be  here  /(then  the 
nominations  are  considered../’' 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Let  me  repl#  in  this  way : 
If  the  call  of  the  calendaptakes  all  after¬ 
noon,  we  shall  recess  or/ajourn  until  the 
next  day.  I  do  not  ill  tend  to  hold  the 
Senate  in  executiv/session  late  in  the 
evening.  / 

-  Mr.  BYRD.  But  the  Executive  Calen¬ 
dar  will  be  cayed  following  the  call  of 
the  Legislating  Calendar? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Precisely  so. 

The  PR/SIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objectionrTo  the  unanimous -consent  re¬ 
quest  oi  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  \pkv.  Maybank]  ? 

MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
tl/f  right  to  object,  I  should  like  to  say 
irther  in  answer  to  the  question  pro- 
■  pounded  to  me  by  the  majority  leader  as 
to  whether  I  considered  S.  2311  more  im¬ 
portant  than  the  defense  production  bill 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  considers  Communist-control  legis¬ 
lation  as  a  part  of  the  defense  program. 
He  considers  it  as  being  on  a  parity  with 
the  defense  program,  and  he  feels  that 
it  would  be  helpful  to  the  Senate  and  to 
the  country  if  the  majority  leader  could 
tell  us  when  the  Democratic  Policy  Com¬ 
mittee  expects  to  schedule  that  proposed 
legislation  for  consideration  by  the 
Senate. 

I  am  a  comparatively  new  Member  of 
the  Senate.  Apparently  the  Democratic 
policy  committee  arranges  these  mat¬ 
ters  in  secret  and  intends  to  keep  them 
secret.  Perhaps  it  should  be  done  that 
way.  However,  I  believe  it  would  be 
helpful  if  we  could  have  some  assurance, 
first,  whether  we  shall  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  vote  on  the  so-called 
Mundt-Ferguson  bill;  and  second,  if  so, 
when  we  may  have  that  opportunity. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Let  me  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  South  Dakota  that  I  am  only 
one  member  of  the  Democratic  policy 
Committee. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  But  a  very  potent  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee. 

Mrh-LUCAS.  I  hope  I  am  as  potent  as 
the  Senator  thinks  I  am. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  There  is  no  question 
about  it.  \  have  been  bumping  against 
that  potenc^  for  some  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Sou^  Dakota  said  that  he  has 
not  been  here  veter  long.  I  merely  wish 
to  say  that  the  Stator  has  been  about 
as  busy  as  any  Member  of  the  Senate, 
and  as  busy  as  any  Member  I  have  known 
during  the  past  12  ye&rs  since  he  has 
been  here.  I  congratulate  him  on  his 
industry  and  indefatigability.  He  is  al¬ 
ways  vigilant  in  everything 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  tell  tfi^  Senator 
when  we  shall  take  up  the  bill;  if  ever. 
The  Democratic  policy  committee  will 
make  the  decision  some  time  in  the  near 
future.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  we  take 
first  things  first.  We  take  first  the 
things  that  we  believe  are  important  to 
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Uhe  country.  It  is  the  majority  who  is 
Yiandling  the  legislative  situation.  I  am 
fcnly  one  humble  member  of  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  policy  committee.  Obviously  we 
sftall  notify  the  Senator  in  due  course. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us 
positively  that  we  shall  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  vote  on  the  bill? 

MV.  LUCAS.  I  repeat  what  I  said  a 
moment  ago,  that  I  am  only  one  humble  : 
member  of  the  Democratic  policy  com¬ 
mitted  I  am  frequently  voted  down. 

The  >  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  : 
time  ofi  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
and  thd.  time  of  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  have  expired. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re-  ; 
serving  tire  right  to  object — — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is 
some  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  Chair 
whether  anj[  Senator  has  a  right  to  speak 
on  “reserving  the  right  to  object”  propo¬ 
sitions  when  the  Senate  is  operating  on 
a  5 -minute  imitation  of  debate.  The 
Chair  recognises  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia.  \ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  object  £o  the  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request,  lel^mq  say  apropos  the 
statement  made  fcy’the  Senator  from  j 
South  Dakota  [MS.  Mundt],  I  did  not 
think  the  time  ha.(|  come  when  all  the 
prerogatives  of  the- Senate  of  the  United 
States,  in  which  48  States  of  the  Union 
are  represented,  fiaa  been  surrendered 
either  to  the  Denfocrafcic  policy  commit¬ 
tee  or  the  Republican  policy  committee, 
depending  on  who  controls  the  Senate  of 
the  United  Stages,  because  by  virtue  of  , 
the  make-up  of  the  Democratic  policy 
committee  mahy  States  of  the  Union  are 
not  represented  at  all  on  yt.  I  hope  the 
time  will  nevfer  come  wheri  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  as  a  legislative  body 
surrenders  fill  of  its  prerogatives  in  the 
handling  of  legislation  and  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  what  the  Senate  should  do  in 
the  interest  of  the  country  to'temy  parti¬ 
san  group,  of  my  party  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  0HAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  with 
reference  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  California,  I  agr^e  com-  . 
pletely/ with  him,  and  I  assure  him  that 
so  fay  as  this  side  of  the  aisle  Is  con¬ 
cerned  Democratic  Senators  will*  never 
be  controlled  entirely  by  the  Democratic 
policy  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  unanimous -consent 
request  of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Maybank]  that  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  be  permitted 
to  file  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate 
a  bill  and  the  report  thereon.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
-i±-ic-CQ-ttfdor?dli  _  ! 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  < 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  fly  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  JOHNSTCN  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  do  not  have  very  much 
to  add,  except  that  speaking  on  behalf 


of  my  committee  I  emphasize  the  fact 
that  a  great  many  of  the  agencies  that 
handle  transportation,  such  as  railroads, 
airlines,  and  shipping  companies,  have 
set  the  rates  and  the  Post  Office  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  Therefore  be¬ 
cause  of  the  provisions  of  the  existing 
law  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  enact 
a  provision  along  the  line  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment.  It  is  for  that  reason 
only  that  I  support  the  amendment.  In 
the  future  we  should  formulate  and  pass 
a  general  law  to  cover  the  situation,  and 
such  a  bill  should  be  handled  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  address  myself  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson].  I  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the 
La  Follette-Monroney  Reorganization 
Act  provides  as  follows: 

Committee  on  Civil  Service,  to  consist  of 
13  Senators,  to  which  committee  shall  be 
referred  all  proposed  legislation,  messages, 
petitions,  memorials,  and  other  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  following  subjects: 

***** 

3.  The  postal  service  generally,  including 
the  railway-mail  service,  and  measures  re¬ 
lating  to  ocean  mail  and  pneumatic-tube 
service,  but  excluding  post  roads. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  had  a  lobby 
here  ever  since  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  the  Senate.  We  have  had  a  lobby  for 
the  railroads,  getting  more  and  more 
money  for  them  at  the  expense  of  the 
taxpayers.  We  have  had  a  lobby  for  the 
ocean  transportation  lines.  We  have  had 
a  lobby  for  the  airlines.  Of  course,  we 
have  a  deficit  in  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  of  $550,000,000.  Each  year  that 
deficit  goes  higher. 

What  do  we  find,  Mr.  President?  We 
find  that  when  legislation  is  introduced 
in  relation  to  postal  affairs,  it  does  not 
come  before  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  The  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  does  not  come  before  our  committee. 
Usually  we  find  that  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  head¬ 
ed  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson],  takes  up  mail  matters,  and 
the  price  the  Government  is  to  pay. 
That  committee  has  hearings  on  such 
legislation.  It  usurps  the  prerogatives 
of  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

Senators  are  asked  to  vote  that  one 
committee  can  ignore  another  commit¬ 
tee,  hold  hearings  on  matters  over  which 
they  have  no  jurisdiction,  and  entirely 
ignore  bills  such  as  the  one  introduced 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Maryland 
dealing  with  the  ocean  mail  service,  and 
the  one  introduced  by  the  senior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  dealing  with  the 
matter  of  the  railway  mail  service. 

As  I  have  said,  we  have  had  this  mat¬ 
ter  up  for  nearly  2  years.  We  had  it 
up  4  years  ago,  we  had  it  up  6  years 
ago,  and  just  so  long  as  the  Postmaster 
General  can  ignore  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  so  long 
as  lobbyists  can  go  to  another  commit¬ 
tee  and  usurp  the  functions  of  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service,  just  that  long  we  will  not  get 
the  legislation  which  was  prayed  for  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas] 
and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr, 


Humphrey]  yesterday.  So  long  as  the 
committee  which  has  jurisdiction  can  be 
ignored,  of  course  the  persons  affected 
are  not  going  to  be  interested  in  legisla¬ 
tion  that  would  curb  the  amount  of 
profits  which  are  being  taken  by  the 
ocean  liners,  the  railways,  and  the  air¬ 
lines. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  says 
these  persons  go  before  other  commit¬ 
tees.  I  understand  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  will  involve  quite  a  large  sum, 
somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  $400,- 
000,000.  There  are  other  estimates, 
however,  which  are  smaller,  I  have  heard. 

No  Postmaster  General  or  Assistant 
Postmaster  General  has  been  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  which  has 
immediate  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  in¬ 
volved  in  the  amendment,  to  tell  us  about 
the  amendment.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  the  facts  before  any  amendment  is 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I 
fully  agree  with  him.  We  ought  to  have 
the  facts,  instead  of  having  the  big  defi¬ 
cits  annually  recurring. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senato  •  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  amendment,  and  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Hayden 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Bricker 

Hill 

Millikin 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Butler 

Holland 

Murray 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Capehart 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Chapman 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pepper 

Cordon 

Johnston,  S. 

C. 

Robertson 

Darby 

Kem 

Russell 

Donnell 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Eastland 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Taft 

Frear 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Thye 

George 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Green 

McMahon 

Williams 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Young 

The 

PRESIDING 

OFFICER.  A 

quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Johnson]  on  page'472,  line  4,  on  which 
question  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Langer]  has  asked  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MORSE  (when  his  name  was 
called).  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  just  came  from  a  com¬ 
mittee  meeting  to  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Will  the  Chair  please  advise  him 
officially  as  to  the  parliamentary  situa¬ 
tion? 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  thinks  the  precedent  has  been 
pretty  well  set  with  respect  to  such  a 
request.  The  Chair  is  personally  in¬ 
clined  to  let  every  Senator  know  on  what 
issue  he  is  voting.  By  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  the  Chair  will  state  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  the  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]. 

The  name  of  Mr.  Morse  was  again 
called,  and  he  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Ben¬ 
ton],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefatjver],  and  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  pub¬ 
lic  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Lucas],  and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas]  are  unavoidably  detained 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

I  announce  further  that  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings],  who  is 
detained  on  official  business  at  one  of 
the  Government  departments,  would  vote 
“nay”  if  present. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Hickenlooper],  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  ab¬ 
sent  by  leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey]  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders],  and  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  detained  on  of¬ 
ficial  business.  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone] 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  59, 
nays  17,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 59 


Aiken 

Gurney 

Morse 

Anderson 

Hayden 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bridges 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler 

Humphrey 

O’Mahoney 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Pepper 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Connally 

Kerr 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Darby 

Knowland 

Sparkman. 

Donnell 

Leahy 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Taft 

Eastland 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Ecton 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

McFarland 

Wiley 

Frear 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Gillette 

Maybank 

Young 

Graham 

Millikin 

NAYS— 17 

Douglas 

Green 

Ives 

Fulbright 

Hendrickson 

Kem 

George 

Hill 

Langer 

Lehman 

McKellar 

McMahon 


Martin  Smith,  Maine 

O’Conor  Wherry 

Russell 

NOT  VOTING— 20 


Benton 

Brewster 

Cain 

Chavez! 

Downey 

Flanders 

Hickenlooper 


Jenner 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Long 

Lucas 

Malone 

Myers 


Taylor 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Tobey 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Withers 


So  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Johnson  of 
Colorado  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  call  up  my  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill  on  page  448. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  448, 
In  line  14,  after  the  colon,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following:  “Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  used  to  provide 
assistance  to  any  nation  which  is  en¬ 
gaged,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  act,  in  removing,  destroying, 
restricting,  or  limiting  the  operations  of, 
the  peacetime  industrial  potential  of 
western  Germany.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  is  proposed  to  a  committee 
amendment  which  has  been  agreed  to. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  offering  of 
the  amendment?  The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the 
theory  of  the  amendment  is  very  simple, 
as  the  Senate  can  observe  from  the 
reading  of  the  amendment. 

First  let  me  say  that  with  our  purposes 
and  aims  now  being  centered  upon  re¬ 
arming  our  allies  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible,  so  that  they  may  be  of  assist¬ 
ance  not  only  in  the  general  cause  of 
peace,  but  also  in  respect  to  defending 
themselves,  that  being  a  major  project 
at  this  time  in  the  interest  of  our  own 
country,  and  also  in  order  that  they  may 
become  more  self-sustaining,  and  thus, 
from  an  economic  point  of  view,  remove 
some  of  the  load  from  the  backs  of  the 
American  taxpayers,  this'  amendment 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
further  dismantling  or  destruction  of 
German  industrial  plants. 

Second,  I  think  it  is  very  unfortunate 
that  during  the  past  3  or  4  years  there 
has  been  in  effect  a  widespread  dis¬ 
mantling  project  in  Germany.  It  has 
made  the  people  of  Germany  less  ca¬ 
pable  of  producing  their  own  equipment 
and  supplies  and  less  capable  of  sup¬ 
porting  themselves.  Considerable 
amounts  of  the  equipment  and  supplies 
taken  from  those  factories  have  gone  to 
Russia  and  the  satellite  countries  behind 
the  iron  curtain,  thus  adding  to  their 
war  potential  against  us. 

Third,  the  removal  of  such  factories  or 
the  removal  of  equipment  and  material 
from  the  factories  has  resulted  in  plac¬ 
ing  a  further  burden  on  the  backs  of  the 
American  taxpayers.  Today  we  are  put¬ 
ting  into  Germany,  alone — where  we  are 
supplying  not  only  the  American  zone, 
but  also  the  British  and  the  French 
zones — hundreds  and  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  in  order  to  make  up  the 
deficit  or  the  difference  between  what 


the  German  people  can  produce  and  the 
amount  of  production  necessary  for  their 
support.  I  think  the  dismantling  pol¬ 
icy — dating  back  to  the  old  Morgenthau 
plan — is  one  of  the  most  stupid  policies 
which  this  country  has  ever  entered  into. 

UNITED  STATES  TAXPAYERS  PAYING  REPARATIONS 

COLLECTED  PROM  GERMANY  BY  RUSSIA,  ENG¬ 
LAND,  FRANCE,  AND  OTHER  COUNTRIES 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  whether  the  sleight-of-hand  meth¬ 
od  of  destroying  and  dismantling  Ger¬ 
man  industry  and  removing  German 
plants  to  other  countries,  whether  to  our 
Allies  or  to  Russia — and  some  of  the 
plants  have  been  taken  to  Russia,  as  well 
as  to  England,  France,  and  other  Euro¬ 
pean  countries,  and  now  we  are  support¬ 
ing  the  German  people,  as  we  have  done 
since  the  end  of  the  war — I  want  to 
inquire  if  such  a  procedure  does  not 
amount,  in  effect,  to  having  the  taxpayers 
of  the  United  States  of  America  actually 
pay  the  war  reparations  collected  by  the 
nations. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  certainly  does 
amount  to  that. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  asked  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  if  he  will  take  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  against  the 
amendment  that  it  proposes  legislation 
to  an  appropriation  bill.  . 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  the  point  of  order 
for  a  moment,  in  order  that  I  may  asso¬ 
ciate  myself  with  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  am  very  happy  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  think  that  this  amendment  is 
a  very  important  one.  I  hope  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Mexico  will  not  raise  the 
point  of  order,  because  I  beileve  the  Sen¬ 
ate  should  have  something  to  say  about 
the  policy  of  dismantling  in  western  Ger¬ 
many. 

On  the  Appropriations  Committee  we 
are  taking  evidence,  and  that  evidence 
calls  for  appropriations  to  rehabilitate 
the  very  type  of  production  which  today 
is  being  retarded  by  the  dismantling 
process  now  going  on  in  Germany.  That 
cannot  be  denied. 

I  did  not  know  this  amendment  was 
coming  up  this  morning.  I  have  on  my 
desk  reports  from  Mr.  McCloy  regard¬ 
ing  certain  plants  in  which  we  have  been 
interested.  He  himself  has  been  most 
eager  to  help  save  some  of  them.  More 
of  them  could  be  saved.  I  agree,  and 
I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  will  agree,  that  most  of  the 
job  has  been  completed.  It  is  not  as 
though  we  were  beginning  a  new  one. 
In  that  respect  it  might  possibly  be  felt 
that  the  amendment  is  unnecessary.  A 
few  weeks  ago  I  presented  a  report  of 
the  plants  which  still  remain,  but  which, 
under  the  agreement,  are  to  be  disman¬ 
tled.  Not  only  are  plants  dismantled, 
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but  in  many  instances  they  are  de¬ 
stroyed.  The  Salzgitter  plant  was  saved 
and  many  of  its  facilities  have  now  been 
turned  over  for  civilian  production  in 
a  town  of  about  15,000,  where  there  were 
many  employees  who  otherwise  would 
have  been  thrown  out  of  work.  We  are 
trying  to  prevent  the  expansion  of  com¬ 
munism.  The  moment  the  facilities  of 
the  plants  in  western  Germany  are  de¬ 
stroyed  and  the  people  thrown  out  of 
work,  I  ask,  where  can  seeds  of  commu¬ 
nism  be  planted  where  they  will  be  likely 
to  grow  more  quickly  than  in  such  a 
situation? 

All  we  seek  to  do  is  to  prevent  the 
further  dismantling  and  destruction  of 
plants.  I  want  to  say  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that 
some  time  ago  I  asked  for  a  review.  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  will  remember  the 
resolution  which  was  offered,  calling  for 
another  review,  in  order  that  we  might 
work  out  with  the  British  and  the  French 
an  arrangement  agreeable  to  the  Ger¬ 
man  people  as  to  the  reduction  of  plants. 

I  appeal  to  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  in  the  very  short  time  we  now  have, 
to  give  consideration  to  this  amendment. 
Actually  I  think  that  wherever  there  can 
be  preserved  a  facility  which  is  now  so 
desperately  needed,  it  is  foolish  to  de¬ 
stroy  it,  and  require  additional  appro¬ 
priations  to  accomplish  our  objective.  I 
know  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has 
been  very  gracious  to  me  in  withholding 
his  point  of  order.  I,  of  course,  cannot 
anticipate  what  the  ruling  will  be. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  policy  of  demolishing  German  indus¬ 
try  originated  in  the  period  when  the 
event  that  we  most  feared  was  the  re¬ 
vival  of  German  Nazism? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  is  it  not  true 
that  that  danger  certainly  is  not  the 
most  immediate  danger  at  the  moment; 
that  the  immediate  danger  is  the  rise 
of  Soviet  strength,  and  that  there  is  a 
necessity  therefore  of  making  the  Ruhr 
strong? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  that  observation.  The  conditions 
certainly  have  changed  since  the  dis¬ 
mantling  began,  because  at  that  time  of 
course  the  purpose  was  to  provide  a 
limitation  on  German  production,  and 
bring  about  a  complete  agreement  among 
the  powers  as  to  what  the  industrial  pro¬ 
duction  of  Germany  should  be.  At  that 
time,  viewed  in  that  light,  no  doubt  the 
considerations  given  appealed  to  those 
who  made  the  decision.  But,  as  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  has  said, 
conditions  have  now  changed  completely. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  been  advo¬ 
cating  for  many  months  that  the  place 
to  stop  communism  is  on  the  border  of 
Germany.  I  think  the  people  there  are 
the  ones  who,  with  the  placing  of  our 
equipment  and  our  money,  will  do  as 
good  a  job  as  can  be  done  by  any  western 
European  country,  to  stop  an  invader  in 
event  a  hostile  force  should  come  across 
that  700-mile  border. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes,  as  soon  as  I  com¬ 
plete  this  one  statement.  For  that  rea¬ 
son,  not  only  in  a  military  way  am  I  in 
favor  of  equipping  the  German  people 
with  adequate  arms  for  defense,  what¬ 
ever  the  limitation  may  be,  according 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  military 
authorities,  but  certainly  the  industrial 
capacity  must  go  along  with  that  if  we 
are  to  get  what  we  need  in  order  to  stop 
the  expansion  of  communism.  I  am  now 
glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  there  not  some 
reason  to  suspect  that  some  of  the  Brit¬ 
ish  authorities,  in  selecting  German 
plants  which  were  to  be  dismantled, 
selected  plants  which  were  in  competi¬ 
tion  with  British  industry?  And  is  there 
not  more  reason  to  suspect  that  the  occu¬ 
pation  authorities  in  the  British  zone 
have  used  this  power  in  order  to  reduce 
competition  with  their  own  manufactur¬ 
ing  plants? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  I  can  say  affirma¬ 
tively  that  that  is  true.  In  a  speech 
which  I  made  on  the  Senate  floor  re¬ 
cently  I  cited  several  German  plants 
which  were  in  competition  with  the  Brit¬ 
ish,  and  the  results  are  as  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Illinois  has  indi¬ 
cated. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Just  a  moment,  please. 
I  am  not  saying  that  is  the  reason — I  am 
not  sure  what  the  reason  is — for  the 
point  of  order  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  am  not  in 
any  way  imputing  an  improper  motive 
to  him  in  making  it.  He  is  within  his 
rights,  of  course,  in  making  a  point  of 
order.  But  the  point  I  make  once 
again — and  it  was  raised  very  ably  here 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois — is 
that  if  we  are  to  provide  the  wherewithal 
to  permit  the  German  people  to  defend 
themselves  militarily — which  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  do,  and  which  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  recommend — it  seems  to  me  we  are 
certainly  foolish  to  permit  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  a  plant,  whose  destruction  was 
authorized  when  we  did  not  have  the 
situation  which  now  confronts  us.  I  say 
we  are  certainly  foolish  under  present 
conditions  to  permit  such  dismantling 
and  destruction  to  continue,  while  at  the 
same  time  we  ask  military  funds  with 
which  to  build  facilities  which  will  ac¬ 
complish  the  same  purpose.  That  is 
exactly  what  is  being  done. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  In  furtherance  of 
what  the  Senator  from  Illinois  said,  does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  know  that  a 
high  official  of  the  British  occupation  in 
Germany  told  a  group  of  prominent 


Americans  that  it  was  not  Soviet  com¬ 
munism  that  was  feared  but  a  revival  of 
the  German  industry? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes,  I  know  that. 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  And  that  today,  with 
the  critical  shortage  of  steel  which  exists 
in  the  world,  they  were  again  disman¬ 
tling  one  steel  plant  which  produces  250,- 
000  tons  of  steel  a  year  from  low  grade 
ore,  which  is  directly  competitive  with 
the  steel  industry  in  Great  Britain? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  absolutely 
correct,  and  that  is  in  the  statement  I 
made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I 
appreciate  very  much  his  having  given 
me  the  opportunity  to  make  some  re¬ 
marks  before  pressing  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  desire  to 
make  a  brief  statement  in  connection 
with  his  point  of  order?  If  so,  the  Chair 
would  be  pleased  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  wish  to  be  heard, 
but  before  doing  so,  I  shall  appreciate 
an  opportunity  of  yielding  briefly  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  knows,  in  connection  with 
the  subject  of  the  dismantling  of  plants 
in  Germany,  that  soap  factories  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  plants  have  been  dismantled,  and 
that  only  a  short  time  ago  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  paid  more 
than  $3,CO0,OCO  to  a  concern  in  New  York 
to  ship  fertilizer  to  Germany,  and  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  shipment  ar¬ 
rived  a  month  late,  and  the  fertilizer 
was  no  good  when  it  got  there,  because 
the  season  was  over? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  I  should  like  to  associate  my¬ 
self  with  a  great  deal  of  what  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader  has  said.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  in  1947,  in  cooperation 
and  in  conjunction  with  the  present 
Assistant  to  the  President,  I  may  say, 
the  distinguished  W.  Averell  Harriman, 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
I  visited  Germany.  We  examined  to¬ 
gether  the  dismantling  of  German 
plants,  and  I  filed  with  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  in  July  1947,  a  re¬ 
port  in  which  I  said  it  was  time  to  stop 
the  dismantling  of  certain  sections  of 
German  industry,  and  pointed  out  that 
in  one  operation  alone  it  was  costing 
us  $13,000,090  to  dismantle  a  plant 
which,  when  shipped  to  Russia,  would 
be  worth  only  $1,000,000.  In  that  mem¬ 
orandum  I  stated  that  “General  Rust” 
was  going  to  win  the  war,  that  these 
things  were  going  to  stand  on  platforms 
and  be  destroyed  by  rust,  and  not  be 
useful  to  the  economy.  So  that,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  my  record  on  this 
question,  I  hope,  is  clear,  and,  as  I  have 
indicated,  I  agree  with  a  great  deal  and 
with  nearly  all  of  what  the  distinguished 
minority  leader  has  said. 

I  point  out  only  that  this  amendment 
would  prevent  any  ECA  funds  being 
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given  to  any  nation  which  participates 
in  any  way  in  the  dismantling  program. 
There  are  certain  small,  isolated  plants 
which  might  still  be  dismantled  and 
whose  dismantling  we  are  obligated  to 
permit  by  treaties  which  we  have  en¬ 
tered  into.  I  think  the  amendment  is 
too  drastic.  I  believe  that  the  purpose 
ot  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
is  perfectly  good.  In  my  opinion  the 
Senate  should  continue  to  express  it¬ 
self  vigorously  against  this  dismantling 
program,  but  I  think  this  proposal  might 
be  destructive  of  the  whole  ECA  pro¬ 
gram.  It  is  because  of  that  fear  that  I 
raise  the  point  of  order. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  my  very  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  Nebraska,  the  mi¬ 
nority  leader,  whose  observations  I 
think  have  been  extremely  sound,  that 
I  would  join  him  any  time  in  demanding 
that  we  review  and  resurvey  the  ECA 
spending  program,  and  if  any  of  the  sort 
of  thing  which  has  been  mentioned  here 
is  going  on,  I  should  like  to  join  with  him 
in  trying  to  stop  it.  But  I  do  not  like 
a  proposal  under  the  language  of  which 
some  clerk  would  have  to  examine  the 
situation  and  decide  whether  any  nation 
receiving  aid  from  ECA  is  participating 
in  any  way  in  any  dismantling  program, 
because  there  are  dismantling  programs 
going  on. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  wish  to  be 
heard  on  the  question  of  whether  this  is 
a  limitation  or  whether  it  is  legislation, 
and  would  the  Senator  like  to  give  the 
Chair  the  benefit  of  his  ideas  as  to  what 
the  test  is? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  I  do  not  believe  it  is  a  limitation. 
It  would  require  the  Administrator  of 
ECA  to  decide  if  any  nation  was  now 
participating  in  any  program  of  remov¬ 
ing  or  restricting  or  limiting  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  peacetime  industrial  plants  in 
western  Germany.  We  know  that  the 
steel  potential  of  Germany  has  been 
limited,  and  therefore  America  perhaps 
could  not  give  aid  to  England  or  to 
France  or  to  any  of  the  other  nations. 
I  think  it  is  imposing  an  administrative 
responsibility  upon  the  head  of  ECA, 
and,  therefore,  I  believe  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  attached  to  an  appropriation  bill  is 
objectionable. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  to  my 
mind  it  is  purely  a  restriction.  It  is 
clearly  drafted  in  the  line  of  restriction 
and  it  is  a  restriction.  If  we  follow  it 
down  through  we  find  that  the  whole 
purpose  is  restriction.  So  far  as  the 
decision  of  which  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  speaks,  it  is  very  simple;  it 
applies  to  one  country  only,  Germany. 
The  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and 
France  are  the  only  three  nations  out¬ 
side  the  Russian  zone,  which  are  parties 
to  it.  The  United  States  is  paying  all 
the  bills,  so  it  should  not  be  too  hard 
for  us  to  determine.  But,  from  the 
purely  technical  standpoint,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  it  is  a  restriction. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  the  rule  to  be  that  if 
additional  duties  are  imposed  on  an 
agency,  that  would  be  legislation. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  may  be  one  of 
the  corollary  elements  in  determining 
whether  legislation  is  restrictive  or  not. 


but  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  only  test. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  have  in  mind  other  tests? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  An  amendment  which 
directs  someone  to  do  something  is 
wholly  different  from  restricting  the 
spending  of  funds.  It  is  the  reverse..  It 
is  a  restriction  on  the  spending  of  funds, 
rather  than  a  direction  to  do  something. 
In  other  words,  it  is  a  negative  approach. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
discuss  the  amendment  briefly  in  order 
to  indicate  my  general  viewpoint  toward 
Germany  at  this  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  to  be 
recognized,  I  think  he  should  be  recog¬ 
nized  to  discuss  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
yield,  and  I  think  it  is  extraordinary  that 
I  should  be  interrupted  in  this  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  asked  for  debate  on  the  point  of 
order  alone. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chair  whether  there  is  anything  in  the 
Senate  rules  which  restricts  me  in  any¬ 
thing  I  may  have  to  say  in  the  next  5 
minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  discretionary  authority  as  to 
whether  he  will  hear  any  Senator  on  a 
point  of  order.  Literally,  under  the  rules, 
a  point  of  order  is  not  debatable,  but 
the  Chair  wants  enlightenment  from 
any  Senator  who  may  be  interested,  on 
one  side  or  the  other,  as  to  whether  the 
amendment  is  legislation.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  can  help  the 
Chair  in  that  respect - 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  thought  he  was  exercising  the 
normal  right  which  any  Senator  has  to 
discuss  an  amendment,  and  I  consider  it 
unusual,  if  not  actually  discourteous,  to 
be  interrupted  twice  in  the  beginning  of 
a  5-minute  speech,  and  to  be  called  to 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  did  not  intend  to  be  discourteous 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  but 
the  Chair  has  a  responsibility  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  rules. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
may  be  allowed  5  minutes  in  which  to 
speak  on  the  amendment  or  the  point 
of  order.  It  might  throw  light  on  how 
the  Chair  should  rule. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  we 
were  discussing  the  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani¬ 
mous  consent  is  requested  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  may  take  5 
minutes  to  discuss  the  point  of  order  or 
the  amendment,  as  he  may  see  fit.  Is 
there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
first  like  to  indicate  what  my  judgment 
is  on  the  question  of  Germany  in  the 
light  of  recent  events  in  Korea.  On 
Monday  last,  July  31, 1  stated  that  there 
should  be  a  reorientation  of  policy  con¬ 
cerning  Germany  and  Japan.  I  said; 

It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  the  fata 
of  these  nations  is  a  life-and-death  matter 
(or  the  United  States,  for,  if  the  Soviets  cap¬ 


tured  Germany  and  Japan  they  would  possess 
such  a  huge  industrial  potential  that  they 
might  think  they  could  destroy  the  United 
States. 

Then  I  went  on  to  say: 

We  are  deeply  grateful  to  the  nations 
which  have  realized  that  this  fight  is  their 
fight  and  which  have  sent  troops  to  Korea. 
We  must  also  recognize  that  it  is  unfair  to 
us  and  to  these  free  nations  to  carry  the 
whole  load  of  combat  alone.  The  former 
neutrals — and  even  the  former  enemies — of 
World  War  II  must  help  in  this  struggle  for 
survival  of  human  freedom.  It  is  only  fair 
that  they  bear  part  of  the  burden  since  their 
own  existence  is  also  in  danger. 

I  think  it  is  important  that  when  we 
adopt  this  policy  toward  Germany  we 
do  so  on  a  multilateral  basis,  working 
in  concert  with  the  free  nations,  that 
we  dd  not  take  a  step  all  by  ourselves, 
as  if  we  were  the  only  pebble  on  the 
beach,  and  as  if  we  were  crudely  using 
the  dollars  we  have  in  order  to  force  an 
arrangement  down  the  throats  of  other 
nations,  whether  they  like  it  or  not.  I 
think  if  we  do  that,  we  are  acting  tact¬ 
lessly.  It  is  not  only  important  to  do 
the  thing  that  is  right,  but  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  do  it  with  tact.  If  we  spend  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  and  do  it  without  tact, 
the  money  is  thrown  away  completely. 

I  believe  it  is  possible  to  have  a  policy 
toward  Germany  and  to  have  a  policy 
toward  Spain  which  would  be  very  much 
in  the  interests  of  France.  I  should  be 
much  opposed  to  alienating  France,  be¬ 
cause  I  think  France  is  the  keystone  of 
European  defense.  But  I  think  it  must 
be  done  in  a  way  that  is  well  thought  out, 
in  a  way  that  is  intelligent. 

Coming  to  the  point  of  order,  the 
amendment  is  much  more,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  than  a  limitation.  It  seeks  to  re¬ 
verse  the  whole  method  of  doing  inter¬ 
national  business  which  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  since  the  war,  which  is  epitomized 
in  the  United  Nations  and  which  is  sym¬ 
bolized  by  the  OEEC  and  the  mutuality 
which  runs  all  through  ECA.  It  is 
drafted  in  such  a  broad  way  that  it  ap¬ 
plies  to  any  nation — and  I  emphasize  the 
word  “any.”  The  words  "peacetime  po¬ 
tential”  can  cover  everything  that  the 
mind  of  man  can  imagine.  It  is  not 
limited  to  the  dismantling  of  munitions 
plants  or  to  the  thing  which  I  think  it 
is  desired  to  reach.  In  my  judgment,  it 
would  be  unfortunate  if  the  amendment 
were  adopted.  I  also  think  it  is  far  more 
than  a  limitation. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  we 
had  the  same  question  before  us  last  year 
and  that  we  were  then  told  we  should 
merely  make  a  recommendation,  and  is 
it  not  true  that  that  was  done,  that, 
presumably,  the  recommendations  were 
conveyed  to  the  British  Government, 
and  in  spite  of  that,  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  went  ahead  and  further  disman¬ 
tled  plants?  In  view  of  that  situation, 
does  the  Senator  think  that  for  the  sec¬ 
ond  year  we  should  content  ourselves 
merely  with  an  advisory  attitude  when 
It  is  desirable  to  take  a  more  definite 
stand? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
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has  expired.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Chair  very  much  for  finally 
recognizing  me.  It  is  an  unusual  com¬ 
pliment  he  has  finally  paid  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  was  speak¬ 
ing  by  a  special  order  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  entirely  sat¬ 
isfactory  to  me. 

I  want  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I 
hope  the  point  of  order  made  against 
the  amendment  will  be  sustained.  The 
authors  of  the  amendment  did  not  come 
before  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
submit  facts  upon  which  this  amend¬ 
ment  was  based.  No  evidence  was  given. 
We  are  voting  in  the  dark. 

I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the  terms 
of  the  amendment.  I  shall  go  even  fur¬ 
ther  than  that.  Ever  since  I  was  a  boy, 
not  much  older  than  any  one  of  our 
pages,  whenever  I  was  able  to  take  a  trip 
to  Europe  I  always  visited  Germany. 
They  are  the  finest  kind  of  people.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  better  people — well, 
I  shall  stop  right  there.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  people  are  more  able,  stronger, 
or  more  vigorous,  hopeful,  helpful,  and 
enterprising  than  the  German  people. 
Offhand  I  would  say  that  they  are  the 
best  people  I  have  ever  seen  in  Europe. 
I  do  not  mind  saying  that  I  think  they 
are  better  than  the  British,  and  I  am  a 
grandson  of  a  Britisher. 

However,  this  bill  is  not  the  place  for 
the  amendment.  The  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  has  done  well  to  make  a  point  of 
order  against  it.  I  want  to  say  perfectly 
frankly  that  if  I  had  thought  the  point 
of  order  would  be  sustained  I  would  have 
made  it  myself.  We  are  under  direction 
in  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to 
make  points  _  of  order  against  amend¬ 
ments  which  we  believe  to  be  subject  to 
them.  I  simply  got  tired  of  making 
points  of  order  which  were  not  sustained. 
They  had  been  sustained  heretofore,  but 
for  some  reason  the  Chair  does  not  sus¬ 
tain  my  points  of  order  on  the  bill.  I 
hope  the  Chair  will  not  entertain  that 
prejudice  against  the  point  of  order  of 
the  Senator  from  Arizona.  I  think  it 
ought  to  be  sustained. 

Not  a  line  of  proof  has  been  offered 
on  the  amendment. 

I  do  not  believe  legislation  should  be 
passed  in  that  way.  It  is  a  very  dan¬ 
gerous  thing  to  do.  The  Committee  on 
Appropriations  undertakes  to  go  into 
facts,  as  my  friends  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  know.  The  committee  makes,  its  re¬ 
port  based  on  the  facts.  The  Committee 
on  Appropriations  has  not  made  any 
such  finding  in  this  matter.  It  has  not 
had  any  facts  placed  before  it  on  which 
to  make  any  findings.  If  a  bill  contain¬ 
ing  the  same  provision  were  introduced 
I  may  say  to  my  good  friend  from  New 
Hampshire  that  I  would  be  for  it.  If  he 
will  introduce  an  independent  bill  I  shall 
go  the  limit  in  helping  him.  I  hope  he 
will  add  another  section  to  it.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  want  to  see  west  Ger¬ 
many  helped.  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
helped.  However,  it  ought  not  to  be 
helped  by  way  of  legislation  on  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

My  secretary  tells  me  that  this  is  the 
fifth  consecutive  week — more  than  a 


month — that  we  have  been  considering 
the  appropriation  bill.  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  a  speech,  Mr.  President.  I  pray, 
Members  of  the  Senate,  in  the  interest 
of  good  government,  and  with  the 
knowledge  that  we  are  now  acting  on 
an. appropriation  bill,  for  heaven’s  sake 
and  for  America’s  sake  let  us  vote  on  the 
bill  today.  It  has  been  before  us  from 
day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week.  It  is 
an  important  bill.  It  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  bill  that  could  possibly  be  before 
us.  Every  department  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  interested  in  it.  Every  Sena¬ 
tor  is  interested  in  it.  His  State  is 
interested  in  it.  For  heaven’s  sake  let 
us  pass  the  bill  and  get  it  over  with.  I 
suppose  it  is  net  time  yet,  but  when  it 
gets  to  be  around  5  or  6  o’clock  I  am  sure 
someone  will  suggest  that  the  bill  go 
over,  and  no  doubt  it  will  go  over  again. 
I  hope  it  will  be  passed  today.  I  pray 
that  it  may  be  passed.  I  offer  a  prayer  to 
each  and  every  one  of  the  95  Senators: 
For  heaven’s  sake  let  us  vote  on  the  bill 
and  get  through  with  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  ready  to  rule  on  the  point  of 
order  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  1  minute 
to  read  a  dispatch  which  has  come  over 
the  wire? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  Senator  having  an  ad¬ 
ditional  minute?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  is 
recognized  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  This  dispatch  came 
over  the  wires  within  the  last  few  sec¬ 
onds. 

Frankfurt,  Germany. — A  German  steel 
mill  is  missing  and  believed  to  have  been 
sent  to  Communist  Hungary  despite  an  Al¬ 
lied  ban  on  such  shipments,  western  author¬ 
ities  said  today. 

The  authorities  said  they  suspected  the 
mill  is  only  one  of  a  growing  list  of  items 
that  have  disappeared  behind  the  iron  cur¬ 
tain  since  the  Germans  were  given  enforce¬ 
ment  of  export  controls  last  May  10. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  is 
ready  to  rule  on  the  point  of  order.  The 
only  test  that  has  been  supplied  in  the 
determination  of  the  matter  is  what  was 
stated  to  the  Chair  by  the  Parliamenta¬ 
rian,  namely,  the  general  rule  is  that  if 
any  additional  duties  are  imposed  on  an 
agency  of  government  in  carrying  out 
the  provision  of  an  amendment,  it  is  leg¬ 
islation.  Therefore  the  question  is 
whether  or  not  any  additional  duties 
would  be  imposed  on  an  agency  of  gov¬ 
ernment.  Stated  differently,  the  rule 
has  been  expressed  this  way:  “It  is  the 
rule  that  anything  carrying  an  affirma¬ 
tive,  substantive  change  in  existing  law 
that  limits  the  functions  or  jurisdictions 
of  an  executive  officer  so  drastically  as  to 
constitute  a  change  of  policy,  or  that 
imposes  upon  a  governmental  agency 
new  duties  not  imposed  upon  it  by  law, 
is  beyond  the  definition  of  a  limitation, 
and  is  therefore  not  in  order’’ — meaning 
that  it  is  legislation. 

It  seems  to  the  Chair  that  the  four 
words  in  the  amendment  ‘‘removing,  de¬ 
stroying,  restricting,  or  limiting,’’  par¬ 
ticularly  the  last  two  words,  would  nec¬ 
essarily  impose  additional  duties  on  an 


executive  officer  to  determine  in  some 
manner  whether  or  not  certain  nations 
were  doing  things  that  restricted  or  lim¬ 
ited  the  peacetime  industrial  potential 
of  western  Germany.  It  impresses  the 
Chair  that  especially  the  last  two  words 
could  impose  additional  duties  on  the 
agency,  and  most  probably  would. 
Therefore  the  Chair,  independent  of  the 
merits  of  the  amendment — and  this  is 
strictly  on  a  point  of  order — concludes 
that  it  is  legislation. 

The  Chair  is  flattered  by  the  fact  that 
after  the  Chair  had  reached  his  conclu¬ 
sion,  the  Parliamentarian  cited  a  prece¬ 
dent  which  had  been  set  on  October  18, 
1949,  at  which  time  the  same  amend¬ 
ment  had  been  offered.  The  Chair  sus¬ 
tained  the  point  of  order.  An  appeal 
was  taken  from  the  Chair,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  upheld  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  Chair  holds  this  is  legislation  on 
an  appropriation  bill  and,  therefore, 
sustains  the  point  of  order  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
peal  from  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  and 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Shall  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry,  before  the  roll  is  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  sug¬ 
gested  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  Does 
he  withhold  it? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  withhold  the  sug¬ 
gestion  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  appeal  debat¬ 
able? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ap¬ 
peal  is  debatable.  The  absence  of  a 
quorum  has  been  suggested,  and  the 
clerk  will,  therefore,  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names : 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Hill 

Millikin 

Bricker  - 

Hoey 

Morse 

Bridges 

Holland 

Mundt 

Butler 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Neely 

Capehart 

Ives 

O'Conor 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O'Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Cordon 

Kem 

Russell 

Darby 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Donnell 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  Main® 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Flanders 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Frear 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Fuibright 

McClellan 

Tydings 

George 

McFarland 

Watkins 

GUlette 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Graham 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Green 

Magnuson 

William® 

Gurney 

Hayden 

Malone 

Martin 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  The  question  is,  Shall 
the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  gs  the 
judgment  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered.' 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  A  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 
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Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Before  the  vote  is 
taken,  will  the  Chair  state  the  issue  as 
it  is  now  presented? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An 
amendment  was  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
and  a  point  of  order  was  made  thereon 
that  it  was  legislation  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  the  point  being  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Ander¬ 
son],  After  hearing  argument,  the 
Chair  sustained  the  point  of  order  and 
ruled  that  the  amendment  was  legisla¬ 
tion  on  an  appropriation  bill,  from  which 
decision  an  appeal  was  taken. 

The  question  now  is,  Shall  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  judgment 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  delay  the  Senate  more  than  a  min¬ 
ute  or  two.  I  wish  to  make  the  Record 
straight  relative  to  some  observations 
made  by  my  distinguished  friend  from 
New  Mexico  to  the  effect  that  it  was  not 
proper  to  raise  the  issue  in  connection 
with  an  appropriation  bill,  but  that  it 
should  be  done  in  a  legislative  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  we  are  now 
considering  has  been  raised  for  the  past 
3  years.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  present 
occupant  of  the  Chair  joined  with  us, 
but  43  Senators  joined  with  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  in  1948  in  sign¬ 
ing  a  letter,  in  the  form  of  a  petition, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
which  we  referred  him  to  a  resolution, 
Senate  Resolution  187,  which  contained  a 
number  of  whereases  setting  forth  why  a 
review  of  plant  dismantling  should  be 
had.  The  resolution  was  referred  to  a 
legislative  committee.  When,  the  reso¬ 
lution  was  offered,  we  asked  unanimous 
consent  for  its  immediate  consideration 
because  we  were  then  nearing  the  end 
of  the  session.  The  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
objected,  and  the  resolution  was  referred 
to  committee,  and  not  one  thing  was 
ever  done  about  it. 

When  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  returned  in  the  first  session  of 
the  Eighty-first  Congress,  one  of  the 
first  things  I  did  was  to  submit  another 
resolution.  At  that  time  I  did  not  ask 
to  have  names  of  cosponsors  placed  on 
the  resolution  because  I  felt  it  was  un¬ 
necessary  to  do  that.  I  submitted  it 
simply  in  my  own  right.  The  resolution 
again  contained  a  number  of  whereases 
and  provided  for  an  immediate  review  of 
plant  dismantling.  That  resolution  is 
on  the  calendar  today.  A  date  for  con¬ 
sidering  the  resolution  has  never  been 
set. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  Senate  Resolution  187,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  list  of  signers,  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

-  Senate  Resolution  187 
Whereas  there  is  abundant  evidence  that 
the  dismantling  of  manufacturing  establish¬ 
ments  in  western  Germany  has  exceeded 


prudent  requirements  for  the  prevention  of 
rearmament  of  Germany;  and 

Whereas  the  economic  and  spiritual  re¬ 
covery  of  western  Germany  under  a  repub¬ 
lican  form  of  government  is  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  the  industrial  and  agricultural 
recovery  of  all  Europe;  and 

Whereas  handicapping  western  Germany 
by  the  excessive  dismantling  of  its  industries 
and  depriving  it  of  the  tools  and  establish¬ 
ments  necessary  for  productivity  is  reflected 
in  an  additional  tax  burden  upon  the  people 
of  the  United  States  for  the  support  of  Ger¬ 
man  people  deprived  of  their  means  of  liveli¬ 
hood:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
that  the  President  should  cause  to  be  con¬ 
vened  at  the  earliest  convenient  time,  pref¬ 
erably  before  the  beginning  of  the  second 
session  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  a  con¬ 
ference  among  representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  Prance  to  review  in  the  light  of  the 
declarations  in  this  reoslution  the  entire 
policy  of  dismantling  German  industrial  es¬ 
tablishments;  and  it  is  the  further  sense  of 
the  Senate  that,  pending  completion  of  such 
conference  and  the  official  announcement  of 
its  findings,  the  President  should  request 
the  Governments  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
Prance  to  join  the  United  States  of  America 
in  declaring  a  moratorium  upon  further  dis¬ 
mantling,  destruction,  or  removal  of  indus¬ 
trial  establishments  in  the  zones  of  Germany 
presently  occuoied  by  the  United  States  of 
America,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  France. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  September  15,  1949. 
The  Honorable  Dean  Acheson, 

Secretary  of  State, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  We,  the  undersigned 
Senators  of  the  United  States,  beg  to  call  to 
your  attention  the  fact  that  on  August  5  of 
this  year  we  approved  by  unanimous  vote  an 
amendment  to  the  1949  ECA  appropriations 
bill,  which  would  make  available  to  the  ECA 
Administrator  a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
carrying  out  a  new  review  of  the  German 
plant  dismantlings. 

We  think  that  in  all  good  faith  the  British 
Government  should  have  ceased  its  program 
of  dismantling  German  industry  until  the 
matter  could  have  been  reexamined,  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
Instead,  we  understand  that  there  has  been 
an  increase  in  the  dismantlings  in  the 
British  occupation  zone  of  Germany,  as  well 
as  an  increasing  amount  of  scrapping  of 
valuable  equipment. 

The  solution  of  the  dismantling  question 
is  vital  to  our  future  commitments  regard¬ 
ing  the  European  recovery  program.  We  re¬ 
spectfully  urge  you  to  use  your  good  offices 
to  induce  the  British  Government  to  order 
an  immediate  cessation  in  their  occupation 
zone  of  all  dismantlings  of  German  plants, 
including  the  so-called  forbidden  industries, 
until  the  question  can  be  satisfactorily  reex¬ 
amined,  and  a  report  of  the  findings  made 
available  to  this  Government,  including 
Congress.  ,  , 

Respectfully  yours. 

The  signers  of  this  petition  number  ap¬ 
proximately  44,  and  include  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Kem),  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy],  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye],  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank],  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Ecton],  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young],  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Johnston],  the  late 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Miller],  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  the 
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Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland],  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart],  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender],  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Butler],  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Langer ],  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  O’Mahoney], 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrick¬ 
son],  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Martin],  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon],  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
McMahon],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft], 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Schoeppsl], 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas], 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley],  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt], 
■  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ferguson], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauvee],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat¬ 
kins],  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall],  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Gurney],  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Frear],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Graham],  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that 
it  would  be  well  to  have  such  a  provision 
placed  in  a  legislative  act.  But  ap¬ 
parently  the  only  time  any  consideration 
is  given  to  the  subject  of  plant  dis¬ 
mantling  is  when  an  appropriation  bill 
is  before  the  Senate,  when  those  of  us 
who  are  interested  in  the  subject  have 
an  opportunity  to  seek  to  prevent  appro¬ 
priations  to  destroy  plants  which  we  are 
later  going  to  ask  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  to  rebuild  in  western  Ger¬ 
many.  That  is  exactly  what  will  have 
to  be  done.  While  we  are  asking  for  a 
review  to  be  made,  the  dismantling  con¬ 
tinues  and  a  plant  is  taken  out  of  compe¬ 
tition  with  Great  Britain,  and  another 
plant  is  taken  out  of  competition  with 
France.  I  spoke  of  the  Salzgitter  plant. 

By  the  way,  I  should  like  to  tell  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  for  whom  I  have 
the  highest  respect,  that  this  question 
has  been  brought  before  the  full  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  give  me  an  instance  of  a  plant 
which  has  been  taken  out  of  Germany 
because  it  is  in  competition  with  France? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  wishes 
to  have  us  get  into  a  long  discussion,  I 
can  call  for  the  records.  Many  plants 
have  been  taken  out  of  Germany  because 
they  were  in  competition  with  plants  in 
other  countries.  One  was  a  chemical 
plant.  I  cannot  give  the  name  now,  but 
will  send  for  the  name. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Was  that  plant  taken  out 
because  it  was  in  competition  with 
France? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  was  in  competition 
with  Great  Britain.  I  will  get  the  name 
of  that  plant.  Recently  Great  Britain 
refused  to  consider  a  request  to  cease 
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dismantling  a  steel  plant  at  Salzgitter. 
Great  Britain  was  the  country  which  re¬ 
fused  to  do  anything  about  it.  They 
sent  their  men  to  dismantle  the  plant 
and  the  German  people  in  that  little 
town  protested.  A  request  was  made  by 
the  State  Department  that  the  British 
withhold  dismantling.  First  the  British 
said  it  was  a  munitions  plant,  and  that 
it  was  one  of  those  which  had  to  be  dis¬ 
mantled  because  of  the  agreement  which, 
as  Senators  well  know,  we  entered  into 
with  Great  Britain  and.  France.  But  the 
fact  is  that  only  a  part  of  that  plant 
made  munitions  of  war.  The  British 
wanted  that  plant  for  many  purposes  of 
civilian  production.  It  was  then  that 
Mr.  McCloy  was  brought  back  to  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  mean  that  he 
was  brought  back  only  because  of  this 
particular  dismantling,  but  he  was  asked 
to  return  to  the  United  States,  and 
among  other  subjects  he  discussed  the 
dismantling  of  the  plant.  While  he  was 
here  the  Subcommittee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  asked  him  to  come  before  the  full 
committee,  and  there  he  gave  consider¬ 
able  testimony  about  all  the  plant  dis¬ 
mantling  which  was  taking  place  in  Ger¬ 
many.  The  committee  heard  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cloy,  and  his  testimony  appears  in  the 
record  of  the  hearings  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Mr.  McCloy  said  exactly  what 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  said, 
with  which  I  agree,  that  we  are  bound 
by  certain  treaties  and  agreements. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  the  proper  way  to 
act  is  by  adopting  a  resolution  such  as 
one  of  those  to  which  I  have  referred. 
It  seems,  however,  we  cannot  secure  any 
action  on  such  a  resolution. 

Mr.  McCloy  said  he  would  review  the 
situation  of  dismantling  of  plants  when 
he  returned  to  Germany  and  that  he 
would  let  us  know  what  should  be  done. 
Mr.  McCloy  stopped  the  dismantling  of 
the  plant  I  referred  to  which  could  be 
used  for  civilian  production.  In  doing 
so  I  think  he  performed  a  great  service. 

Of  course  many  plants  in  Germany 
have  been  destroyed  or  dismantled. 
That  is  something  which  is  now  past 
history.  As  I  said  earlier  in  my  re¬ 
marks,  the  horse  is  out  of  the  barn.  The 
Germans  are  down  to  their  last  few 
plants.  Inasmuch  as  it  seems  we  can 
secure  no  action  in  a  legislative  com¬ 
mittee,  the  only  sensible  thing  to  do,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  to  adopt  an  amendment 
dealing  with  the  subject,  in  connection 
with  an  appropriation  bill. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
is  not  going  to  vote  to  appropriate  money 
to  help  countries  rehabilitate  them¬ 
selves,  in  the  light  of  new  conditions, 
when  we  now  have  a  war  on  our  hands, 
if  other  countries  are  going  to  continue 
to  remove  plants  from  Germany  for  their 
selfish  gain,  or  if  they  are  going  to  de¬ 
stroy  completely  plants  which  we  will 
have  to  rebuild  if  we  provide  a  defense 
for  Germany  militarily  or  industrially. 
I  believe  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  will  agree  that,  under 
proper  limitations,  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  such  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  that  his  time  has  expired. 


Mr.  WHERRY  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  I  do  not  seek  recognition  in 
order  to  speak  again.  I  have  already 
spoken  on  the  appeal.  But  I  should  like 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  to'  insert  in 
the  Record,  following  my  remarks,  the 
name  of  the  plant  Bergische  Stahlwerke, 
in  Remsheid,  Germany.  It  is  a  machine- 
tool  plant  in  the  British  zone  of  occupa¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  a  plant  which  has 
been  designated  as  a  munitions  plant. 
It  is  97  years  old,  and  it  is  now  being 
destroyed  in  Germany. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  also  ask  for  the  in¬ 
sertion  of  the  memorandum  relating  to 
prohibitions  and  restrictions  on  the  coal 
chemical  industry  in  Germany. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  memorandum  will  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record  as  requested. 

The  memorandum  is  as  follows: 
Prohibitions  and  Restrictions  of  the  Coal 

Chemical  Industry 

I.  GENERAL  REMARKS 

The  provisions  of  the  Washington  agree¬ 
ment  of  April  1949  have  most  seriously  af¬ 
fected  two  important  processes  of  the  Ger¬ 
man  coal  chemistry — the  high  pressure 
hydrogenation  and  the  Fischer-Tropsch 
synthesis. 

By  neither  of  these  two  processes  has  any 
war  material  been  produced.  The  plants 
that  have  used  these  processes  do  not  repre¬ 
sent  a  war  potential  in  the  actual  sense  of 
the  word.  Hydrocarbons  in  general  and  par¬ 
ticularly  liquid  fuels  are  indispensable  to  a 
modern  national  economy  with  a  normal 
standard  of  living.  Prohibitions  and  re¬ 
strictions  in  this  field,  therefore,  cannot  but 
have  an  extremely  adverse  effect  on  eco¬ 
nomic  development. 

Though,  in  the  following,  we  request  that 
greater  liberties  be  granted  in  the  carrying 
out  of  high-pressure  hydrogenation  and  of 
the  Fischer-Tropsch  process,  we  are  fully 
aware  that  due  account  must  be  taken  on 
the  allied  side  of  the  demand  for  military 
security.  In  recognition  of  this  fact,  the 
German  plants  will  not  undertake  anything 
that  might  constitute  a  violation  of  the  dis¬ 
armament  provisions  or  of  the  orders  of  the 
Military  Security  Office. 

II.  HYDROGENATION 

Under  the  Washington  agreement,  the  di¬ 
rect  or  indirect  production  of  petrol,  oil,  and 
lubricants  from  coal  or  brown  coal  by  the 
Bergius  hydrogenation  process  is  forbidden. 
It  was  determined  that  of  the  four  hydro¬ 
genation  plants  now  existing  in  western  Ger¬ 
many  three  were  to  be  destroyed  or  to  be 
removed  from  Germany. 

Only  the  Wesseling  plant  was  exempted 
from  these  provisions  and  given  a  permit  to 
process  oil  residues  by  hydrogenation. 

Pursuant  to  the  Petersberg  agreement  of 
November  1949,  dismantling  of  the  three 
hydrogenation  plants  was  stopped.  One  of 
them,  the  Gelsenberg  Benzin  A.  G.,  that  was 
in  operation  already  from  March  to  August 
1949,  received  an  authorization  in  February 
1950  to  process  crude  oil  by  distillation  and 
hydrogenation. 

Now  that  the  fundamental  objections  of 
the  Allies  in  respect  to  hydrogenation  plants 
have  evidently  beeen  removed,  the  German 
side  would  like  to  submit  the  following  re¬ 
quests  : 

1.  It  should  be  left  to  the  German  Federal 
Government  to  determine  to  what  extent  the 
hydrogenation  plants  should  be  employed  In 
the  processing  of  mineral  oil. 

2.  The  processing  of  products  of  the  car¬ 
bonization  by  high  and  low  temperature  of 


coal  and  brown  coal  (tar  and  tar  oils)  In 
the  hydrogenation  plants  is  still  prohibited. 
A  lifting  of  these  prohibitions  would  place 
the  German  hydrogenation  works  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  process  some  200,000  tons  of  these 
products  into  petrol  and  Diesel  oil  every 
year,  thus  effecting  an  annual  saving  of  at 
least  $5,000,000  in  foreign  exchange. 

These  wishes  are  principally  backed  by  the 
fact  that  hydrogenation  involves  a  process 
that  has  been  developed  in  Germany  herself 
and  that  the  resumption  of  work  at  the 
hydrogenation  plants  would  provide  employ¬ 
ment  for  some  3,000  to  5,000  workers. 

In  recognition  of  the  importance  of  the 
hydrogenation  process,  several  experimental 
plants  have  been  erected  in  recent  years  in 
the  United  States  of  America  (e.  g.,  the 
plant  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  in  Louisiana 
and  Missouri),  in  which  coal  is  processed 
into  petrol  and  Diesel  oil. 

m.  FISCHER-TROPSCH  SYNTHESIS 

Under  the  Washington  agreement  of  April 
1949,  the  direct  or  indirect  production  of 
petrol,  oil,  and  lubricants  from  coal  or  brown 
coal  by  the-  Fischer-Tropsch  process  is 
prohibited. 

Pursuant  to  the  Petersberg  agreement  of 
November  1949,  all  six  Fischer-Tropsch  plants 
In  western  Germany  were  removed  from  the 
dismantling  list.  The  fundamental  pro¬ 
hibition  of  the  Fischer-Tropsch  process,  how¬ 
ever,  was  not  lifted  and  in  consequence,  the 
two  Fischer-Tropsch  plants  in  operation — 
Krupp  and  Victor — were  forced  to  close  down 
on  December  31,  1949. 

In  German  opinion,  it  is  not  the  meaning 
of  the  Petersberg  agreement  that  the  plants 
saved  from  dismantling  should  remain  idle 
and  be  allowed  to  rust.  Accordingly,  three 
Fischer-Tropsch  works  submitted  proposals 
for  a  switch-over  of  production  which  are 
at  present  awaiting  examination  by  an  inter- 
Allied  and  German  committee  of  experts. 

Without  prejudice  to  the  result  of  this 
examination  and  to  any  subsequent  decision 
of  the  Military  Security  Board  it  must  again 
be  emphasized  that  the  Fischer-Tropsch 
process  has  no  war  potential. 

We  trust,  therefore,  that  the  fundamental 
prohibition  of  the  Fischer-Tropsch  process 
will  be  reexamined  at  the  earliest  possible 
date,  so  that  the  German  economy  may  be 
freed  of  any  restrictions  in  respect  of  this 
branch  of  manufacture. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  say  that  this  matter  has  been  debated 
many  times  in  the  last  3  years.  It  has 
been  conclusively  shown  that  the  United 
States  taxpayers  have  been  forced  into 
a  position  of  paying  the  reparations  to 
the  European  nations  which  are  being 
exacted  from  Germany  by  our  former 
allies  the  European  nations,  including 
Russia.  Various  plants  are  continually 
being  dismantled  and  transferred  not 
only  to  England  and  France,  but  to  Rus¬ 
sia.  The  United  States  taxpayers  are 
the  ones  who  are  supporting  Germany, 
and  paying  the  reparations  exacted  by 
our  erstwhile  allies  from  a  beaten  foe. 

Mr.  President,  other  amendments  of 
a  similar  nature  to  the  one  before  us 
have  been  offered  and  debated  and  voted 
upon,  without  any  question  being  raised 
concerning  them.  I  cite  as  an  example, 
the  amendment  providing  that  no  money 
should  be  given  to  nations  who  had  trade 
treaties  with  Russia  and  with  the  iron- 
curtain  countries  under  which  they  were 
furnishing  goods  to  those  countries 
which  would  arm  them  for  the  third 
world  war,  or  give  them  assistance  in 
consolidating  their  gains  in  eastern  Ger- 
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many  or  in  China.  That  amendment 
was  debated  at  some  length  and  voted 
on  without  any  question  being  raised 
against  it. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  offered  a 
joint  resolution  on  January  24  which 
would  do  the  same  thing.  That  joint 
resolution  has  been  buried  in  a  demo¬ 
cratically  controlled  committee  ever 
since.  As  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
has  said  the  only  way  we  can  get  action, 
or  even  debate  such  an  amendment  is  to 
bring  it  up  in  connection  with  some 
measure  which  is  under  consideration  on 
the  floor. 

Mr.  President,  the  Morgenthau  plan 
has  continually  been  carried  on  in  Ger¬ 
many.  Operations  under  that  plan  have 
not  slacked  up  appreciably,  in  spite  of 
all  the  debates  that  have  been  had  about 
it  on  the  Senate  floor  for  3  years. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  vis¬ 
ited  Germany  in  1947,  in  November  and 
December.  He  visited  the  Ruhr.  He 
went  into  steel  mills  and  into  chemical 
plants  in  Germany  in  the  Ruhr  and  in 
Frankfort.  He  visited  steel  mills  and 
coal  mines  in  the  Ruhr.  I  do  not  now 
have  time  to  repeat  what  has  already 
been  said  on  the  Senate  floor  in  that  con¬ 
nection.  But  I  want  to  say  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  many 
plants  can  be  named,  and  have  been 
named  on  the  Senate  floor  of  the  chemi¬ 
cal  plants  in  Germany  in  which,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  British,  a  change  over 
was  made  from  coal  to  oil-burning 
furnaces. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  My  question  was  di¬ 
rected  to  whether  an  industry  was  taken 
out  of  Germany  because  of  competition 
with  France.  I  have  the  impression  that 
that  has  not  been  done. 

Mr.  MALONE.  These  plants  were 
changed  from  coal  burning  to  oil  burn¬ 
ing.  The  British  furnished  the  oil,  since 
there  was  no  oil  in  Germany.  It  cost 
much  more  to  manufacture  the  chemi¬ 
cals  by  using  oil-burning  furnaces,  after 
they  were  installed,  because  of  the  dis¬ 
tance  that  the  oil  must  be  transported, 
while  coal  was  available  under  their  feet 
in  Germany.  There  was  no  other  source 
of  oil  than  from  the  British  source,  so 
the  industry  became  controlled  by  the 
Eritish,  and  became  an  additional  mar¬ 
ket  for  oil. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  continue  along 
this  line,  as  I  have  on  the  Senate  floor, 
at  length,  but  no  one  seems  very  much 
excited  about  a  plan  to  wreck  German 
industry  and  make  them  permanent  star 
boarders  of  ours. 

The  fact  remains  that  Germany  can 
produce  only  40  or  45  percent  of  her  food 
needs.  Never  in  her  history  could  Ger¬ 
many  supply  all  her  food  needs.  Ger¬ 
many  must  manufacture  something  to 
sell  in  order  to  buy  the  necessary  food; 
otherwise  we  must  support  her.  The 
only  chance  there  ever  is  to  debate  any 
such  a  subject  as  this  is  on  the  Senate 
floor  in  connection  with  a  current  bill. 


That  has  been  done  before  in  exactly 
the  same  manner  as  the  present  occu¬ 
pant  of  the  Chair  has  now  ruled  is  out 
of  order. 

All  resolutions  or  bills  proceeding  in 
the  regular  manner  remain  buried  in  the 
Democratically  controlled  committees. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  my  ap¬ 
peal  from  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and 
ask  permission  to  make  a  motion  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  rule,  so  the  question  may  be 
voted  on  immediately  under  suspension 
of  the  rule. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  requests 
unanimous  consent  that  he  may  with¬ 
draw  his  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  and  also  that  he  be  permitted  to 
offer,  for  immediate  consideration,  a  mo¬ 
tion  that  the  rule  be  suspended. 

Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  let  me  say  that  if 
I  knew  just  what  was  meant  by  the  text 
of  the  Senator’s  amendment,  I  might  not 
object.  However,  until  I  understand  the 
amendment  better,  I  do  not  know  wheth¬ 
er  it  is  worth  while  for  us  to  go  through 
the  procedures  proposed,  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  is  very 
vague  and  indefinite. 

For  instance,  the  amendment  contains 
the  words  “the  peacetime  industrial  po¬ 
tential  of  western  Germany.’’  I  do  not 
know  just  what  that  means. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  means  the  indus¬ 
trial  capacity  of  the  plants  which  were  in 
western  Germany.  We  are  talking,  in 
effect,  about  western  Germany  and  the 
three  zones  there,  occupied,  respectively, 
by  the  United  Stages,  Great  Britain,  and 
France.  The  amendment  refers  to  the 
peacetime  potential  of  those  zones,  which 
is  a  certain  amount. 

Of  course,  we  started  with  the  Mor¬ 
genthau  plan,  so-called,  and  then  we  had 
subsequent  variations  of  it,  whereby  cer¬ 
tain  of  those  plants  were  used  for  repa¬ 
rations  to  friendly  countries  and  also  to 
Russia  and  the  satellite  countries. 

Mr.  PIAYDEN.  I  understand  that; 
but  all  those  dealings  are  with  certain 
definite  plants  or  manufacturing  estab¬ 
lishments.  However,  the  expression 
“peacetime  industrial  potential”  is  so 
vague  and  indefinite  that  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  what  it  means. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Of  course,  we  now 
have  set  up  in  Germany  what  we  believe 
is  a  schedule  of  peacetime  potential,  a 
schedule  of  what  is  necessary  for  Ger¬ 
many. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  say  that  the  items 
included  in  a  certain  schedule  are  to  be 
affected,  that  would  be  different.  How¬ 
ever,  the  term  “potential”  means  almost 
anything;  it  means  something  which 
could  happen  at  some  time. 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  for  the  regular  order.  Has  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire  submitted  a 
motion?  If  he  has,  I  am  going  to  object 
when  the  opportunity  is  afforded.  I  call 


for  the  regular  order,  because  I  think  we 
might  as  well  proceed  in  that  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
regular  order  is  requested. 

The  unanimous-consent  request  now 
pending  is  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  be  permitted  to  withdraw  his 
appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
and' also  be  permitted  to  file  a  motion  for 
suspension  of  the  rule,  so  that  the 
amendment  may  be  immediately  con¬ 
sidered. 

Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ANDERSON.  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Very  well,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  let  us  proceed  with  the  appeal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is,  Shall  the  ruling  of  the  Chair 
stand  as  the  decision  of  the  Senate? 

On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
believe  any  Member  of  the  Senate  today 
doubts  the  seriousness  of  the  situation 
in  Korea.  All  of  us  pray  in  our  hearts 
that  we  will  win,  but  none  of  us  is  sure 
that  we  will  not  be  driven  from  that 
peninsula.  The  events  leading  up  to 
that  situation  I  think  are  attributable 
to  bad  leadership  and  stupidity  and  cer¬ 
tainly  to  bad  management.  The  Com¬ 
munists  in  all  of  Asia  used  the  industrial 
plants  they  took  over  to  manufacture 
war  equipment  for  their  armies  of  ag¬ 
gression.  They  have  trained  in  the  new¬ 
est  techniques  of  warfare  the  Commu¬ 
nists  in  that  wide  area;  and  now  our 
forces  are  battling  those  Communists. 

Mr.  President,  the  policy  we  are  fol¬ 
lowing  today  in  Germany  is  somewhat 
similar  to  the  policy  we  have  followed  in 
Korea.  Certainly  the  day  may  come 
when  we  may  be  facing  an  attack  in 
Germany  or  some  other  area  on  the 
perimeter  of  Russia. 

So  it  seems  to  me  it  is  time  that  we 
quit  this  foolish  business,  and  face  the 
realities  of  the  situation.  We  should  be 
using  the  German  industrial  plants  for 
the  manufacture  of  the  things  Europe 
needs  for  her  recovery.  If  we  need 
bridges  in  Korea — and  we  shall  be  re¬ 
building  those  bridges  soon,  as  our  forces 
march  back  in  Korea — we  should  be 
manufacturing  them  in  Japan  today. 
We  may  need  the  plants  in  Germany  for 
similar  purposes. 

In  my  opinion,  we  could  just  as  well 
be  manufacturing  some  of  the  war  equip¬ 
ment  in  Germany  and  in  western  Europe, 
whereas  now  we  are  endeavoring  to 
manufacture  that  equipment  in  the 
United  States,  and  thus  are  taxing  our 
own  economy  unnecessarily. 

It  seems  to  me  stupid  to  continue  our 
present  policy  of  dismantling  of  those 
plants,  and  thus  further  handicap  the 
entire  recovery  of  Europe. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  of  any  Member  of 
the  Senate  who  can  answer  it.  Would 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
have  the  effect  of  violating  any  agree- 
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ment  which  the  United  States  has  with 
any  of  our  World  War  II  allies?  I  ask 
that  question  of  any  Senator  who  can 
answer  it,  for  I  think  the  point  is  im¬ 
portant. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  it  is  my  understanding  that  there 
are  some  agreements  between  the  United 
States  and  other  countries  with  regard 
to  dismantling.  So  there  would  have  to 
be  some  negotiations,  or  else  whoever 
administered  the  amendment  would  be 
put  in  a  difficult  position,  and  perhaps 
would  find  himself  acting  in  the  face  of 
an  agreement  which  we  may  have  with 
England  or  with  Prance. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  tha:  for  3  years 
I  have  been  in  favor  of  stopping  the  dis¬ 
mantling;  but  I  do  not  think  we  can 
attain  that  objective  by  the  means  here 
proposed. 

In  the  first  place,  I  think  the  Chair  is 
correct  in  ruling  that  the  amendment 
constitutes  legislation  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill. 

Furthermore,  I  do  not  think  we  can 
call  upon  the  EGA  to  act  as  a  policeman 
in  connection  with  this  policy.  The 
matter  should  have  been  handled  in  a 
different  way,  we  should  call  upon  our 
allies  to  change  the  policy. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  think  the  amendment  would- 
violate  an  agreement  with  England  or 
with  France? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  No,  I  do 
not  think  this  particular  amendment 
would  do  so;  but  I  think  it  would  put 
the  person  who  was  charged  with  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  amendment  in  a 
position  of  holding  off  assistance  under 
the  ECA  Act,  for  example,  to  countries 
with  whom  we  are  in  agreement  in  re¬ 
gard  to  how  the  dismantling  should  be 
done. 

However,  I  understand  that  practi¬ 
cally  all  the  dismantling  by  England 
and  France,  in  particular,  and  possibly 
by  Belgium,  is  near  completion — al¬ 
though  I  am  receiving  letters  from  per¬ 
sons  who  have  been  shocked,  as  I  was 
when  I  was  there,  by  the  continuation  of 
the  dismantling,  when  there  is  need  to 
restore  production  in  Germany. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  think  there  is  any  likeli¬ 
hood  of  attaining  this  objective  in  the 
near  future,  by  any  other  means? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Does  the 
Senator  mean  by  any  means  other  than 
this  amendment? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes.  Does  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  think  England  and 
France  will  agree  to  stop  the  dismantl¬ 
ing  immediately? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  can¬ 
not  answer  that  question,  for  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  find  out 
whether  any  Member  of  the  Senate  does 
know.  I  should  like  to  ascertain  the 
situation  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  tendency, 
which  perhaps  is  very  natural  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  proposal,  rather 
than  to  deal  with  the  point  at  issue. 


This  is  simply  an  appeal  from  a  ruling 
of  the  Chair  on  a  point  of  order;  and 
the  question  presented  to  us,  as  I  see  it, 
is  not  at  all  whether  there  is  merit  in 
the  view  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  in  regard  to  the  facts  of  the 
case,  but  the  sole  question  is  whether 
the  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate  was 
correct  in  his  decision  and  in  his  state¬ 
ment  of  the  rule  covering  this  particular 
amendment. 

It  would  appear  to  me  that  the  point 
of  order  was  correctly  decided  by  the 
Presiding  Officer.  In  making  that  state¬ 
ment,  I  am  not  expressing  myself  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  merits  of  the  proposal — in 
other  words,  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  whether  there  should  or  should  not 
be  a  cessation  of  the  delivery  of  ECA 
funds  to  nations  which  are  engaged  in 
the  destruction  of  the  industrial  poten¬ 
tial  of  Germany.  I  have  a  great  deal 
of  sympathy  with  the  position  set  forth 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  other 
Senators,  and  I  can  well  realize  the 
merits  of  that  position. 

However,  what  is  the  fact  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  presented  to  him  was  correct?  The 
Chair  was  presented  with  a  question  of 
whether  this  amendment  is  legislation 
or  whether  it  is  a  limitation  upon  the  use 
of  funds  proposed  to  be  appropriated. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  amend¬ 
ment?  It  is  clearly  one  which  restricts 
by  a  certain  provision  the  recipients  of 
participation  under  the  ECA.  Entirely 
independent  of  the  reason  which  was  as¬ 
signed  by  the  Chair,  I  take  the  view  that 
the  Chair’s  ruling  was  correct.  The  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act 
of  1948,  in  section  111  Ta),  is  that — 

The  Administrator  may,  from  time  to  time, 
furnish  assistance  to  any  participating  coun¬ 
try —  ' 

Mr.  President,  what  is  a  participating 
country?  My  time  limitation  is  such 
that  I  cannot  read  it,  but  I  ask  at  this 
point  to  have  set  forth  in  the  Record 
section  103  (a)  of  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Act,  also  sections  102  (a)  and 
102  (b)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act,  plus  the  opening  paragraph  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  47  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress, 
and  also  section  102,  in  its  entirety,  of 
title  I  of  Public  Law  535  of  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows; 

Findings  and  Declaration  of  Policy 

Sec.  102.  (a)  Recognizing  the  intimate 
economic  and  other  relationships  between 
the  United  States  and  the  nations  of  Eu¬ 
rope,  and  recognizing  that  disruption  fol¬ 
lowing  in  the  wake  of  war  is  not  contained 
by  national  frontiers,  the  Congress  finds  that 
the  existing  situation  in  Europe  endangers 
the  establishment  of  a  lasting  peace,  the 
general  welfare  and  national  interest  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  attainment  of  the 
objectives  of  the  United  Nations.  The 
restoration  or  maintenance  in  European 
countries  of  principles  of  Individual  liberty, 
free  institutions,  and  genuine  independence 
rests  largely  upon  the  establishment  of  sound 
economic  conditions,  stable  international 
economic  relationships,  and  the  achievement 
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by  the  countries  of  Europe  of  a  healthy 
economy  independent  of  extraordinary  out¬ 
side  assistance.  The  accomplishment  of 
these  objectives  calls  for  a  plan  of  European 
recovery,  open  to  all  such  nations  which 
cooperate  in  such  plan,  based  upon  a  strong 
production  effort,  the  expansion  of  foreign 
trade,  the  creation  and  maintenance  of  in¬ 
ternal  financial  stability,  and  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  economic  cooperation,  including  all 
possible  steps  to  establish  and  maintain 
equitable  rates  of  exchange  and  to  bring 
about  the  progressive  elimination  of  trade 
barriers.  Mindful  of  the  advantages  whicn 
the  United  States  has  enjoyed  through  the 
existence  of  a  large  domestic  market  with  no 
Internal  trade  barriers,  and  believing  that 
similar  advantages  can  accrue  to  the  coun¬ 
tries  of  Europe,  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  encour¬ 
age  these  countries  through  a  joint  organiza¬ 
tion  to  exert  sustained  common  efforts  as  set 
forth  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Eu¬ 
ropean  Economic  Cooperation  signed  at 
Paris  on  September  22,  1947,  which  will 
speedily  achieve  that  economic  coop¬ 
eration  in  Europe  which  is  essential  for 
lasting  peace  and  prosperity.  It  is  further 
declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  sustain  and  strengthen 
principles  of  individual  liberty,  free  institu¬ 
tions,  and  genuine  independence  in  Europe 
through  assistance  to  those  countries  of 
Europe  which  participate  in  a  joint  recovery 
program  based  upon  self-help  and  mutual 
cooperation:  Provided,  That  no  assistance 
to  the  participating  countries  herein  con¬ 
templated  shall  seriously  impair  the  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  of  the  United  States.  It  is 
further  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  that  continuity  of  assistance 
provided  by  the  United  States  should,  at  all 
times,  be  dependent  upon  continuity  of  co¬ 
operation  among  countries  participating  in 
the  program. 

PURPOSES  OF  TITLE 

(b)  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  title  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  policy  set  forth  in  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  by  furnishing  material 
and  financial  assistance'to  the  participating 
countries  in  such  a  manner  as  to  aid  them, 
through  their  own  individual  and  concerted 
efforts,  to  become  independent  of  extra¬ 
ordinary  outside  economic  assistance  with¬ 
in  the  period  of  operations  under  this  title, 
by— 

(1)  promoting  industrial  and  agricultural 
production  in  the  participating  countries; 

(2)  furthering  the  restoration  or  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  soundness  of  European  cur¬ 
rencies.  budgets,  and  finances;  and 

(3)  facilitating  and  stimulating  the 
growth  of  international  trade  of  participat¬ 
ing  countries  with  one  another  and  with 
other  countries  by  appropriate  measures  in¬ 
cluding  reduction  of  barriers  which  may 
hamper  such  trade. 

Participating  Countries 

Sec.  103.  (a)  As  used  in  this  title,  the 
term  “participating  country”  means — 

.  (1)  any  country  together  with  dependent 
areas  under  its  administration,  which  signed 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  European 
Economic  Cooperation  at  Paris  on  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1947;  and 

(2)  any  other  country  (including  any  of 
the  zones  of  occupation  of  Germany,  any 
areas  under  international  administration  or 
control,  and  the  Free  Territory  of  Trieste  or 
either  of  its  zones)  wholly  or  partly  in  Eu¬ 
rope,  together  with  dependent  areas  under 
Its  administration; 

provided  such  country  adheres  to,  and  for 
so  long  as  it  remains  an  adherent  to,  a  joint 
program  for  European  recovery  designed  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  title. 
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Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  fourth  and 
fifth  sentences  of  section  102  (a)  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Mindful  of  the 
advantages  which  the  United  States  has  en¬ 
joyed  through  the  existence  of  a  large  do¬ 
mestic  market  with  no  internal  trade  bar¬ 
riers,  and  believing  that  similar  advantages 
can  accrue  to  the  countries  of  Europe,  it  is 
declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  encourge  these  coun¬ 
tries  through  their  joint  organization  to 
exert  sustained  common  efforts  to  achieve 
speedily  that  economic  cooperation  in  Europe 
which  is  essential  for  lasting  peace  and 
prosperity.  It  is  further  declared  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
encourage  the  unification  of  Europe,  and  to 
sustain  and  strengthen  principles  of  indi¬ 
vidual  liberty,  free  institutions,  and  genuine 
independence  in  Europe  through  assistance 
to  those  countries  of  Europe  which  partici¬ 
pate  in  a  joint  recovery  program  based  upon 
self-help  and  mutual  cooperation:  Provided, 
That  no  assistance  to  the  participating 
countries  herein  contemplated  shall  seriously 
impair  the  economic  stability  of  ,the  United 
States.” 

Findings  and  Delcaration  of  Policy 

Sec.  102.  (a)  Section  102  (a)  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  the  fourth  sentence  there¬ 
of  “trade  barriers”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “barriers  to  trade  or  to  the  free 
movement  of  persons”;  and  by  inserting  in 
the  fifth  sentence  thereof  the  word  “further” 
before  the  word  “unification”. 

(b)  Section  102  (b)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  a  comma  and  the 
phrase  “increased  productivity,  maximum 
employment,  and  freedom  from  restrictive 
business  practices”  after  the  word  “produc¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
law  itself  says  that  the  Administrator 
may  furnish  assistance  to  any  participat¬ 
ing  country.  The  definition  of  “partici¬ 
pating  country”  as  set  forth  in  the  law 
is  not,  as  I  see  it,  the  definition  which  is 
set  forth  in  the  amendment  which  has 
been  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  that  clearly  this  amendment 
undertakes  to  change  the  law.  If  it  is  a 
change  in  law,  it  is  legislation,  it  is  not 
a  mere  limitation  upon  the  use  of  funds. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  without  at 
all  going  into  the  merits  of  the  matter — 
that  is,  the  merits  of  whether  there 
should  be  destruction  or  dismantling  of 
property,  whether  countries  which  are 
participating  in  it  should  or  should  not 
be  deprived  of  the  use  of  ECA  funds — I 
submit  that,  upon  the  legal  proposition 
which  has  been  decided  by  the  Chair, 
and  which  is  the  only  proposition  before 
the  Senate  at  this  time,  the  Chair  was 
right  and  that  the  appeal  should  not  be 
sustained. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  compliment  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Missouri  upon  the  posi¬ 
tion  he  has  taken  in  this  matter.  The 
rules  of  the  Senate  have  been  adopted 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  orderly  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  have  rules.  I 
am  in  sympathy  with  the  objectives  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
sought  by  this  amendment,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  matter  should  be  handled  in 


this  fashion.  If  we  are  to  overrule  the 
Chair  and  thereby  disregard  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  we  may  as  well  throw  them 
out  the  window — and  we  know  just 
about  how  we  would  get  along  without 
rules.  So  I  thank  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Missouri  for  the  remarks 
he  has  made.  I  think  they  are  timely. 
I  hope  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
will  be  sustained. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Paraphrasing  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  would  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  say  that  the  Senate  was  made 
for  rules,  or  that  rules  were  made  for 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator  may 
answer  that  question  for  himself. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  address  a  question  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  Last  evening  we  approved  an 
amendment  proposed  by  about  30  Sen¬ 
ators  which  carried  a  10  percent  overall 
cut  with  certain  exceptions.  A  quest¬ 
ion  has  arisen  in  my  mind  today  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  effect  of  this  amendment  on 
the  Coast  Guard.  Not  only  am  I  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  appropriations  for  the 
Coast  Guard,  as  a  part  of  our  national 
defense,  but  I  am  certain  the  House  sub¬ 
committee  on  Treasury  and  Post  Office  is 
likewise  concerned  about  it.  I  believe  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  that  the  Coast  Guard 
appropriations  would  not  be  included  in 
the  amendment.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Record  show  the  position  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  in  regard 
to  the  appropriations  for  the  Coast 
Guard,  in  connection  with  the  10  per¬ 
cent  cut. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
getting  a  copy  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  It  was  exempted  in 
the  original  amendment,  if  I  remember 
correctly. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  By  page  4  of  the 
amendment,  the  Coast  Guard,  in  time  of 
war,  is  considered  to  be  a  part  of  or  may 
be  transfered  to  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  It  is  not  a  question 
concerning  a  time  of  war. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  point  out  that,  on 
page  4,  starting  in  line  10,  listing  the 
exemptions,  it  says:  “or  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or  de¬ 
tention  of  persons  suspected  or  convicted 
of  crimes  against  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
United  States.” 

In  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard,  there 
may  be  some  question  such  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  raises  about  the  interpretation,  but 
in  normal  times,  that  is  the  function,  or 
at  least  a  part  of  the  function,  of  the 
Coast  Guard,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  I  wanted  the  Record  to  be  clear, 
before  the  bill  goes  to  conference,  so 


that  there  may  be  no  doubt  in  the  minds 
of  Senators,  who  perhaps  might  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
and  myself,  that  certainly  at  this  time 
this  amendment  should  not  affect  the 
Coast  Guard. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  In  answer  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  I  may  say  that  if  the  emergency 
becomes  greater,  the  Coast  Guard  will 
be  put  automatically  on  the  same  basis 
as  the  Navy,  as  was  the  case  in  previous 
wars.  That  would  automatically  follow 
as  to  all  branches  of  the  national  de¬ 
fense.  Eut  in  peacetime  certainly  a 
part  of  the  Coast  Guard  would  be  ex¬ 
empted.  The  only  part  of  it  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  exemption  might  be  the 
rescue  service,  as  to  which  we  could  prob¬ 
ably  work  out  an  agreement  in  confer¬ 
ence — could  we  not?  The  intention  was 
to  exempt  that  part  of  the  Coast  Guard 
from  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Of  course,  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  says,  we  are  not 
at  war.  The  question  as  it  relates  to 
the  Coast  Guard,  is  under  the  House 
Subcommittee  on  Treasury  and  Post 
Office.  If  the  Senator  believes  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  language  and  will  be  helpful 
in  the  conference,  I  believe  we  can  work 
it  out.  I  should  like  to  have  some  expres¬ 
sion  from  the  Senate,  because  there  is 
considerable  confusion,  I  may  say,  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  make  this  - 
suggestion  in  order  that  there  may  be  no 
misunderstanding  about  the  effect  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  so  far  as  the  Coast 
Guard  is  concerned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  At  this 
time,  a  motion  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  substantially  along  the 
line  indicated,  could  only  be  handled  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  and 
get  an  answer.  The  inquiry  is :  Did  the 
Thomas-Taber  amendment  except  the 
Coast  Guard?  I  am  concerned  with  that 
answer,  because  if  it  did  not,  there  is  a 
grave  question  as  to  whether  we  can  take 
care  of  the  matter  in  a  conference. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  That  is  what  I  hoped 
could  be  done. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  may  point  out  that 
under  the  basic  law — and  this  is  one  of 
the  principal  things  under  considera¬ 
tion  here — the  Coast  Guard  is  consid¬ 
ered  at  all  times  to  be  a  basic  part  of  the 
national  defense  system  of  the  country. 
That  was  written  into  the  unification  bill 
in  1948, 1  think.  We  have  proceeded  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Coast  Guard  is 
exempted  from  this  cut. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  also 
true - 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  asks  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Coast  Guard  be 
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exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  so- 
called  Bridges-Byrd  amendment.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  based  on  the  basic  military 
law  of  the  country,  plus  the  sections 
which  I  quoted  in  order  to  clarify  the 
situation  so  that  there  would  be  no  mis¬ 
take,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would 
have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  hears  no  objection,  and  the 
unanimous-consent  request  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCarthy  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  shall  not  yield  if 
it  comes  out  of  my  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  was 
the  unanimous-consent  request  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  in 
view  of  the  short  time  I  have  in  which  to 
speak,  I  assume  that  the  interruption 
will  not  come  out  of  my  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
will  be  understood. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  EMPLOYEE 
LOYALTY  INVESTIGATION 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar]  that  I  very 
much  dislike  taking  even  5  minutes  from 
the  discussion  of  the  appropriation  bill 
in  order  to  say  what  I  wish  to  say  at  this 
time.  However,  next  week  I  hope  to  pre¬ 
sent  considerable  documentary  evidence 
on  the  question  of  disloyalty  in  the  State 
Department.  I  think  that  before  that 
evidence  is  submitted  this  matter  should 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  before  me,  Mr.  President,  the 
Congressional  Record  of  June  20,  on 
which  date  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  TydingsI  addressed  the  Senate.  I 
might  say  that  I  sent  word  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  to  be  here,  advising  him 
that  I  was  going  to  discuss  a  matter 
which  concerned  him  personally.  I  am 
sorry  he  did  not  see  fit  to  come. 

Let  me  say,  first,  that  during  the 
course  of  the  investigation  there  has  been 
considerable  dispute  as  to  whether,  in 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  I  said  there  were  57 
or  205  Communists  in  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  Normally,  it  might  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  too  important  as  to  which  figure 
was  used.  However,  those  figures  have 
been  made  of  great  importance  by  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  and  by 
the  majority  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee. 

I  have  said  that  I  sent  the  President 
a  telegram  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  I  had  a  list  of  57  Communists.  I 
have  also  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  spy  ring  extending  deep 
into  the  State  Department,  and  that  a 
complete  investigation  of  Amerasia 
would  furnish  part  of  the  key  to  that 
ring.  I  also  have  quoted  from  a  letter 
from  former  Secretary  Byrnes,  dated 
July  26,  1946,  in  which  he  pointed  out 
that  234  individuals  in  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  at  that  time  were  bad  security 
risks,  and  that  79  of  them  were  dis¬ 


charged,  leaving  205.  I  have  stated  that 
all  of  this  information  was  known  to 
Secretary  Acheson  for  the  reason  that 
complete  FBI  reports  on  all  of  these 
individuals  are  available  to  him. 

Following  the  day  on  which  I  made 
the  speech  in  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  I  sent  a 
telegram  to  the  President  in  which  I 
asked  him  to  get  the  names  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  205  persons  whom  former  Secre¬ 
tary  Byrnes  had  named.  So  the  figure 
205  has  been  used  in  connection  with  the 
letter  of  the  former  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  figure  57  has  been  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  names  I  personally  had, 
which  names  were  given  to  the  Tydings- 
McMahon  committee  as  well  as  addi¬ 
tional  names  in  which  the  evidence  was 
not  strong  enough  to  list  them  as  part 
of  the  57,  but  nevertheless  unfit  for 
sensitive  Government  jobs.  This  made 
a  total  of  81  on  July  20.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  told  the  Senate  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  said 
in  West  Virginia  that  he  had  the  names 
of  205  Communists  and  then  went  on  to 
say,  and  I  quote: 

Mr.  President,  I  wonder  if  I  can  get  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  play  a  radio  recording  of 
the  Senator’s  own  voice.  I  am  not  asking 
Senators  to  take  my  word,  but  to  hear  the 
Senator’s  own  voice.  He  says  he  has  not 
made  this  statement. 

In  other  words,  the  statement  of  205. 

Later  on,  on  the  same  page,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  said: 

They  have  gone  from  205,  in  Wheeling, 
down  to  57. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  com¬ 
plained  about  the  lack  of  newspaper 
coverage  his  talk  would  get — well  this 
statement  of  Senator  Tydings  got  cover¬ 
age.  The  press  apparently  understood 
the  Senator  from  Maryland.  I  have  be¬ 
fore  me  a  copy  of  the  Washington  edition 
of  the  Daily  Worker,  the  Washington 
Post,  from  which  I  quote : 

All  the  apparatus  was  in  place.  Tydings 
was  about  to  let  the  Senators  hear  the  Wis» 
consin  Republican’s  own  voice  charging 
there  were  205  card-carrying  Communists  in 
the  State  Department.  McCarthy  had  made 
the  claim  in  a  broadcast  over  Station  WWVA 
at  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  last  February. 

I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  the  Mil¬ 
waukee  Journal  of  July  6,  1950,  in  which 
it  is  said: 

Tydings  said  he  had  a  phonograph  record¬ 
ing  of  the  West  Virginia  speech  to  prove 
McCarthy  lied,  but  was  not  permitted  to 
play  it  on  the  Senate. floor. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  very  important,  I 
think,  to  determine  whether  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Wisconsin  or  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  lied.  That  one  of  them  lied 
is  obvious.  Either  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  was  lying  when  he  said  that 
he  used  the  figure  57,  or  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  was  lying  when  he  said,  “I  have 
here  a  recording  of  McCarthy's  voice 
which  will  prove  he  was  lying.” 

While  this  question  may  not  in  it¬ 
self  be  very  important,  I  think  it  is  im¬ 
portant  to  have  a  decision  on  the  matter, 
once  and  for  all,  so  that  the  Senate  and 
the  country  can  better  evaluate  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  majority  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  and  other  statements  made 


by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Tydings]. 

I  do  not  know  how  the  Senate  can 
force  the  Senator  from  Maryland  to  play 
that  recording;  I  do  not  know  how  it 
can  call  his  bluff.  This  is  one  time  when 
the  press  can  perform  a  service  to  the 
country  and  to  the  Senate.  Members 
of  the  press  can  go  to  the  office  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  and  say,  “Mil¬ 
lard,  let  us  hear  that  recording.  Let  us 
hear  the  voice  of  McCarthy  using  the 
figure  205.”  Let  the  press  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  “Show  us  where 
McCarthy  used  the  figure  205,  206,  or  207 
in  any  place  except  in  connection  with 
the  letter  of  former  Secretary  of  State 
Byrnes.” 

I  have  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
a  number  of  times  that  I  have  only  used 
the  figure  205  in  connection  with  Secre¬ 
tary  Byrnes’  letter.  That  figure  was  in 
the  wire  to  the  President  the  day  after 
I  spoke  at  Wheeling.  I  said,  “I  do  not 
have  the  names  of  those  205.  I  do  know 
the  names  of  57.” 

As  I  have  said,  whether  it  is  205  or  57 
may  not  be  important  in  itself,  but  it  be¬ 
comes  important  when  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  says  McCarthy  has  perpe¬ 
trated  a  fraud  on  the  Senate  in  saying 
he  used  the  figure  57  when  he  actually 
used  the  figure  205.  It  is  now  important 
to  know  whether  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  may  not  have  been  practicing  a 
fraud  when  he  stated  he  had  a  recording 
of  my  speech  which  would  prove  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  had  lied. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  reminds  the  Senator  that  he  has 
spoken  more  than  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  ^Senate  to  force  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  to  play  the  recording  so  that 
we  may  know  whether  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  or  the  Senator  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  deliberately  lied.  It  is  a  very  simple 
matter  to  find  who  spoke  falsely. 

It  is  a  rather  a  serious  matter  to  tell 
the  Senate  and  the  country  that  you  have 
a  recording  to  prove  another  Senator  lied 
and  then  lack  the  honesty  to  play  the 
recording. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Snader,  its  assistant 
reading  clerk,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6454)  to  author¬ 
ize  the  appointment  of  two  additional 
district  judges  for  the  northern  district 
of  Illinois. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  (S.  Con.  Res.  99)  relating  to  the 
reenrollment  of  the  bill  (S.  1654)  for  the 
relief  of  Kyra  Kite  Riddle. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore: 

S.  2160.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  authorize  annual  and  sick 
leave  with  pay  for  commissioned  officers  of 
the  Public  Health  Service,  to  authorize  the 
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payment  of  accumulated  and  accrued  annual 
leave  in  excess  of  60  days,  and  for  other  pur. 
poses; 

S.  2591.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  support  research  and  training 
in  matters  relating  to  arthritis  and  rheu¬ 
matism,  multiple  sclerosis,  cerebral  palsy, 
epilepsy,  poliomyelitis,  leprosy,  and  other 
diseases;  and 

S.  2863.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expan¬ 
sion  and  disposition  of  certain  national 
cemeteries. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES T  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  my  re¬ 
quest  for  the  yeas  and  nays  and  to  sub¬ 
mit  the  question  to  a  voice  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  is  withdrawn. 

The  question  is,  Shall  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  [Putting  the  question.]  The  “ayes” 
seems  to  have  it;  the  “ayes”  have  it,  and 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair  is  sustained. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr-  President,  I  send 
an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that 
it  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  325, 
line  17,  to  strike  out  “$63,000,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “$12,500,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  turn  to  pages  325  and  326  of 
the  appropriation  bill.  It  will  be  re¬ 
called  that  last  week  I  sought  to  decrease 
the  authorization  on  page  326  from  $64,- 
875,000  to  a  much  smaller  figure.  I  did 
this  because,  as  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  see,  the  House  originally  pro¬ 
vided  for  an  appropriation  of  $63,000,000 
for  new  ship  construction,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Appropriations  added 
an  additional  $64,875,000  in  extended  au¬ 
thority  making  a  total  of  nearly  $128,- 
000,000.  I  pointed  out  that  this  global 
sum  of  $128,000,000  was  more  than  $40,- 
000,009  in  excess  of  the  amount  which 
the  Administrator,  Mr.  Koehler,  stated 
it  was  possible  for  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  to  obligate  during  the  coming 
year.  I  also  pointed  out  that  the  effect 
of  the  two  provisions  taken  together 
would  be  to  give  the  Maritime  body  a 
blank  check  for  approximately  $50,000,- 
000  more  than  they  had  present  commit¬ 
ments  or  could  possibly  have  commit¬ 
ments  for  during  the  current  year. 

I  was  then  told  by,. eminent  Senators 
that  I  should  have  presented  my  amend¬ 
ment,  not  to  the  authorization  of  nearly 
$65,000,000,  which  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  had  made,  but  instead  to  the  $63,000,- 
000,  which  the  House  had  provided.  It 
was  implied  at  least  by  some  Senators 
that  the  point  which  I  had  made  was 
correct,  but  that  I  had  located  the  pea 
under  the  wrong  shell.  I  was  told  that 
what  I  should  do  was  to  put  the  pea  un¬ 
der  the  shell  on  page  325.  It  was  par¬ 
tially  as  a  result  of  that  point,  which  was 
made  by  the  distinguished  senior  Sen¬ 


ator  from  Wyoming,  that  by  a  close  vote 
the  Senate  rejected  my  attempt  to  cut 
nearly  $50,000,000  from  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  on  page  326. 

Therefore  I  now  come  to  the  shell  on 
page  325.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  said  now 
that  the  pea  should  be  located  on  page 
326.  I  hope  we  are  not  in  a  legislative 
shell  game,  in  which  the  patron  of  the 
game,  no  matter  where  he  turns,  is  told 
that  the  pea  should  be  located  on  page 
hope  we  can  now  locate  the  pea  on  page 

325. 

I  should  like  to  point  out,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  original  provision  for 
$63,060,000  was  inserted,  according  to  the 
signed  statement  of  Mr.  Koehler,  in  the 
belief  that  the  Maritime  Administration 
would  provide  new  luxury  ships  as  sub¬ 
stitutes  for  the  old  ships  in  the  good- 
neighbor  fleet,  operated  by  the  Moore- 
McCormick  Line,  and  that  it  had  devel¬ 
oped  they  could  not  provide  the  ships 
nor  sign  the  contracts  within  the  com¬ 
ing  year.  Therefore  the  original  reason 
for  the  appropriation  of  $63,009,009  has 
disappeared. 

Mr.  President,  additional  claims  for 
construction  are  now  being  put  in  to  take 
the  place  of  the  “good-neighbor  fleet.” 
However,  if  they  are  analyzed,  they  seem 
to  consist  of  four  items,  namely,  the 
Pacific  Coast  Steamship  Co.,  for  trailer 
ships,  amounting  to  $22,000,000;  the 
Arnold  Bernstein  Line,  for  converting 
troop  ships  into  merchant  ships, 
$9,500,000;  construction  of  Navy  proto¬ 
type  ships,  $10,000,000;  the  design  of 
prototype  ships,  $2,500,000.  That  makes 
a  total  of  $12  530,000  for  these  last  two 
items.  If  we  take  all  four  items  together 
they  amount  to  $44,000,000,  and  not 
$63,000,000.  If  we  analyze  the  four  pro¬ 
grams  which  the  Administrator  says  are 
the  only  ones  which  can  possibly  be  con¬ 
structed,  work  started  on,  or  contracts 
let  for  during  the  coming  year,  we  find 
that  the  Pacific  Coast  trailer  ship  pro¬ 
posal  of  $22,000,000  has  already  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  $64,875,000  item  on  page 

326.  We  should  not  have  the  same  pea 
under  both  shells.  If  it  is  on  page  326, 
under  the  allowance  for  $64,875,000,  it 
should  not  also  be  included  in  the 
$63,000,000  appropriation.  Therefore 
$44,000,000  is  reduced  by  $22,000,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  continue 
for  an  additional  2  minutes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  he  be  permitted  to 
speak  for  an  additional  2  minutes?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  finish 
on  my  own  time.  After  I  have  concluded 
my  remarks,  if  the  Senate  will  grant  me 
additional  time,  I  shall  be  glad  to  reply 
to  the  questions  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan. 

I  submit  that  the  Arnold  Bernstein 
Line  item  is  strictly  contrary  to  our  in¬ 
terests,  because  it  represents  a  conver¬ 
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sion  of  troop  ships  into  merchant  ships. 
We  do  not  want  to  decrease  our  troop¬ 
carrying  capacity  in  order  to  increase 
merchant-ship  capacity.  The  proposal 
was  made  prior  to  the  Korean  difficulty. 
It  may  have  been  perfectly  proper  then; 
certainly  it  is  not  proper  now.  I  submit 
that  the  project  is  not  needed  in  the 
coming  year.  It  would  weaken  rather 
than  strengthen  our  national  defense. 
Therefore,  we  have  left  only  $12,500,000 
of  construction  which  is  really  needed  or 
possible.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  have 
moved  that  the  $53,000,000  be  written 
down  to  $12,500,090,  or  a  saving  of 
$50,500,000. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  for 
these  reasons  the  amendment  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  un¬ 
fortunately  I  was  not  present  and  I 
did  not  hear  all  that  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  said  with  reference  to  this  mari¬ 
time  matter.  I  think  perhaps  I  can 
clear  up  a  little  of  the  misunderstanding 
which  may  be  involved  in  this  subject. 
First,  with  reference  to  the  Arnold  Bern¬ 
stein  proposal,  with  which  I  am  quite 
familiar,  there  has  been  for  a  long  time 
a  lack  of  passenger  space  to  Europe.  I 
refer  to  passenger  space  which  would 
carry  not  only  DP’s  from  Europe,  but 
ECA  supplies  and  military  supplies,  for 
example,  for  the  Marshall  plan  and  the 
rehabilitation  of  Europe. 

Two  troop  ships  are  involved.  I  be¬ 
lieve  they  are  the  General  Meigs - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  General  Weigel 
and  the  General  Pope. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  General 
Weigel  and  the  General  Pope.  They  are 
on  the  Pacific  coast,  where  they  are 
slowly  deteriorating.  These  ships  are  in 
need  of  repair.  I  tried  to  get  some  ship- 
repair  money  appropriated  yesterday, 
but  I  did  not  succeed.  Therefore  the 
Arnold  Bernstein  Co.  conceived  the  idea 
of  taking  the  ships  and  converting  them. 
The  conversion  would  be  only  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  putting  in  partitions  so  that 
cabins  could  be  provided.  They  would 
still  be  available  as  troop -carrying  ships. 
Under  no  circumstances  would  they  be 
converted  so  they  could  not  be  used  to 
carry  troops.  They  would  be  even  better 
as  troop-carrying  ships  than  in  their 
present  condition,  and  they  would  be 
better  troop-carrying  ships  than  those 
used  in  World  War  II,  because  they 
would  be  similar  to  the  troop  ships  I  have 
been  on,  which  are  the  cafeteria  style  of 
ship,  and  I  believe  they  would  be  able  to 
carry  even  more  troops  after  they  were 
converted  in  the  way  I  indicated. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  controversy  is 
about  with  respect  to  the  money  in¬ 
volved,  but  I  am  certain  that  the  new 
Maritime  Board,  which  will  be  appointed 
by  the  President  this  week,  the  Chair¬ 
man  having  been  appointed,  after  the 
Maritime  Commission  had  been  abol¬ 
ished,  would  surely  have  first  on  their 
agenda  any  proposal  which  might  take 
away  from  us  troop -carrying  ships.  I 
hope  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will 
let  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
amount  go  to  conference.  In  the  mean¬ 
time  I  can  almost  assure  the  Senator 
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from  Illinois  that  a  decision  will  be  made 
on  these  matters  that  involve  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  troop-carrying  ships. 

The  Navy,  which  now  has  consolidated 
all  military  transport,  and  the  Maritime 
Board  have  been  working  in  close  con¬ 
junction.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tem¬ 
porary  Chairman,  Mr.  Taylor,  is  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  charge 
of  what  we  call  Navy  transport.  I  am 
sure,  first,  that  the  proper  agency  is 
looking  into  this  matter;  and  second,  al¬ 
though  I  do  not  know  what  the  amount 
is,  there  has  been  a  kind  of  novel  pro¬ 
posal  before  the  Board  which  has  stirred 
the  interest  and  the  attention  of  many 
people  in  the  shipping  business,  namely, 
the  proposal  to  build  a  kind  of  truck¬ 
carrying  ship. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  that 
item  is  already  included  in  the  estimates 
which  furnish  the  basis  for  the  $64,- 
875,000  contract  authorization  on  page 
326.  My  objection  is  that  we  should  not 
count  it  twice,  on  page  326  and  also  on 
page  325.  It  is  very  hard  to  nail  these 
peas  down.  They  dance  around.  That 
pea  was  located  on  page  326.  Do  not  let 
it  also  show  up  on  page  325. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  have  three  more  minutes  on  this 
matter? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  Senator  having  three 
more  minutes?  The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  do  not  know  where  the  peas  are, 
but  I  am  sure  there  is  no  objection — 
and  I  do  know  a  little  about  this  mari¬ 
time  question — to  the  two  peas  being 
abolished  altogether  in  this  case.  It  is 
a  novel  scheme  to  do  something  which 
has  no  place  in  wartime. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Am  I  correct  in  my  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  remarks  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas!  that 
the  construction  of  the  two  luxury  liners 
proposed  to  be  constructed  for  the 
Moore-MacCormack  Lines  will  not  be 
undertaken  this  year? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  I  do  not 
know,  but  there  are  six  liners  under 
construction  in  the  United  States  at  the 
present  time.  The  designs  and  purposes 
of  those  liners  have  been  gone  over  by 
the  Department  of  Defense,  with  the 
idea  of  making  them  easy  to  use  in  time 
of  war.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  some  of 
the  funds  for  that  construction  have 
been  furnished  by  the  Department  of 
Defense,  so  that  these  ships  can  be  so 
equipped  as  to  be  easily  converted  in 
time  of  war.  The  lack  of  passenger 
ships  has  been  notorious  in  the  last  few 
years. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Construction  has  not 
been  started  on  those  two  ships,  has  it? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  think  it 
has.  I  believe  the  Senator  is  correct. 
But  the  construction,  has  started  in  the 
case  of  two  American  President  Line 
ships.  If  Senators  will  listen,  I  think 
I  can  give  some  information  on  this 


matter.  Construction  has  started  on 
the  two  President  Line  ships.  The  ships 
of  the  American  Export  Line — the  Con¬ 
stitution  and  Independence — are  well  on 
their  way,  and  will  be  valuable  in  time 
of  war  or  time  of  peace.  The  big  United 
States  liner  is  not  quite  so  far  along,  but 
it  will  be  valuable  also  in  time  of  war 
and  peace. 

A  great  deal  of  money  from  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  is  involved  in  this 
matter,  the  ships  are  easily  convertible, 
and  I  think  it  is  vital  that  construction 
should  go  forward  on  these  passenger 
ships  for  use  both  in  time  of  war  and 
in  time  of  peace.  They  will  be  needed 
in  both  periods.  We  are  tremendously 
short  of  passenger  space  to  be  used  for 
troops  even  in  peacetime  operations.  I 
merely  desired  to  inject  this  information 
into  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

For  years  I  have  known  a  man  by  the 
name  of  H.  F.  Alexander,  who  wants  to 
have  some  sort  of  a  maritime  truck  line 
between  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco. 
I  think  that  could  be  cut  out  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  the  item  disap¬ 
pears  from  page  326,  there  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  appear  on  page  325. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  would  just  as 
soon - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  the 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

WAR  RISK  AND  MARINE  LIABILITY  INSURANCE 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  may 
I  submit  a  unanimous-consent  request 
while  I  am  on  my  feet?  It  will  save 
time.  I  would  just  have  to  take  the  floor 
again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  wifi  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Calendar  No.  1834, 
Senate  bill  2484,  is  a  bill  to  provide  war- 
risk  and  certain  marine  liability  insur¬ 
ance.  There  was  objection  to  the  bill  on 
the  last  call  of  the  calendar.  It  is  a  very 
important  bill,  which  must  be  passed  on 
by  the  Congress  within  the  next  week  in 
order  to  make  certain  there  will  be  in¬ 
surance  on  ships  now  plying  the  waters 
of  the  world.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that,  along  with  three  other  bills  which 
have  been  agreed  upon,  this  bill  be  placed 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar,  so  that  the 
next  time  the  calendar  is  called  there 
may  be  discussion  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  call 
of  the  calendar  on  Tuesday  next  will  in¬ 
clude  all  bills. 

Mr.  MCFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  is  important  that  the  Senate 
proceed  according  to  the  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  agreement,  and  that  we  vote  on  the 
amendments  as  they  are  reached.  If 
every  Senator  asks  for  extra  time,  we  will 
be  here  indefinitely  tonight.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  under  consideration,  that  is, 
appropriating  funds  adequate  for  aJ 
strong  merchant  marine,  was  debated  in 
detail  and  at  length,  and  now  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  comes  forward  with 
another  amendment.  I  hope  it  will  be 
voted  down,  and  that  we  can  proceed 
with  something  which  has  not  been  dis¬ 
cussed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  enforcing  the  rule.  All  a  Sen¬ 


ator  has  to  do  is  to  object  to  any  unani¬ 
mous  consent  request  submitted. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names : 


Aiken 

Hayden 

Malone 

Anderson 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Bricker 

Hill 

Maybank 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Millikin 

Butler 

Holland 

Morse 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Mundt 

Capehart 

Hunt 

Murray 

Chapman 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Cordon 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Darby 

Kern 

Russell 

Donnell 

Kerr 

Saltonstall 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Schoeppel 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Eastland 

Langer 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ecton 

Leahy 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Taft 

Flanders 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Utah 

Frear 

McCarran 

Thye 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Tydings 

George 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Gillette 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Graham 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Green 

.  McMahon 

Williams 

Gurney 

Magnuson 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  on  page  325,  line  17,  to  strike  out 
$63,000,000  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
$12,500,000. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

On  a  show  of  hands  the  yeas  and  nays 
were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  Senators  desiring  the  yeas  and  nays 
be  permitted  to  rise  and  be  counted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senators 
favoring  the  yeas  and  nays  will  please 
rise.  A  sufficient  number  have  indicated 
a  desire  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  the 
clerk  will  therefore  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  KILGORE  (when  Mr.  Neely’s 
name  was  called).  My  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  is  necessarily  absent.  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  [Mi-.  Benton],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver], 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  are  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd] 
is  unavoidably  detained. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey]  and  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers],  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey]  .  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania  would  vote 
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“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  vote  “yea.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  '  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Hickenlogper],  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent 
by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “yea”  and  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  31, 
nays  40,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 31 


Aiken 

Holland 

Schoeppel 

Bricker 

Humphrey 

Smith,  Maine 

Bridges 

Hunt 

Stennis 

Capehart 

Ives 

Taft 

Douglas 

Kem 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Wiley 

Flanders 

Lucas 

Williams 

Fulbright 

McCarthy 

Young 

Graham 

Malone 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

NAYS— 49 

Anderson 

Hill 

Millikin 

Butler 

Eoey 

Morse 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Mundt 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O’Conor 

Cordon 

Kerr 

O’Mahoney 

Darby 

Kilgore 

Pepper 

Donnell 

Knowland 

Robertson 

Eastland 

Leahy 

Russel 

Ecton 

Lodge 

Sa’.tonstall 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Frear 

McClellan 

Sparkman  • 

George 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Thye 

Green 

McMahon 

Ty  dings 

Gurney 

Magnuscn 

Hayden 

Maybank 

NOT  VOTING— 

16 

Benton 

Jenner 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Brewster 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Long 

Vandenberg 

Cain 

Myers 

Withers 

Downey 

Neely 

Hickenioopsr 

Taylor 

So  Mr.  Douglas’  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  the  amendment  which  I  have  at 
the  desk,  and  I  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  proper 
place  in  the  bill,  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following: 

Sec.  .  Not  more  than  95  percent  of  the 
funds  appropriated  or  reappropriated  by  this 
act  to  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  shall  be  available 
for  expenditure  or  obligation  during  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
yesterday  by  a  vote  of  55  to  31,  the 
Senate  reduced  by  10  percent  the  ex¬ 
penditures  to  be  made  here  at  home  for 
most  of  the  nonwar  purposes.  Before 
that,  amendment  was  voted  upon  an 


amendment  offered  by  the  able  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  to  exempt  ECA  from 
that  cut  was  approved  by  a  vote  of  45  to 
40.  Mr.  President,  we  are  in  this  posi¬ 
tion:  We  have  made  sacrifices  here  at 
home  in  connection  with  various  vital 
and  important  programs,  programs 
which  are  constructive  in  character,  pro¬ 
grams  involving  projects  that  are  badly 
needed,  and  projects  which,  if  and  when 
constructed,  would  add  materially  to  the 
economic  strength  of  this  Nation. 

In  the  ECA  program  there  are  many 
similar  projects,  which  are  of  no  more 
importance  to  the  rehabilitation  of 
Europe  and  particularly  of  the  partici¬ 
pating  countries  than  are  these  projects 
here  at  home  to  the  expanding  economy 
and  needs  of  our  own  domestic  program. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  in  the  position 
here  now  of  having  made  a  sacrifice,  of 
having  called  upon  our  people  to  make  a 
sacrifice,  of  having  called  upon  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  exacting  a  sacrifice  from  it 
in  the  normal  programs  which  we  would 
carry  out;  yet,  the  vote  yesterday  indi¬ 
cated  we  are  unwilling  to  make  the  same 
cut  in  substantially  the  same  program 
abroad. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
give  the  Senate  one  more  chance  to  say 
whether  it  will  make  any  cut  whatever 
in  the  program  abroad.  This  amend¬ 
ment  simply  would  reduce  it  5  percent. 
Are  Senators  willing  to  go  along  with 
that,  or  do  we  want  to  let  the  record 
stand  and  the  bill  be  enacted  into  law 
in  its  present  inequitable  condition,  with 
a  10  percent  reduction  in  our  country, 
with  our  people  making  all  the  sacrifice 
in  the  war  effort,  and  not  exacting  the 
same  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  others 
whom  we  are  uner taking  to  assist? 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  feel  that  I 
have,  done  my  duty  in  the  position  I  oc¬ 
cupy,  my  duty  to  my  country  and  to  my 
people  and  to  the  taxpayers  of  this  Na¬ 
tion,  if  I  vote  to  appropriate  money 
abroad  in  this  time  of  crisis  for  projects 
of  the  same  character  as  those  that  we 
are  curtailing  at  home.  This  will  save 
about  $135,000,000.  Is  that  too  much  to 
ask?  Is  that  too  great  a  sacrifice  to  call 
upon  the  European  countries  to  make? 
Is  that  going  to  wreck  the  war  program? 
Is  that  going  to  wreck  a  reconstruction 
program?  No,  it  will  not.  But  in  the 
course  of  the  days  ahead,  which  may 
be  very  dark  and  trying,  not  only  for 
this  Nation  but  for  all  the  people  of  the 
world,  we  had  better  be  a  bit  conserva¬ 
tive,  notwithstanding  how  worthy  a  pro¬ 
gram  might  be.  Mr.  President,  we  had 
better  begin  now — that  is  the  purpose  of 
this  amendment,  to  begin  now — to  make 
some  cuts  where  they  can  be  made  and 
where  they  will  do  equity  and  justice  to 
the  people  of  this  Nation. 

It  is  in  our  own  self-interest  to  do  this. 
We  owe  it  to  ourselves  to  do  it.  We 
owe  it  to  those  people  over  there  who  may 
need  weapons  more  than  they  are  going 
to  need  a  pig  trail  down  in  Siberia  or 
somewhere  else  before  this  war  is  over. 
We  had  better  begin  conserving  and  con¬ 
centrating  where  our  power  is  most 
needed.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  accept 
this  amendment  and  will  let  us  make 


this  very  small  cut  in  this  program 
abroad. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has 
expired. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike 
to  disagree  with  the  able  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  for  whose  judgment  I  have 
great  regard  and  with  whom  I  am  often 
in  accord.  But  I  feel  impelled  to  rise 
and  oppose  this  amendment.  I  feel  that 
the  distinction  which  he  seeks  to  draw 
between  the  people  “over  there”  and  the 
people  “over  here”  is  a  false  distinction. 
In  my  judgment,  everything  that  We 
spend  for  ECA  we  spend  for  our  own 
good,  and,  since  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
in  Korea,  we  spend  it  for  our  own  se¬ 
curity.  The  utterly  necessary  founda¬ 
tion  for  any  kind  of  military  effort  is  a 
sound  political  structure  and  a  sound 
economic  structure,  and  the  maintenance 
of  ECA  is  absolutely  basic  toward  the 
building  of  an  armed  force  in  Europe 
that  will  have  real  defensive  value. 

As  I  understand,  the  amount  for  ECA 
has  already  been  reduced  from  a  budget 
estimate  of  $3,100,000,000  to  a  figure  of 
$2,450,000,000,  which  is  a  total  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $650,000,000.  I  feel  it  would 
have  a  bad  moral  effect  abroad  if  we 
were  further  to  reduce  this  amount.  I 
feel  it  would  weaken  and  slow  up  the 
attempt  to  build  a  strong  armed  force 
over  there,  and  if  there  is  one  thing 
that  is  utterly  pressing  and  that  deserves 
the  highest  priority  and  the  greatest 
amount  of  speed  we  can  give  to  it,  it  is 
the  building  of  forces  in  Europe  which 
are  capable  of  resisting  aggression.  Such 
forces,  as  a  practical  matter,  do  not  exist 
today.  Therefore,  I  hope  very  much  that 
this  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  associate  myself  with  the  general 
thoughts  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts.  It  may  not  appear  to  be 
so,  but  this  appropriation  is  a  military 
appropriation.  It  is  the  equivalent  of 
offering  money  to  the  participating 
countries  to  help  increase  their  arma¬ 
ment,  and  in  so  doing,  to  help  increase 
the  total  resistance  to  Russian  aggres¬ 
sion,  if,  as,  and  when  it  comes. 

No  military  machine  is  any  stronger 
than  the  economic  machine  which  sup¬ 
ports  it.  If  this  country  does  not  have 
a  dynamic  economy  it  cannot  possibly 
evolve  the  taxes  with  which  to  pay  for 
the  huge  military  establishment  which 
many  of  us  at  this  critical  hour  in  world 
affairs  think  is  essential.  To  take  away 
the  productivity  of  America,  to  take 
away  her  ability  to  create  wealth,  to  take 
away  her  great  industrial  turn-over,  is  to 
take  away  revenues  from  the  Treasury; 
and  when  the  revenues  are  taken  away 
from  the  Treasury,  it  is  necessary  then 
to  cut  down  each  military  appropria¬ 
tion. 

The  situation  in  Europe  is  this:  Most 
of  the  countries  of  western  Europe  were 
occupied  for  4%  years  by  a  foreign  foe. 
Their  bridges  were  destroyed,  their  fac¬ 
tories  were  ruined,  the  machinery  in 
their  plants  was  taken  away,  their  har- 
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bors  were  full  of  sunken  ships,  their  rail¬ 
roads  were  torn  up  by  mines,  their 
freight  cars  and  passenger  cars  were 
destroyed,  and  so  forth.  Obviously, 
until  they  can  be  rehabilitated  and  a 
vital  economy  restored,  these  countries 
cannot  produce  the  tax  revenues  to  sup¬ 
port  military  establishment.  If  we  cut 
down  this  appropriation  I  predict  that 
we  shall  have  to  replace  it  with  more 
arms  to  Europe  and  meet  ourselves  com¬ 
ing  back. 

I  commend  the  able  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  for  his  fine  effort  in  trying  to 
reduce  nonessential  expenditures  of  our 
own  Government  at  this  time,  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  in  this  particular  case  it  is  not 
sound  economy. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  2  min¬ 
utes  remaining. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  1  minute. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Furthermore,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  reemphasize  the  face  that,  in  my 
judgment,  the  countries  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope,  because  of  the  impact  of  the  re¬ 
cent  war  upon  them,  cannot  perform 
the  military  role  which  we  are  assum¬ 
ing  they  are  going  to  perform.  They 
are  yet  too  weak  to  do  it.  That  is  the 
reason  we  are  helping  them.  If  they 
are  not  quickly  in  a  position  to  do  it, 
and  to  do  it  with  expedition  and  thor¬ 
oughness,  we  must  spend  more  for  the 
protection  of  ourselves. 

I  am  supporting  the  appropriation 
through  self-interest,  for  the  defense  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  defense  of 
the  great  reservoir  of  liberty  and  indus¬ 
trial  might  without  which  we  shall  stand 
all  alone,  surrounded,  in  a  Communist- 
dominated  world. 

I  hope  the  amendment  to  cut  the  ap¬ 
propriation  5  percent  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  want  to  lend  what  lit¬ 
tle  aid  I  can  in  the  form  of  votes  and 
otherwise  to  the  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  who  offered  this  amendment. 

The  amendment  cuts  only  5  percent. 
We  have  already  cut  the  home  folks  10 
percent.  We  say  to  the  people  of  Eu¬ 
rope,  “We  shall  not  cut  you  10  percent, 
but  only  5  percent,  although  we  are 
cutting  the  people  of  America  10  per¬ 
cent.” 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  want  the 
people  of  the  world  to  know  that  I  do 
not  believe  we  can  buy  their  friendship 
with  money.  We  shall  find  that  out  in 
a  very  few  short  years.  For  that  rea¬ 
son,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
pouring  money  over  there  and  running 
a  deficit  in  America.  I  think  the  sooner 
we  tell  them  that,  the  better  it  will  be 
for  us  in  the  long  run. 

That  is  my  position,  Mr.  President, 
and  I  have  taken  that  position  all  along 
with  regard  to  ECA.  If  we  had  the 
money  without  running  a  further  defi¬ 
cit,  I  would  not  mind  sending  it  over 
there,  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
shall  continue  to  vote  to  cut  ECA  ap¬ 
propriations  until  the  budget  is  balanced. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
would  yield  to  me,  because  I  am  overdue 
at  a  committee  meeting.  I  ask  unani¬ 


mous  consent  that  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  may  yield  to  me  without  losing  his 
right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  express,  in  2  minutes,  my  reasons 
for  voting  against  the  amendment.  We 
are  spending  billions  of  dollars  and  add¬ 
ing  new  billions  to  our  expenditures  for 
containing  militarily  or  restraining  com¬ 
munism.  Our  most  successful  operation 
up  to  this  time  has  been  the  ECA.  It 
has  saved  France,  it  has  saved  Italy,  and 
I  am  for  continuing  the  most  successful 
operation,  we  have  inaugurated  in  this 
particular  undertaking.  It  would  be  the 
part  of  folly  to  cut  down  on  its  success¬ 
ful  operation  while  we  spend  money  on 
operations  which  have  not  yet  proved 
their  worth. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  frequently  said,  and  I  now  repeat, 
that  unless  the  ECA  program  contributes 
to  our  security  through  the  development 
In  western  Europe  of  allies  ready,  able, 
and  willing  to  stand  with  us  against  Com¬ 
munist  aggression,  it  has  no  validity,  and 
the  whole  program  should  be  ended.  It 
should  not  be  cut  5  percent  or  10  percent, 
but  should  be  wiped  out.  We  have  not 
cut  the  security  of  our  own  people  10  per¬ 
cent.  On  the  contrary,  we  are  propos¬ 
ing  to  add  ten  and  one-half  billion  dol¬ 
lars  to  our  domestic  budget,  to  increase 
our  defense  equipment,  and  to  protect 
our  people. 

As  the  Senator  from  Maryland  sug¬ 
gested,  the  British  leaders  on  yesterday 
advocated  asking  Parliament  to  increase 
their  defense  spending  over  a  period  of 
3  years  by  the  sum  of  $10,000,000,000. 
That  is  a  large  amount  for  a  small  coun¬ 
try  which  has  not  yet  recovered  from  a 
terrific  war  effort. 

Mr.  President,  in  this  appropriation 
there  are  no  programs  to  build  pig  trails. 
Paul  Hoffman  is  an  able  and  successful 
businessman.  I  think  he  has  been  the 
best  Administrator  of  a  large  and  diffi¬ 
cult  program  I  have  known  in  the  18 
years  in  which  I  have  been  in  the  Con¬ 
gress.  He  believes  as  much  as  I  do  in 
economy,  and  I  believe  in  economy  as 
much  as  does  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas.  I  think  I  have  demon¬ 
strated  that  fact  in  connection  with  this 
bill  in  the  committee.  I  voted  for  more 
cuts  in  the  committee  than  were  adopted 
by  the  committee.  I  have  voted  for  only 
one  addition  to  the  bill  since  it  has  been 
before  the  Senate,  and  that  was  for  ECA, 
to  bring  the  appropriation  back  to  the 
figure  to  which  13  out  of  17  members  had 
agreed. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  had  enough  men, 
enough  arms,  and  everything  else  to 
stand  alone  in  this  world  where  commu¬ 
nism  now  controls  the  lives  and  the 
destinies  of  more  than  a  billion  persons, 
we  could  forget  about  western  Europe; 
we  could  forget  about  many  things  we 
are  now  doing  abroad.  But  we  do  not 
have  those  things,  and  we  need  allies. 
Norway,  Denmark,  and  Sweden  love  their 
liberty,  and  they  will  stand  with  us.  The 
people  of  Great  Britain  love  their 
liberty,  and  they  will  stand  with  us.  I 
hope  that  all  nations  under  the  program 


will  stand  with  us.  As  has  been  pointed 
out,  but  for  ECA  we  would  have  already 
lost  both  Italy  and  France. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  very  much 
that  this  essential  defense  program  will 
not  be  cut  in  a  way  that  will  cripple  its 
usefulness. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  much  as  I 
should  like  to  join  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas,  who  is  sincere  in 
his  desires  to  economize,  and  much  as 
I  should  like  to  join  him  in  the  proposed 
5  percent  reduction  in  ECA  appropria¬ 
tions,  I  cannot  do  so.  We  have  cut  the 
home  folks,  quoting  almost  verbatim  the 
words  of  the  able  Senator  from  Arkansas, 
on  some  recommendations  for  domestic 
appropriations,  but  so  far  as  the  military 
is  concerned,  we  are  now  considering  in¬ 
creasing  the  appropriation  by  $14,000,- 
000,000.  That  is  only  the  beginning,  in 
order  to  meet  the  crisis  in  Korea.  In 
western  Europe  we  want  to  avoid  a  crisis 
comparable  to  that  in  Korea.  If  one 
should  develop,  we  might  have  to  appro¬ 
priate  several  times  $14,000,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  privileged  for  a 
matter  of  a  few  days  to  look  at  the  situa¬ 
tions  of  some  of  the  economies  in  western 
Europe.  I  was  greatly  impressed  with 
what  was  being  achieved  through  ECA 
funds  in  increasing  the  morale  of  the 
people  and  putting  them  in  a  state  of 
mind  to  determine  to  fight  communism 
in  government,  and  to  rebuild  their 
economies.  When  we  were  in  Norway, 
even  though  that  country  was  compelled 
to  ration  food  and  even  children’s  hose — 
they  were  under  rigid  rationing — yet 
they  almost  prayed  in  thankfulness  to 
the  Americans  because,  through  the  ECA, 
they  were  able  to  rebuild  their  fishing 
fleet.  It  was  ECA  which  was  bringing 
the  economy  of  Norway  back.  I  could 
speak  about  the  agricultural  economy  of 
France  and  Italy.  I  wish  I  could  paint 
a  word  picture  showing  the  groups  of 
farmers  improving  their  agricultural 
operations  through  the  assistance  of 
agriculturalists  in  the  ECA.  I  could 
give  the  Senate  a  very  beautiful  picture 
if  I  had  the  time. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  is 
it  not  true  that  the  Scandinavian  coun¬ 
tries  are  now  measurably - 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  yield  to 
my  good  friend  from  Virginia,  but  I  am 
speaking  under  a  5-minute  limitation, 
and  therefore  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  President,  those  of  us  who  sat 
with  the  ECA  officials  in  Italy  were  given 
an  explanation  of  what  they  were  doing 
in  reclamation.  Here  was  a  country 
that  was  unable  to  feed  its  many  people. 
They  showed  us  what  they  were  doing 
with  the  reclamation  projects  which  they 
had  under  way  at  that  time.  We  came 
away  feeling  that  We  could  probably 
bring  back  to  the  economy  of  Italy  order 
and  a  satisfied  people  instead  of  confu¬ 
sion  and  the  inroads  that  communism 
had  made  on  the  very  Government  of 
Italy.  I  realize  that  I  cannot  take  any 
more  time  to  speak  on  this  subject  of 
what  has  been  achieved  through  ECA. 
However,  if  we  are  to  appropriate  many 
billions  of  dollars  to  meet  communism, 
as  we  are  doing  in  the  Pacific  and  were 
we  compelled  to  do  in  western  Europe, 
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what  we  are  doing  in  the  South  Pacific, 
we  would  have  to  appropriate  much 
more  than  we  are  appropriating  for 
ECA 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

CUT  THE  ECA  BUDGET  AND  ADD  IT  TO  THE 
WAR  CHEST 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  join 
the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  in  his 
amendment.  It  is  a  well-known  fact 
that  the  16  Marshall-plan  countries  are 
on  an  average  of  120  percent  recovered 
over  the  1937-38  index,  and  that  they 
have  not  recovered  at  a  greater  rate 
from  1948  to  1950  than  they  did  from 
1946  to  1948  when  no  Marshall  plan  or 
ECA  was  in  existence. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  the  16 
Mashall-plan  countries  have  at  least  96 
trade  treaties  with  Russia  and  iron-cur¬ 
tain  countries,  under  which  they  ship 
everything  that  Russia  needs  to  consoli¬ 
date  its  gains  in  eastern  Europe  and 
China  and  to  fight  world  war  III  with  us. 
They  are  still  doing  it.  They  have  never 
stopped.  This  money  would  go  the  same 
route. 

It  is  also  well  known  that  England  and 
France  each  have  nonaggression  pacts 
with  Russia  that  startingly  resemble  the 
Atlantic  Pact.  Under  the  treaties  both 
England  and  France  are  bound  to  help 
Russia  and  Russia  is  bound  to  help  them. 
They  agree  not  to  join  any  pact  that 
would  interfere  with  such  help.  Mr. 
President,  they  cannot  be  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  impossible  to  build 
a  peacetime  industry  and  wartime  in¬ 
dustry  at  the  same  time.  What  are  we 
doing?  Next  week  we  shall  take  up  con¬ 
sideration  of  laws  to  put  rationing  and 
price  controls  into  effect  and  stop  all 
building  for  peacetime  projects,  and 
start  on  a  wartime  basis.  What  are  we 
talking  about,  Mr.  President?  It  is  well 
known  that  reclamation  -and  other 
peacetime  projects  are  being  constructed 
in  the  European  area  under  the  ECA 
while  we  are  stopping  many  of  our  own. 
Are  we  to  build  up  Europe  for  peacetime? 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  like  to  finish 
the  sentence  first,  and  then  I  shall  be 
happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas.  News  dispatches  today  carried 
England’s  challenge  that  if  the  United 
States  would  furnish  England  with  $10,- 
000,000,000  they  would  be  happy  to  fur¬ 
nish  the  countries  of  Europe  with  all  the 
arms  they  needed.  All  they  wanted 
was  full  financing  with  a  profit. 

I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  did 
the  Senator  read  in  yesterday’s  Wash¬ 
ington  Star  an  editorial  on  what  France 
has  furnished  to  help  us  in  the  Korean 
war? 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  have  furnished 
us  a  resolution. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  They  have  fur¬ 
nished  in  this  war  effort  one  sloop.  That 
is  how  much  help  we  are  getting  from 
France.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  treaty  which  France  has 
with  Russia  may  have  something  to  do 


with  their  not  being  more  enthusiastic 
about  giving  us  help  in  this  crisis. 

Mr.  MALONE.  They  have  a  separata 
formal  nonaggression  pact  with  this  na¬ 
tion  and  with  Russia.  I  do  not  believe 
it  builds  up  any  enthusiasm  to  help  us — 
they  can  remain  neutral  or  go  with  either 
the  United  States  or  Russia  when  the 
showdown  comes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALONE.  If  I  have  time  at  the 
end  of  my  remarks  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
Mr.  President,  if  we  could  have  the  en¬ 
tire  ECA  budget,  as  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  suggested  in  debate  a  num¬ 
ber  of  times,  added  to  the  war  budget, 
we  could  really  accomplish  something. 
Mr.  President,  if  we  could  do  that,  we 
could  really  arm  ourselves.  We  are  not 
armed.  We  should  be  able  to  take  500 
tanks  in  airplanes  and  set  them  down  in 
Korea  in  48  hours.  If  we  had  the  air¬ 
planes  and  tanks  we  had  in  World  War 
II  we  could  do  it. 

We  are  not  ready.  In  other  words, 
when  the  President’s  Committee  on  Air 
Affairs  and  the  Congressional  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Air  Affairs  reported  late  in  1947 
that  it  would  take  $17,000,000,000  over  a 
5-year  period  to  manufacture  for  this 
country  a  35,000-plane  striking  force, 
and  that  was  sufficient  to  stop  an  aggres¬ 
sor,  what  happened  to  the  report?  Mr. 
President,  it  is  still  buried. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada,  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  at  that  time, 
asked  that  the  ECA  money  be  devoted 
to  this  building  program  if  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  upon  investigation 
found  it  to  be  feasible.  What  would 
have  happened  if  we  had  had  a  35,000- 
plane  striking  force  at  this  moment,  or 
even  half  of  it?  Mr.  President,  the  war 
in  Korea  would  have  been  won  before  it 
was  started.  Russia  would  not  have 
urged  the  North  Koreans  to  move. 

In  addition  and  in  closing  I  simply 
want  to  call  attention  again,  as  I  have 
on  many  occasions,  that  all  real  authori¬ 
ties  in  military  affairs  agree  that  it  is  not 
possible  to  arm  Europe  so  it  can  defend 
itself  or  so  we  can  defend  Europe  against 
Russia  in  an  all-out  war  under  a  cost  of 
between  fifty  and  one  hundred  billion 
dollars. 

Mr.  President,  anything  less  will 
simply  fall  into  the  hands  of  the. Rus¬ 
sians  when  they  start  to  move. 

Mr.  President,  that  has  happened  in 
Korea — it  happened  in  China — and  it  is 
about  time  we  determined  where  we  are 
'going. 

So  we  are  planting  these  supplies  to  be 
taken  over  when  the  Russians  start  to 
move.  It  does  not  make  sense  for  us  to 
continue  to  build  industrial  plants  in  na¬ 
tions  that  never  have  been  on  either  side 
in  wartime.  The  Low  Countries  of 
Sweden  and  Norway  never  have  been, 
and  there  is  no  evidence  that  they  ever 
will  be.  The  controlling  parties,  the  la¬ 
bor  parties,  in  France  and  England  have 
said  time  and  time  again  that  in  case  of 
trouble  between  the  United  States  and 
Russia  they  would  not  take  sides  and 
they  would  not  fight  for  us. 
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Mr.  President,  Bevin  and  Wilson  early 
In  1948  said,  “We  want  to  be  neutral.  We 
want  to  be  the  bridgehead  between  So¬ 
viet  Russia  and  capitalistic  America. 
We  want  to  trade  with  Russia.”  The 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  put  a  trade 
treaty  into  the  Record  at  that  time- 
on  March  4,  1948.  The  first  item  in  it 
was  1,100  locomotives,  and  it  went  on 
from  there  to  include  the  products  neces¬ 
sary  to  consolidate  their  gains  in  eastern 
Europe  and  China  and  to  fight  world 
war  III  with  us. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
that  his  time  has  expired. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Taft  was  excused  from  at¬ 
tendance  on  the  session  of  the  Senate 
for  the  remainder  of  today. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan]  . 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
spoke  a  few  days  ago  on  the  proposed 
10-percent  cut  in  appropriations  and  I 
urged  the  inclusion  of  ECA  funds  in  that 
cut.  I  want  to  speak  today  in  behalf  of 
a  5-percent  cut  in  ECA  appropriations, 
since  the  Senate  has  voted  not  to  apply 
the  10-percent  cut. 

In  doing  so  I  wish  to  bring  certain  fig¬ 
ures  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  which 
are  important  as  revealing  the  history 
of  this  appropriation.  I  hope  they  will 
clarify  the  record  on  the  questions  of 
whether  this  item  can  be  cut  without 
serious  damage,  and  whether  it  has  al¬ 
ready  been  subjected  to  a  percentage 
cut. 

In  his  budget  message  the  President 
requested  $3,100,000,000  for  ECA,  which 
included  $2,950,000,000  in  new  money 
and  an  estimated  carryover  of  $150,- 
000,000.  The  Congress  authorized 
$2,700,000,000  in  new  money  and  that 
authorization  was  again  premised  on  an 
expected  carryover  of  $150,000,000,  so 
what  Congress  apparently  expected 
could  be  spent  as  a  maximum  was  a  sum 
of  $2,850,000,000.  Subsequently,  it  de¬ 
veloped  that  the  carryover  was  in  fact 
$277,000,000  rather  than  $150,000,000. 

On  the  basis  of  the  authorization  a  re¬ 
vised  budget  estimate  was  submitted,  for 
$2,657,00,000,  or  just  under  the  author¬ 
ized  total.  It  was  on  this  figure  that  the 
Senate  committee  acted.  Combined 
with  the  actual  carryover  of  $277,000,000 
it  totaled  $2,934,000,000  or  almost  $100,- 
000,000  more  than  Congress  must  have 
had  in  mind  for  1951  expenditures  when 
it  placed  the  authorization  for  new 
money  at  $2,700,000,000. 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
voted  to  reduce  the  request  for  new 
money  from  $2,657,000,000  to  $2,450,- 
000,000,  and  then  by  a  vote  of  11  to  10 
applied  a  10-percent  reduction  to  the 
budget  estimate,  which  resulted  in  a 
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figure  of  $2,392,000,000  that  was  initially 
reported  to  the  Senate.  Immediately 
thereafter,  upon  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  the 
budget  figure  less  10  percent  as  reported^ 
from  the  committee  was  increased  on 
the  floor  by  $58,000,000.  That  restora¬ 
tion  took  the  total  back  to  $2,450,000,000, 
which  had  been  the  last  action  of  the 
committee  prior  to  its  voting  a  10-percent 
cut. 

So  much  for  the  history  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  item.  Mr.  President,  it  is  now 
our  foremost  responsibility  to  consider 
the  welfare  of  this  Nation’s  economy.  I 
submit  that  the  added  pressure  upon  our 
price  structure  being  generated  by  $16,- 
640,000,000  in  emergency  spending  re¬ 
quests — $10,500,000,000  for  domestic  re¬ 
armament,  plus  an  additional  $4,000,- 
000,000  for  foreign  arms  aid,  plus  some 
other  increases^-is  most  definitely  and 
most  terrifyingly  threatening  to  cause 
America  to  abandon  her  republican  prin¬ 
ciple  of  operating  in  a  free  economy. 

Let  us  call  this  an  expenditure  for  war 
for  the  moment,  though  it  is  also  a 
domestic  expenditure.  By  the  pressure 
of  expenditures  such  as  this  we  are  being 
compelled  to  adopt  the  very  principles  of 
economic  regimentation  which  Russia 
has  had  to  adopt  and  which  characterize 
her  system. 

Think  of  that,  Mr.  President.  Poland 
will  be  told,  and  Czechoslovakia  will  be 
told,  that  America  can  function  only  by 
adopting  controls  very  similar  to  those 
which  must  be  adopted  under  the 
Russian  system  of  government.  Why  is 
that?  It  is  because  our  free  economic 
system  is  threatening  to  expire  under 
pressure  from  expenditures  such  as  that 
under  consideration. 

We  talk  about  selling  democracy 
abroad.  Are  we  selling  our  free  institu¬ 
tions  abroad  when  we  subject  them  to 
such  pressures  that  they  must  be  con¬ 
verted  to  the  very  system  we  hope  our 
friends  abroad  will  oppose? 

As  I  said  the  other  day,  and  I  repeat,  I 
know  the  people  of  Europe  will  under¬ 
stand  that  America  must  be  sound  in 
her  economy,  as  well  as  that  Europe 
must  be  sound  in  her  economy,  if  we  all 
together  are  going  to  prepare  for  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  letter  written  by  Mr, 
Poster,  the  Acting  Administrator  for 
ECA,  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Smith],  in  which  it  is  said  that  he 
recognizes  much  of  the  expenditure  un¬ 
der  this  appropriation  is  based  on  purely 
peacetime  considerations,  and  that 
therefore  the  ECA  is  going  to  review 
them.  I  ask  the  Senate  whether  in  that 
kind  of  review,  if  it  is  a  real  review,  they 
cannot  accept  a  reduction  of  only  5 
percent  as  is  proposed  here  at  this  time. 

The  Senate  went  on  record  yesterday, 
by  a  vote  of  55  to  31,  in  favor  of  reducing 
certain  nondefense  domestic  expendi¬ 
tures  by  10  percent.  In  view  of  that 
determination  regarding  domestic  ex¬ 
penditures,  why  cannot  the  expenditures 
for  this  particular  appropriation  be  cut 
at  least  5  percent?  That  is  the  question 
facing  the  Senate  today. 

Mr.  President,  we  simply  must  consider 
the  economic  condition  of  America.  The 
foreign  nations  must  consider  theirs,  and 


we  must  work  as  a  team  to  defeat  com¬ 
munism. 

The  reduction  in  expenditures  we  are 
in  a  position  to  make  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  has  far-reaching  importance,  not 
only  in  principle  but  in  substance.  I 
therefore  shall  vote  for  the  5-percent 
reduction  in  these  funds,  as  proposed. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

It  is  not  at  all  difficult  to  make  wild 
statements.  Unless  one  is  compelled  to 
document  what  he  says,  he  may  let  his 
fancy  roam  where  it  will.  It  is  very  easy 
to  substitute  emotion  for  judgment. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  with  fact  to  ap¬ 
peal  to  reason,  to  justice,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  temper  justice  with  mercy,  in 
considering  the  ECA  cut.  I  have  no 
quarrel  with  the  principles  of  ECA,  but 
this  country  faces  a  continuing  mount¬ 
ing  deficit.  This  country  does  not  have 
the  money  with  which  to  pay  its  current 
bills.  It  cannot  get  the  money  with 
which  to  pay  its  current  bills. 

Mr.  President,  this  country  has  been 
going  into  debt  year  by  year,  to  furnish 
the  money  with  which  to  retire  the  debts 
of  some  of  the  ECA  countries.  Let  us 
get  at  the  facts  for  the  moment.  The 
total  of  funds  up  to  now  furnished  ECA 
countries  is,  roughly,  $10,000,006,000. 
Of  that  amount,  $6,600,000,000  went  to 
the  countries  with  which  to  purchase 
certain  goods,  materials,  and  supplies, 
not  for  the  nation’s  use  but  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  resale  to  their  own  citizens.  And 
I  do  not  mean  gifts;  I  mean  resales. 
When  they  resold  to  their  citizens,  they 
received  their  own  currency  to  the  full 
value,  including  ocean  freight — much  of 
which,  incidentally,  they  paid  to  their 
own  shipowners. 

Mr.  President,  that  means  that  two- 
thirds  of  all  of  the  so-called  relief  with 
ECA  money  has  gone  to  purchase  goods 
in  this  country  for  private  citizens  in 
the  ECA  countries.  That  has-been  a 
good  thing,  but  the  point  is  that  that 
two-thirds  has  been  resold  by  those  na¬ 
tions  to  their  own  citizens  for  those  citi¬ 
zens’  own  efforts  in  private  industry. 

What  has  happened  with  the  $3,600,- 
000,000  which  the  countries  have  re¬ 
ceived  from  their  own  citizens  in  their 
own  currencies,  the  so-called  counter¬ 
part  funds?  Let  us  take  a  look  at  it. 
Senators  will  hear  some  familiar  de¬ 
scriptive  words  as  I  go  down  the  list. 

First,  the  United  States  has  said  to 
the  particular  country,  “You  may  spend 
so  much  of  the  counterpart  fund.’’  Then 
of  the  $6,600,000,000  there  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  for  withdrawal  $4,155,000,000,  in 
their  currencies,  of  course.  Now,  get 
this.  Of  that  amount,  $1,114,000,000 
has  been  used  by  those  countries  for  the 
retirement  of  their  national  debts.  The 
national  debts  of  the  whole  of  them  is 
but  a  fraction  of  the  national  debt  of 
the  United  States.  While  we  were  fur¬ 
nishing  the  money  to  retire  their  debts, 
we  were  adding  that  amount  to  our  own 
debt.  We  have  not  been  too  niggardly. 

What  has  happened  to  the  balance? 
Follow  me.  The  nations  are  spending 
this  money — and  this  money  they  got 
from  their  own  people,  understand 
that — for  agriculture,  $319,000,000,  for 


the  promotion  of  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  that  his  time 
has  expired. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  join  the  very  able  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  in  the  amendment  he  has  offered, 
which  should  be  adopted  unanimously 
by  the  Senate.  I  have  always  supported 
the  ECA  since  its  inception.  I  recognize 
the  good  it  has  accomplished  through¬ 
out  the  various  countries  affected.  I 
realize  that  the  Marshall  plan  was  un¬ 
dertaken  largely,  if  not  primarily,  in  our 
own  self-interest.  But  yesterday  the 
Senate  voted  to  cut  .10  percent  off  all 
the  other  appropriations  in  the  bill,  and 
we  exempted  the  ECA  fund. 

We  hear  much  about  people  and  na¬ 
tions  trying  to  save  face  throughout  the. 
world.  The  ECA  fund  should  be  cut 
this  afternoon  5  percent  in  order  that 
the  Senate  may  save  its  face.  We  have 
cut  all  the  appropriations  pertaining  to 
our  domestic  projects  and  the  depart¬ 
ments  of  Government  in  our  own  coun¬ 
try.  Thousands  of  people  will  be  thrown 
out  of  jobs.  I  have  already  received 
letters  and  telegrams  which  say,  “You 
are  willing  to  cut  out  a  lot. of  things  in 
this  country,  but  you  won’t  cut  out  any¬ 
thing  that  goes  to  the  rest  of  the  world.” 

I  think  it  is  imperative  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas.  After  all  we  are  appropriating  the 
people’s  money.  It  is  not  our  money. 
We  are  the  trustees  for  the  people.  In 
fact,  the  people  do  not  have  any  money 
in  the  Federal  Treasury  for  us  to  appro¬ 
priate.  All  we  can  do  is  to  mortgage 
their  future  and  place  an  indebtedness 
upon  their  children  and  their  grand¬ 
children.  I  think  it  behooves  all  of  us 
to  recognize  that  fact  and  to  realize  the 
tremendous  indebtedness  which  is  hang¬ 
ing  over  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
believe  the  ECA  program  would  be  ma¬ 
terially  curtailed  by  adoption  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  voted  to  cut 
the  ECA  program  10  percent  so  as  to 
treat  all  the  various  appropriations  the 
same.  I  think  the  American  people  ex¬ 
pect  us  to  be  just  as  good  to  them  here 
at  home  as  we  are  to  the  people  through¬ 
out  the  rest  of  the  world.  I  expect  to 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  may  have 
5  minutes  more  to  address  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  asked  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  be  permitted  to  speak  for  5  minutes 
more. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  may  add  that  I 
make  the  request  so  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  may  complete  the  figures  he  was 
presenting  when  his  time  expired,  so  the 
Record  may  be  complete. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  wish  to  say  that  if  we  begin 
the  practice  of  extending  time  for  5  min- 
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utes  here  and  5  minutes  there,  I  do  not 
know  where  we  will  land.  Yesterday  I 
tried  to  secure  10  minutes  to  place  im¬ 
portant  matter  in  the  Record,  and  my 
request  was  objected  to.  I  am  not  going 
to  object  at  this  time,  but  I  advise  the 
Senate  that  if  any  other  Senator, 
whether  he  be  Democrat  or  Republican, 
makes  a  similar  request,  I  shall  object. 
We  are  trying  to  complete  action  on  the 
bill  today.  I  certainly  hope  we  can  do  so. 

I  am  now  sorry  we  did  not  continue  in 
session  last  night. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
withdraw  my  request.  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry] 
will  put  the  matter  I  referred  to  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  withdraws  his 
unanimous -consent  request. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  was 
placing  certain  figures  in  the  Record 
when  his  time  expired.  He  was  speak¬ 
ing  of  EGA  approvals  for  withdrawal  of 
European  counterpart  funds  and  actual 
withdrawals,  cumulative,  through  May 
31,  1950.  The  distiguished  Senator 
from  Oregon,  when  referring  to  promo¬ 
tion  of  reduction,  gave  the  figure  for 
agriculture  of  $319,800,000;  land  recla¬ 
mation,  $94,300,000;  forestry,  $3,000,000. 
Other  agricultural  programs,  $222,500,- 
000. 

Then  he  gave  a  total  figure  of  $365,- 
800,000  for  extractive  industries,  $361,- 
600,000  being  for  coal  mining,  and 
$4,200,000  being  for  metal  mining. 

The  total  figure  for  manufacturing  is 
$227,600,000.  Included  are  the  follow¬ 
ing  subjects:  Primary  metals;  machin¬ 
ery;  petroleum  and  coal  products;  basic 
textiles;  chemicals,  except  fertilizer; 
food  products,  manufacturing;  ferti¬ 
lizer;  pulp,  paper,  and  paper  products; 
stone,  clay,  and  glass  products;  rubber 
and  rubber  products;  lumber  and  saw¬ 
mill  products;  miscellaneous  manufac¬ 
tures.  The  total  being  $227,600,000. 

Then  follow  transportation,  commu¬ 
nication,  and  utilities,  including  elec¬ 
tric,  gas,  and  power  facilities;  railroad; 
merchant  and  fishing  fleet;  waterways 
and  harbors;  roads;  communication  fa¬ 
cilities;  water  systems;  a  total  of 
$1,336,600,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  table, 
giving  the  purposes  which  have  been 
approved  for  withdrawal,  and  the  sums 
approved  for  withdrawal,  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks.  The  purpose,  as  I  stated,  is  to 
complete  the  remarks  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Oregon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

ECA  approvals  for  withdrawal  of  European 

counterpart  funds  and  actual  withdrawals, 


cumulative  through  May  31, 1950 
[In  millions  of  dollars] 

Total _  4, 165.  9 


Monetary  and  financial  stabiliza¬ 
tion _  1.  H4.  0 

Debt  retirement _  1. 114.-0 


Promotion  of  production _  2, 407. 8 


Agriculture _  319.  8 

Land  reclamation _  94.  3 

Forestry  _ -  3.  0 

Other  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams  _ 222.  5 

Extractive  industries _  365.  8 

Coalmining _  361.6 

Metal  mining _  4.  2 

Manufacturing  _  227.  6 

Primary  metals _  93.9 

Machinery  _  35.  7 

Petroleum  and  coal  prod- 

ducts  _ 16.  7 

Basic  textiles _  14.  0 

Chemicals,  except  ferti¬ 
lizers  _  12. 7 

-  Food  products _  10. 8 

Fertilizer _  9.  3 

Pulp,  ,  paper,  and  paper 

products _  9.6 

Stone,  clay,  and  glass 

products _  6.  3 

Rubber  and  rubber  prod¬ 
ucts  _ -  8.  0 

Lumber  and  sawmill  prod¬ 
ucts  _  1. 5 

Miscellaneous  manufac¬ 
tures  _  13. 8 

Transportation,  communica¬ 
tion,  utilities _  1,  336.  6 

Electric,  gas,  and  power 

facilities _  733. 1 

Railroads  _ _  405.  4 

Merchant  and  fishing 

fleet  _  108.  6 

Waterways  and  harbors _  32.9 

Roads _  32.  5 

Communication  facilities.  14.  7 

Water  systems _ 9.  4 

Deficiency  materials _  38.  1 

Loans  to  commerce  and  in¬ 
dustry  (not  elsewhere  clas¬ 
sified)  _  7. 5 

Technical  assistance _  6.  9 

Undistributed  _  105.  5 


Other  purposes _  634. 1 


Construction  of  public  build¬ 
ings  and  housing  facil¬ 
ities  _  233. 8 

Housing  _ _  219.  2 

Public  buildings _  14.  6 

Special  relief  projects _  130.  9 

Care  of  refugees  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  social  serv¬ 
ices  _ _  110. 0 

Health  and  sanitation _  12.  2 

Transportation  of  relief 

packages _  8.  7 

Payments  to  German  export¬ 
ers  _  150. 0 

Tourism _  8.  9 

Undistributed _  110.5 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  intend  to  speak  on  the  proposed 
5 -percent  cut.  I  am  quite  satisfied  the 
Senate  knows  how  I  feel  about  cutting 
the  appropriations,  not  only  for  purposes 
at  home,  but  for  purposes  abroad.  I  said 
yesterday  and  I  say  today,  I  cannot  see 
how  in  the  world  any  Member  of  the 
Senate  can  refuse  to  cut  appropriations 
for  projects  abroad  when  he  is  willing 
to  cut  appropriations  for  identical  proj¬ 
ects  at  home.  I  do  not  think  any  con¬ 
trary  position  is  tenable. 

The  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  made  a  state¬ 
ment  a  moment  ago  to  the'  effect  that  the 
appropriations  for  foreign  projects  can 
be  justified  on  a  military  basis.  It  seems 
every  time  we  turn  around  we  find  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  appropriation  of  money  which 
is  justified  on  a  military  basis. 


Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  stated  that 
the  total  appropriations  contained  in  the 
bill  before  us,  plus  the  $10,500,000,000 
since  asked  for,  and  the  $4,000,000,000  we 
are  about  to  appropriate,  not  considering 
the  supplemental  appropriations  or  the 
deficiency  appropriations,  will  reach  a 
grand  total  of  $51,000,000,000.  When  we 
try  to  cut  appropriations  for  projects  in 
foreign  countries  we  are  told  “Oh,  you 
cannot  touch  them.’’  Finally,  by  cutting 
projects  here  at  home,  mostly  in  con¬ 
nection  with  civil  functions  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  we  arrived  at  a 
total  cut  of  $552,000,000,  that  sum  to  be 
taken  from  an  appropriation  of  $51,000,- 
000,000.  That  is  the  best  we  could  do. 

Now  we  are  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  to  adopt  his  amendment — and 
I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  his  very 
able  remarks — which  represents  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  cut  5  percent  in  the  total  ECA 
appropriations  carried  in  the  bill.  The 
total  appropriations  for  ECA  are  $2,450,- 
000,000.  The  5-percent  cut  would  mean 
$122,500,000. 

Mr.  President,  in  answer  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  that 
these  are  military  appropriations,  I  sub¬ 
mit  the  figures  and  the  facts  which  were 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

I  want  to  present  only  one  more  fact, 
because  my  time  is  drawing  short.  I 
read  from  a  Department  of  State  release 
dated  July  21,  1950,  weeks  after  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war  began: 

A  “more  concentrated  drive”  for  the  eco¬ 
nomic  development  of  dependent  overseas 
territories  of  western  European  countries  is 
advocated  by  John  E.  Orchard,  retiring  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  adviser  on  territorial  development. 
***** 

During  the  past  year,  he  said,  France  has 
received  $3,106,000  for  road  development  in 
the  Cameroons,  French  West  Africa  and 
French  Equatorial  Africa;  and  for  equipment 
for  mining  iron  ore  in  French  Guinea.  It 
also  received  assistance  for  a  soil  erosion  pro¬ 
gram  in  Algeria  and  for  a  rice  cultivation 
project  in  Morocco. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  matter  set  forth  on  page  4 
of  the  release  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Economic  Importance  op  Europe's  Overseas 
Areas  Cited 
eca 

A  more  concentrated  drive  for  the  eco¬ 
nomic  development  of  dependent  overseas 
territories  of  western  European  countries  is 
advocated  by  John  E.  Orchard,  retiring  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  adviser  on  territorial  development. 

Dr.  Orchard,  who  is  returning  to  the  fac¬ 
ulty  of  Columbia  University,  pointed  out 
that  the  territorial  development  work,  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  the  European  recovery  pro¬ 
gram,  stimulates  the  flow  of  commodities 
from  dependent  territories  to  Europe  and 
thus  decreases  the  European  need  to  buy 
dollar  area  goods.  At  the  same  time,  he 
added,  the  dependent  territories  are  aided  in 
producing  dollar-earning  goods  to  compete 
in  the  world  market. 

Progress  of  project  reviewed 

“During  the  fiscal  year  1949-50,”  he  said, 
“ECA  has  approved  expenditures  for  specific 
development  projects  totaling  between  seven 
and  eight  million  dollars  from  a  reserve  es¬ 
tablished  for  that  purpose.  These  expend!- 
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lures  are  a  part  of  the  ECA  effort  to  push  a 
program  of  development  In  the  overseas  ter¬ 
ritories  which  can  make  an  important  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  economic  recovery  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  and  to  the  improvement  of  the 
standard  of  living  of  the  peoples  within  the 
territories.” 

Progress  has  been  considerable.  Dr.  Or¬ 
chard  said. 

‘‘However,”  he  warned,  “the  Marshall  plan 
countries,  with  their  many  commitments  in 
Europe,  are  pushing  their  overseas  invest¬ 
ment  programs  about  as  far  as  their  own  re¬ 
stricted  financial  resources  will  permit.  In 
the  earlier  months  of  the  Marshall  plan  the 
limiting  factor  in  economic  development  was 
dollar  exchange  for  obtaining  essential  equip¬ 
ment.  With  industrial  recovery  in  Europe 
more  and  more  of  this  equipment  is  becom¬ 
ing  available  within  the  participating  coun¬ 
tries  and  the  great  need  now  for  any  expand¬ 
ed  program  of  development  is  additional 
financing.” 

Development  fund  being  increased 

During  the  past  year,  he  said,  France  has 
received  $3,106,000  for  road  development  in 
the  Cameroons,  French  West  Africa,  and 
French  Equatorial  Africa,  and  for  equipment 
for  mining  iron  ore  in  French  Guinea.  It 
also  received  assistance  for  a  soil-erosion 
program  in  Algeria  and  for  a  rice  cultivation 
project  in  Morocco. 

British  territories  in  Africa,  the  West 
Indies,  and  southeast  Asia  have  been  granted 
$1,235,000  for  road  development  and  for  agri¬ 
culture.  The  Belgian  Congo  has  received  a 
loan  of  $1,718,000  for  road-building  equip¬ 
ment  and  $60,000  for  technical  assistance  as 
part  of  the  10-year  development  program  for 
that  area. 

Dr.  Orchard  pointed  out  that  these  dollar 
costs  represented  less  than  10  percent  of  the 
total  estimated  costs  of  the  projects,  the  bal¬ 
ance  being  provided  from  local  or  European 
sources. 

To  expand  its  program  ECA  is  increasing  its 
special  development  reserve  fund  to  $45,- 
000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1950-51. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  news  dispatches  the  President 
has  within  the  hour  requested  an  addi¬ 
tional  $1,155,000,000  for  arms  purposes, 
about  $900,000,000  of  it  to  be  spent  for 
naval  planes.  This  addition  to  the  re¬ 
quests  already  made  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  will  bring  the  requests  for  national 
defense  purposes  for  this  year  alone  up  to 
an  amount  in  excess  of  $25,000,000,000. 
The  amount  which  is  under  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  I  un¬ 
derstand  is  approximately  $135,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  end  of  World  War 
II  found  the  countries  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope  impoverished,  discouraged,  and 
their  morale  at  the  breaking  point. 
They  were  ripe  for  the  Communist  har¬ 
vest  at  that  time.  The  United  States 
had  the  choice  of  either  helping  to  re¬ 
store  the  economy  of  the  countries  of 
western  Europe  and  thereby  bolstering 
their  morale  and  courage  as  well,  or  of 
letting  them  fall  and  having  to  maintain 
a  completely  militarized  North  America, 
which  we  would  have  had  to  do  had 
these  western  European  countries  not 
recovered.  In  my  opinion,  we  made  the 
right  choice.  We  helped  the  countries 
of  western  Europe  to  recover  in  their 
economy.  If  they  have  recovered  be¬ 
yond  the  prewar  point,  I  am  glad  of 
that.  I  doubt  if  many  of  them  have, 
however.  And  we  have  not  had  to  mil¬ 
itarize  our  own  country.  If  we  did  have 
to  do  this  we  could  lose  our  liberty  here 


at  home  almost  as  completely  as  if  we 
were  invaded  by  the  troops  of  a  foreign 
nation. 

Since  we  undertook  to  restore  the 
economy  of  western  Europe  and  to  help 
the  people  there  back  on  their  feet, 
where  we  wanted  them  to  be,  we  have 
spent  in  that  undertaking  about  $10,000,- 
0*00,000,  according  to  one  of  the  speakers 
on  the  floor  this  afternoon.  That  $10,- 
000,000,000,  Mr.  President,  would  prob¬ 
ably  pay  the  expense  of  the  United 
States  in  another  world  war  for  a  period 
of  between  2  and  3  weeks. 

I  think  we  have  proved  conclusively 
that  it  is  cheaper  for  us  to  maintain 
strong  economies  in  countries  of  western 
Europe  than  it  is  to  have  another  Korea 
all  over  western  Europe.  The  $10,000,- 
000,000  we  have  spent  there  has  not  been 
money  thrown  down  the  drain.  It  not 
only  has  added  greatly  to  our  national 
security,  but  a  large  part  of  it  has  been 
returned  to  us  in  the  form  of  increased 
business.  I  do  not  know  how  many  bil¬ 
lions  of  the  $10,000,000,000  has  been 
spent  in  America  for  goods  and  services, 
but  it  is  safe  to  say  that  a  good  share  of 
it  has,  and  that  the  ECA  program  has 
been  largely  responsible  for  maintain¬ 
ing  the  American  economy  itself  at  such 
a  high  level  during  the  recent  years.  I 
am  satisfied  we  would  have  had  a  far 
greater  recession  than  we  had  in  1949 
had  it  not  been  for  the  ECA  program. 

Here  we  are  quibbling  over  $135,000,- 
000  which  we  have  already  planned  in 
connection  with  working  out  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  recovery  of  western  Europe. 
Certainly  it  is  worth  $135,000,000  for 
us  to  have  friends  at  a  time  like  this. 
I  do  not  wish  to  imply  that  we  are  at¬ 
tempting  to  buy  friendship;  of  course 
we  are  bound  to  them  by  much  closer 
ties  than  the  selfish  interest  of  our  own 
national  security. 

Mr.  President,  the  first  two  months  of 
the  Korean  war  have  resulted  in  re¬ 
quests  for  approximately  $12,000,000,000 
for  additional  appropriations  by  the 
Congress.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  would  be  most  unwise  to  jeopardize 
in  any  way  the  program  for  the  recovery 
of  western  Europe,  which  we  have 
planned,  by  making  a  reduction  of  $135,- 
000,000  in  the  total  amount  planned  for 
that  purpose.  I  do  not  say  such  a  reduc¬ 
tion  cannot  be  made;  if  it  can  be  made, 
I  am  sure  the  administrators  of  ECA  will 
do  it.  It  may  be  that  the  war  itself 
will  result  in  a  further  recovery  of  the 
western  European  economy.  If  that  is 
the  case,  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Hoff¬ 
man  will  see  to  it  that  all  of  the  money 
provided  for  ECA  is  not  spent,  if  some 
of  it  can  be  used  to  better  advantage  in 
another  way. 

So,  Mr.  President,  let  us  carry  out  our 
program  for  the  recovery  of  western 
Europe  as  we  have  planned  it,  because 
by  so  doing  we  shall  achieve  a  greater 
security,  as  well  as  an  actual  saving  in 
expenses,  over  the  long  run. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
believe  it  was  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
who  said  that  during  the  heat  of  dis¬ 
cussion  there  are  times  when  one’s  emo¬ 
tions  get  the  better  of  one’s  knowledge 
of  the  facts  and  of  the  statistical  evi¬ 
dence.  In  the  last  few  moments  we  have 


seen  such  a  demonstration,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  when  emotion  got  the  better  of  the 
facts. 

For  example,  it  has  been  stated  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  in  our 
conflict  with  the  Communist  aggres¬ 
sors — and  of  course  the  statement  was 
made  with  particular  reference  to  the 
situation  now  existing  in  Korea — the 
French  Government  has  contributed 
only  one  sloop.  However,  Mr.  President, 

I  think  it  important  to  note  that  the 
struggle  with  the  Communist  forces  not 
only  is  occurring  in  Korea,  but  is  world¬ 
wide  in  scope.  Today  there  is  military 
combat  in  Korea,  but  there  are  other 
places  where  the  struggle  against  the 
Communist  forces  is  also  being  carried 
on,  although  not  by  means  of  military 
combat. 

Another  country  which  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  that  connection  is  Indochina, 
to  which  we  have  pledged  military  and 
technical  assistance.  In  that  country 
the  French  Republic  has  150,000  soldiers, 
who  for  more  than  3  years  have  been 
fighting  the  Communist  guerrillas. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  must 
keep  in  mind  that  while  the  French  do 
not  have  troops  in  Korea  this  does  not 
mean  that  French  soldiers  are  not  fight¬ 
ing  for  freedom.  They  are  fighting  for 
freedom  in  Indochina. 

Further  in  this  connection,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  in 
World  War  I,  the  people  of  Belgium  gave 
many  more  lives  than  we  did;  and  in 
World  War  II  the  people  of  Belgium  held 
out  against  the  juggernaut  of  nazism 
for  more  than  18  days  in  the  effort  to 
save  western  civilization.  1 

Mr.  President,  now  let  me  make  a  few 
observations  in  regard  to  the  ECA.  I 
wish  to  concur  in  the  remarks  made  by 
several  Senators,  including  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  and  my  colleague,  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  We  now  find  that 
there  is  a  proposal  to  make  a  reduction 
in  the  funds  for  ECA,  and  that  attempt 
is  made  on  the  ground  that  ECA  is  suc¬ 
cessful.  Mr.  President,  I  have  never 
heard  such  so-called  logic.  Here  we 
have  a  program  which  everyone,  with 
but  few  exceptions,  admits  has  per¬ 
formed  miracles  in  the  rehabilitation  of 
western  Europe;  but  now  we  are  told  that 
we  must  cut  the  funds  for  that  program 
by  5  percent  because  we  are  engaged  in 
a  war.  Nevertheless,  one  of  the  reasons 
why  ECA  was  established  in  the  first 
place  was  that  if  we  ever  got  into  a  war, 
we  would  have  allies  who  would  have  the 
strength  to  help  us  in  the  fight.  How¬ 
ever,  now  it  is  claimed  that  because  the 
ECA  has  been  doing  a  good  job,  inasmuch 
as  now  we  are  engaged  in  a  war,  we 
should  reduce  the  funds  available  to 
ECA.  Mr.  President,  such  a  proposal 
does  not  make  sense. 

Let  me  point  out  that  those  who  today 
are  advocating  cutting  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  ECA  because  of  the  Korean  situ¬ 
ation,  were  advocating  reduction  of  ECA 
funds  before  we  ever  talked  about  Korea. 
With  very  few  exceptions,  the  same  Sen¬ 
ators  who  are  making  the  present  re¬ 
quest  are  the  ones  who  in  the  past  have 
requested  reductions  of  $500,000,000  or 
$150,000,000  or  $250,000,000  in  the  funds 
available  to  ECA.  The  present  request 
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to  reduce  the  ECA’s  funds  is  made  despite 
the  evidence,  presented  to  us  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  that  the  Administrator  of  ECA 
has  done  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
jobs  ever  performed  in  administrative 
affairs  in  our  Government.  So  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  reduce  the  ECA’s  funds  is  en¬ 
tirely  illogical. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  remind  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  the  present  situation  involves 
not  only  a  war  of  arms,  but  also  a  con¬ 
flict  of  economies  and  politics.  There 
seems  to  be  a  belief  that  the  only  way 
to  combat  the  Communists  is  with  air¬ 
planes,  tanks,  and  soldiers.  Of  course, 
Mr.  President,  that  is  the  way  to  combat 
them  on  a  battlefield;  but  it  is  through 
the  ECA,  through  the  Voice  of  America, 
through  the  United  Nations,  and  through 
the  point  4  program  that  we  stop  com¬ 
munism  before  we  reach  the  point  of 
having  to  fight  and,  perhaps,  die  on  the 
battlefield  in  stopping  communism. 

Apparently  there  are  too  many  per¬ 
sons  in  the  United  States  Senate  who 
believe  that  the  only  way  to  stop  com¬ 
munism  is  by  the  death  and  slaughter  of 
thousands  and  thousands  of  American 
boys  and  American  women.  I  would 
rather  be  guilty  of  overappropriating  for 
ECA,  because  the  ECA  program  has 
proven  again  and  again  that  it  is  doing 
this  job,  and  is  doing  it  well. 

.  The  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
has  talked  about  the  various  colonial 
territories  of  the  European  nations  and 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  ECA  are  proposed  to  be  used 
for  roads  in  French  Equitorial  Africa  or 
in  British  Honduras.  I  would  remind 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  those 
territories  produce  commodities  which 
are  vital  to  us,  for  they  produce  rubber, 
uranium,  and  many  other  commodities. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Young  was  excused  from 
attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  for  the  remainder  of  today  and  all 
of  next  week. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  quite  interested  in  the  last  three  or 
four  speeches,  particularly  those  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Aiken]  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey].  They  are  so  typical 
of  what  we  heard  in  1932.  O  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  what  this  Democratic  Party  was 
going  to  do  at  that  time  for  “the  lower 
third.”  A  new  millennium  was  coming, 
Mr.  President,  so  we  were  told  and  told 
and  told  time  and  time  and  time  again 
and  again  and  again. 

But  what  have  the  Democrats  done? 
They  have  accomplished  just  as  much 
in  that  respect  as  they  have  accom¬ 
plished  with  the  so-called  Marshall 
plan — in  other  words,  they  have  accom¬ 
plished  nothing — as  compared  with  the 
misery,  want,  suffering  here. 


I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that  I  voted 
against  every  single  dollar  requested  for 
ECA,  every  time  that  question  has  been 
before  us. 

Mr.  President,  to  prove  my  statement 
that  the  Democratic  Party  has  accom¬ 
plished  absolutely  nothing  for  “the  lower 
third,”  I  wish  to  produce  the  evidence 
presented  by  certain  Democrats  them¬ 
selves.  The  Democrats,  who  now  have 
been  in  power  for  18  years  in  this  Gov¬ 
ernment,  have  recently  organized  a  so- 
called  Public  Affairs  Institute,  composed 
of  66  men  and  women.  Who  are  those 
66,  Mr.  President?  Let  me  read  their 
names:  A.  F.  Whitney,  Ohio;  Morris  L. 
Cooke,  Pennsylvania;  Morris  L.  Ernst, 
New  York;  John  M„  Carmody,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.;  Theodore  J.  Kreps,  Cali¬ 
fornia;  James  G.  Patton,  Colorado;  Abe 
Fortas,  Washington,  D.  C. ;  Alvin  John¬ 
son,  New  York;  John  Franklin  Carter, 
Washington,  D.  C.;  Fowler  Harper,  Con¬ 
necticut;  Morris  S.  Rosenthal,  New  York; 
Hubert  Humphrey,  Minnesota;  Thur¬ 
man  Arnold,  Wyoming;  Chester  Bowles, 
Connecticut;  J.  Frank  Burke,  California; 
Hugh  B.  Mitchell,  Washington;  Bryn  J. 
Hovde,  New  York;  Charles  A.  Murray, 
Montana;  Harry  W.  Schacter,  Kentucky; 
Paul  S.  Taylor,  California;  Cass  Can- 
field,  New  York;  Jerome  I.  Udell,  New 
York;  Wendell  Berge,  Washington,  D.  C. ; 
Joseph  Borkin,  Washington,  D.  C. ;  Rob¬ 
ert  A.  Brady,  California;  Edmund  G. 
Brown,  California;  Stuart  Chase,  Con¬ 
necticut;  Clifford  E.  Clinton,  California; 
John  M.  Coffee,  Washington;  Mabel  C. 
Costigan,  Colorado;  Paul  A.  Dodd,  Cali¬ 
fornia;  Clifford  J.  Durr,  Virginia; 
Thomas  I.  Emerson,  Connecticut;  Wil¬ 
liam  T.  Evjue,  Wisconsin;  John  Anson 
Ford,  California;  Morris  E.  Garnsey, 
Colorado;  Harry  Girvetz,  California; 
Shirley  E.  Greene,  Indiana;  Alvin  H. 
Hansen,  Massachusetts;  Charles  M. 
Hardin,  Illinois;  Leon  Henderson,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.;  William  S.  Hopkins,  Wash¬ 
ington;  Thomas  B.  Keehn,  Washington, 
D.  C.;  Elizabeth  T.  Kent,  California; 
Freda  Kirchway,  New  York;  Harold  D. 
Laswell,  Connecticut;  William  M.  Leiser- 
son,  Maryland;  Walter  C.  Lowdermilk, 
California;  Myres  S.  McDougal,  Con¬ 
necticut;  Maury  Maverick,  Texas;  Rob¬ 
ert  R.  Nathan,  Washington,  D.  C. ;  John 
R.  Nichols,  New  Mexico;  Culbert  Olson, 
California;  George  Outland,  California; 
Mrs.  Gifford  Pinchot,  Pennsylvania; 
Langdon  W.  Post,  California;  James 
Roosevelt,  California;  Mrs.  J.  D.  Ross, 
Washington;  Eugene  V.  Rostow,  Con¬ 
necticut;  Atthur  Schlesinger,  Jr.,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  Harry  Slattery,  South  Caro¬ 
lina;  George  Soule,  New  York;  Jerry 
Voorhis,  Illinois;  Aubrey  Williams,  Ala¬ 
bama;  W.  Willard  Wirtz,  Illinois;  W.  S. 
Woytinsky,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  President,  for  18  years  the  Demo¬ 
crats  have  had  a  President  in  office.  This 
Public  Affairs  Institute  committee  has 
been  organized,  and  it  has  hired  one  of 
the  best  experts  in  America.  On  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1950,  he  wrote  me  a  letter,  the 
first  paragraph  of  which  I  now  read: 

My  Dear  Senator:  The  startling  revela¬ 
tions  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Report  on  the  plight  of  low-income 
families  shocked  us  all. 


Mr.  President,  I  am  talking  about  the 
record  of  the  Democratic  Party.  I  now 
hold  in  my  hand  the  report  made  by  the 
man  hired  by  the  Public  Affairs  Institute 
and  its  committee  of  sponsors — all  Dem¬ 
ocrats — Mr.  Dewey  Anderson,  executive 
director.  He  says: 

It  is  this  underprivileged  lower  third— 

The  same  third,  Mr.  President,  that 
Roosevelt  was  going  to  save.  In  1932  he 
said  on  the  political  platform  that  he 
would  save  them;  and  again,  in  1936,  he 
said  he  was  going  to  save  them — save 
them  all  over  again;  and  in  1940  he  was 
going  to  save  them,  save  them,  save 
them  all  over  again;  and  in  1944  he  was 
going  to  save  them,  save  them,  save  them, 
save  them  all  over  and  over  and  over 
again.  Now  his  son  Jim  in  California, 
18  years  later,  says  he  is  going  to  save 
them.  Now,  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  says  he  is  going  to  save  them  out  in 
Minnesota.  But  here  is  what  their  ex¬ 
ecutive  director,  who  is  an  expert,  hired 
by  these  66  Democrats  has  to  say  after 
18  years  of  saving  this  one-third. 

It  is  this  underprivileged  lower  third  that 
deserves  the  special  attention  of  us.  Com¬ 
mon  humanity  calls  for  the  alleviation  of 
their  poverty-stricken  condition. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  conclude  by  say¬ 
ing  this:  I  am  going  to  vote  for  this  5 
percent  cut,  because  I  would  rather  help 
those  poor,  poverty-stricken  people  who 
are  here,  after  18  years  of  Democratic 
rule,  than  to  vote  to  help  people  in  a 
foreign  country,  many  of  whom  are  in 
better  shape  than  the  one-third  here. 
We  need  hospitals,  schools,  and  roads  to 
schools,  medicines,  education,  pay  for 
teachers,  employment  for  those  who  are 
crippled  but  wish  to  work,  more  and  bet¬ 
ter  care  of  our  veterans.  Yet,  while  the 
plea  is  that  we  have  no  money  for  our 
own,  we  shovel  the  money  out  to  foreign¬ 
ers,  where  often  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
people  who  need  it  do  not  get  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  last 
speech  by  my  friend  from  North  Dakota 
really  rather  amazes  me.  Aside  from 
the  bipartisan  foreign  policy  which  a 
number  of  Democrats  and  ■  Republicans 
have  been  following  here  for  a  good 
many  years,  my  friend  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  has  been  supporting  practically  all 
the  Democratic  humanitarian  measures. 
Usually  when  we  need  a  vote  on  a  lib¬ 
eral  proposition,  we  can  get  him  to  go 
along  with  us.  It  is  a  somewhat  shock¬ 
ing  to  find  the  Senator  criticizing  the 
Democratic  administration  the  way  he 
does,  because,  after  all,  he  is  perhaps 
really  more  of  a  Democrat  than  he  is  a 
Republican.  There  was  some  talk  last 
year  in  his  home  State  about  his  run¬ 
ning  for  the  Senate  on  the  Democratic 
ticket,  because  he  thought  so  much  of 
the  liberal  ideas  of  the  Democratic  Party. 
So  I  am  a  little  surprised  that  my  friend 
should  take  the  Democratic  Party  to 
task,  especially  when  his  people  in  North 
Dakota,  are  so  much  better  off  today — 
and  he  must  admit  it — than  they  have 
been  at  any  other  time  in  the  history  of 
North  Dakota.  In  fact,  all  our  citizens 
are  prosperous  and  happy;  that  applies 
to  farmers,  the  laboring  men,  the  busi¬ 
nessmen,  and  to  everyone.  Everyone  has 
plenty  in  America. 
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Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  with  respect  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  been  saying  about 
certain  overseas  projects.  The  Senator 
attempts  to  prejudice  the  Senate  against 
some  $13,000,000  worth  of  projects  which 
have  been  devised  by  the  United  King¬ 
dom,  Belgium,  Netherlands,  and  Portu¬ 
gal,  projects  to  be  financed  for  overseas 
development,  and  yet  it  will  be  seen  from 
reading  the  report  that  all  these  proj¬ 
ects  are  for  roads  or  other  projects  deal¬ 
ing  with  critical  and  strategic  materials 
which  will  be  useful  in  case  we  get  into 
an  armed  conflict,  or  materials  that  when 
they  finally  receive  them  will  add  to  the 
economy  of  their  own  respective  coun¬ 
tries.  There  is  only  $13,000,000  involved 
in  the  entire  amount  that  is  being  ap¬ 
propriated,  according  to  the  program, 
and  yet  if  one  were  to  listen  closely  to 
the  argument  of  my  friend  from  Ne¬ 
braska  one  would  think  that  practically 
all  the  money  that  is  being  appropriated 
for  EGA  is  to  go  for  the  construction  of 
a  road  down  in  Honduras  or  palatial 
highways  to  be  built  in  different  sections 
of  the  world  upon  which  the  natives  may 
take  their  morning  walk.  That  is  not 
the  idea  at  all. 

I  undertake  to  say  that  Paul  Hoffman 
is  as  good  a  businessman  as  there  is  in 
America.  He  employes  thousands  upon 
thousands  of  people  in  his  industry.  He 
probably  pays  as  much  in  taxes  as  any 
man  in  America.  He  is  in  the  top 
bracket  as  far  as  income  taxes  are  con¬ 
cerned.  Everyone  admits  that  he  is  an 
unusually  strong  administrator.  He  is 
a  Republican.  He  is  not  of  the  faith  of 
those  on  this  side  of  the  aisle. 

In  whom  are  we  to  place  our  trust  and 
confidence  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  as 
far  as  the  administration  of  an  act  of 
this  kind  is  concerned?  No  one  charges 
Paul  Hoffman  with  dishonesty.  No  one 
charges  him  with  ineffectiveness,  so  far 
as  administration  is  concerned.  Last 
year  we  had  a  carry-over  of  about  $250,- 
000,000,  which  he  reported.  He  probably 
will  save  that  much  again.  At  least  I 
hope  so.  But,  as  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  said,  let  us  not  be  niggardly  on 
this  proposition.  Let  us  not  take  a 
chance  in  the  particular  crisis  which  con¬ 
fronts  us  at  the  present  time.  This  is 
serious  business,  Mr.  President.  You  can 
look  into  any  country  in  the  world  today 
and  find  communism  at  work,  it  matters 
not  where  you  go.  Yet  we,  here,  know 
that  the  ECA  fund  has  been  responsible 
for  stopping  the  expansion  of  commu¬ 
nism  in  Europe.  Mr.  President,  if  we  did 
not  have  an  ECA  fund,  and  if,  through 
infiltration,  communism  were  to  have 
France  and  Italy  by  the  throat  at  this 
particular  time,  together  with  certain  of 
the  other  western  democracies.  Senators 
would  be  clamoring  to  get  on  the  band 
wagon  to  support  some  kind  of  program 
that  would  take  communism  out  of  those 
countries  in  which  our  friends  live. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  and  Mr.  WHERRY  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield;  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  cannot  yield;  I  am 
sorry.  Yesterday  we  settled  this  ques¬ 
tion  by  a  vote  of  45  to  40,  and  we  should 


not  take  another  5  percent  off  of  this 
particular  fund.  We  provided  $100,000,- 
000  for  Spain,  through  the  Expert-Im¬ 
port  Bank,  with  only  15  votes  against  it; 
$100,000,000  was  added  there,  and  it  was 
done  in  that  way  primarily  to  keep  the 
ECA  funds  intact.  Senators  now  desire 
to  take  $133,000,000  from  those  funds,  as 
we  near  the  close  of  this  debate,  in  order 
to  destroy  the  effectiveness  of  ECA.  As 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  said,  the 
same  group  of  Senators  who  have  always 
been  against  ECA  are  the  most  active  in 
this  debate.  I  undertake  to  say  that  if 
we  adopted  this  amendment,  we  would 
be  doing  seriously  wrong,  so  far  as  our 
own  security  and  our  own  safety  are 
concerned. 

Let  us  give  the  people  of  western  Eu¬ 
rope  what  they  need  at  this  particular 
time,  even  though  it  might  be  a  little  bit 
too  much.  Let  us  retain  them  as  our 
friends  and  allies,  in  this,  the  most  dan¬ 
gerous  hour  in  the  history  of  America. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
my  colleague  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  shall  not  take  more  than  a  min¬ 
ute.  My  position  on  this  question  is  well 
known.  I  merely  want  to  state  to  my 
colleagues  the  substance  of  some  of  the 
conversations  I  have  had  with  Mr.  Hoff¬ 
man  at  various  times,  dealing  with  fig¬ 
ures.  At  the  very  beginning  of  the  ECA 
operation,  Mr.  Hoffman  asked  a  few  of 
us  whether  it  was  wise  in  submitting  es¬ 
timates  to  make  them  excessive,  in  the 
belief  that  they  would  probably  be  cut. 
He  said  he  understood  many  depart¬ 
ments  did  that.  We  advised  him  defi¬ 
nitely  that  that  would  be  the  wrong  line 
to  take,  that  his  job  was  one  which 
should  be  carefully  conducted  from  the 
beginning,  and  that  the  correct  figures 
should  be  submitted.  He  was  advised 
further  that  if  any  savings  could  be 
made,  they  should  be  made,  and  that  any 
money  that  was  left  over  should  be  put 
back  and  carried  over  to  another  year. 

From  the  very  beginning,  and  for  three 
successive  years,  we  have  had  the  experi¬ 
ence  of  having  the  funds  turned  back 
and  applied  to  the  next  year’s  ■' appro¬ 
priation. 

This  year  the  situation  was  such  that 
we  realized  there  might  be  a  call  for  cuts. 
I  took  the  matter  up  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 
He  said,  “Yes,  Senator,  if  it  is  necessary 
for  us  to  take  a  cut  on  the  figures  agreed 
on  in  the  first  authorization  I  am  willing 
to  do  that,  provided  others  are  doing  it, 
and  provided  there  is  not  to  be  more 
than  one  cut  in  our  fund.”  We  took  the 
figures  which  were  set  by  the  Senate. 
The  authorization  was  in  the  sum  of 
$2,700,000,000.  In  the  appropriation  bill 
the  figures  are  10  percent  below  that. 
The  question  is  asked  now,  “Should  we 
not  cut  that  figure  5  percent  more?” 
Had  we  not  exempted  the  ECA  from  the 
10-percent  cut  of  yesterday  we  would 
have  cut  the  ECA  a  total  of  20  percent. 
What  I  have  been  pleading  for  is  that 
we  take  Mr.  Hoffman  at  his  word  and 
accept  his  representations.  He  is  will¬ 
ing  to  take  his  10-percent  cut,  which  he 
has  taken,  but  not  to  take  a  further  cut. 


That  was  understood  when  we  were 
working  on  these  figures  as  the  basic 
figures  by  which  this  program  could  be 
carried  on.  I  merely  wanted  to  make 
myself  clear  on  that  point. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  yield  if  I  have  any  time  left. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  a  little  time  left. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
Mr.  PIcffman  is  almost  unique  amongst 
administrators,  in  that  if  he  does  not 
spend  all  the  money  appropriated,  he 
turns  it  back  to  the  Government? 

l&r.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator,  entirely.  That  is  what 
I  have  tried  to  emphasize  in  the  debate, 
and  I  am  glad  that  the  Senator  has 
brought  out  the  point  and  empha¬ 
sized  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
three  successive  years  he  has  been  able 
to  carry  out  his  program  on  less  than  the 
amount  appropriated,  and  has  turned 
the  balance  back  to  the  Government,  and 
that  this  year  he  has  turned  back  ap¬ 
proximately  $275,000,000  out  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  last  year? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  it  not  follow,  Mr. 
Hoffman  being  the  type  of  man  he  is, 
that  it  is  pretty  certain  that  if  he  does 
not  need  to  spend  all  the  money  we  ap¬ 
propriate,  it  will  not  be  spent? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator.  > 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  he  not  also  unique 
in  that  when  he  turns  it  back  he  has  to 
have  it  reappropriated? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Oh,  no. 
All  he  asks  this  year  is  $2,450,000,000 
new  money  in  addition  to  the  carry-over. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Is  it  not  true  that  when  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  bill  was  being  considered  the  Sen¬ 
ate  voted  for  an  amendment  cutting  off 
half  a  billion  dollars,  and  there  was  a  tie 
vote  in  the  Senate,  and  half  a  billion 
dollars  more  was  appropriated  because 
there  was  a  tie  vote? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  cut 
was  $250,000,000  in  the  Senate  version. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
has  expired.  The  question  is  on  agree¬ 
ing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClel- 

lANl. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 


The  roll 

was  called, 

and  the  follow' 

ing  Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Aiken 

Chavez 

Ecton 

Anderson 

Connally 

Ellender 

Brlcker 

Cordon 

Ferguson 

Bridges 

Darby 

Flanders 

Butler 

Donnell 

Frear 

Byrd 

Douglas 

Fulbright 

Capehart 

Dworshak 

George 

Chapman 

Eastland 

Gillette 
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Graham 

Leahy 

Pepper 

Green 

Lehman 

Robertson 

Gurney 

Lodge 

Russell 

Hayden 

Lucas 

Saltonstall 

Hendrickson 

McCarran 

Schoeppel 

Hill 

McCarthy 

Smith,  Maine 

Hoey 

McClellan 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Holland 

McFarland 

Sparkman 

Humphrey 

McKellar 

Stennis 

Hunt 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Utah 

Ives 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Malone 

Tydings 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Martin 

Watkins 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Maybank 

Wherry 

Kem 

Millikin 

Wiley 

Kerr 

Morse 

Williams 

Kilgore 

Mundt 

Young 

Knowland 

Murray 

Langer 

O’Mahoney 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  The  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fauver],  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  public 
business.  J 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  O’Conor],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Toeey],  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  vote 
“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay,”  and 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft].  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  would  vote  “nay,”  and  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Withers]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain]  .  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “nay,” 
and  the  Senator  from  Washington  would 
vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hicaen- 
looper]  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  who  is  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  “yea,”  and 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would 
vote  “nay,” 


The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft], 
who  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate, 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  O’Conor].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
vote  “yea,”  and  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Brewster]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers].  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen¬ 
ner],  who  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  38, 
nays  41,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 38 


Bricker 

Gillette 

Maybank 

Bridges 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Butler 

Holland 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Darby 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Donnell 

Langer 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

McCarran 

Wherry 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Wiley 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Williams 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Young 

Frear 

Martin 

NAYS— 41 

Aiken 

HiU 

McMahon 

Anderson 

Hoey 

Magnuson 

Chapman 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Chavez 

Hunt 

Murray 

Connally 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pepper 

Ellender 

Kerr 

Robertson 

Flanders 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Fulbright 

Leahy 

Smith,  N.  J. 

George 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Graham 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Utah 

Green 

Lucas 

Thye 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Hayden 

McKellar 

NOT  VOTING— 

■17 

Benton 

Kefauver 

Taylor 

Brewster 

Long 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Cain 

Myers 

Tobey 

Downey 

Neely 

Vandenberg 

Hickenlooper 

O’Conor 

Withers 

Jenner 

Taft 

So  Mr.  McClellan’s  amendment  was 
rejected 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  bill,  which  I  ask 
to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  260, 
line  10,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
“$17,758,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$17,813,403”;  and  in  line  20  to  insert  the 
following  proviso:  “Provided  further, 
-That  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines,  for  the  purpose  of  the  project  now 
in  progress  under  this  appropriation  on 
chromite  deposits  near  Nye,  Mont.,  is 
authorized  to  reacquire  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  certain  land,  buildings,  and  other 
facilities  essential  to  the  conduct  of  that 
project  and  known  as  Plancor  587,  at  a 
price  not  to  exceed  $55,403.” 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  was  in  the  bill  a  year  ago. 
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The  Senate  approved  it  but  it  was  taken 
out  in  conference.  It  merely  permits  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  to  reacquire  certain 
property  in  Montana  for  the  purpose  of 
guaranteeing  a  supply  of  chromium 
whenever  we  need  it  in  this  country. 
The  Korean  situation  has  made  it  almost 
mandatory  that  we  do  everything  pos¬ 
sible  to  insure  a  supply  of  chromite  to 
help  in  the  war  effort.  The  Federal 
Government  spent  between  $20,000,000 
and  $25,000,000  during  World  War  II  on 
this  project  in  Montana.  If  I  am  in¬ 
formed  correctly  at  least  75  percent  of 
the  known  chromite  deposit  in  the 
United  States  is  in  Montana.  We  all 
know  that  we  must  have  chromium  in 
order  to  build  tanks,  guns,  and  battle¬ 
ships.  Immediately  after  the  war  the 
property  was  turned  over  to  the  War 
Assets  Administration,  and  it  was  sold 
for  about  5Y2  cents  on  the  dollar.  The 
man  who  purchased  the  buildings  and 
equipment  at  the  mine  paid  $44,000.  As 
I  understand,  he  is  willing  to  turn  the 
property  back  to  the  Government  for  the 
amount  he  paid  for  it  after  the  war,  plus 
the  taxes  he  has  had  to  pay  and  the 
expenses  he  has  incurred  since  that 
time,  which  means  a  little  more  than 
$11,000  in  addition  to  the  cost. 

I  aift  asking  that  the  Senate  consider 
the  amendment,  and  at  least  take  the 
amendment  to  conference  to  see  if  it  is 
not  necessary  for  the  Government  to  re¬ 
acquire  the  property  and  buildings.  If 
the  Government  is  not  interested,  the 
buildings  will  be  torn  down  completely 
in  the  near  future. 

I  think  we  should  be  reminded  that 
during  the  war  we  got  all  our  chromium 
from  Russia.  I  have  been  informed 
that  Russia  advised  this  country  about 
3  months  ago  that  they  would  not  supply 
any  more  chromium  to  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Not  at  the  moment.  I 
have  a  news  clipping  before  me  of  Aug¬ 
ust  1  from  a  Baltimore  newspaper.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  this  article  a  Washington 
official  stated  that  a  6,700  ton  shipment 
of  chromium  arrived  last  week,  which 
was  the  first  of  that  metal  to  be  received 
this  year  from  Russia  so  far  as  he  knew. 

The  Government  records  were  com¬ 
plete  only  to  May.  These  records  show 
that  the  only  previous  deliveries  this 
year  of  either  magnesium  or  chromium 
were  6,500  short  tons. 

Mr.  President,  if  that  is  all  the  chrom¬ 
ite  we  have  gotten  from  Russia  since 
January  1,  and  if  our  supply  is  to  be  cut 
off  henceforth,  I  think  we  should  make 
provision  in  this  appropriation  bill  so 
that  the  Government  can  reacquire  this 
property  at  Nye,  Mont.,  in  order  to  have 
it  as  an  insurance  against  the  possibility 
of  having  our  supply  of  chromite,  a  min¬ 
eral  we  simply  must  have  in  an  all-out 
war.,  being  cut  off  entirely. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Does  the  amendment 
refer  to  a  chromium  mine,  or  what  is  it? 

Mr.  ECTON.  It  is  a  mine,  where 
chromite  is  mined.  The  Government 
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put  up  buildings  and  sent  equipment  in 
during  the  war,  and  spent  over  $20,000,- 
000  in  developing  the  property. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  That  answers  a  part 
of  my  question.  It  is  a  mine  out  of 
which  chromite  is  gotten  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  chromium. 

Mr.  ECTON.  That  is  correct.  The 
Government  took  out  about  100,000  tons 
in  Montana,  but  after  we  could  get  the 
chromite  from  Russia,  in  1943,  it  was 
much  more  feasible  to  get  it  from  our 
war-time  ally. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  I  think  I  understand 
the  Senator.  As  in  the  case  of  many 
such  plants,  this  is  a  plant  which  should 
be  operated  only  in  wartime.  It  is  an 
emergency  plant,  for  use  when  -the  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  have  the  metal.  The  pres¬ 
ent  owner  is  willing  to  unload  it,  and 
it  is  an  anchor  to  protect  us. 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
It  is  merely  a  stand-by  proposition. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
expired.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Montana  [Mr.  Ecton]  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  an  amendment  at  the  desk  which 
was  submitted  yesterday  in  behalf  of 
myself  and  several  other  Senators,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  mental  health  activities, 
cancer,  heart,  and  dental  care  appropri¬ 
ations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Magnuson  on  behalf  of  himself,  Mr. 
Benton,  Mr.  Graham,  Mr.  Green,  Mr. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr. 
Lehman,  Mr.  Pepper,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr. 
Neely,  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Utah,  Mr.  Sparkman,  Mr 
Aiken,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Downey,  Mr. 
Kilgore,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr. 
Chapman,  Mr.  Myers,  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr. 
McFarland,  and  Mr.  Leahy  was,  on 
page  149,  line  24,  to  strike  out  “$15,- 
750,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
‘‘$39,875,000”;  and  on  page  150,  line  10, 
to  change  the  period  to  a  colon  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  “Provided,  That 
funds  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro¬ 
priations  ‘National  Cancer  Institute’, 
‘Mental  health  activities’,  ‘National 
Heart  Institute’,  and  ‘Dental  health  ac¬ 
tivities’  in  the  amounts  of  $8,500,000, 
$8,000,000,  $14,000,000,  and  $1,500,000, 
respectively,  and  amounts  so  transferred 
shall  be  available  for  the  objects  speci¬ 
fied  herein  under  these  heads  and  for 
grants  for  drawing  plans,  erection  of 
buildings  and  acquisition  cf  land  there¬ 
for  to  provide  facilities  for  research,  and, 
with  respect  to  dental  health  activities, 
for  plans,  specifications,  construction, 
and  equipment  of  a  research  building 
and  facilities  for  the  National  Institute 
of  Dental  Research.” 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  the  same  amendment 
that  was  discussed  yesterday.  It  relates 
to  an  increase  in  the  appropriation  for 
the  vital  matter  of  research  in  cancer, 
heart  disease,  mental  diseases,  and  den¬ 
tal  care. 

The  proposed  amendment  cuts  the 
amounts  included  in  the  amendment  of¬ 


fered  yesterday  by  50  percent.  We  ar¬ 
rive  at  the  cut  of  50  percent  in  the  hope 
that  the  amendment  may  be  accepted. 
The  projects  now  under  way  have  been 
carefully  screened  by  the  leading  medi¬ 
cal  men,  scientists,  and  many  lay  organi¬ 
zations,  including  the  Public  Health 
Service,  and  they  are  now  in  operation 
or  have  been  screened  and  are  ready  for 
operation.  They  can  all  be  justified. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This  is  the  same 
amendment  offered  yesterday,  except 
that  the  Senator  has  reduced  the 
amount,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  Senator  is 
correct. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  has  already  been 
voted  on,  and  it  was  defeated  yesterday. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  still  have  the 
floor,  and  I  have  only  5  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  yest°rday 
a  great  number  of  Senators  voted  against 
what  all  the  sponsors  of  the  amendment 
consider  a  very  worthy  amendment,  be¬ 
cause  they  felt  this  activity  may  not  be 
in  the  category  of  what  we  call  essential 
spending,  against  the  background  of  war. 

We  have  appropriated  money  for  mat¬ 
ters  not  nearly  half  so  necessary,  and, 
in  the  interest  of  the  preservation  of  the 
health  of  our  people,  I  do  hope  that  the 
amendment  may  be  taken  to  conference. 
We  have  appropriated  as  much  money 
for  research  into  diseases  of  cattle  as  we 
are  asking  for  research  into  the  three 
great  killers  in  the  United  States. 

I  need  not  go  into  any  more  figures. 
I  hope  the  amendment  may  be  taken  to 
conference,  as  I  have  said.  I  am  sure 
the  American  Cancer  Society,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Heart  Society,  the  great  medical 
societies,  the  presidents  of  the  great  uni¬ 
versities  in  which  these  projects  are  now 
under  way,  can  more  than  justify  the 
expenditure  cf  the  money  requested,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Nation’s  health. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  oppose  an  amendment  of  this 
kind,  and  I  point  out  that  this  matter 
came  before  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations.  Over  a  period  of  years  we 
have  been  increasing,  as  we  could,  the 
funds  for  this  very  worth  while  work. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Senate  commit¬ 
tee  allowed  the  full  amount  of  the 
Budget  estimates  in  this  field.  We  in¬ 
creased  the  amounts  over  those  allowed 
by  the  House.  It  is  a  field  which  has  a 
great  appeal.  I  am  sure  all  of  us,  from 
our  personal  experience  or  from  our 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  recognize  that 
much  more  work  needs  to  be  done  along 
this  line.  But  I  submit  to  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  that  the  correct 
way  to  proceed  is  for  the  responsible 
Government  department  to  go  before  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  request  the  funds 
they  desire,  and  make  their  justifica-. 
tions. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  had  a  chance 
to  examine  the  Record,  but  if  this 
amendment  is  in  the  same  language  as 
that  of  yesterday,.  I  believe  a  point  of 
order  is  good  against  the  amendment 
because  it  provides  that  amounts  trans¬ 


ferred  as  requested  shall  be  available 
for  grants  for  drawing  plans,  erection 
of  buildings,  and  so  forth,  and  because 
there  is  no  substantive  law  authorizing 
this  activity  in  connection  with  health 
activities  or  with  respect  to  dental  care, 
I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the 
amendment  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 

•  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  California 
will  withhold  his  point  of  order  until 
two  or  three  Senators  vitally  interested 
may  have  an  opportunity  to  take  their 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  temporarily 
withhold  the  point. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  it  cer¬ 
tainly  was  not  the  intention  of  the  spon- 

*  sors  of  the  amendment  to  go  outside  the 
scope  of  the  authorization.  Every  one 
of  the  appropriations  included  in  this 
amendment  is  for  a  national  institute 
established  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States — the  National  Cancer 
Institute,  the  National  Heart  Institute, 
the  National  Mental  Health  Institute, 
and  the  National  Dental  Institute. 
These  institutes  have  broad  authority 
provided  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  carry  on  research  in  their  re¬ 
spective  fields.  It  may  perhaps  be  ac¬ 
curate  to  say  that  the  Mental  Health 
Act  does  not  carry  authority  for  con¬ 
struction.  I  am  not  quite  sure  about 
that.  But  I  am  confident  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California  is  in  error  with 
respect  to  the  other  three  institutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  not  make  the  point  of  order  based 
on  that  particular  technicality.  The 
amount  sought  by  the  amendment  which 
was  acted  on  yesterday  is  only  a  $79,- 
090,000  increase  for  the  National  Cancer 
Institute,  the  National  Heart  Institute, 
the  National  Mental  Health  Institute, 
and  the  National  Dental  Institute.  All 
this  money  is  to  be  used  for  research. 
It  is  not  to  be  used  for  raising  salaries 
of  employees;  nor  is  it  to  be  expended 
in  the  city  of  Washington  by  the  na¬ 
tional  institutes  and  their  executive  di¬ 
rectors.  It  is  to.be  distributed  all  over 
the  country  and  to  be  employed  in  the 
finest  schools,  colleges,  universities,  and 
hospitals  of  the  Nation. 

Every  project  has  been  approved,  not 
only  by  the  heads  of  the  institutes  and 
the  Surgeon  General  but  by  the  advisory 
councils  consisting  in  most  instances 
half  of  laymen  and  half  of  skilled  per¬ 
sonnel,  such  as  doctors  who  are  of  out¬ 
standing  competence  in  their  fields. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  - 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  record  shows 
all  the  approved  plans  we  seek  to  cover. 
For  instance  in  California  alone  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  California  Medical  School,  San 
Francisco;  the  University  of  California, 
Los  Angeles;  Los  Angeles  County  Hos¬ 
pital;  University  of  Southern  California, 
and  Stanford  University  all  have  ap¬ 
proved  projects  but  would  not  ggt  the 
funds  if  the  amendment  is  not  adopted. 

Mr.  FEPFER.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  California  has  confidence  in  those 
outstanding  institutions. 

Mr.  President,  the  need  for  this  re¬ 
search  is  a  growing  need.  It  will  be 
valuable  in  peacetime,  and  even  more 
valuable  in  war.  Think  of  the  saving 
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of  human  life  which  has  been  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  wartime  development  of 
penicillin  and  many  other  drugs  which 
received  their  real  stimulus  toward  suc¬ 
cess  in  our  wartime  economy  and  effort. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  going  to  have 
war  there  is  no  way  to  measure  what  may 
be  the  saving  in  human  life  resulting 
from  research  into  the  cause  and  cure  of 
cancer,  the  cause  and  cure  of  heart  dis¬ 
ease,  the  cause  and  cure  of  mental  dis¬ 
orders  and  of  dental  disabilities. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  last  month  one 
of  the  dearest  friends  of  my  life  passed 
away  from  a  cardiovascular  disease. 
Outstanding  experts  stood  by  that  man’s 
side  acknowledging  that  they  knew  noth¬ 
ing  by  which  they  could  contribute  to 
the  salvation  of*  my  dear  friend’s  life. 
Another  dear  relative  was  stricken  by 
cancer  and  died  a  short  time  thereafter. 

Surely,  when  we  have  billions  to  spend 
for  other  meritorious  projects,  we  would 
not  deny  to  the  outstanding  colleges  and 
universities  of  the  United  States  the 
meager  sum  of  a  few  million  dollars — 
not  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  but  a 
few  million  dollars — in  order  that  they 
may  carry  on  these  great  research 
projects. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  now  made  the 
concession  of  a  50-percent  cut  in  the  re¬ 
quest  that  was  made  yesterday.  It  was 
apparent  from  the  vote  that  was  had  in 
the  Senate  that  a  great  many  Senators 
conscientiously  believed  that  we  should 
not  ask  as  much  as  the  amendment 
called  for.  I  think  thirty-odd  Senators 
voted  for  the  amendment.  But  I  believe 
there  was  manifested  a  very  strong  sen¬ 
timent  on  the  part  of  the  Senators  that 
something  might  be  added  to  what  has 
already  been  provided,  because  numerous 
applications  have  come  in  for  research 
programs  since  the  agency  in  charge  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
I  have  a  characteristic  list  of  some  of 
them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  must  advise  the  Senator  from 
Florida  that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  So  we  hope,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  we  may  make  a  fair  compromise 
by  cutting  in  half  the  appropriation  car¬ 
ried  by  the  original,  amendment  and 
that  that  much  will  be  provided  for  these 
necessary  and  worthy  projects. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Presiding  Officer  rule  on  the  point  of 
order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  was  withheld  temporarily. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wish  to  join  in  the 
point  of  order  made  by  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  advise  the  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  that  I  temporarily  withheld  the  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  the  Chair 
will  sustain  the  point  of  order  when  he 
comes  to  rule  upon  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFFICER.  While 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  on  his 
feet,  may  the  Chair  inquire  if  he  has 
available  the  basic  law  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  consult  in  deciding  the 
point  of  order — that  is,  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  act? 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  No,  I  do  not  have 
the  authorization  act  before  me. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  I  may  do  so,  before 
the  Chair  rules  on  the  point  of  order,  I 
ask  that  Senators  be  permitted  to  be 
heard  upon  that  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wants  to  obtain  all  the  facts. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  -President,  I 
have  just  sent  for  a  copy  of  the  basic 
law. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  that  in  the  first  session  of  the 
Eighty-first  Congress  authorization  was 
made  for  $3,000,000  for  the  building  of 
l,  dental  research  institute  in  connection 
with  the  naval  hospital  at  Bethesda,  Md. 
$100,000  was  appropriated  for  plans  and 
specifications  for  the  building.  Those 
plans  and  specifications  have  been  com¬ 
pleted.  I  regret  to  say,  however,  that  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
did  not  make  the  additional  $2,000,000 
that  was  authorized  available  for  the 
building.  So  I  think  the  distinguished 
Senator’s  objection  does  not  hold. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment.  I  believe, 
as  we  pointed  out  yesterday,  that  in  this 
country  several  times  as  many  persons 
die  of  heart  disease,  cancer,  and  mental 
illness  as  died  in  World  War  II  on  the 
battlefields  or  from  wounds.  I  again 
wish  to  point  out  that  in  the  United 
States  eight  and  one-half  million  per¬ 
sons  suffer  from  mental  illness;  that  40 
or  50  percent  of  all  those  who  consult 
doctors  consult  them  because  of  mental 
disease,  and  that  one-sixth  of  all  the 
young  men  and  women  who  presented 
themselves  to  the  draft  boards  during 
World  War  II  were  rejected  because  of 
psychoneurotic  illness. 

I  think  the  question  involved  is  not 
only  one  of  serving  our  own  interests 
over  a  long  period  of  years,  but  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  us  now  as  a  de¬ 
fense  measure,  because  I  am  certain  that 
if  we  can  devise  through  research,  new 
means  of  prevention  and  cure  we  will 
certainly  strengthen  our  defense  and  our 
security. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  no  hesitation 
in  voting  great  amounts  for  flood  control, 
for  reclamation  projects,  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  buildings.  I  know  that  most 
of  these  purposes  are  worth  while,  but  I 
also  know  that  many  of  them  could  be 
deferred  without  any  great  loss  to  our 
country.  Yet  we  hesitate  to  vote  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  amount  of  money  which  will 
mean  so  much  to  the  health  and  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  our  150,000,000  people,  and  serve 
as  an  added  weapon  of  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  in  the  fight  in  which  we  are  now 
engaged,  and  which,  I  fear,  will  become 
far  more  all-embracing  as  the  weeks  and 
months  pass. 

I  strongly  hope  the  Senate  will  vote  in 
favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  associate  myself  with  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington,  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  I  am  a  cosponsor  of  the 
amendment.  I  never  felt  more  proud  of 
anything  in  my  life  than  to  be  a  co¬ 
sponsor  of  an  amendment  the  purpose  of 


which  is  to  relieve  suffering  and  to  in¬ 
crease  the  life  expectancy  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people. 

Not  long  ago  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  made  a  comment  which  I  think 
should  be  reiterated;  he  pointed  out  that 
we  are  spending  more  on  research  for 
the  health  of  pigs  and  cows  than  we  are 
spending  for  research  to  improve  the 
health  of  the  American  people. 

As  I  have  listened  to  the  debates  in 
the  past  few  days,  I  have  been  reminded 
many  times  that  we  should  stick  to  the 
facts.  In  that  connection,  let  me  say 
that  in  the  May  28,  1950,  issue  of  the 
Washington  Sunday  Star  there  is  a  fea¬ 
ture  story  entitled  “Medical  Research 
Costs  the  United  States  $28,000,000  a 
Year.”  I  read  from  the  article: 

The  Federal  Government  spent  about  $28,- 
000,000  a  year  for  research  and  development 
of  medical  and  allied  sciences,  as  compared 
with  $30,000,000  spent  by  one  Federal  agency 
alone  for  research  in  animal  and  plant  dis¬ 
eases. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  heard  any 
Member  of  the  Senate  raise  a  great  deal 
of  fuss  about  the  fact  that  we  are  spend¬ 
ing  $30,000,000  to  take  care  of  our  fine 
cattle.  I  am  glad  we  are  taking  care  of 
the  cattle,  and  I  know  that  is  a  worthy 
purpose.  I  am  glad  to  see  cows  con¬ 
tended,  if  for  no  other  reason  than  to 
make  Carnation-milk  cows  happy. 

However,  it  is  inconceivable  that  we 
have  to  fight  to  obtain  the  appropriation 
of  a  small  amount  of  money  to  provide 
for  research  to  protect  the  health  of  the 
people  of  our  country.  After  all,  so  far 
as  the  national  defense  is  concerned, 
what  is  more  important  than  to  have  the 
American  people  healthy  and  able  and 
strong? 

Mr.  President,  the  requested  appropri¬ 
ation  of  $14,000,000  for  research  in  the 
field  of  mental  health  is  so  desperately 
needed  that  I  submit  that  no  Member  of 
the  Congress  could  return  to  his  home 
and  face  his  own  conscience  if  he  were 
to  vote  against  this  proposal. 

When  we  understand  that  there  are  in 
the  United  States  only  5,000  psychi¬ 
atrists,  most  of  whom  will  be  taken  into 
the  Armed  Forces,  we  must  realize  that 
in  that  event  the  mental  hospitals  will 
return  to  the  condition  they  were  in  a 
few  years  ago — with  only  a  few  elderly 
doctors,  kindly  though  they  may  be,  but 
insufficient  in  number  to  take  care  of  the 
large  number  of  mental  cases. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  nothing  more 
humane  than  to  provide  for  the  caring 
of  such  cases. 

It  is  hard  to  believe  that  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  our  country,  so  fabulously  rich 
as  our  country  is,  when  it  has  a  national 
income  or  more  than  $250,000,000,000  a 
year,  there  would  be  an  argument  over 
spending  a  small  amount  of  money  for 
this  program,  which  will  affect  in  a  vital 
way  the  health  of  the  American  people. 

After  all,  Mr.  President,  more  money 
has  been  spent  in  the  United  States  for 
liquor  than  for  medical  care.  In  fact,  I 
venture  the  assertion  that,  if  we  were  to 
take  up  a  collection  at  the  cocktail  par¬ 
ties  held  in  the  city  of  Washington,  we 
could  obtain  sufficient  funds  for  this  pur- 
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pose,  and  those  who  attend  such  parties 
would  be  glad  to  sponsor  this  endeavor. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  a  Nation  so 
great  and  so  strong  as  ours  cannot  afford 
not  to  support  this  basic  program.  Un¬ 
less  we  follow  through  by  means  of 
adopting  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Washington,  we  shall  lose  much  of 
the  effectiveness  of  the  research  program 
which  is  already  under  way. 

For  example,  in  the  field  of  mental 
health,  if  we  do  not  follow  through  with 
the  present  program,  the  State  of  Okla¬ 
homa,  which  has  appropriated  vast  sums 
of  money  for  its  hospitals  and  psychi¬ 
atrists,  will  lose  much  of  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  program  it  has  developed.  In 
fact,  110  psychiatrists  are  needed  there 
now. 

My  State  of  Minnesota  has  developed 
a  great  program  in  this  field,  but  Dr. 
Rosen,  of  our  State,  is  looking  for  more 
psychiatrists.  After  all,  Mr.  President, 
the  sick  are  not  cared  for  by  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  brick  and  stone  alone. 

So  I  appeal  to  the  humanitarian  in¬ 
stincts  of  all  Members  of  Congress,  and 
I  request  that  they  ease  up  a  little  and 
provide  the  money  that  is  needed  for 
this  purpose. 

After  all,  we  are  not  requesting  for  this 
purpose  $1,000,000,000  or  the  $100,000,000 
which  was  provided  for  Spain,  or  the 
$2,900,000,000  which  has  been  voted  for 
the  ECA;  but  we  are  asking  for  only 
$32,000,000  for  150,000,000  American 
people.  We  are  asking  for  approximately 
$32,000,000  to  take  care  of  the  greatest 
research  program  the  world  has  ever 
known.  We  are  asking  for  it,  not  on  the 
basis  of  political  considerations  but  be¬ 
cause  the  American  Medical  Association, 
the  National  Heart  Institute,  the  Psy¬ 
chiatric  Association,  the  Mental  Hygiene 
Association,  and  the  greatest  research 
experts  the  world  has  ever  known,  all  are 
pleading  with  the  Congress  to  provide  a 
reasonable  amount  of  money  which  can 
be  used  with  efficiency  and  dispatch. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has 
expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  not  argue  the  point  of  order,  but 
again  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  yesterday  we  passed  on  this  matter. 

The  Senate  may  remember  that  last 
year  we  appropriated  a  very  large  sum 
of  money  for  all  these  purposes.  Last 
year  the  appropriation  for  cancer  re¬ 
search  was  $19,000,000,  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  construction  was  an  addi¬ 
tional  $6,000,000. 

The  appropriation  last  year  for  mental 
health  research  was  $8,000,000,  and  an 
additional  $2,000,000  was  appropriated 
for  construction  in  that  connection. 

The  appropriation  last  year  for  re¬ 
search  in  the  field  of  heart  disease  was 
$10,000,000,  for  general  purposes;  and 
$5,000,000  more  was  appropriated  for 
construction  in  that  connection. 

For  the  purpose  of  dental  research,  the 
appropriation  last  year  was  $1,908,000. 

In  total,  the  appropriations  made  last 
year  for  these  purposes  amounted  to 
approximately  $40,000,000. 

The  remarkable  point  is  that  those 
who  will  spend  the  money  which  is 
appropriated  this  year  for  these  pur¬ 


poses — and  who  are  the  same  persons  as 
those  who  spent  the  money  appropriated 
in  this  field  last  year — now  have  on  hand 
$780,000  which  they  are  unable  to  spend. 
Yet  by  these  amendments,  Senators  un¬ 
dertake  to  appropriate  for  them  more 
money  than  they  now  request.  Those 
who  operate  this  program  do  not  have  a 
set-up  capable  of  using  such  a  large  sum 
of  money. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  moments  ago  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]  re¬ 
ferred  to  certain  cases  which  he  said 
touched  him  very  deeply  and  all  of  us, 
perhaps,  have  knowledge  of  similar 
cases;  so,  of  course,  this  is  a  subject 
which  touches  the  hearts  of  every  Sen¬ 
ator.  Cancer  is  a  terrible  disease,  and 
so  is  tuberculosis.  All  these  diseases 
should  be  dealt  with,  and  they  are  being 
dealt  with.  Private  institutions  are 
spending  many  millions  of  dollars  every 
year  in  the  attempts  to  eradicate  these 
diseases,  and  the  Congress  is  spending 
$40,000,000  a  year  in  connection  with 
these  four  diseases  alone. 

However,  the  present  set-up  of  the  or¬ 
ganization  handling  this  program  is  such 
that  those  in  charge  of  the  work  simply 
cannot  spend  additional  funds. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  rejected. 

If  Senators  say  that  a  larger  establish¬ 
ment  should  be  set  up,  Senators  should 
realize  that  that  cannot  be  done  under 
the  provisions  of  this  bill,  for  this  is  an 
appropriation  bill,  'and  legislation  can¬ 
not  be  included  in  it.  If  the  amendment 
were  offered  to  a  legislative  bill  for  this 
purpose,  I  should  be  glad  to  join  in  it. 

However,  Mr.  President,  in  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  when  a  request  is  made  that 
we  appropriate  money  in  addition  to  the 
amount  of  money  requested  by  the 
agency  in  charge  of  the  work,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  request  is  entirely  im¬ 
proper.  So  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
be  rejected. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  for 
the  sake  of  the  record,  I  should  like  to 
have  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  a  statement  of  the 
facts  relative  to  the  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  1950,  the  estimates  for 
1951,  the  appropriations  for  this  purpose 
for  1951,  as  carried  in  the  present  appro¬ 
priation  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives,  arid  the  amount  of  the 
appropriation  for  this  purpose  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Senate  committee.  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  the  figures 
for  the  appropriations  made  under  these 
various  items  for  the  fiscal  years  1948, 
1949,  and  1950. 

This  record  will  show,  Mr.  President, 
that  we  have  made  a  steady  advance  in 
this  field;  that  in  most  instances  the 
Senate  committee  has  voted  to  increase 
the  amounts  voted  by  the  House  of 
Representatives;  and  that  in  all  in¬ 
stances  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  has  voted  to  allow  for  these  pur¬ 
poses  amounts  equalling  the  full 
amounts  of  the  budget  estimates, 

Mr.  President,  I  happen  to  serve  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  on  this  side  of 
,  the  aisle;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
administration,  represented  by  the  Sen¬ 
ators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  have 


been  unmindful  of  the  great  problems  of 
public  health.  Certainly  we  have  pro¬ 
vided  the  full  amounts  of  the  budget 
estimates,  as  recommended  by  the  ad¬ 
ministration  which  those  gentlemen 
represent. 

So  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
insertion  in  the  Record  of  the  statistics 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statistics 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Comparison  of  appropriations  by  years 

NATIONAL  CANCER  INSTITUTE 

1948  _ $14,  500,  000 

1949  (plus  $8,000,000  contract 

authority) _  14,  000,  000 

1950  (plus  $6,000,000  contract 

authority) _  18,  900,  000 

MENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

1948  _  4,  250,  000 

1949  (plus  $2,300,000  contract 

authority) _  9,  028,  000 

1950  (plus  $2,150,000  contract 

authority) _  11,  712,  000 

NATIONAL  HEART  INSTITUTE 

1948  _ _ _  None 

1949  (transferred  from  other  ac¬ 
counts) _ _ _  2,835,400 

1950  (plus  $5,350,000  contract 

authority) _  10,  725,  000 

DENTAL  HEALTH  ACTIVITIES 

1948  _  None 

1949  (transferred  from  other  ac¬ 
counts)  _  1,  733,  202 

1950  _  1,  780,  000 


Comparison  of  1951  estimate  and  awards 
provided  in  present  bill 


Estimate, 

1951 

Contained 
in  bill 

Com¬ 
pared  to 
estimate 

National  Cancer 

$20,  086,  000 

$20,  686,  000 

+$600, 000 

Mental  health 

9, 944, 000 

10,  000, 000 

+56,  000 

National  Heart 

14, 150,  000 

14, 750,  000 

+600, 000 

Dental  health 

2, 140,  000 

2, 140,  000 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  also  wish  to 
point  out,  Mr.  President,  that  we  are 
not  giving  driblets  in  this  field.  In  the 
first  place,  the  American  people  have 
been  very  generous  through  their 
various  voluntary  organizations.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  some  of  the  great  indus¬ 
trial  firms  have  contributed  large  sums 
of  money.  The  State  governments  are 
doing  much  in  this  field.  In  the  field 
of  public  health,  for  1950,  the  Congress 
appropriated  $199,828,000,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  this  year  recommends  $270,779,- 
000.  I  merely  want  the  Record  to  be 
clear.  I  renew  my  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  is  not  in  order,  for  the 
reason  that  it  contains  substantive  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  made  a  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  contains  legislation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  state  the  situation,  please.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  do  the  proponents  of  the 
amendment  Jhave  any  authority  for  an 
authorization  as  to  a  mental-  or  dental- 
health  program,  as  included  in  the  bill? 
If  so,  the  Chair  will  be  glad  to  heai; 
them. 


1950 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  address  myself  to  the  point  of 
order  for  just  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIGER.  The 
Chair  will  recognize,  first,  any  Senator 
who  has  any  specific  authority  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  authorization. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  a  right  to  address  myself  to  the 
point  of  order,  have  I  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  not  recognized  the  Senator 
from  Washington.  It  is  not  a  debatable 
matter,  except  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Chair,  as  the  Chair  understands.  All 
the  Chair  wants  is  light  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  was  trying  to 
address  myself - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  not  recognized.  Does  any 
Senator  indicate  that  he  has  some  au¬ 
thority  with  reference  to  the  authoriza¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  addressing 
myself  to  the  point  of  order.  I  have  a 
right  to  do  that,  have  I  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  debatable,  in  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Chair.  The  Chair  desires 
information  on  the  law  pertaining  to  the 
authorization. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  the  Chair 
deny  me  the  right  from  the  floor  to 
address  myself  to  the  point  of  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  stated  that  what  he  wants 
first  is  a  citation  of  authority  for  this 
appropriation.  What  authority  is  there 
for  it? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Chair  will  allow  me,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  contribute  what  light  I  may  have  to¬ 
ward  the  Chair’s  dilemma. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  desirous  of  saving  time.  It 
seems  to  the  Chair  that  the  provision  is 
either  authorized  or  it  is  not,  and  that  it 
could  be  settled  within  a  very  short  time. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
still  ask  the  right  to  attempt,  in  my  feeble 
way,  to  give  the  Chair  what  I  hope  might 
be  some  light  on  that  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  speak  for  a  moment,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  express  authority.  The  Chair 
previously  asked  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  whether  he  had  anything  on  that 
point,  and  he  did  not  have. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  say  to  the  Chair,  with  respect  to 
the  point  of  order,  that  I  sent  to  the  desk 
the  substantive  law  relative  to  this 
matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
what  the  Chair  wants.  There  can  be 
argument  on  it,  after  the  Chair  reads  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  There  is  no  ques¬ 
tion  but  that - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
mand  the  regular  order.  The  Chair  has 
denied  the  Senator  from  Washington 
the  right  to  present  an  argument. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  state  that  he  has  not  denied  any 
Senator  the  right  to  be  heard. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry.  What  did  the 
Chair  just  do? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  wishes  to  know  what,  if  any,  au¬ 
thority  there  is  in  law  for  this  appro¬ 
priation,  and  then  the  Chair  will  hear 
argument  on  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wanted  to  address  the  Chair  on 
the  point  of  order,  to  suggest  that  the 
bill  itself,  if  the  Chair  will  read  it,  does 
not  authorize  anything.  It  merely  says 
that  the  amounts  to  be  expended  in  the 
case  of  the  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research  shall  be  expended  for  certain 
things.  The  National  Institute  for  Den¬ 
tal  Research  has  been  authorized  by  law, 
and  the  amounts  for  the  National  Heart 
Institute,  the  National  Cancer  Institute, 
and  the  mental  health  activities  have  all 
been  authorized  by  the  Congress,  in  the 
provisions  relating  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Public  Health. 

This  would  merely  appropriate  money 
for  the  purpose  of  continuing  those  ac¬ 
tivities.  In  the  case  of  the  dental  health 
activities,  the  Dental  Institute  and  dental 
reasearch,  it  merely  specifies  how  the 
money  shall  be  spent.  I  thank  the 
Chair  for  his  very  kind  indulgence. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Washington  give  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  what  amount  has  been  author¬ 
ized  for  the  mental  health  or  the  dental 
health  clinic? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  One  million  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  dental  re¬ 
search.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  amount, 
for  mental  health  activities,  but  it  has 
been  authorized  on  one  or  two  occasions 
within  the  general  authorization  of  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  is  recognized  next. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
first  place  may  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  amendment  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Washington  and  his  asso¬ 
ciates  does  not  identify  the  purpose  for 
which  the  funds  are  to  be  expended. 
The  amendment  says: 

On  page  149,  line  24,  strike  out  “$15,750,- 
000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$79,750,000.” 

That  was  the  original  amendment. 
The  figure  of  $79,750,000  had  been  re¬ 
duced  by  half.  It  does  not  say  “for  con¬ 
struction  purposes.”  It  is  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  purposes  that  are  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  appropriation  bill,  within  the 
terms  of  the  authorization.  May  we  look 
at  page  149?  The  amendment  says,  “on 
page  149,  line  24.”  At  the  bottom  of  the 
page,  the  next  line  to  the  last,  appears 
the  figure  that  is  in  the  bill,  $15,750,000, 
and  the  provision,  continuing  in  line  24, 
reads  “of  which  not  less  than  $3,600,000 
shall  be  available  exclusively  for  grants 
for  studies  with  adrenocorticotropic  hor¬ 
mone,”  and  so  on.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  bill  or  in  the  amendment  specifying 
that  it  has  to  be  used  for  construction. 
It  is  enlarging  the  fund. 


The  second  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Washington  and  other 
Senators  is: 

On  page  150,  change  the  period  to  a  colon 
and  add - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  ask  the  Senator,  while  he  is  on  that 
point,  Do  not  the  last  three  lines  of  the 
amendment  provide,  with  respect  to  den¬ 
tal  health  activities,  “for  plans,  specifica¬ 
tions,  construction  and  equipment  of  a 
research  building  and  facilities  for  the 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research”? 
That  is  the  basis  of  the  question  that  is 
in  the  Chair’s  mind,  namely,  whether 
there  is  any  authority  for  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  On  page  2,  beginning 
in  line  2,  the  amendment  says: 

Respectively,  and  amounts  so  transferred 
shall  be  available  for  the  objects  specified 
herein  under  these  heads  and  for  grants  for 
drawing  nlans,  erection  of  buildings  and  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land  therefor  to  provide  facilities 
for  research. 

As  I  understand,  there  is  no  question 
about  heart  and  cancer  research.  It  is 
not  questioned  in  those  two  cases.  In 
respect  to  the  dental  health  activities,  I 
may  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
last  lines  of  the  amendment,  with  respect 
to  dental  health  activities,  read : 

For  plans,  specifications,  construction,  and 
equipment  of  a  research  building  and  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research. 

In  other  words,  there  is  evidently  to  be 
in  Washington,  in  the  completion  of  the 
plant  that  is  authorized  by  the  law  in 
Washington.  It  is  not,  as  in  the  other 
cases,  to  be  spread  around  over  the* coun¬ 
try.  Looking  at  the  law  itself,  section  5 
reads  as  follows: 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  a  sum  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
the  erection  and  equipment  of  suitable  and 
adequate  buildings  and  facilities  for  the  use 
of  the  National  Institute  of  Dental  Research. 

There  is  an  express  authority,  at  least 
to  that  amount,  for  providing  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research  in  Washington.  It  is  not  re¬ 
quired,  Mr.  President,  under  this  amend¬ 
ment,  that  where  authorization  does  not 
exist  the  expenditure  has  to  be  made  out¬ 
side  Washington  and  the  equipment  of 
the  national  plant. 

So,  Mr.  President,  if  we  look  at  the 
mental  health  authorization  we  find 
there  is  authorization  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  mental  health  facilities  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  under  the  act.  The  distinguished 
jurist  who  now  occupies  the  chair  knows 
that  the  burden  of  proof  of  showing  that 
the  amendment  is  subject  to  a  point  of 
order  is  upon  the  one  who  makes  the 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
renew  my  point  of  order.  The  whole 
question  hinges  on  this  point,  namely, 
the  language  to  which  I  have  previously 
referred,  “and  amounts  so  transferred 
shall  be  available  for  the  objects  spe¬ 
cified  herein  under  these  heads  and  for 
grants  for  drawing  plans,  erection  of 
buildings,  and  acquisition  of  land  there¬ 
for  to  provide  facilities  for  research,  and, 
with  respect  to  dental  health  activities,” 
and  so  forth. 

There  is  no  question  but  that  there  is 
authority  involved  for  the  erection  of  the 
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clinic  at  Bethesda.  No  one  challenges 
that.  There  is  no  question  but  that 
there  is  authority  at  law  for  the  grants 
for  cancer  and  heart  purposes.  The 
point  at  issue  is  that  this  is  substantive 
legislation  insofar  as  it  relates  to  grants 
for  dental  purposes,  and  is  writing  into 
the  law  something  which  does  not  now 
exist  insofar  as  such  grants  for  dental 
and  mental  facilities,  as  outlined,  are 
indicated. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  With  respect  to  the 
Dental  Health  Institute,  the  Senator 
does  not  assert,  does  he,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  require  the  construction  of 
any  dental  facilities  outside  the  National 
Institute  in  Washington? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  say  it  broadens 
the  authority  in  the  law  by  the  language 
which  provides  for  grants  for  drawing 
plans,  erection  of  buildings,  and  acqui¬ 
sition  of  land  therefor  to  provide  facili¬ 
ties  for  research. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  May  I  make  this  obser¬ 
vation:  Is  it  not  a  fair  construction  of 
the  language  with  respect  to  the  Dental 
Institute,  that  it  is  intended  that  with 
respect  to  that  institute  only  the  latter 
language  shall  apply?  In  other  words, 
the  first  part  of  the  amendment  evi¬ 
dently  refers  to  the  other  three. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  hear  the  Senator 
from  California  until  he  has  completed 
his  point. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  beg  the  Chair’s 
pardon. 

Mr!'  KNOWLAND.  The  point  is,  Mr. 
President,  that  there  is  no  authority  in 
law,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  dental  and 
mental  health  activities,  on  this  matter 
of  grants  for  the  purposes  indicated. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  modify  the  amendment  in  the 
following  respect:  Strike  out  lines  3,  4, 
5,  6,  7,  8,  and  9,  on  page  2,  and  insert, 
after  the  word  “respectively”,  in  line  2, 
“to  the  extent  authorized  by  law.” 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  If  the  amendment 
is  changed  as  indicated,  would  a  point 
of  order  lie  on  the  basis  of  transfer  from 
the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  as  the 
Magnuson  amendment  proposes?  Would 
not  unanimous  consent  be  necessary  be¬ 
cause  these  items  were  adopted  too  long 
ago  to  move  reconsideration  without 
unanimous  consent? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  general  rule  is 
that  the  question  of  consistency  or  in¬ 
consistency  will  not  generally  invalidate 
an  amendment.  That  is  a  matter  which 
the  Senate  passes  on  when  it  casts  its 
vote. 

'  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  as  modified.  The  Chair  un¬ 
derstands  that  disposes  of  the  point  of 
order,  since  no  point  of  order  has  been 
made  to  the  modified  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  think  that 
takes  care  of  the  point  of  order,  Mr. 
President. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (putting 
the  question) .  Tire  “ayes”  seem  to  have 
it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  and  other  Senators 
asked  for  a  division. 

On  a  division  the  amendment,  as  modi¬ 
fied,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
too  late.  The  decision  has  been  an¬ 
nounced. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  If  we  are  going  to 
be  so  technical - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  we 
have  listened  very  patiently  for  over  an 
hour  to  debate  on  points  of  order,  which 
I  have  been  agreeable  to  listen  to  be¬ 
cause  everyone  ought  to  have  his  day 
in  court.  But  the  Presiding  Officer  an¬ 
nounced  the  result  of  the  vote,  and  when 
it  is  announced,  we  should  proceed  with 
the  bill.  It  is  now  6  o’clock. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  the 
Presiding  Officer  did  not  announce  the 
number  of  votes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  not 
customary  to  announce  the  number  of 
votes  on  a  division. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  amendment,  as  modified, 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  and  other  Senators 
requested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Hum¬ 
phrey]  voted  in  the  affirmative  on  the 
division. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  is  not  recorded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
point  would  apply  only  to  a  recordedwote. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

McMahon 

Anderson 

Hill 

Magnuscn 

Butler 

Hoey 

Malone 

Byrd 

Holland 

Martin 

Capehart 

Humphrey 

Mtllikin 

Chapman 

Hunt 

Morse 

Chavez 

Ives 

Mundt 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Cordon 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O'Mahoney 

Darby 

Kem 

Pepper 

Donnell 

Kerr 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Russell 

Dworshak 

Knowland 

Saltonstall 

Ecton 

Langer 

Scnoeppel 

Ellender 

Leahy 

Smith,  Maine 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Frear 

Lodge 

Sparkman 

George 

Lucas 

Stennis 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Utah 

Graham 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Green 

McClellan 

Wherry 

Gurney 

McFarland 

Wiley 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Williams 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  Senator 
will  state  the  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Chair  to  state  the  question  so 
that  Senators  will  know  what  it  is. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Knowland]  to 
lay  on  the  table  the  motion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey]  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amend¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  heart,  can¬ 
cer,  mental,  and  dental  provisions  was 
rejected. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fauver]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Myers]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Eastland],  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  Fulbright],  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank], 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  the  Senators  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  O’Conor  and  Mr.  Tydings],  and  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Long],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Withers]  are  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Connecti¬ 
cut  [Mr.  Benton],  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Downey],  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank], 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers],  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Withers]  would 
vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Cain],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Hickenlooper],  the  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Jenner],  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Tobey]  who  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  who  is  also  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate.  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders]  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  are  detained  on 
official  business. 
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The  result  was  announced — yeas  37, 
nays  32,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 37 


Butler 

Gurney 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Hayden 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Hendrickson 

Robertson 

Chavez 

Hoey 

Russell 

Cordon 

Holland 

Saltonstall 

Darby 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Donnell 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dworshak 

McClellan 

Stennis 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Thye 

Ferguson 

Malone 

Wherry 

George 

Martin 

Gillette 

Millikin 

NAYS— 32 

Aiken 

Ives 

McFarland 

Anderson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

McMahon 

Chapman 

Kerr 

Magnuscn 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Morse 

Ecton 

Langer 

Murray 

Frear 

Leahy 

Pepper 

Graham 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Green 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hill 

Lucas 

Wiley 

Humphrey 

McCarran 

Williams 

Hunt 

McCarthy 

NOT  VOTING— 

-27 

Benton 

Hickenlooper 

Taft 

Brewster 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Bricker 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bridges 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Cain 

Long 

Ty  dings 

Downey 

Maybank 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

Myers 

Watkins 

Flanders 

Neely 

Withers 

Fulbright 

O’Conor 

Young 

So  Mr.  Knowland’s  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table  Mr.  Humphrey's  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  335,  be¬ 
tween  lines  5  and  6,  it  is  proposed  to 
Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

No  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
or  made  available  to  the  United  States  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
costs  of  national  defense  features  under 
title  V  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
as  amended:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  pay  such  costs 
out  of  any  funds  appropriated  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  jgill  state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  ClDlKQNEY.  I  just  listened  to 
the  reading  of  the  amendment.  It 
transfers  the  responsibility  now  vested 
in  the  Maritime  Commission  to  the  Navy 
Department.  The  amendment  is  clearly 
legislation  in  that  it  changes  the  au¬ 
thority  from  one  Government  agency  to 
another. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  very  able  and  eminent 
Senator  from  Wyoming  would  be  willing 
to  withhold  his  point  of  order  until  I 
explain  the  purpose  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  am  glad  to  do 
that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  withholds  his  point  of  order,  and 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  would  require  the  cost  of 
the  national  defense  features  of  ship 
subsidies  to  be  paid  for  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy.  I  want  to  make  it 
clear  that  I  do  not  oppose  these  subsi¬ 


dies  to  shipping  where  they  are  of  ma¬ 
terial  benefit  to  national  security.  But 
I  do  think  that,  in  the  interest  of  sound 
accounting  practices,  the  agency  which 
passes  on  the  expenditure  of  such  funds 
should  be  the  agency  which  pays  the 
expense.  Furthermore,  the  defense 
features  of  shipbuilding  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  part  of  the  over-all  national 
defense  program. 

Under  the  present  law,  the  Navy  passes 
on  the  expenditure  of  funds  which  ai’e 
paid  for  by  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion.  That  is,  it  will  certify  what  it  re¬ 
gards  as  the  national  defense  features, 
and  then  the  Maritime  Commission  has 
to  pay  the  bill.  Thus  the  necessity  for 
integrating  our  naval  defense  needs  is 
absent.  However,  it  is  my  feeling  that 
the  Navy  will  look  with  a  much  more 
critical  eye  at  Maritime  subsidies  if  the 
funds  come  out  of  their  appropriation. 
So  I  think  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  if  it  does  not  save  a  nickel,  will  at 
least  enable  us  to  better  provide  for  real 
defense  needs. 

Mr.  President,  this  morning  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  it  was  developed 
that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  determines  the  amount  which  the 
Post  Office  Department  will  pay  to  the 
railroads  for  carrying  the  mail  by  rail, 
and  the  bill  which  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  presents  to  the  Post 
Office  Department  must  be  borne  by  the 
Post  Office  Department  even  though  the 
Post  Office  Department  thinks  the  items 
are  improper.  Similarly,  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  fixes  for  the  Post  Office 
Department  the  amount  which  shall  be 
paid  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
air  and  the  Post  Office  Department  has 
no  voice  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  case  of  the  mari¬ 
time  subsidies  it  is  the  Navy  which  cer¬ 
tifies  how  much  of  the  construction  costs 
can  be  charged  to  defense  features  and 
borne  by  the  Government,  and  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  has  to  follow  suit. 

In  none  of  these  cases  do  those  who 
call  the  tune  have  to  pay  the  piper.  They 
can  say  what  amounts  should  be  paid, 
and  some  other  agency  has  to  foot  the 
bill.  It  is  easy  to  overcertify  in  these 
cases  since  it  is  always  a  temptation  to 
be  generous  at  someone  else’s  expense. 

At  the  present  time,  the  Navy  is  given 
a  certain  amount  of  money  to  carry  out 
its  shipbuilding  and  maintenance  pro¬ 
gram.  Then  they  are  also  required  to 
pass  judgment  upon  the  expenditure  of 
some  funds  of  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  for  the  defense  features  of  ship  sub¬ 
sidies.  Defense  needs  are  therefore  not 
truly  integrated.  Actually,  the  Navy 
may  in  many  instances  feel  that  such 
funds  could  better  be  spent  on  other 
navy  ships.  If  they  did,  it  would  be  just 
too  bad  since  the  law  prohibits  this. 
However,  if  this  amendment  is  adopted, 
the  Navy  could  spend  these  funds  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  get  maximum  secu¬ 
rity  and  strength.  Gf  course  it  may  be 
that  the  Navy  approves  of  defense  feat¬ 
ures  of  the  ship  subsidy  program  feel¬ 
ing  that  this  materially  benefits  national 
defense.  In  this  case,  they  would  go 
ahead  and  provide  them,  but  at  least  we 
could  be  certain  that  our  maritime  de¬ 
fense  policies  were  integrated  and  that 


we  were  getting  the  most  security  for 
our  money. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment 
would  correct  some  of  the  flaws  in  our 
maritime  setup,  which  were  pointed  out 
in  the  conclusions  and  observations  of 
the  House  Executive  Expenditures  Com¬ 
mittee  in  its  inquiry  into  operations  of 
the  Maritime  Commission.  In  this  re¬ 
port  (H.  Rept.  No.  1423,  81st  Cong.)  on 
page  21  the  committee  states: 

There  is  evidence  that  the  Commission 
disregarded  its  responsibilities  by  providing 
additional  subsidy  through  the  process  of 
underclassifying  commercial  needs  so  as  to 
promote  a  determination  that  certain  com¬ 
mercial  features  were  national  defense 
features  as  contemplated  by  the  act. 

If  the  Navy  were  to  spend  its  own 
funds  for  the  defense  features  of  these 
subsidies,  as  is  contemplated  in  this 
amendment,  I  believe  they  would  have 
blocked  these  excessive  assignments  to 
defense  in  order  to  keep  a  maximum  of 
naval  strength. 

That  this  amendment  should  be  adopt¬ 
ed  is  further  borne  out  in  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  included  in  a  special  report  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office.  This  report, 
which  is  Appendix  I  of  House  Report  No. 
1423,  recommends  on  page  48: 

That  the  cost  of  features  incorporated  for 
national  defense  uses  be  required  to  be  paid 
from  Navy  Department  appropriations  so 
that  the  desirability  of  adding  those  features 
may  be  considered  in  the  light  of  over-all 
naval  and  military  requirements  and  funds 
available  to  meet  those  requirements. 

This  was  recommendation  No.  2  of  the 
Comptroller  General’s  report.  Concern¬ 
ing  this  recommendation,  Congressman 
Hardy,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
holding  hearings  on  the  operations  of  the 
Maritime  Commission,  stated  during 
these  hearings — page  510  of  hearings: 

The  implication,  to  me  at  least,  is  that  if 
the  Navy  had  the  appropriation  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  that  they  might  be  a  little  more  care¬ 
ful  in  scrutinizing  the  defense  features  that 
they  approved. 

Admiral  Wheelock,  who  was  testifying 
at  the  time  raised  no  violent  objection  to 
this  recommendation.  Not  that  he  en¬ 
thusiastically  supported  it  since  he  knew 
that  the  various  naval  experts  might 
take  a  dim  view  of  these  subsidies,  they 
could  spend  more  for  destroyers,  sub¬ 
marine,  or  what-have-you — see  page 
511  of  the  hearings. 

But  the  point  is,  of  course,  that  the 
defense  features  of  shipping  subsidies 
should  harmonize  with  our  over-all  naval 
requirements.  This  is  not  done  as  pres¬ 
ently  set  up.  The  adoption  of  this 
amendment  would  require  it. 

Mr.  President,  at  a  time  when  we  need 
to  get  the  very  most  for  our  defense  dol¬ 
lar,  I  believe  we  should  adopt  this 
amendment.  I  believe  that  it  would 
clearly  contribute  toward  that  goal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  to  advise  the  Senator  that  his 
5  minutes  have  already  expired. 

Mr.  O’MAPIONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
now  renew  the  point  of  order.  The 
statement  the  Senator  has  made  only 
emphasizes  the  fact  that  this  is  legisla¬ 
tion  on  an  appropriation  bill,  forbidden 
by  the  rule. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  Lias  4  examined  the  amendment. 
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ard  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  it  is 
clearly  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill,  and  therefore  is  out  of  order,  and 
the  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Are  there  further  amendments  to  be 
offered  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President - - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
another  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognized  the  senior  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  point  of  order.  It  changes  basic 
law.  The  budget  has  not  approved  it, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  the  clerk  read 
it,  and  then  I  should  like  to  make  a 
statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  5,  line  9, 
after  the  word  “each,”  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  “$1,025,789,”  and  to  insert 
“Provided,  That  the  basic  annual  rates 
of  compensation  of  the  following  posi¬ 
tions  shall  be:  Superintendent  of  Sen¬ 
ate  Press  Gallery  at  $4,800  in  lieu  of 
$4,320;  first  assistant  superintendent  at 
$4,080  in  lieu  of  assistant  superintendent 
at  $3,600;  second  assistant  superin¬ 
tendent  at  $2,820  in  lieu  of  assistant 
superintendent  at  $2,400 ;  third  assistant 
superintendent  at  $2,820  in  lieu  of  assist¬ 
ant  superintendent  at  $2,400 ;  messenger 
at  $2,220  in  lieu  of  $1,920;  superintend¬ 
ent  of  Senate  Periodical  Press  Gallery  at 
$4,0S0  in  lieu  of  $3,660;  superintendent 
of  Senate  Radio  Press  Gallery  at  $4,680 
in  lieu  of  $4,020 ,  first  assistant  superin¬ 
tendent  at  $2,000  in  lieu  of  assistant 
superintendent  at  $2,580 ;  second  assist¬ 
ant  superintendent  at  $2,880  in  lieu  of 
assistant  superintendent  at  $2,530 ;  third 
assistant  superintendent  at  $2,520  in  lieu 
of  assistant  superintendent  at  $2,100, 
$1,032,030.” 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  am  about  to  submit  comes  from 
those  in  the  press  gallery  who  are  vitally 
interested  in  the  amendment.  Nv 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senate 
should  know  that  twice  in  the  last  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Congress,  the  Senate  voted 
unanimously  to  increase  the  salaries  of 
employees  in  the  press,  periodical,  and 
radio  galleries.  Twice,  the  House  re¬ 
jected  the  Senate  amendment  in  the  con¬ 
ference  committee. 

Since  that  time,  the  standing  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  three  galleries  have  unani¬ 
mously  agreed  upon  a  schedule  of 
equalized  compensation  which  is  in  the 
amendment  i  have  offered. 

The  House,  accordingly,  acted  inde¬ 
pendently  on  a  resolution  raising  the 
salaries  of  the  gallery  employees  at  the 
other  side  of  the  Capitol,  through  its 
contingent  funds,  retroactive  to  April  1 
of  this  year.  The  amendment  I  have 
offered  would  bring  the  salaries  of  the 
employees  in  the  Senate  galleries  exactly 
in  line  with  the  increases  already  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  House. 

The  three  standing  committees  are 
unanimously  agreed  on  every  increase  in 
the  amendment  I  have  offered.  The  in¬ 
creases  asked  this  year  are  actually  $500 


less  than  were  approved  by  the  Senate 
on  two  previous  occasions,  and  in  some 
cases  the  figure  is  even  wider  than  that. 
The  standing  committees  are  agreed  not 
to  seek  a  higher  rate  of  compensation 
than  that  granted  by  the  House. 

What  I  said  last  year  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  Mr.  President,  applies  equal¬ 
ly  today  when  I  submitted  an  amendment 
similar  to  that  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  last  year.  What  I  said  on  that 
occasion  has  double  force  now,  since  the 
House  has  already  acted.  The  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  offered  would  equalize  and 
bring  in  line  the  salaries  on  both  sides  of 
the  Capitol;  it  would  give  these  men  a 
more  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
valuable  services  that  they  perform ;  and 
finally  it  should  settle  the  salary  problem 
of  these  galleries  for  some  time  to  come. 
The  standing  committees  in  this  schedule 
of  salaries  have  attempted  to  balance  the 
payrolls  and  get  the  employees  properly 
adjudicated  according  to  their  separate 
tasks  and  responsibilities. 

Mr.  President,  this  information  has 
been  submitted  to  me  by  members  of  the 
Press  Gallery.  The  Senator  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Ellender]  takes  issue,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  with  some  of  the  statements  here 
made.  I  am  not,  of  course,  a  member  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  but  I  do 
know  there  is  no  equality  and  no  equity 
now  existing  between  the  House  and  the 
Senate  as  the  result  of  what  has  been 
done  in  the  House,  if  the  statements  are 
true.  Certainly  at  some  time  or  other 
the  Senate  gallery  employees  should  be 
placed  upon  the  same  basis  as  those  in 
the  House,  in  some  way,  either  through 
the  Appropriations  Committee  or 
through  some  other  committee.  They 
should  be  placed  on  a  parity  with  the 
employees  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives.  Our  employees  should  not  be  paid 
less  for  the  services  they  perform  in  the 
press  and  other  galleries,  than  the  per¬ 
sonnel  employed  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives. 

Mr.  President,  I  undertake  to  say  these 
men  are  performing  a  most  valuable 
service,  not  only  to  the  country  but  to  the 
Senators  as  well.  Each  and  every  one 
of  us  calls  upon  them  occasionally  to  do 
things  for  us  and  they  call  on  us.  We 
need  the  most  efficient  men  we  can  ob¬ 
tain  in  our  press  and  other  galleries. 
Certainly  they  should  not  be  paid  less 
than  the  House  is  paying  its  employees  in 
a  similar  capacity.  I  hope  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  taken  to  conference  and 
there  worked  out  in  some  way.  I  hope 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will  not  raise 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 
However,  I  stated  in  the  beginning  that 
the  amendment  is  subject  to  a  point  of 
order  for  the  reasons  I  gave. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  out  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  sustained. 

If  there  are  no  further  amend¬ 
ments — 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No,  Mr.  President.  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  which 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  342, 
before  the  colon,  in  line  16,  it  is  pro¬ 


posed  to  insert  a  comma  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “but  the  amount  of  obligations 
authorized  to  be  incurred  pursuant  to 
such  authority  is  hereby  reduced  by 
$237,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
an  amendment  to  eliminate  the  extended 
authorization  to  build  16,000  additional 
Veterans’  Administration  hospital  beda 
which  were  cut  back  by  the  President. 
I  think  the  situation  needs  to  be  ex¬ 
plained.  There  is  no  shortage  of  beds 
for  service-connected  disability  cases 
even  now.  When  the  present  hospitals 
which  are  presently  under  construction 
or  under  contract  are  completed  there 
will  be  no  shortage,  even  so  far  as  the 
present  waiting  lists  are  concerned  for 
non-service-connected  cases.  The  pro¬ 
posal  to  build  16,000  beds  on  top  of  all 
this  would  be,  therefore,  a  waste  of 
money  at  the  present  time. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  exchanges  of  cor¬ 
respondence  which  I  have  had  with  va¬ 
rious  officials  in  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  tables;  to  establish  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre¬ 
spondence  and  tables  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

June  8,  1950. 

Dr.  Paul  B.  Magnuson, 

Chief  Medical  Director, 

Department  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 
Veterans’  Administration, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dr.  Magnuson:  Many  thanks  for  the 
material  you  sent.  It  will  come  In  handy. 
I  was  especially  interested  in  the  news  story 
by  Martin  S.  Hayden  where  he  quoted  you  on 
certain  aspects  of  the  Veterans’  Hospital 
program.  However,  I  would  appreciate  a 
letter  from  you  so  that  I  may  have  some  of 
these  quotes  directly.  I  would  like  to  know: 

1.  The  number  of  veterans  presently  in 
veterans’  hospitals. 

2.  The  percentage  of  these  veterans  who 
are  in  these  hospitals  because  of  service- 
connected  disabilities  as  compared  to  the 
percentage  whose  disabilities  are  non -serv¬ 
ice  connected. 

3.  The  size  of  the  waiting  list  of  the  veter¬ 
ans  declared  eligible  for  hospitalization  who 
want  admittance  but  have  not  been  ad¬ 
mitted.  I  would  also  like  this  figure  broken 
down  according  to  the  number  of  those  with 
service-connected  disabilities  and  non-serv¬ 
ice-connected  disabilities. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  H.  Douglas. 


Veterans’  Administration, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  14,  1950. 
Hon.  Paul  H.  Douglas, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Douglas:  At  this  time  the 
Veterans’  Administration  is  providing  hos¬ 
pital  care  for  approximately  35,000  veterans 
with  service-connected  disabilities.  It  is  also 
providing  hospital  care  for  approximately 
70,000  veterans  with  non-service-connected 
disabilities.  Thus,  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  is  now  caring  for  twice  as  many  non¬ 
service-connected  cases  as  service-connected 
ones.  Since  service-connected  cases  receive  a 
thorough  priority  in  admission  to  veterans’ 
hospital  care,  any  extension  in  bed  capacity 
of  veterans’  hospitals  can  be  needed  only  for 
the  care  of  non-service-connected  cases. 

Almost  none  of  the  26,000  veterans  who  are 
on  hospital  waiting  lists,  is  waiting  on  hos¬ 
pital  care  for  any  injury  or  disability  result¬ 
ing  from  his  military  servce.  They  are  there 
rather  for  medical  care  the  need  for  which 
has  not  resulted  from  their  military  service. 
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The  basic  issue  of  public  policy  here  is  then, 
not  whether  men  who  have  been  injured  in 
battle  shall  be  treated  by  their  Government 
for  their  injuries  to  the  full  extent  and  in 
the  best  manner  that  the  health  sciences 
allow.  The  issue  is  rather,  whether  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  shall,  furnish  free  and  un¬ 
limited  hospital  care  at  the  expense  of  all  of 
the  citizens  to  men  who  are  veterans,  and 
for  all  of  the  health  hazards  to  which  all 
Citizens,  whether  veterans  or  not,  are  exposed. 

As  a  doctor,  I  must  firmly  assert  that  even 
if  our  Congress  desires  that  the  answer  to 
this  question  be  “yes” — and  to  my  knowledge 
the  Congress  has  not  so  indicated — the  limits 
of  our  medical  resources  at  this  time  simply 
do  not  permit  such  a  course. 

We  may  have  the  engineers  to  build  the 
hospitals.  We  do  not  have  the  doctors  and 
the  nurses  and  the  technicians  to  staff  hos¬ 
pitals  indiscriminately  located.  For  every 
patient  in  a  hospital  bed  we  need  between 
one  and  one  and  one-half  employees.  Our 
specialists  and  technicians  and  the  other 
requirements  of  health  care  are  not  dis¬ 
tributed  with  a  nice  concern  for  the  distribu¬ 
tion  and  concentration  of  populations.  I 
look  forward  to  a  time  when  there  may  be  a 
balance  of  health  needs  and  resources  that  is 
more  satisfactory  to  all  concerned.  We  do 
not  bring  that  day  closer  by  a  program  of 
hospital-bed  Construction  that  is  unrelated 
to  our  possible  effectiveness  in  professional 
staffing. 

I  should  like  finally  to  acknowledge  that 
some  of  our  service-connected  cases  may  have 
to  be  hospitalized  elsewhehere  than  in  their 
own  communities.  I  hope  that  we  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  able  to  do  so.  Such  a  practice 
has  to  be  followed  not  because  a  community 
lacks  beds,  but  because  we  want  to  bring  our 
patients  to  the  place  where  the  professional 
talent  is  available.  Such  a  practice  reflects 
the  distribution  of  medical  resources  in  the 
private  society,  and,  most  important  of  all, 
involves  a  set  of  considerations  applicable  to 
the  hospitalization  of  veterans  and  non¬ 
veterans  alike.  In  other  words,  whether  a 
man  is  a  veteran  or  not  he  may  have  to  seek 
for  hospital  care  outside  of  his  area  and  in 
an  area  of  specialists  and  professionals  if  he 
is  to  receive  adequate  care.  The  indiscrim¬ 
inate  geographic  location  and  building  of 
hospital  beds  of  itself  leaves  this  problem 
unanswered. 

I  am  enclosing  for  your  information,  a 
table  showing  number  of  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  patients  in  hospitals,  May  31,  1950, 
and  humber  on  waiting  list  June  15,  1950. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Paul  B.  Magnuson, 

Chief  Medical  Director. 


Veterans’  Administration  patients  in 
•  hospitals,  May  31,  1950 


VA  hospi¬ 
tals 

Non-VA 

hospitals 

All  hospitals 

Num¬ 

ber 

Per¬ 

cent 

Num¬ 

ber 

Per¬ 

cent 

Num¬ 

ber 

Per¬ 

cent 

Service-con- 

nected _ 

31,641 

33.1 

3,  770 

38.9 

35,  411 

33.7 

Non-service- 

connected... 

63.  875 

66.9 

5,931 

61.1 

69, 806 

66.3 

Total.... 

95,  516 

1CO.O 

9,701 

100.0 

105,  217 

100.0 

Veterans  on  waiting  list  for  hospital  admis¬ 
sion,  June  15, 1950 


Number 

Percent 

Service-connected . 

28 

25, 284 

0.11 

99.89 

N  on-service  -connected.. . 

Total.  _ _  .  .  . 

25, 312 

100. 00 

[From  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Star  of  April 
28,  1950] 

Medical  Chief  Sats  VA  Can’t  Use  More  Beds 
(By  Martin  S.  Hayden) 

The  angry  medical  boss  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  wishes  that  more  Congress¬ 
men,  chamber  of  commerce  heads,  and  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion  commanders  knew  what  a  hospi¬ 
tal  is. 

Dr.  Paul  B.  Magnuson  says  that,  if  they 
did,  he  would  not  be  asked  to  seek  doctors 
to  work  in  Dublin,  Ga.,  and  Battle  Creek, 
Mich.,  and  there  would  not  be  talk  of  giving 
him  16,000  more  veteran  beds  that  he  could 
not  operate,  if  he  had  them. 

In  a  blunt  interview,  the  one-time  North¬ 
western  University  surgery  head,  now  VA 
medical  chief,  had  his  say  about  pouring 
taxpayers’  money  down  drains  under  the 
guise  of  helping  veterans.  Specifically,  he 
slapped  the  election-year  alacrity  with  which 
the  House  Monday  pushed  through  Repre¬ 
sentative  Rankin’s  $237,000,000  bill  to  rein¬ 
state  tb'!  16,000  beds  pruned  by  President 
Truman  from  the  VA  hospital-construction 
program. 

“I  couldn’t  use  16,000  more  beds  if  they 
gave  them  to  me  tomorrow,”  Dr.  Magnuson 
protested.  “Some  folks  have  the  idea  that 
all  you  do  is  spend  $15,000  to  provide  one 
hospital  bed  and  everything  is  fine.  They 
forget  that,  after  the  buildings  are  open,  it 
takes  $12  a  day  per  patient  to  fill  the  bed; 
that  would  be  $192,000  a  day,  or  $70,000,000 
in  a  year  for  16,000  beds.” 

And  then,  says  the  doctor,  there  is  the 
matter  of  hiring  doctors,  nurses,  and  tech¬ 
nicians. 

“Do  they  want  16,000  boardinghouse  beds, 
or  hospitals?”  he  asks.  “If  they  want  hospi¬ 
tals,  it  might  be  well  to  remember  that  it 
takes  1*4  people  in  a  hospital  to  take  care  of 
each  patient,  year  in  and  year  out.  We  have 
nearly  4,000  of  our  present  beds  empty  for 
lack  of  staff.” 

That  gets  the  doctor  around  to  Dublin, 
Battle  Creek,  and  other  small  communities 
where,  he  says,  “chambers  of  commerce  and 
Legion  posts  raise  hell  till  they  get  a  veter¬ 
ans’  hospital.” 

Dublin,  in  the  home  district  of  Chairman 
Vinson  of  the  Armed  Service  Committee,  now 
has  its  hospital.  A  modern  1,000-bed  unit 
built  by  the  Navy,  53  miles  from  Macon,  the 
nearest  city,  and  presented  after  the  war  to 
the  VA. 

“We  authorize  use  of  500  of  the  beds,”  Dr. 
Magnuson  says.  “We’ve  never  been  able  to 
get  enough  staff  to  open  more  than  300. 
Dublin  is  a  nice  place  but  we  Just  can’t  find 
hospital  technicians,  nurses,  and  doctors 
willing  to  move  there.  I  took  the  bull  by  the 
horns  and  ordered  15  of  our  doctors  down 
there  and  8  promptly  resigned.” 

In  Battle  Creek,  Dr.  Magnuson  is  criticized 
for  not  grabbing  up  the  1,200  bed  $30,000,000 
Percy  Jones  Hospital  which  the  Army  is 
about  to  close. 

"Another  nice  town,”  Dr.  Magnuson  com¬ 
ments.  “But  look  at  its  census  of  doctors: 
Nj  specialists  in  anesthesia,  skin,  or  plastics; 
one  each  in  neuropsychiatry,  urology,  and 
orthopedic  surgery;  three  each  in  internal 
medicine,  pathology,  and  nose-throat-ear; 
and  five  each  in  surgery  and  X-ray. 

“If  we  asked  those  doctors  for  a  guaranty 
of  hours  to  help  us,  they  would  be  too  busy 
to  give  us  a  total  of  10  hours  a  week.  That 
would  mean  we  would  have  to  bring  in  a 
whole  new  staff,  and  you  Just  can’t  get 
them.” 

At  the  opposite,  and  good,  extreme  Dr. 
Magnuson  points  to  the  situation  in  San 
Francisco  where  the  VA  has  a  staff  of  only 
8  full-time  doctors  in  a  430-bed  hospital. 
The  bulk’ of  the  work  is  handled  by  the  Stan¬ 
ford  and  University  of  California  Medical 
School  staffs.  He  would  like  more  beds  in 
such  cities. 
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“They  are  less  expensive,”  he  says,  “and 
the  patients  have  readily  available  the  finest 
specialized  talent  that  science  can  produce.” 

Dr.  Magnuson  snorts  at  some  of  the  things 
said  by  impassioned  House  Members  during 
the  Monday  debate. 

Representative  Edith  Nourse  Rogers,  Re¬ 
publican,  of  Massachusetts,  declared;  “It  is  a 
cruel  thing  to  prevent  men  who  have  fought 
for  us  and  who  were  injured  from  receiving 
hospitalization.” 

“There  is  no  such  veteran,”  answers  Dr. 
Magnuson.  “Any  man  disabled  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  can  have  a  bed  immediately  and  get  the 
best  medical  treatment  in  the  world.  The 
only  exception  is  when  he  Insists  on  going 
to  a  specific  hospital  and  refuses  to  let  us 
send  him  where  there  is  space  available.” 

There  is  a  26,000-veteran  waiting  list  for 
free  VA  beds,  Dr.  Magnuson  admits,  but  all 
are  veterans  whose  illness  is  in  no  way 
traceable  to  their  service. 

Under  old  law  the  VA  may  give  notifica¬ 
tion  for  non-service-connected  disability, 
provided  there  is  “space  available.”  The  rec¬ 
ords  show  that,  ever  since  Congress  passed 
the  law,  it  has  poured  out  money  to  make 
space  available,  and,  of  the  99,311  veterans 
actually  hospitalized  as  of  last  February  28, 
two-thirds  were  for  nonservice  disabilities. 

Another  objected-to  congressional  com¬ 
plaint  was  this,  from  Representative  Dayton 
Phillips,  Democrat,  of  Tennesse : 

“Seriously  ill  veterans  are  being  moved 
out  of  hospitals,  many  of  them  sent  home  to 
die.” 

“Bunk!”  says  Dr.  Magnuson.  “There  has 
never  been  a  sick  man  put  out  of  a  veterans’ 
hospital.  Some  have  died  after  they  went 
home.  But  death  was  started  by  Adam  and 
has  been  going  on  pretty  consistently  ever 
since.  We  can  fight  it,  but  we  can’t  stop 
it.” 

May  4,  1950. 

Veterans’  Administration, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Gentlemen:  I  would  very  much  appreci¬ 
ate  information  on  hospitals  presently  un¬ 
der  construction  and  those  for  which  con¬ 
struction  is  planned.  On  these  hospitals  I 
would  like  to  know  their  names,  locations, 
size,  and  type.  I  would  be  grateful  if  I 
could  have  this  information  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  H.  Douglas. 


Veterans’  Administration, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  May  12,  1950. 
Hon.  Paul  H.  Douglas, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Douglas:  Reference  is  made 
to  your  letter  of  May  4,  1950,  requesting  in¬ 
formation  on  Veterans’  Administration  hos¬ 
pitals  presently  under  construction  and  those 
for  which  construction  is  planned. 

There  is  enclosed  in  duplicate  a  list  of  hos¬ 
pitals  being  constructed  as  of  May  8,  1950, 
and  those  which  are  to  be  constructed  under 
the  current  authorized  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration  hospital  construction  program. 

Very  truly  yours, 

F.  H.  Dryden, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Con¬ 
struction,  Supply,  and  Real  Estate. 

Veterans’  Administration  hospitals  under 
construction  as  of  May  8,  1950 


Beds 

Albany,  N.  Y _ »  1,  005 

Altoona,  Pa. _  >200 

Ann  Arbor,  Mich _  >500 

Baltimore,  Md _  *  300 

Beckley,  W.  Va _ _ _  >200 

Birmingham,  Ala _  >  500 

Bonham,  Tex _  8  300, 1  50 


Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Beds 

Boston,  Mass _ 3 1,  000 

Chicago,  Ill _ ; _  * 4  500 

Chicago,  Ill _  3  500 

Cincinnati,  Ohio _  *  500 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va _  1  200 

Denver,  Colo _  3 500 

Durham,  N.  C _  3  600 

East  Orange,  N.  J. _ 3 1,  000 

Erie,  Pa  _ r _ _ _  *200 

Grand  Island,  Nebr _  1 200 

Indianapolis,  Ind _  3  494 

Iowa  City,  Iowa _  3  500 

Kansas  City,  Mo _  3  500 

Little  Rock,  Ark _  1 500 

Louisville,  Ky _  1  5C0 

Madison,  Wis _  2  500 

Manchester,  N.  H _  3 150 

Marlin,  Tex _  3 200 

Miles  City,  Mont _  1 100 

New  Orleans,  La _  1  500 

Omaha,  Nebr _  3  500 

Peekskill,  N.  Y _ *1,985 

Philadelphia,  Pa _  3  500 

Phoenix,  Ariz _ T _  1 200 

Pittsburgh,  Pa _ *  1,  000 

Poplar  Bluff,  Mo _  1  200 

Saginaw,  Mich _  1  200 

Salisbury,  N.  C _ *  1,  000 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah _  c  590 

Seattle,  Wash _  1 300 

Shreveport,  La _  1 450 

Spokane,  Wash _  *200 

Syracuse,  N.  Y _  3  500 

West  Haven,  Conn _ _  2  400,  3  500 

Wilkes-Barre,  Pa _  3  475 


3  General  medicine  and  surgery. 

*  Tuberculosis. 

*  Domiciliary. 

*  Tumor  clinic. 

*  Neuropsychiatric. 

Veterans’  Administration  hospitals  to  be 
constructed 


Beds 

Brockton,  Mass _ *  1,  000 

Cleveland,  Ohio _  2  500 

Cleveland,  Ohio _ 3  1,  000 

Los  Angeles,  Calif _ 3  l,  000 

New  York,  N.  Y _ 3 1,  250 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla _  2  500 

Pittsburgh,  Pa _  2  750 

St.  Louis,  Mo _  s  500 

San  Francisco,  Calif _ 3 1,  000 

Washington,  D.  C _  2  500 


3  Neuropsychiatric. 

*  General  medicine  and  surgery. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  the 
figures  in  this  correspondence  show  that 
of  the  total  of  105,217  veterans  who  are 
in  VA  hospitals  or  hospitals  financed  by 
the  VA  only  35,000  are  service-connected 
disability  cases,  and  that  approximately 
70,000  are  non-service-connected  cases. 
In  other  words,  two-thirds  of  all  exist¬ 
ing  VA  patients  were  those  with  non¬ 
service-connected  disabilities,  and  only 
one-third  were  suffering  from  service- 
connected  disabilities. 

But,  Mr.  President,  it  is  said  that  there 
is  a  big  waiting  list  that  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  cannot  take  care  of. 
Well,  the  waiting  list  on  the  15th  of  June, 
only  6  weeks  ago,  was  only  a  little  over 
25,000  cases.  Mr.  President,  let  us  note 
that  only  a  total  of  28  cases— I  repeat 
only  28  cases  of  those  on  the  waiting  list 
were  service-connected.  Twenty-five 
thousand  two  hundred  and  eighty-four 
were  non-service-connected.  So  that  on 
the  waiting  list  only  one-tenth  of  1  per¬ 
cent  of  those  waiting  admission  were 
suffering  from  service-connected  disabil¬ 
ities  and  99.9  percent  of  the  cases  were 
non-service-connected. 


Mr.  President,  there  are  already  under 
construction,  or  plans  drawn  to  be  con¬ 
structed,  a  total  of  approximately  29,000 
beds.  Only  a  little  less  than  21,000  beds 
are  actually  under  construction.  An 
other  8,000  beds  are  to  be  constructed. 
So  that  when  these  29,000  beds  are  con¬ 
structed,  if  the  waiting  list  does  not  fur¬ 
ther  increase,  all  of  those  on  the  present 
waiting  list  can  be  absorbed — even  in¬ 
cluding  all  non-service-connected  dis¬ 
abilities. 

The  proposal  which  was  put  through 
on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  which  I 
am  sorry  to  say  was  reported  favorably 
by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  this  morning,  provides 
for  an  additional  16,000  beds  on  top  of 
ah  this,  which  will  cost  at  least  $237,- 
000,000.  The  extended  contract  author¬ 
ization  in  this  bill  provides  the  money. 
These  16,000  beds  are  not  necessary, 
doctors  are  not  available  for  them,  and 
building  them  would  be  useless. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  no  one 
wants  to  vote  against  medical  care  for 
veterans,  whether  or  not  these  veterans 
are  suffering  from  service-connected  dis¬ 
abilities  or  non-service-connected  -dis¬ 
abilities.  I  know  it  is  an  unpopular 
political  thing  to  do  so.  But,  as  I  have 
shown,  these  beds  are  not  needed.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  I  believe  the  United  States 
has  got  to  stop,  look,  listen,  and  study 
the  cost  of  this  hospital  program,  and 
that  there  must  be  a  limit  somewhere. 
I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  we  ought  to 
strike  out  the  authorizations  for  these 
additional  16,000  beds  and  save  $237,000,- 
000,  particularly  since  all  the  hospitals 
which  are  now  under  construction  will 
take  care  of  the  present  waiting  list, 
which,  as  I  have  said,  is  99.9  percent 
non-service-connected. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
expired.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  merely  desire  to 
say  that  a  request  was  made  to  our  com¬ 
mittee  to  add  $237,000,000  to  the  bill  for 
this  purpose.  We  did  not  add  it.  The 
$237,000,000  is  not  in  the  bill.  There¬ 
fore,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  if  I  understand  it  correctly,  is 
designed  to  prevent  an  appropriation  or 
an  authorization  which  was  reported 
from  a  legislative  committee  today.  The 
authorization  reported  by  a  committee 
does  not  carry  any  appropriation  in  this 
bill.  I  think  the  Senator’s  amendment 
does  not  belong  here. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
authority  to  provide  these  additional 
16,000  beds,  which  was  given  in  previous 
acts  of  the  Congress,  is  extended  by  the 
provisions  from  line  10  to  line  16,  on 
page  342? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  That  is  not  my 
understanding. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  may  say  I  have 
consulted  the  Budget  Bureau.  I  have 
been  informed  by  them  that  the  previous 
authorization  which  otherwise  would 
have  lapsed  is  extended  by  this  lan¬ 
guage. 


Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  No,  Mr.  President; 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  mistaken 
about  that,  I  am  sure.  The  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  construction  of  hospitals 
was  contained  in  a  legislative  enactment 
made  several  years  ago.  After  that 
measure  was  enacted  and  after  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  hospital  construction  had  been 
worked  out  by  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  Mi-.  Truman,  directed  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration  to  abandon  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  that  program.  The 
President  ordered  the  Veterans’  Admin- 
instration  to  reduce  the  size  of  certain 
hospitals  from  100  beds  to  500  beds  and 
to  abandon  certain  other  hospitals. 
That  order  was  carried  out  by  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration. 

I  am  very  well  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  has  passed 
a  new  bill  which  directs  the  construction 
of  these  hospital  facilities,  but  that  au¬ 
thorization  bill  cannot  possibly  become 
effective  because  the  reduced  program  is 
well  on  its  way  to  completion. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  yielded  the  floor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  just  in 
discussing  the  merits  of  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  noted  how  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  has  voted  on  prac¬ 
tically  every  item  in  this  bill.  Just  this 
afternoon,  when  it  came  to  a  question  of 
making  a  reduction  of  even  5  percent  in 
the  funds  proposed  to  be  appropriated 
for  aid  to  Europe,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  voted  against  the  amendment 
proposing  such  a  reduction  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation;  he  was  not  in  favor  of  re¬ 
ducing  by  1  penny  the  amount  pro¬ 
posed  for  aid  to  Europe.  However,  here, 
at  this  late  hour,  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  would  have  the  Senate  adopt 
an  amendment  by  which  a  reduction 
would  be  made  in  the  funds  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  care  of  our  veterans  who 
saved  Europe. 

I  think  the  amendment  should  be  re¬ 
jected  on  its  merits  alone,  for  it  reduces 
the  question  to  one  of  Europe  versus  the 
veterans  of  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
“noes”  seem  to  have  it;  the  “noes”  have 
it,  and  the  amendment  is  rejected. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  No,  Mr.  President;  I 
wish  to  be  recognized  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  take  up  too  much  time  for  it  is  not 
my  purpose  to  delay  the  Senate  in  its 
anxiety  to  go  to  more  pleasant  scenes. 
However,  there  are  a  few  amendments 
which  remain,  and  which  I  wish  to  have 
stated,  although  I  appreciate  the  desire 
of  the  Chair  to  be  expeditious  in  the 
handling  of  the  bill. 
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Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Can  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  be  stated  and  voted  on  en 
bloc? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  shall  be  willing  to 
have  that  done.  I  have  prepared  the 
amendments  in  groups,  according  to  the 
chapters  of  the  bill  to  which  they  are 
offered;  and  for  the  sake  of  neatness  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  have  the 
amendments  stated  in  that  way,  by 
chapters. 

So  I  send  the  first  group  of  amend- 
ments  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  they  be 
stated  and  considered  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendments  will  be 
considered  en  bloc,  and  they  will  be 
stated  at  this  time. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  The  following 
amendments  are  proposed; 

On  page  72,  line  8,  strike  the  figure 
“$6,000,000”  and  insert  “$5,750,000.” 

On  page  81,  line  17,  strike  the  figure 
“$6,200,000”  and  insert  “$5,900,000.” 

On  page  88,  line  18,  strike  the  figure 
“$4,600,000”  and  insert  “$4,000,000.” 

On  page  89,  line  2,  strike  the  figure 
“$22,500,000”  and  insert  “$15,0C0,0C0.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  these 
proposals,  I  hope,  will  be  voted  on  en 
bloc.  They  would  effect  total  reductions 
of  $8,650,000  in  the  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Commerce.  In  most 
cases,  the  amendments  would  result  in 
having  the  bill  provide  for  the  same 
appropriations  as  those  made  for  these 
purposes  last  year. 

In  the  case  of  forest  highways,  the 
amendments  propose  a  reduction  of 
$7,500,000  in  the  appropriation,  because 
of  the  large  amount  of  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  for  that  purpose  in  the  past. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  which 
are  to  be  voted  on  en  bloc.  [Putting  the 
question.] 

The  “noes”  seem  to  have  it;  and  the 
“noes”  have  it,  and  the  amendments  are 
rejected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
another  group  of  amendments  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated 
and  considered  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendments  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  en  bloc,  and  will  now  be  stated 
en  bloc. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  The  following 
amendments  are  proposed: 

On  page  128,  line  16,  strike  the  figure  ’ 
“$1,382,000”  and  insert  “$1,227,000.” 

On  page  128,  line  19,  strike  the  figure 
“$1,861,000”  and  insert  “$1,800,000.” 

On  page  129,  line  14,  strike  the  figure 
“$714,000”  and  insert  “$700,000.” 

On  page  130,  line  2,  strike  the  figure 
“$281,000”  and  insert  “$250,000.” 

On  page  130,  line  8,'  strike  the  figure 
“$2, 788,000”  and  insert  “$2,700,000.” 

On  page  134,  line  11,  strike  the  figure 
“$2,000,003”  and  insert  “$1,500,000.” 

On  page  135,  line  4,  strike  the  figure 
“$9,396,400”  and  insert  “$9,000,000.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  these 
are  proposals  for  reductions  in  the  ap¬ 


propriations  for  administrative  expenses 
for  the  Department  of  Labor.  In  the 
past  I  have  been  charged  with  proposing 
reductions  for  Government  departments 
other  than  the  Department  of  Labor,  and 
with  treating  the  Department  of  Labor 
more  gently.  However,  that  is  not  the 
case.  These  reductions  would  total  $1,- 
225,000. 

Mr.  President,  this  afternoon,  when 
I  told  a  fellow  Senator  that  I  intended  to 
offer  these  amendments,  he  said  to  me, 
“You  are  suffering  from  an  extreme 
case  of  masochism.”  I  did  not  at  the 
time  know  just  what  that  word  meant, 
but  I  later  found  out  that  it  meant  “one 
who  likes  to  inflict  pain  upon  himself.” 

Mr.  President,  I  assure  the  Senate 
that  this  is  not  true,  yet  I  admit  that 
it  is  not  at  all  pleasant  for  me  to  offer 
these  amendments,  in  the  face  of  a  tired 
and  somewhat  hostile  Senate;  but  the 
pruning  knife  should  be  used  on  the  ap¬ 
propriations  items  for  all  the  depart¬ 
ments — on  those  for  which  one  may  have 
a  sentimental  affection,  as  well  as  on  the 
others. 

I  do  not  think  these  amendments,  if 
adopted,  would  cripple  the  Department 
of  Labor  in  the  slightest.  In  fact,  the 
Department  could  still  go  ahead  with  its 
program  if  it  saved  an  additional  $1,- 
225,000. 

I  suppose  these  amendments  will  find 
favor  with  many  Senators  who  voted 
down  amendments  pertaining  to  flood 
control  and  navigation  appropriations. 
These  amendments  will  give  some  Sen¬ 
ators  a  chance  to  crack  down  on  the  De-  ( 
partment  of  Labor.  I  hope  Senators  will 
indulge  in  their  sadistic  desires  in  that 
connection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  [Putting  the  question.] 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  that  my  amendments  received  two 
or  three  votes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the 
Chair  state  the  result.  The  “noes”  seem 
to  have  it;  the  “noes”  have  it,  and  the 
amendments  are  rejected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up,  finally,  by  amendment  lettered  “B,” 
and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On-page  366,  before 
the  period  in  line  16,  it  is  proposed  to  in¬ 
sert  a  colon  and  the  following:  “ Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  none  of  the  funds 
appropriated  herein  shall  be  used  for 
construction  of  the  Pine  Flat  Reservoir 
or  the  Isabella  Reservoir,  Calif.,  un¬ 
less  (1),  within  6  months  following  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  shall  have  received  re¬ 
ports  with  respect  to  the  division  of  costs 
of  such  projects  among  flood  control, 
irrigation,  and  other  water  uses  from  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  local  organ¬ 
izations  and,  within  9  months  following 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
shall  have  made  a  determination  as  to 
the  allocation  of  such  costs,  and  (2)  re¬ 
payment  contracts,  complying  with  the 


provisions  of  the  reclamation  laws  and 
covering  the  portion  of  such  costs  allo¬ 
cated  to  irrigation  and  assigned  for  re¬ 
payment  by  the  owners  of  such  lands, 
shall  have  been  entered  into  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  with  irrigation, 
reclamation,  or  water  districts  or  asso¬ 
ciations  embracing  at  least  75  percent  of 
the  lands  within  the  respective  projects.” 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President- - - 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  whether  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  California,  will  withhold 
the  point  of  order  for  5  minutes,  until  I 
can  explain  the  purpose  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  try  to 
drop  the  guillotine  upon  my  hapless 
head  too  quickly. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  be  courteous  to  the  Senator,  and 
of  course  I  wish  him  to  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  express  his  purpose.  I  wonder 
whether  he  will  file  his  statement  for  the 
Record. 

However,  I  shall  withhold  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  very  much. 

Let  me  say  first  that  the  first  part  of 
my  amendment  is  in  line  with  a  proposal 
made  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Arizona 
last  year  in  reference  to  the  Isabella  Res¬ 
ervoir  alone.  It  was  approved  by  the 
Senate  then,  but  rejected  in  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  withhold  the 
point  of  order? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  withhold  the 
point  of  order  temporarily,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  but  I  wish  it  understood  that  I  do 
not  desire  to  lose  my  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  California. 

Let  me  say  that  the  amendment  re¬ 
lates  to  the  appropriation  of  funds  for 
the  continuing  of  construction  of  the 
Pine  Flat  Reservoir  and  of  the  Isabella 
Reservoir,  in  California,  the  total  esti¬ 
mated  costs  for  which  are  about  $65,000,- 
000;  $13,250,000  is  the  amount  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations  now  carried  in  this  bill  for 
these  projects,  but  this  amendment  does 
not  propose  to  reduce  this  figure.  It 
merely  imposes  certain  conditions  on  the 
expenditure  of  the  funds. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  de¬ 
signed  to  meet  a  situation  in  which  there 
is  great  danger  that  the  allotment  provi¬ 
sions,  the  acreage  limitations,  and  the 
antispeculation  features  of  the  reclama¬ 
tion  laws  will  be  nullified.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  condition  the  expenditure 
of  further  funds,  under  the  appropriation 
for  these  two  projects,  upon  a  new  alloca¬ 
tion  of  the  cost  assigned  to  irrigation, 
and  upon  the  making  of  repayment  con¬ 
tracts  in  compliance  with  Federal  recla¬ 
mation  laws,  by  owners  of  75  percent  of 
the  lands  within  the  project. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  the  Nation  has 
been  providing  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  and  will  eventually  spend  billions 
of  dollars  in  the  future  for  irrigation 
projects,  on  condition  that  at  least  three 
terms  be  met:  First,  that  the  costs  spe¬ 
cifically  chargeable  to  irrigation,  that  is 
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to  say,  the  principal  costs,  may  be  re¬ 
paid  to  the  Government  by  those  who 
benefit  from  it.  The  interest  is  forgiven. 
Second,  that  there  shall  be  compliance 
with  antispeculation  features  of  the  law, 
so  that  no  one  will  get  speculative  prof¬ 
its  on  the  sale  of  excess  lands  out  of  the 
money  invested  by  the  community  in  the 
project.  Third,  that  the  expenditures  by 
the  public  are  designed  to  promote  the 
family-sized  farm,  with  a  160-acreage 
limitation,  which  in  effect  is  a  320-acre¬ 
age  limitation,  because  both  man  and 
wife  are  given  160  acres. 

Now,  the  application  of  the  reclama¬ 
tion  law  to  the  Kings  and  Kern  River 
project,  to  which  these  two  dams  relate, 
has  been  denied  by  the  water  users’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  who  have  said  that  the  rec¬ 
lamation  law  does  not  apply,  although  in 
my  judgment  it  was  clearly  intended  by 
Congress  as  the  record  of  the  debate  on 
the  bill  in  1944  will  show. 

No  repayment  agreements  have  been 
made  by  the  water  users’  association  in 
Kings  and  Kern  River  Valleys,  despite 
extended  communications  and  negotia¬ 
tions. 

No  agreements  having  been  signed  to 
make  repayment  or  to  impose  the  160- 
acre  limitation,  the  construction  of  these 
dams  and  reservoirs,  even  without  the 
completion  of  the  irrigation  ditches,  will 
enable  the  landowners  to  secure  a  large 
part  of  the  irrigation  benefits  through 
the  seepage  of  underground  water.  And 
as  pointed  out  in  the  letters  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  of  Commissioner  Straus,  which 
I  inserted  in  the  Record  last  Tuesday,  it 
will  then  be  difficult  if  not  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  enforce  the  repay¬ 
ment  provisions  of  the  law. 

The  current  estimated  cost  of  these 
two  projects  is  $65,000,000.  For  Pine 
Flat  alone,  on  the  Kings  River,  it  is 
$51,121,000,  which  makes  the  original 
offer  of  $10,000,000  which  these  people 
made  for  repayment,  and  the  figure  of 
$14,250,000,  which  the  Bureau  recom¬ 
mended  in  1946,  quite  unreal  today.  It 
is  now  said  that  irrigation  will  enjoy  60 
percent  of  the  benefits  of  the  Pine  Flat 
Reservoir.  When  the  original  ■  estimate 
of  the  cost  was  $19,700,000,  and  in  1946 
when  its  estimated  cost  was  $33,500,000, 
then  the  original  repayment  figures  of 
from  $10,000,000  to  $14,000,000  was  all 
right,  but  now  the  cost  of  Pine  Flat  has 
gone  up  to  $51,000,000.  The  irrigation 
benefits  are  estimated  at  60  percent,  but 
the  landowners  are  refusing  to  meet  the 
added  cost. 

On  the  Isabella  project  on  the  Keru 
River  no  offers  of  repayment  of  any 
amount  have  been  made. 

If  we  do  not  deal  with  this  issue  now, 
we  shall  find  that  all  through  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Valley  in  California  we  shall  be  con¬ 
structing  reservoirs  and  irrigation 
ditches  without  the  water  users  signing 
up  and  agreeing  to  obey  the  law,  and 
then,  once  the  ditches  have  been  built, 
once  the  reservoirs  are  there,  the  land- 
owners  will  get  the  benefits  and  the  Na¬ 
tion  will  hold  the  bag.  The  water  users 
in  other  parts  of  the  valley  who  have 
already  signed  up  repayment  contracts 
in  compliance  with  the  law  can  then 
justly  claim  discrimination,  and  our  rec¬ 
lamation  policies  will  be  seriously  en¬ 
dangered. 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  renewing  my  point  of  order  I  desire 
to  read  to  the  Senate  and  to  place 'in  the 
Record  a  brief  telegram  addressed  to  me 
under  date  of  August  3.  It  is  from  Car¬ 
mel,  Calif.,  is  signed  by  Gilbert  H.  Jert- 
berg,  and  reads  as  follows: 

Carmel,  Calif.,  August  3,  1950. 
William  F.  Knowland, 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

v  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Proposed  rider  to  appropriation  bill  is  a 
strong  arm,  arbitrary  proposal  obviously  in¬ 
spired  by  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to  get  re¬ 
sults  it  cannot  get  by  propaganda  and  nego¬ 
tiations.  It  is  contrary  to  Pine  Flat  project 
unanimously  passed  by  Congress.  It  would 
be  utterly  unjust  to  Kings  River  water  users, 
who  are  honestly  and  sincerely  attempting 
to  preserve  their  rights,  maintain  local  ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  public  interest,  and  at 
the  same  time  pay  a  fair  price  for  irrigation 
benefits  of  Pine  Flat.  Rider  would  not  per¬ 
mit  sufficient  time  for  negotiaion  of  fair  con¬ 
tract  and  would  thereby  stop  work  and  cause 
blame  to  be  placed  on  local  water  users  to 
the  delight  of  the  propaganda  mill  of  the 
Bureau.  Local  water  users  at  their  own  ex¬ 
pense,  without  Federal  aid,  have  built  up 
great  irrigation  system  through  democratic 
processes  and  have  demonstrated  their  ca¬ 
pacity  to  administer  these  resources  in  the 
public  interest.  The  35,000  farm  families  in 
this  area  should  not  be  clubbed  into  a  con¬ 
tract,  but  should  be  permitted  to  deal  with 
their  Government  in  a  fair  and  independent 
manner.  In  my  opinion,  the  rider  should  be 
vigorously  opposed  and  thoroughly  defeated 
In  the  interest  of  fair  play  and  democratic 
processes. 

Gilbert  H.  Jertberg. 

My  point  of  order  is  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  is  out  of  order,  both  by  reason  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  legislation  on  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  and  also  that  it  pro¬ 
vides  for  certain  contingencies. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  has  read  the  amendment.  It  is 
obvious  that  the  point  of  order  is  well 
taken,  and  it  is  sustained.  The  bill  is 
open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  won¬ 
der  whether  the  Senator  from  Califor¬ 
nia  would  withdraw  his  point  of  order, 
and  the  Chair  would  reverse  his  ruling, 
if  I  now  modify  my  amendment  so  as 
to  eliminate  the  first  proviso  of  the 
amendment.  It  would  then  read: 

Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds 
appropriated  herein  shall  be  used  for  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Pine  Flat  Reservoir  or  the 
Isabella  Reservoir,  California,  unless — < 

I  now  omit  the  first  proviso — 
unless  repayment  contracts,  complying 
with  the  provisions  of  the  reclamation  laws 
and  covering  the  portion  of  such  costs  allo¬ 
cated  to  irrigation  and  assigned  for  repay¬ 
ment  by  the  owners  of  such  lands,  shall 
have  been  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  with  irrigation,  reclamation,  or 
water  districts  or  associations  embracing  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  lands  within  the 
respective  projects. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  legislation. 
In  its  present  form  it  is  a  restriction 
that  we  shall  not  go  on  with  the  construc¬ 
tion  unless  there  is  an  assurance  that 
the  people  who  benefit  from  the  con¬ 
struction  will  agree  to  abide  by  the  ex¬ 
isting  laws  under  which  these  appropria¬ 
tions  are  to  be  made. 


This  suggestion  was  first  made  in  the 
Senate  hearings,  not  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  but  by  Mr.  M.  C.  Hermann, 
Quartermaster  Adjutant  of  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars,  Department  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  It  was  earlier,  proposed  by  the 
President.  It  will  merely  limit  the  ex¬ 
penditure  to  require  compliance  with 
reclamation  law  and  should  be  added  to 
the  bill  as  a  restriction  on  the  appropria¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  affirmative  legislation. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
renew  my  point  of  order  on  that,  be¬ 
cause  it  provides  for  a  contingency.  I 
still  think  it  is  out  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  well  taken,  and  it  is 
sustained.  The  bill  is  open  for  further 
amendment.  If  there  be  no  further 
amendment  to  be  offered,  the  question 
is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments- were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  sup¬ 
port  the  pending  bill,  but  with  certain 
very  definite  reservations. 

In  my  judgment,  the  bill  is  wholly  un¬ 
realistic.  It  contains  too  many  chunks 
of  fat — fat  which  the  United  States  may 
sorely  need  during  the  critical  period 
ahead.  And  I  am  not  talking  about 
“pork.” 

The  appropriations  provided  for  are 
based  on  the  situation  as  it  existed  prior 
to  June  27,  when  the  President  ordered 
our  Armed  Forces  into  war.  The  bill 
does  not  take  into  consideration  events 
which  have  occurred  since  that  time. 
Recent  developments  have  completely 
changed  the  picture.  «. 

As  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  2  days 
ago,  the  President  has  submitted  supple¬ 
mental  requests  for  appropriations  to¬ 
taling  approximately  $16,640,000,000. 
This  total  includes  $10,500,000,000  for 
the  Department  of  Defense,  $4,000,000,- 
000  for  additional  military  aid  to  Eu¬ 
rope,  $260,000,000  for  atomic  energy, 
$600,000,000  for  stockpiling,  $89,000,000 
for  the  Voice  of  America,  $46,000,000  for 
the  Post  Office  Department  deficit,  and 
$950,000,000  for  additional  planes  for  the 
Navy. 

Before  June  27,  we  had  the  word  of 
Secretary  of  Defense  Johnson  that  our 
national  defense  were  “sufficient  unto  the 
moment.”  We  know  now  that  our  na¬ 
tional  defenses  are  not  sufficient  unto 
the  moment.  Yet,  the  appropriations 
proposed  in  the  pending  bill  for  non¬ 
defense  spending  are  based  on  the  think¬ 
ing  previous  to  June  27. 

I  joined  economy-minded  Senators  in 
supporting  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment 
which,  as  finally  approved,  provided  for 
an  over-all  reduction  of  10  percent  of 
funds  for  most  nondefense  items.  This 
amendment  was  desirable.  I  congratu¬ 
late  those  responsible  for  a  worthwhile 
accomplishment — but  the  reduction  pro¬ 
vided  for  is  wholly  insufficient  to  meet 
the  realities  of  the  situation. 

I  cannot  justify  the  exemption  of  ECA 
from  the  operation  of  this  amendment. 
I  cannot  justify  saying  to  the  American 
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people,  “You  must  draw  in  your  belts; 
you  must  do  without  those  new  roads, 
those  new  public  buildings,  and  many 
other  badly  needed  projects  here  at 
home,”  and  at  the  same  time  saying  to 
the  governments  of  the  Marshall  plan 
countries,  “Go  right  ahead  with  your 
electric  power  projects,  your  new  public 
buildings,  your  new  roads,  in  your  colo¬ 
nies,  everywhere — the  United  States  will 
finance  them* all.  Uncle  Sam  will  pay 
the  bills.” 

It  is  tragic  for  this  country  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  give  away  to  Britain  and  other 
Marshall-plan  countries  huge  quanti¬ 
ties  of  vital  materials  of  war,  such  as 
iron,  steel,  aluminum,  and  copper,  only 
to  have  those  same  countries  sell  the 
same  items  to  Russia  and  her  satellites. 
Yet  the  Senate  rejected  an  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  which  would  have  cor¬ 
rected  this  situation.  In  doing  so  it  re¬ 
fused  to  lift  a  finger  against  the  action 
of  Great  Britain,  for  example,  in  selling 
twice  as  much  electrical  machinery  to 
Russia  during  May  1950  as  she  sold  dur¬ 
ing  April  1950. 

Mr.  President,  for  a  number  of  years 
the  administration  has  pursued  a  policy 
of  managed  inflation.  The  idea  has 
been  to  keep  the  fires  of  inflation  burn¬ 
ing — just  slowly  burning.  The  vast 
spending  programs  provided  for  in  the 
pending  bill  would  have  continued  this 
managed-inflation  policy.  The  Korean 
war  threatens  to  turn  managed  infla¬ 
tion  into  rampant  inflation,  with  all  its 
dreadful  consequences. 

Some  of  us  have  opposed  managed 
inflation.  All  of  us  agree  that  an  im¬ 
mediate  effort  should  be  made  to  curb 
rampant  inflation.  Few  of  us  seem  will¬ 
ing  to  do  what  is  necessary  to  attack 
the  problem  at  its  roots.  Where  there 
is  no  will,  there  is  no  way. 

The  pending  bill  represents  politics  as 
usual.  Every  vote-buying  program  has 
been  retained.  There  has  been  no  re¬ 
treat  from  the  prewar  political  program, 
with  its  liberal  infusions  of  socialism. 
Mr.  President,  must  disaster  overcome 
us  before  the  Congress  will  put  our 
finances  on  a  war  basis? 

Nevertheless,  the  business  of  Govern¬ 
ment  must  go  on.  Above  all,  adequate 
funds  must  be  provided  for  our  national 
defense  and  to  win  the  Korean  war.  A 
portion  of  the  appropriations  provided 
for  in  the  pending  bill  are  for  strength¬ 
ening  our  Armed  Forces.  I  have  voted 
for  all  defense  appropriations  in  the 
past.  I  desire  to  vote  for  defense  ap¬ 
propriations  now.  To  do  so  we  must 
swallow  some  bitter  pills.  They  are 
made  no  less  bitter  on  account  of  an 
obvious  effort  to  give  some  of  them  a 
palatable  political  coating.  But  we  have 
no  alternative.  Accordingly,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  pending  bill,  but  with  mis¬ 
givings  and  a  premonition  of  evil. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  final  passage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  at  this  point  a  copy  of  the  so-called 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment,  together  with 
a  memorandum  from  Frederick  J.  Law- 
ton,  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  with  accompanying  tables. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment,  memorandums,  and  tables  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Byrd  (for 
himself,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Wherry,  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan,  Mr.  CoRnN,  Mr.  Knowiand,  Mr. 
Saltonstall,  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
Mr.  Hoey,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr. 
Capehart,  Mr.  Ecton,  Mr.  Williams,  Mr.  Ives, 
Mr.  Hendrickson,  Mr.  Millikin,  Mr.  Mundt, 
Mr.  Schoeppel,  Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Butler,  Mr. 
Hickenlooper,  Mr.  Dworshak,  Mr.  McCarthy, 
Mr.  Jenner,  Mr.  Taft,  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Mr.  Parby,  Mr.  Kem,  Mr.  Malone,  Mr. 
Brewster,  Mr.  Watkins,  Mr.  Martin,  and  Mr. 
Ericker)  (H.  R.  7786) :  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  stricken  by  the  committee 
amendment  on  page  476  and  477,  beginning 
In  line  21  (sec.  lfl4),  insert  the  following: 

“Sec.  1114.  Except  as  hereinafter  provided, 
each  appropriation,  reappropriation,  and  con¬ 
tract  authorization  or  reauthorization,  made 
by  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  to  any  department  or  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (includ¬ 
ing  funds  of  Government  corporations  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  act  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses),  is  hereby  reduced  by  10  percent. 

“Sec.  1115.  In  order  to  provide  for  the  most 
»  effective  use  of  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  reduced  by  section  1114,  the 
head  of  each  department  and  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  is  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  make  adjustments  and 
transfers  between  such  appropriations,  and 
between  such  contract  authorizations,  with¬ 
in  his  department  or  agency:  but  no  such 
appropriation  or  contract  authorization  shall 
be  increased  under  the  authority  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  an  amount  in  excess  of  that  pro¬ 
vided  in  other  chapters  of  this  act. 

“Sec.  1116.  The  reductions  provided  for  in 
section  1114  shall  not  apply  to  the  following: 

“(a)  Title  II  of  chapter  IV;  chapter  X; 
so  much  of  title  I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  paragraph  headed  ‘Mutual  De¬ 
fense  Assistance’;  and  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  to  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act  of  July  23,  1946; 

“(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter 
VIII  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  headings  ‘Compensation  of  the 
President’,  ‘The  White  House  Office’,  ‘Emer¬ 
gency  Fund  for  the  President’,  and  ‘Execu¬ 
tive  Mansion  and  Grounds’; 

“(c)  Appropriations  and  contract  author¬ 
izations  for  the  atomic  energy  program; 

“(d)  Trust  funds; 

“(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations 
excluding  those  made  available  in  this  act 

(1)  for  administrative  expenses  and  (2)  by 
appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury; 

“(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration)  for  furnishing  medi¬ 
cal  and  hospital  services  and  domiciliary  care, 
excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses  not 
directly  connected  with  the  operation  of  a 
specific  hospital,  dispensary,  or  clinic,  and 

(2)  expenses  for  employee  health  service 
programs; 

“(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  act  for 
payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior 
appropriations  or  authorizations,  and  obli¬ 
gated  balances  of  reappropriations; 

“(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by, 
receipts; 

“(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  act  for 
the  operation  of  iaw  enforcement  agencies, 
including  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Services,  and  the  Secret  Serv¬ 
ice;  or  for  the  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  such  other 
officers  and  employees  of  other  agencies 
whose  duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelli¬ 
gence  operations  (including  funds  trans¬ 


ferred  pursuant  to  section  6  (a)  of  the  act 
of  June  20,  1949;  63  Stat.  211)  or  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or  de¬ 
tention  of  persons  suspected  or  convicted  of 
offenses  against  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
United  States; 

“(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program 
of  the  Veterans’  Administration,  excluding 
( 1 )  administrative  expenses  not  directly  con¬ 
nected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hos¬ 
pital,  dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and  (2) 
expenses  for  employee  health  service  pro¬ 
grams; 

“(k)  Amounts  provided  for  payments  to 
States  or  political  subdivisions  thereof; 

“(1)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment 
of  or  contributions  toward  pensions,  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  annuities  and  benefits, 
employees’  death  or  injury  benefits,  or  other 
items  of  a  similar  nature;  and 

“(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards, 
and  indemnities.’’ 

Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  17,  1950. 
Memorandum  for  Senator  Harry  F.  Byrd: 

In  accordance  with  your  request,  we  have 
analyzed  the  proposed  amendment  as  it  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Congressional  Record  of  July 
14.  This  analysis  is  not  a  ICO  percent  refined 
job  because  a  number  of  items  involved  re¬ 
late  to  parts  of  appropriations,  which  parts 
only  are  affected  by  the  amendment.  It  is, 
however,  substantially  accurate  as  we  in¬ 
terpret  the, amendment. 

Some  items  which  may  be  exempted  under 
more  than  one  head  have,  in  the  attached 
table,  been  eliminated  in  the  first  amend¬ 
ment  which  affects  them.  An  example  of 
this  is  stockpiling,  which  in  its  entirety  is 
eliminated  under  section  1003  (a),  although 
part  of  the  appropriation  fund  is  for  the 
liquidation  of  prior  contract  authorizations 
and  would  be  covered  by  section  1003  (g). 
We  have  treated  loan  authorizations  to  non¬ 
corporate  activities  in  the  same  manner  as 
appropriations  and  contract  authorizations, 
assuming  that  this  was  the  intent  of  the 
amendment. 

Frederick  J.  Lawton, 

Director. 

Analysis  of  Bridges-Byrd  amendment  ad¬ 
justed  to  take  into  account  changes  made 
in  foreign  aid  chapter  by  action  from  the 
floor 

AMOUNTS  CONTAINED  IN  H.  R.  7786  AS  REPORTED 
BY  THE  SENATE  APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE, 
ADJUSTED  TO  INCLUDE  INCREASES  IN  THE  FOR¬ 
EIGN  AID  CHAPTER  RESULTING  FROM  FLOOR 
ACTION 

[000,000  omitted] 


Appropriations _  $32,  531 

Contract  authorizations _  2, 183 

Reappropriations _  333 


Loan  authorizations  (Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  and 
Farmers  Home  Administration, 

ECA  through  Export-Import 

Bank) _  800 

Administrative  expense  limitations 

on  Government  corporations _  81 

Trust  accounts  carried  in  bill _  63 

Apropriations  of  or  measured  by 
receipts  specifically  authorized 
in  bill— _ _  62 


Total  authorizations  con¬ 
tained  in  H.  R.  7786 _  36, 103 

AMOUNTS  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS  EXEMPT  FROM 
THIS  PROVISION,  ADJUSTED  TO  TAKE  INTO 
ACCOUNT  THE  SMITH  AND  M’CARRAN- 
O’MAHONEY  AMENDMENTS 

Section  1001,  agencies  outside  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment:  Legislative,  the  judiciary, 
and  contribution  to  the  District 
of  Columbia _ -  —$115 
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Section  1003,  title  II  of  chapter  IV, 
chapter  X;  and  so  much  of  title 
I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  contained 
In  the  paragraph  under  the  head 
“Mutual  defense  assistance”  and 
the  amount  appropriated  to  GSA 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Strategic  and  Critical  Mate¬ 
rials  Stockpiling  Act  of  July  23, 
1946: 


(a)  Title  II,  chapter  IV _ _  $527 

Chapter  X _  14,  681 

So  much  of  title  I  of  chapter 
X-B  as  is  contained  in  the 
paragraph  under  the  head 
“Mutual  defense  assistance”.  1,  678 


Amount  appropriated  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration 
for  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials  Stockpiling 
Act  of  July  23,  1946 _  730 


-17,  616 

(b)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of 
chapter  VII  for  the  Executive 
Office  of  the  President  under 
the  headings  “Compensation 
of  the  President,”  “The 


White  House  Office,”  “Emer¬ 
gency  fund  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent,”  and  “Executive  Man¬ 
sion  and  grounds” _  —2 

(c)  Apropriations  and  contract 

authorizations  for  the  atom¬ 
ic-energy  program _  —948 

(d)  Trust  funds _ —63 


(e)  Funds  of  Government  cor¬ 
porations  excluding  those 
made  available  in  this  act 
(1)  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  and  (2)  by  appropria¬ 
tion  from  the  general  fund 

of  the  Treasury _ _ _ ... 

(f)  Amounts  (other  than  under 

the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion)  for  furnishing  medical 
and  hospital  services  and 
domiciliary  care,  excluding 
(1)  administrative  expenses 
not  directly  connected  with 
the  operation  of  a  specific 
hospital,  dispensary,  or  clinic, 
and  (2)  expenses  for  em¬ 
ployee  health-service  pro¬ 
grams -  —48 

■  (g)  Amounts  provided  in  this 
act  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  prior 
appropriations  or  authori¬ 


zations,  and  obligated  bal¬ 
ances  of  reappropriations i—931 

(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  meas¬ 
ured  by,  receipts _  —62 


(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by 
this  act  for  the  operation  of 
law  enforcement  agencies,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  Bureau  of 
Customs,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Services,  and 
» Secret  Service;  or  for  the 
payment  of  compensation 
and  expenses  of  agents  and 
and  auditors  of  the  Bureau 
of  Internal  Revenue,  and 
such  other  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  other  agencies 
whose  duties  primarily  per¬ 
tain  to  intelligence  opera¬ 
tions  (including  funds  trans¬ 
ferred  pursuant  to  sec.  6  (a) 
of  the  act  of  June  20,  1949;  63 
Stat.  211,  or  to  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  apprehension,  prosecu¬ 
tion,  or  detention  of  persons 
suspected  or  convicted  of  of¬ 
fenses  against  the  criminal 
laws  of  the  United  States...  —247 


Section  1003,  title  II  of  chapter  IV, 
chapter  X,  etc. — Continued 
(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any 
program  of  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration,  excluding  ( 1 ) 
administrative  expenses  not 
directly  connected  with  the 
operation  of  a  specific  hos¬ 
pital  dispensary,  clinic,  or 
facility,  and  (2)  expenses  for 
employee  health  service  pro¬ 


grams - — $5,  260 

(k)  Amounts  provided  for  pay¬ 
ments  to  States  or  political 
subdivisions  thereof _  —1,  827 


(1)  Amounts  provided  to  make 
payment  of  or  contributions 
toward  pensions,  retirement 
and  disability  annuities  and 
benefits,  employees’  death  or 
Injury  benefits,  or  other 


,  items  of  similar  nature _  —781 

(m)  Appropriations  for  re¬ 
funds,  awards,  and  indem¬ 
nities _  —73 

Floor  amendments  to  foreign 

aid  chapter _  —2,  839 

Amount  of  authorizations  in 
the  bill  subject  to  10  percent 
reduction _  5,  300 


Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  ( exempt  under  sec.  1003  (f) ) 

Indian  Service _ $10,  800,  000 

Panama  Canal _  2,  300,  000 

Penal  institutions _  1,  000,  000 

Freedman’s  Hospital _  2,  500,  000 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  (direct).  2,  000,  000 

Public  Health  Service _  29,  300,  000 

Air  Force  (not  identifiable) _ _ _ 


47,  900,  000 

Excludes  Veterans’  Administration;  health 
programs;  administrative  expenses  not  iden¬ 
tifiable  with  a  particular  hospital,  dispen¬ 
sary,  or  clinic. 


Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  (exempt  under  sec.  1003  ( g ) ) 

CHAPTER  III 

State  Department:  Salaries  and 
expenses,  Philippine  Rehabil¬ 
itation _ $10,  000,  000 

Justice  Department:  Federal 
prison  system;  buildings  and 
equipment,  penal  institu¬ 
tions  _ - 

Commerce  Department: 

CAA: 

Establishment  of  air- 
navigation  facilities. 

Federal-aid  airport  pro¬ 
gram  — 

Construction  of  public 
airports,  Territory  of 

Alaska _ 

Air  navigation  develop¬ 
ment _ _ 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads: 

Elimination  of  grade- 

crossings  _ 

Federal-aid  postwar 
construction  pro¬ 
gram _ 385,  000,  000 

Forest  highways _  22,  500,  000 

CHAPTER  V 

Federal  Security  Agency:  How¬ 
ard  University,  construction 

of  buildings _  1,  662,  000 

Public  Health  Service: 

Grants  for  hospital  con¬ 
struction  _  100,  000,  000 

Operating  expenses,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute..  5,  000,  000 


Public  Health  Service — Con. 

Mental  health  activities _  $2,  375,  000 

Operating  expenses,  Na¬ 
tional  Heart  Institute —  6,  350,  000 

Construction  of  research 

facilities _  11, 100,  000 

St.  Elizabeths  Hospital: 

Construction  and  equip¬ 
ment _  100, 000 

Construction  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  two  treatment 
buildings _ _  1,  500,  000 


CHAPTER  VII 

Interior  Department: 

Office  of  Secretary,  con¬ 
struction,  Southwestern 


Power  Administration _  6,  000,  000 

Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration;-  Construction, 

Bonneville  power  trans¬ 
mission  system _ 17,  000,  000 

Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  construction _  200,  000 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
health,  education,  and 
welfare  service  (perma¬ 
nent  indefinite) _  1,  000,  000 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 

construction _  8,  737,  500 

Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
construction  and  rehabil¬ 
itation _  4,  595, 700 

Eureau  of  Mines,  construc¬ 
tion  _ _  650,  000 

National  Park  Service,  con¬ 
struction  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition _  7,  935,  000 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

construction _  '  50,  000 

Territories  and  island  pos¬ 
sessions,  construction  of 

roads,  Alaska _  8,  000,  000 

Territories  and  island  pos¬ 
sessions,  Alaska  Railroad, 
special  fund  (permanent 
Indefinite  special  ac¬ 
count) - _  17,000,000 


CHAPTER  Vm 

Independent  offices  (excluding 
AEC) : 

American  Battle  Monu¬ 
ments  Commission,  con¬ 
struction  'Of  memorials 


and  cemeteries _  5,  000,  000 

National  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  for  Aeronautics,  con¬ 
struction  and  equipment.  15,  000,  000 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commission, 

ship  construction _  30,  000,  000 

VA,  hospital  and  domiciliary 

facilities... _  160,  000,  000 


General  Services  Administra¬ 


tion: 

Acquisition  and  construc¬ 
tion  of  Federal  office 
building,  Nashville,  Tenn.  1,  200,  000 
Federal  Courts  Building, 

District  of  Columbia _  6,  000,  000 

GAO  Building,  Washington, 

D.  C -  15,358,194 

Renovation  and  moderniza¬ 
tion,  Executive  Mansion..  8,  400,  000 

Alaska  public  works _  4,  000,  000 

Advance  planning  of  non- 

Federal  public  works _  14, 100,  000 


Total  cash  to  liquidate 
contract  authoriza¬ 
tion . . .  930,938,394 


Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  (exempt  under  sec.  1003  (i)) 
Department  of  Justice: 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investi¬ 
gation - $57,400,000 

Immigration  and  Natural¬ 
ization  Service _  31,  400,  000 

District  Attorney _ ...  6,447,000 


540,  000 

22,  000,  000 
34,  000,  000 

3,  200,  000 
2,  885,  000 

4,  600,  000 


1950 
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Treasury  Department : 

Bureau  of  Customs _ $36,  806,  363 

Secret  Service _  3, 368,  000 

Internal  Revenue _  100,  000,  000 

Bureau  of  Narcotics _  1,  908,  000 

Sec.  6  (a)  of  act  of  June  20, 

1949  (63  Stat.  211) .  9,500,000 


Total— _ _ _  246,829,360 


Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7 786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  (exempt  under  sec.  1003  (k) ) 

(Exempt  under  sec.  1003  (k) ) 


Federal  Security  Agency:  Millions 

Payments  to  States,  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed  _  $20. 6 

Grants  to  States  for  public  as¬ 
sistance _ a _  1,  200.  0 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal 

and  child  welfare _  22.  0 

Control  of  venereal  diseases 11.9 

Control  of  tuberculosis _  6.  3 

Assistance  to  States,  general _  14.  2 

Promotion  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  _ _ ! _  20.  0 

Grants  for  hospital  construction  150.  0 
Other _  10.  0 


Department  of  Agriculture:  Millions 

National  school  lunch  program.  $83.3 
Payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 

Alaska  and  Puerto  Rico _  27. 1 

Payment  to  States,  experi¬ 
mental  stations _  12.  0 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency:  , 

Slum  clearance  and  urban  de¬ 
velopment  program  (annual 

contributions)  _ „  9.  3 

Department  of  Commerce: 

War  and  emergency  damage. 

Territory  of  Hawaii _  3.  0 

Federal-aid  airport  program _  36.  7 

Department  of  Labor :  Grants  to 
States  for  unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  and  employment  service 

administration  _ 178.  5 

Other  agencies _  22.  0 


Total  _  1,827.0 


Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  (exempt  under  sec.  1003  (l) ) 
(Exempt  under  sec.  1003  (1) ) 

Civil  Service  Commission: 

Panama  Canal  construction 

annuity  fund _  $2,  803,  177 

Civil  Service  retirement  and 
disability  fund _  305,  000,  000 


Treasury  Department:  Retired 

pay,  Coast  Guard _ $15,  575,  000 

Railroad  Retirement  Board: 

Railroad  retirement  appropri¬ 
ated  fund _  457,  832,  724 


.  Total— _  781,210,901 

Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  H.  R.  7786 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  (exempt  under  sec.  1003  (m)) 
(Exempt  under  sec.  1003  (m) ) 
Philippine  War  Damage  Com¬ 
mission _ $40,  2C0,  000 

Federal  Security  Agency:  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Employees  Compensa¬ 
tion  appropriation _  25,  000,  000 

General  Service  Administration : 

Refunds  under  Renegotiation 

Act . . . .  7,400,000 


Total _  72,  600,  000 

Schedule  of  amounts  included  in  the  foreign- 
aid  chapter  of  H.  R.  7786  which  were  ex¬ 
empt  by  amendments  offered  from  the 
floor 

Economic  cooperation _ $2,  726,  761, 473 

International  children’s  wel¬ 
fare  work _  12,  5C0,  000 

Spanish  loan _ 100,  000,  000 


Reductions  in  amounts  carried  in  general  appropriation  bill,  1951,  as  reported  by  Senate  committee  under  Bridges-Byrd  amendment 


Agency 

Appropriations 

Contract  author¬ 
izations 

Loan  author¬ 
izations 

Administrative 

expenses 

Grand  total 

District  of  Columbia — Federal  contribution.. 

Legislative  establishment . . . 

State  Department . .  . . 

$18, 465, 307 

1, 491,  000 
22, 399,  800 

$700, 000 
70, 000 
2, 401, 600 

$76, 750 
71, 500 

$19,  242, 057 
1, 632,  500 
24, 801, 400 

Justice  Department _ _ 

Commerce  Department _ 

Judiciary..  . . . 

Treasury  Department . . 

39, 486, 800 

39, 486, 800 

Post  Office  Department . . . 

Labor  Department . . . 1 _ . 

3, 007, 310 
10, 051,  625 

1,  297, 420 
64, 567, 366 

32, 056,  400 
23,  243, 188 

371,  200 
»  14,  224,  228 
1,  640,  000 
4,  472,  563 
*  11,  616,  779 
»  38,  755, 600 
21, 133,  950 

73, 154, 600 
3, 137, 882 

3,007,310 
10, 480, 425 
1, 297,  420 
136,  050,  766 

32, 356, 400 
26,  738, 336 

371, 200 
» 17, 710, 928 
%  4, 203,  900 

5, 722,  563 

1 17, 916.  779 

1  38,  755, 600 
21,  740,  750 

73, 154, 600 
3, 219, 862 

Federal  Security  Agency . . . . . . 

428, 800 

Related  labor  agencies . . . . . . . 

Agriculture  Department _ , . . . . . . 

$70, 035, 000 

2, 048, 400 

Interior: 

Reclamation _ _ _ _ 

300, 000 
3, 483, 000 

Other . . . . . . . . 

12, 148 

Independent  offices: 

Executive  Office  of  the  President . . . . . . . 

General  Services  Administration . . 

3, 486, 700 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency . . . 

2, 563, 900 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics _ _ _ _ 

1, 250, 000 

6, 300, 000 

TJ.  S.  Maritime  Commission . . . 

Veterans’  Administration . . . . . 

Other . . . . . . . . 

150,000 

456, 800 

Army,  Civil: 

Corps  of  Engineers . . . . . . . 

Other . . . . . . . . . 

82, 000 

National  Security  Council _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

National  Security  Resources  Board . . . . . 

Department  of  Defense: 

Economic  cooperation . _ . . . _ . . . . . . 

9, 000, 000 

9, 000, 000 

International  Children’s  Welfare  Work.. . . . 

Tnt.prrmtmnfl.1  rip.vplopmpnt  (point  4)  _  .... .  . 

2, 690, 000 

2, 690, 000 

'  28, 800, 000 
2, 700, 000 
2, 745, 000 

28, 800, 000 
2, 700, 000 
2,  745,  000 
2, 670, 000 
96,  500 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation. . . . . . . . 

2, 670, 000 
96, 500 

Total _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

430,507,998 

18,  570, 100 

70, 035, 000 

8, 077, 998 

527, 191, 096 

Total  amount  to  which  cuts  apply . . . 

4, 305, 079,  980 

185, 701, 000 

700,350,000 

80, 779,  980 

5, 271, 910, 960 

•  »  r.,  -  r  ‘  &  • 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table, 
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Reductions  in  amounts  carried  in  general  appropriation  bill,  1951,  as  reported  by  Senate  committee  under  Bridges-Byrd  amendment — Con. 


District  of  Columbia— Federal  contribution 

Legislative  establishment . . 

State  Department _ _ _ _ _ 

Justice  Department _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Commerce  Department . . 

Judiciary _ _ _ _ 

Treasury  Department _ _ _ _ 

jPost  Office  Department . . . . . 

I  Labor  Department . . . . . 

I  Federal  Security  Agency . . . - . 

!  Belated  labor  agencies . . 

Agriculture  Department . 

Interior: 

Reclamation . . . 

Other _ _ 


Agency 


Total  subject 
to  10-percent 
amendment 
cut 


Total  exempt 
from  10-percent 
amendment 
cut 


Total  carried  in 
H.  B.  7786  (in¬ 
cluding  reappro¬ 
priations) 


Total  available 
under  10-percent 
amendment 
cut 


$192,  420,  570 
16,  325, 000 
248, 014, 000 


394, 86§,  000 


30, 073, 100 
104, 804,  250 
12, 974,  200 
1,366,507,660 


$12, 000, 000 
79, 305, 795 
19,829,998 
127,042,000 
608,885,000 
23,  478, 665 
157, 937,  360 
626, 500, 000 
178,  500,  000 
1,643,488,760 
457, 832,  724 
134, 662,  914 


$12, 000, 000 
79, 305, 795 
212,250,  568 
143, 367, 000 
758, 899, 000 
23, 478, 665 
552, 805,  360 
626, 500, 000 
208, 573, 100 
1, 748, 293, 010 
470, 806, 924 
1, 501, 170, 574 


$12, 000, 000 
79, 305, 795 
193,008,511 
141,734,500 
732, 097, 600 
23, 478, 665 
513, 318,  560 
526.  500,  000 
205,  565,  790 
1, 737, 812, 585 
469,  509,  504 
1, 364, 519, 808 


323,  564, 000 
267, 383, 360 


3,  540, 000 
60, 348, 670 


327,104,000 
327,  732, 030 


294,  747, 600 
300, 993, 694 


Independent  offices: 

Executive  Office  of  the  President - 

General  Services  Administration . . ^ - 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency - 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics. 

U.  S.  Maritime  Commission . . 

Veterans’  Administration _ _ 

Other... . . . . . 

Army,  Civil: 

Corps  of  Engineers- . . 

Other . . . - . - . 

National  Security  Council - - - - 

National  Security  Resources  Board . . 

Department  of  Defense: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense - - 

Army . . - - - 

Navy . . - . 

Air  Force _ r - 

Economic  cooperation - - 

Assistance  to  Korea _ 

International  Children’s  AVelfare  Work - 

International  development  (point  4) . . . 

Mutual  defense  assistance. . . 

Government  and  relief  in  occupied  areas.. - 

Government  in  occupied  Germany . . . 

Aid  to  Palestine  refugees... . — 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation...-. . 

Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington... . . . 

Total . . . . . 

Total  amount  to  which  cuts  apply . . 


3, 712,000 
177, 109, 280 
42, 039, 000 
57,  225, 630 
179, 167,  790 
337, 556, 000 
217,  407, 500 

731, 546, 000 
32, 198, 620 


3, 001,  553 
782, 043, 199 
9,  250, 000 
15,  000, 000 
39, 999, 997 
5,  774,  979,  400 
1, 300, 743, 185 


160, 000 
3,  500, 000 


6,713,553 
959. 152, 479 
51, 289, 000 
72,  225,  630 
219, 167,  787 
5, 813,  735,  000 
1,  518,  350, 685 

731,  546,  000 
32, 198,  620 
160,000 
3,  500,  000 


6, 342, 353 
941, 441, 551 
47,  085, 100 
66, 503, 067 
201, 251, 008 
5, 774. 979, 400 
1, 496, 609, 935 

658, 391, 400 
28,978,758 
-  160, 000 
3,500,000 


90, 000, 000 


26, 900,  000 


288,  000, 000 
27,  000, 000 
27,  450,  000 
26, 700, 000 
965, 000 


5,  271,  910, 960 


358,  300, 000 
4, 088, 377,  521 
4, 678, 754,  300 
5, 551,  275,  000 
1  2,  726,  761,  473 


1  12,  500,  000 


1, 678, 023,  729 


2  100, 000, 000 


358, 300, 000 
4, 088, 377, 521 

4,  678,  754,  300 

5,  551.275,000 
2, 726,  761, 473 

90, 000, 000 
12,  500,  000 

26,  900,  000 
1,  678,  023,  729 

288, 000,  000 

27,  009,  000 
27,  450,  000 
26,  700, 000 

100, 965, 000 


30,  707, 420, 843  35, 979, 331, 803 


358, 300,  000 
4,  08S.  377,  521 

4,  678,  754,  300 

5,  551,  275,  000 
2,  726,  761,  473 

81,  000,  000 
12,  500,  000 
24,  210,  000 
1, 678, 023,  729 
259,  200,  000 
24, 300,  000 
24,  705,  000 
24,  030,  000 
109, 868,  500 


35,452,140,707' 


i  Exempt  under  the  Smith  amendment. 

*  Exempt  under  McCarran-O’Mahoney  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  in  or¬ 
der  to  save  time,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  a  statement  which  I  wanted 
to  make  as  a  speech  on  the  floor,  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  meat  inspection  amendment, 
be  placed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  statement. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr. 
Wherry’s  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

The  Bridges-Byrd  amendment  reducing  ap-, 
propriations  for  nondefense  items  in  the 
general  appropriations  bill  by  10  percent  is 
so  written  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  authority  to  maintain  the  full  personnel 
strength  of  the  Meat  Inspection  Service. 

The  budget  message  presented  by  the 
President  in  January  requested  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $12,959,000  for  fiscal  year  1951. 
The  House  and  Senate  each  voted  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $12,800,000,  $159,000  below 
the  budget  estimate,  but  $223,000  above  the 
appropriation  for  1950. 

The  appropriation  of  $12,800,000  is  the 
top  amount  which  the  Secretary  is  author¬ 
ized  to  spend  in  fiscal  1951.  He  may  spend 
less  if  he  so  desires.  In  the  fiscal  year  1949, 
for  instance,  the  Meat  Inspection  Service 
spent  $292,234  less  than  the  $12,555,000  ap¬ 
propriated. 

The  average  number  of  employees  of  the 
Meat  Inspection  Service  was  3,299  in  1949 
and  is  estimated  at  3,267  in  1950.  If  the 
full  budget  estimate  had  been  voted  by  the 
Senate,  3,220  employees  would  have  been 
employed  in  fiscal  1951,  according  to  the 
budget  estimate. 

The  effect  of  the  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  reduce  every  appropriation  title 
subject  to  the  reduction  formula  by  10,  per¬ 
cent.  Technically,  the  Meat  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice  will  reflect  this  10  percent  reduction. 


The  necessity  for  this  technical  reduction 
of  appropriations  arises  from  the  require¬ 
ment  that  appropriation  figures  be  clear  in 
the  final  bill  for  purposes  of  Federal  budget¬ 
ing  and  accounting. 

The  second  section  of  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment,  however,  authorizes  transfers 
between  departmental  appropriations  up  to 
the  amounts  appropriated  elsewhere  in  the 
bill.  If  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  con¬ 
siders  meat  inspection  to  be  of  such  impor¬ 
tance,  he  may  transfer  from  lessi  important 
appropriations  sufficient  funds  to  provide 
$12,800,000  for  the  Meat  Inspection  Service 
in  fiscal  1951. 

The  funds  appropriated  for  the  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Service  represent  approximately  1 1/2 
percent  of  the  total  amount  appropriated  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  A  transfer 
of  slightly  more  than  one-tenth  of  1  percent 
of  funds  appropriated  to  the  Secretary  can 
keep  the  meat  inspection  at  the  level  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  appropriation  agreed  upon  in 
the  House  and  Senate  elsewhere  in  the  bill. 

While  the  appropriations  bill  was  on  the 
Senate  floor,  legislative  history  was  written 
and  appears  on  page  11899  of  the  Record. 
Senator  Russell,  of  Georgia,  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  of  the 
“Senate  Appropriations  Committee,  declared: 
‘‘We  have  provided  a  10  percent  cut  in  the 
Department,  and  left  it  up  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  make  the  cut.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture"  knows  the  relative  values 
of  the  various  offices.  If  he  cuts  meat  in¬ 
spectors  unduly,  we  can  deal  with  it  in  the 
same  deficiency  bill  in  which  we  deal  with 
other  items  for  which  it  will  be  necessary 
for  us  to  make  deficiency  appropriations.” 

In  this  connection,  and  so  that  there  may 
be  no  mistake  as  to  congressional  intent, 
I  submit  the  record  of  proceedings  on  this 
floor  yesterday  on  my  amendment  to  assure 
maintenance  of  the  meat  insnection  service 


at  full  program,  because  of  its  vital  impor¬ 
tance  to  the  public  health  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  dressed  meat  supplies  adequate  to 
meet  our  civilian  and  military  requirements: 

“Mr.  Wherry.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the 
desk  an  amendment  and  ask  that  it  be  read 
and  immediately  considered. 

“The  Presiding  Officer.  The  clerk  will 
state  the  amendment. 

“The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  180,  before 
the  period  in  line  9,  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following:  ‘Provided,  That 
nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  reduce  or  authorize  any  reduction 
in  this  appropriation  or  in  the  number  of 
meat  inspectors  authorized  to  be  paid  from 
this  appropriation.’ 

“Mr.  Wherry.  Mr.  President,  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  probably  very  trivial  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  along  with  a  $52,000,000,000  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  I  think  it  involves  256  meat  in¬ 
spectors  and  provides  that  they  shall  not 
be  laid  off,  as  a  measure  of  protecting  the 
health  of  the  country. 

“Mr.  Holland.  Mr.  President,  was  it  the 
intention  of  the  Senator  to  cut  the  reduc¬ 
tion  applicable  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  or  simply  provide  that  this  part  of 
the  activities  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  should  not  be  affected  in  the  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  cut  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  between  various  divisions,  bureaus,  and 
offices  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture? 

“Mr.  Wherry.  The  latter  part  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  statement  is  what  I  intended.  The 
Bridges  amendment  permits  the  Secretary  to 
transfer  employees  to  different  departments. 
My  amendment  would  permit  the  retention 
of  these  inspectors  without  a  cut,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  Bridges  amendment. 

“Mr.  Holland.  And  it  would  not  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  reduction  accomplished 
under  the  Bridges  amendment? 

“Mr.  Wherry.  Oh,  no. 
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“Mr.  Holland.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

“Mr.  Russell.  Mr.  President,  there  is  no 
question  about  the  importance  of  meat  in¬ 
spection,  but  there  are  other  items  in  the 
agricultural  chapter  of  the  appropriation  bill 
which  are  just  as  important.  Some  Senator 
remarked  to  me  a  few  minutes  ago  that  no 
sooner  would  this  amendment  be  agreed  to 
than-  Senators  would  be  marching  down  the 
aisle  with  amendments  on  other  items. 

•  “Mr.  Chavez.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
Forest  Service  employees  are  just  as  impor¬ 
tant  as  meat  inspectors,  and  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  be  agreed  to,  it  is  my  purpose 
to  suggest  an  amendment  providing  that  the 
Forest  Service  employees  be  exempted. 

“Mr.  Russell.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
we  should  approach  this  matter  in  this  way. 
We  have  provided  a  10-percent  cut  in  the 
Department,  and  left  it  up  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  make  the  cut.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  knows  the  relative 
values  of  the  various  offices.  If  he  cuts  meat 
inspectors  unduly,  we  can  deal  with  it  in 
the  same  deficiency  bill  in  which  we  deal 
with  other  items  for  which  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  us  to  make  deficiency  appropriations. 

“Mr.  Maybank.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

“Mr.  Russell.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

“Mr.  Maybank.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that 
I  voted  to  reduce  appropriations  for  the 
Marshall  plan.  That  is  now  not  included  in 
the  reduction  which  has  been  made.  Other 
departments  were  cut,  including  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  which  will  have  to 
take  most  of  the  cut.  I  voted  against  that 
cut.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  we  should  not  start  ex¬ 
empting  sections  of  the  Agricultural  De¬ 
partment  appropriations.  I  voted  against 
cutting  the  appropriations  for  the  agencies 
of  the  Government,  but  voted  to  cut  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  foreign  activities. 

“Mr.  Russell.  Mr.  President,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  offer  a  number  of  amendments 
to  other  items  to  exempt  them,  and  if  we 
start  on  such  a  practice.  Senators  will  have 
been  able  to  go  on  record  as  voting  for  a 
10-percent  cut,  and  then  proceed  to  vote  for 
amendments  which  will  eliminate  any  pos¬ 
sibility  of  reducing  the  appropriation  $1. 
After  we  have  just  voted  for  a  10-percent 
cut,  we  should  not  start  to  make  exemptions. 
If  that"  is  kept  up  and  similar  action  is  taken 
on  all  items  all  of  us  would  like  to  exempt, 
we  will  have  made  a  great  play  of  publicity  in 
cutting  appropriations,  and  then  forestalling 
the  cuts  by  amendments. 

“Mr.  Cordon.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  yield? 

“Mr.  Russell,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

“Mr.  Cordon.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under 
the  provisions  of  the  amendment  just  agreed 
to  the  authority  rests  with  the  head  of  the 
department  to  make  any  transfers  which  may 
be  needed,  or  advisable,  or  desirable,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  efficiency  and  protect  the  essential 
services  of  his  department? 

“Mr.  Russell.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

“Mr.  Cordon.  And  we  do  not  need  any 
such  provision  as  that  now  proposed,  do  we? 

“Mr.  Russell.  No. 

“Mr.  Wherry.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  yield? 

“Mr.  Russell.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

“Mr.  Wherry.  Mr.  President,  now  that  I 
have  that  statement  from  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  and  from  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  and  before  any 
Senator  proposes  to  modify  the  amendment 
or  take  exception  to  it,  I  should  like  also  to 
ask  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  if  he 
agrees  with  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  and  the  Senator  from 


Oregon  that  the  Secretary  has  power  to  trans¬ 
fer  these  funds. 

“Mr.  Bridges.  Yes.” 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Congress  convenes  next  year  I  think  it 
will  seriously  consider  the  repeal  of  the 
rule  which  provides  that  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  may  be  considered  in  one  pack¬ 
age.  I  am  convinced,  as  the  result  of  the 
experience  we  have  had  this  year,  that 
the  work  we  are  now  going  through  has 
saved  no  money,  so  far  as  decreases  in 
appropriations  are  concerned.  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  we  have  consumed  more  time 
than  was  necessary  in  handling  this  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  collectively  than  would 
have  been  consumed  had  we  considered 
the  bill  in  separate  categories.  I  have 
talked  with  many  Senators  and  have 
found  none  who  disagreed  with  this  par¬ 
ticular  thought. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  With  reference  to  the 
Senator’s  last  observation,  I  should  like 
to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
did  not  talk  to  me  about  the  matter,  and 
I  do  not  want  the  Record  to  show  that 
it  is  the  general  opinion  of  Senators.  I 
may  be  alone,  but  as  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  while  I  agree 
that  the  one-package  bill  can  be  im¬ 
proved  in  many  ways,  I  think  it  gives 
a  broad  picture,  and  I  deeply  appreciate 
the  so-called  one-package  appropriation 
bill.  I  hope  that  a  future  Congress  will 
not  repeal  it,  but  will  perfect  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
was  not  consulted  by  the  majority  leader, 
and  I  want  to  express  my  views  as  being 
directly  opposite  to  those  entertained 
by  him,  I  feel  that  both  in  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  and  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  and  particularly  through  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to  be  a 
sponsor,  money  has  been  saved.  I  feel 
that  that  amendment  alone  has  saved 
a  large  amount  of  money.  Therefore,  I 
would  say  that  I  am  wholeheartedly  in 
favor  of  the  omnibus  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  McXELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerks 
at  the  desk  be  authorized  to  change  sec¬ 
tions  numbers  and  any  references  to  sec^ 
tions  or  chapters  to  conform  to  the  ac¬ 
tion  taken  by  the  Senate. 

The  FRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  ^he  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McXELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  make  another  statement.  I 
did  not  know  that  anything  was  to  be 
said  about  procedure  of  having  a  uni¬ 
fied,  omnibus  appropriation  bill.  I  want 
to  say  that  I  think  the  old  plan  of  di¬ 
vision  into  a  number  of  bills  is  infinite¬ 
ly  better.  It  is  better  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  better  for  the  taxpayers,  better 
for  those  who  are  in  charge  of  the  bill, 
and  better  for  all  of  us  than  having 
one  bill.  I  hope  Senators  will  not  make 
up  their  minds  too  quickly  on  the  sub¬ 


ject.  It  is  a  terrible  task  to  handle  a 
one-package  appropriation  bill.  I  speak 
from  experience,  because  I  am  the  first 
one  in  the  Senate  who  has  had  charge  of 
a  bill  of  this  kind.  So  far  as  I  know  it 
is  the  most  terribly  experience  I  have 
had  in  my  whole  life.  I  hope  very  much 
that  the  Senate  and  the  House  will  agree 
to  go  back  to  the  old  plan. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  most  re¬ 
spectfully  urge  that  we  give  very  careful 
consideration  before  we  change  to  the 
old  plan  from  the  present  unified,  over¬ 
all  appropriation  bill.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  present  system  is  the  best  system,  but 
I  believe  it  is  a  step  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion.  It  can  be  improved  with  ex¬ 
perience.  As  one  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  I  sat  on  six 
subcommittees,  and  I  feel  that  I  know 
more  about  the  present  appropriation 
bill  than  I  ever  knew  about  any  other  bill 
that  has  come  before  the  Senate.  I 
think  ^he  table  printed  at  page  3  of  the 
report  is  itself  worth  more  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  in  giving  a  clear  picture  of  the 
financial  state  of  the  Government  than 
any  other  statement  I  have  seen  in  the 
brief  time  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
Senate. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  majority  leader 
will  think  very  carefully  and  prepare 
thoughtfully  any  bill  on  the  subject 
which  he  may  have  in  mind  to  the  next 
session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  speak  for  not  more  than  2  min¬ 
utes.  I  join  in  the  expressions  that 
have  beeft  made  by  my  colleagues  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  that  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  to  return  to  the  old  system.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  a  number  of  improve¬ 
ments  could  be  made  in  the  presentation 
of  this  type  of  bill,  perhaps  in  cutting 
down  the  number  of  subcommittees  on 
which  members  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  must  serve.  However,  I 
think  that  for  the  first  time  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  Government,  or  at  least  in 
a  great  many  years,  we  have  had  one 
place  where  Congress  and  the  American 
people  could  focus  on  what  the  Federal 
Government  is  costing  them.  I  think 
that  is  worth-while.  I  believe  that 
when  we  throw  the  white  spotlight  of 
publicity  on  what  the  cost  of  Govern¬ 
ment  is,  we  take  a  great  and  constructive 
step  forward  in  bringing  this  vast  Fed¬ 
eral  structure  under  some  control. 

Mr.  CORDON.  As  another  humble 
worker  in  the  vineyard  of  appropriations, 
I  wish  to  join  my  colleagues  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle,  and  I  hope  a  number  of  my 
colleagues  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle, 
who  perhaps  do  not  wish  to  voice  their 
opinion  at  this  time,  in  urging  that  we 
do  not  abandon  the  one-package  appro¬ 
priation  procedure.  I  realize  that  we 
are  faced  with  another  hurdle,  which 
lies  ahead  of  us.  It  is  one  which  none 
of  us  knows  exactly  how  we  shall  sur¬ 
mount.  I  am  sure,  however,  that  under 
the  leadership  of  our  distinguished 
chairman  we  shall  surmount  it  and  come 
out  ultimately  with  a  purged  and  better 
over-all  appropriation  measure  than  the 
United  States  has  seen  in  many  years. 
We  have  some  problems  to  work  out,  but 
they  can  be  met,  and  we  can  come  out 
ultimately  with  a  far  more  constructive. 
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sound,  and  logical  procedure  than  we 
have  known  in  the  past. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is,  Shall  the  bill  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  was  passed. 

.  TRIBUTES  .IG  fciiNATQR  McKELLAR 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
Intend  to  submit  an  amendment,  but  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  speak 
for  3  minutes  on  a  subject  germane  to 
the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING^  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  senator  from  New 
Mexico  is  recognized  far  3  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  'President,  the 
State  of  Tennessee,  throughout  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  Nation,  has  contributed  great 
men  to  public  life  and  to  everyday  life. 
Of  course,  we  all  know  of  Andrew  Jack- 
son,  John  Sevier,  and  Andrew  Sphnson. 
We  all  know  of  James  K.  Polk,  who  ob¬ 
tained  more  land  for  this  countryman 
any  other  President  of  the  United  States. 
We  all  know  of  the  activities  of  Sal 
Houston  in  Tennessee,  of  Gen.  Nathai 
B.  Forrest,  of  Edward  Ward  Carmack, 
of  Bob  Taylor,  of  Cordell  Hull,  and  of  the 
late  Speaker,  Joe  Byrns. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senate  that,  know¬ 
ing  the  history  of  the  country — and  I 
pride  myself  in  that — I  have  never  seen 
a  more  devoted  public  servant — barring 
natural  mistakes,  probably;  yes — but  not 
a  more  patriotic  American,  devoting  his 
time  to  the  cause  of  his  Nation,  than  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  this  body,  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations.  I  thought  it  only  proper  that 
I  should  pay  my  respects  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar],  [Applause, 
Senators  rising.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  feels 
sure  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  expressed  full  well  the  sentiments  of 
all  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  as  evi¬ 
denced  by  their  applause  and  also  by  the 
expressions  on  their  faces. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  have  30  seconds,  I  may  say  that,  as 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  I  have  worked  for. ' 
many  years  with  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  this  committee.  On  behalf 
of  the  minority  Members  of  the  Seriate, 

I  wish  to  say  that  we  concur  in  thewords 
of  praise  spoken  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico.  [Applause.] 

NEED  FOR  EXCESS-PROFITS  TAX 

Mr.  McFARLAND  obtairvfd  the  floor. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mrs  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  fyield. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY-.  This  morning  it 
was  my  privilege  to  appear  before  the 
Committee  on  Finance  to  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  an  excess-profits-tax  amendment 
which  I  presented  earlier  in  the  week.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  summary  of 
my  remarks  before  the  committee. 

There--  being  no  objection,  Mr. 
O’MahUney’s  statement  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows; 
Send  the  Profit  Dollar  to  War  Under  an 
Excess-Profits  Tax  Now 

Unless  we  are  willing  to  use  the  profits  of 
the  profit  system  to  defend  that  system  In 


August  4 


the  present  all-out  Ideological  conflict  with 
communism,  we  had  better  prepare  to  con¬ 
front  disaster. 

Corporate  profits  are  running  at  an  all- 
time  high  and  are  rapidly  increasing.  Infla¬ 
tionary  pressures  which  were  apparent  early 
In  the  second  quarter  of  this  year  have  been 
greatly  increased  by  the  Korean  crisis,  and 
will  be  further  accelerated  as  soon  as  the 
new  defense  appropriation  bills  are  enacted. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  by  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  a  bill  appropriating  $10,000,000,000 
for  immediate  military  expenditure  and 
$4,000,000,000  for  arming  western  Europe,  as 
requested  by  the  President,  we  shall  be  open¬ 
ing  the  flood  gates  of  inflation  unless  we  take 
immediate  steps  to  control  this  deluge  of 
dollars  by  new  taxes  which  will  prevent  pri¬ 
vate  purchasing  power  from  competing  with 
newly  created  Government  purchasing  power 
for  the  purchase  of  a  short  supply  of  goods 
and  services. 

INFLATION  BEGAN  BEFORE  KOREA 

The  economic  facts  are  plain  for  all  to 
read.  Before  Korea  consumer  credit  and 
bank  loans  were  running  at  new  highs.  Gov¬ 
ernment  credit,  extended  by  authority  of 
Congress  for  domestic  programs,  and  Govern¬ 
ment  expenditures  In  excess  of  Government  j 
eceipts,  were  so  Increasing  the  supply  odr 
liars  that  prices  were  rising  even  befoje 
tft®  Korean  attack  began.  / 

nsumer  credit  outstanding  in  Juna^I950 
had  Jfeached  the  all-time  high  of  $19,696,000,- 
000.  Tfiiis  was  almost  $1,000,000,000  more 
than  iiAl949,  and  thirteen  billions.-in  excess 
of  1945.  iTotal  bank  loans  and  investments 
in  June  1960  amounted  to  $122,400,000,000, 
as  compareaVwith  $120, 200,000-, 000  for  1949, 
$116,300,000,00^  for  1947,  ancj.  $105,500,000,000 
for  1944.  \  / 

Commodity  prites  which  in  1948  and  1949 
were  falling  fromXhe  all-time  high  of  late 
1947  and  early  194^, began  to  turn  upward 
early  in  1950.  In  Jrnve  1950,  the  wholesale 
price  index  was  15j!3  (on  the  1926  base),  as 
compared  with  155  for  T049,  but  on  July  4 
the  weekly  indfar  had  clinked  to  159,  and  3 
weeks  later  to  ^53.7.  All  clashes  of  commodi¬ 
ties,  induspj&l  and  agricultural,  have,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  BLS,  been  rising  -more  steeply 
since  thej6utbreak  of  the  war. 

On  July  21  the  BLS  reported  tha\the  con¬ 
sumer-price  index  which  had  been  relatively 
stablh  for  15  months  prior  to  May  20,  had 
begun  to  rise  even  before  the  North  F&rean 
attack.  By  June  15  it  had  risen  nearly  2 
JSercent,  to  170.2  on  the  1935-39  ind- 
‘"Then  came  the  Korean  attack.  What  hai 
been  happening  since  is  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  new  highs  were  established  in  July  for 
most  commodities,  and  that,  despite  some 
minor  declines  in  a  few  commodities  during 
the  month,  the  average  prices  for  28  com¬ 
modities  on  spot  markets  had  increased  3.8 
percent  over  the  week  ended  July  25.  This 
meant  an  increase  of  13.6  percent  above  the 
prices  only  a  month  before. 

Thus  there  can  be  no  disputing  the  fact 
that  a  new  and  dangerous  inflationary  trend 
had  appeared  before  the  Korean  attack  and 
that  it  has  moved  progressively  upward  since 
the  attack  although  Government  expendi¬ 
tures  under  the  new  appropriation  bills  have 
not  yet  begun. 

Surely  this  is  warning  enough  to  those  of 
us  who  will  be  responsible  for  the  fiscal  poli¬ 
cies  of  this  Nation  that  we  cannot  afford  to 
temporize  with  this  dangerous  situation.  We 
must  authorize  the  Government  expendi¬ 
tures,  but  these  expenditures  can  result  only 
in  disaster  unless  at  the  same  time  we  are 
willing  to  curtail  civilian  spending  through 
a  realistic  tax  program. 

It  will  not  be  sufficient  to  rely  upon  the 
curtailment  of  nonessential  Government  ex¬ 
penditures  because  even  with  drastic  cuts 
all  along  the  line  on  that  front  the  inflation¬ 
ary  forces  will  not  be  held  in  check  unless 
we  also  cut  civilian  spending. 


The  military  expenditures  will  have  a  cc 
mulative  effect.  Government  cash  willyce 
laid  out  for  the  purchase  of  military  suMWies 
at  rising  prices.  This  will  generate  higher  in¬ 
comes  and  higher  profits  and  the  inflationary 
snowball  will  continue  to  roll. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  w&fere  in  our 
present  dilemma  because  in  thaflpreparation 
for  World  War  II  we  did  not  adopt  a  sufficient¬ 
ly  drastic  tax  program.  WeJflid  not  have  a 
pay-as-you-go  policy  them^we  were  content 
to  pay  45  percent  of  the  Current  cost  out  of 
taxes  and  to  issue  IOuVfor  55  percent. 

There  have  been  ojfier  continuing  costs 
flowing  directly  fronylne  war  which  the  gov¬ 
ernment  has  had  bear,  such  as  veterans’ 
pensions  and  benefits,  and  notably  interest 
upon  the  national  debt.  Surely  it  requires 
no  argument  Urprove  that  we  should  permit 
nothing  to  r^feken  our  determination  to  fol¬ 
low  a  pay-a0-you-go  policy  now.  We  cannot 
think  of  piling  a  Korean  war  debt  on  top 
of  the  uJfpaid  war  debt  of  World  War  II,  and 
delude/ourselves  into  the  belief  that  we  are 
prot§jting  the  profit  system. 

FAT  AS  YOU  GO  OR  FACE  DISASTER 

fnless  we  are  willing,  by  a  rigid  tax  pro¬ 
gram  now,  not  only  to  strike  at  war  profit- 
'eering  and  speculative  activity,  but  to  pay 
as  we  go,  we  must  be  prepared  to  come  face 
to  face  with  disaster  for  what  we  so  proudly 
call  the  American  way  of  life.  The  annual 
interest  upon  the  national  debt  which  now 
amounts  to  $5,500,000,000,  and  which  is  more 
than  half  of  all  the  expenditures  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  for  all  purposes  in  1939, 
cannot  be  increased  by  new.  interest  obliga¬ 
tions  upon  a  new  war  debt  without  endanger¬ 
ing  not  only  profits,  but  the  system  that  pro¬ 
duces  profits. 

Fortunately  the  profit  picture  as  it  now 
presents  itself  is  sufficient  to  guarantee  the 
success  of  a  pay-as-you-go  system.  Corpo¬ 
rate  profits  have  reached  levels  never 
dreamed  possible  before  the  war.  In  1940, 
before  we  actually  became  involved,  they 
amounted  to  $9,300,000,000.  They  jumped  to 
a  new  high  of  twenty-five  and  one-tenth 
billions  in  1943  and  receded  slightly  to 
twenty-four  and  three-tenths  billions  in 
1944.  But  corporate  profits  after  taxes  in 
each  war  year  except  1945  were  larger  than 
corporate  profits  before  taxes  in  1940.  They 
ranged  from  nine  and  four-tenths  billions 
in  1941  to  ten  and  eight-tenths  billions  in 
1944  after  the  tax  bill  of  World  War  II  had 
been  paid. 

Obviously,  corporate  profits  throughout 
World  War  II  could  have  made  a  much  larger 
contribution  to  the  current  cost  of  the 
rar  than  they  were  called  upon  to  do.  Ever 
Lee  the  speedy  reconversion  of  1945-46, 
corporate  profits  in  the  new  fully  employed 
economy  have  been  running  at  far  higher 
levels'ttian  during  the  war.  For  1947,  profits 
before  \axes  amounted  to  thirty  and  five- 
tenths  billions;  they  rose  to  thirty-three  and 
nine-tentlk  billions  in  1948;  fell  off  to 
twenty-sevek  and  six-tenths  billions  in  1949; 
jumped  agairtun  the  first  quarter  of  1950  to 
twenty-nine  aad  two-tenths  billions.  The 
universal  testimony  from  the  most  conserva¬ 
tive  centers  of  finance  in  New  York  tells  us 
that  in  the  second  Smarter  of  this  year  they 
are  going  higher  still 

CORPORATE  PROFITS^EACH  NEW  HIGH 

The  National  City  Banra^of  New  York  in  its 
Monthly  Letter  issued  on  jkugust  2,  told  its 
customers  that  two  out  of  awery  three  cor¬ 
porations  had  increased  their  earnings  in 
the  first  half  of  1950  as  compared  with  1949. 
The  National  City  Bank  surveyed  the  net 
income  of  500  corporations  throutoiout  the 
American  economy  and  reported  tH^t  after 
the  deduction  of  Federal  income  ta^es,  at 
the  present  38  percent  rate,  the  net  irtpome 
totaled  approximately  $2,568,000,000.  This, 
the  National  City  Bank  tells  us,  is  an  increase 
of  27  percent  over  the  first  quarter  of  1949, 
making  an  increase  of  20  percent  for  the  first 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


August  4, 1950 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 


Making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa - 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any 

4  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the 

5  support  of  the  Government,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  namely: 


6 


2 


1  CHAPTER  I— DISTRICT  OF  COUmH&r 

2  For^kegeneral  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 

3  (1)$9, 800,000  SlfJJtii+vQOQ .  and  for  the  water  fund,  estab- 

4  lished  by,.klv  (D.  C.  Code,  titkli3>du  15),  $1,000,000, 
S^Hb^o^amounts  to  be  advanced  July  1,  1950r^**^s»^*t!H^ 


39 


ribed  for  such 


appointees 

2  Provi 

3  to  detail  police  from  tT 

4  Capitol  Buildings 

5  Thi 

Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 


Police  Board 


by  the  Capitol  Police 

authorized 

pusoJ Wtfice,  Senate  Office,  and 
;e  duty  on"tk£.  Capitol  Grounds, 
cited  as  the  “Legislative* 
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CHAPTER  III— DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE,  JUS¬ 
TICE,  COMMERCE,  AND  THE  JUDICIARY 
TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Department  of  State  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  expenses  authorized  by  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158), 
not  otherwise  provided  for;  expenses  of  the  National  Com¬ 
mission  on  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Cooper¬ 
ation  as  authorized  by  sections  3,  5,  and  6  of  the  Act  of 
July  30,  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  287o,  287q,  287r)  ;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  activities 
provided  for  under  this  appropriation ;  hire  of  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft 
outside  the  continental  United  States;  printing  and  binding, 
including  printing  and  binding  outside  the  continental  United 
States  without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1, 
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1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  services  as  authorized  by 

section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  0.  55a)  ; 
not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law;  purchase  of  uniforms;  insurance  of  official 
motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by  law 
of  such  countries;  dues  for  library  membership  in  organiza¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only,  or  to  mem¬ 
bers  at  a  price  lower  than  to  others;  rental  of  tie  lines  and 
teletype  equipment;  employment  of  aliens,  by  contract,  for 
services  abroad;  refund  of  fees  erroneously  charged  and  paid 
for  passports;  establishment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of 
passport  and  despatch  agencies;  examination  of  estimates  of 
appropriations  in  the  field;  ice  and  drinking  water  for  use 
abroad;  excise  taxes  on  negotiable  instruments  abroad;  loss 
by  exchange;  radio  communications;  payment  in  advance 
for  subscriptions  to  commercial  information,  telephone  and 
similar  services  abroad;  relief,  protection,  and  burial  of 
American  seamen,  and  alien  seamen  in  foreign  countries 
and  in  the  United  States  Territories  and  possessions;  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  in  acknowledging  services  of  officers  and 
crews  of  foreign  vessels  and  aircraft  in  rescuing  American 
seamen,  airmen,  or  citizens  from  shipwreck  or  other  catas¬ 
trophe  abroad;  rent  and  expenses  of  maintaining  in  Egypt, 
Morocco,  and  Muscat,  institutions  for  American  convicts 
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and  persons  declared  Insane  by  any  consular  court,  and  care 
and  transportation  of  prisoners  and  persons  declared  insane; 
expenses,  as  authorized  by  law  (18  U.  S.  C.  3192),  of 
bringing  to  the  United  States  from  foreign  countries  persons 
charged  with  crime;  and  procurement  by  contract  or  other¬ 
wise,  of  services,  supplies,  and  facilities,  as  follows :  ( 1 ) 
translating,  (2)  analysis  and  tabulation  of  technical  infor¬ 
mation,  (3)  preparation  of  special  maps,  globes,  and  geo¬ 
graphic  aids,  (4)  maintenance,  improvement,  and  repair 
of  diplomatic  and  consular  properties  in  foreign  countries, 
including  minor  construction  on  Government-owned  prop¬ 
erties,  (5)  not  to  exceed  $200,000  for  maintenance  and 
operation  of  commissary  and  mess  services,  (6)  fuel  and 
utilities  for  Government-owned  or  leased  property  abroad, 
and  (7)  rental  or  lease,  for  periods  not  exceeding  ten  years, 
of  offices,  buildings,  grounds,  and  living  quarters  for  the  use 
of  the  Foreign  Service,  for  which  payments  may  be  made 
in  advance;  (54)$7L7-, -300^000  $ 78,300,000 :  Provided,  That 
pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
1 1 8d— 1 ) ,  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  possession  of  the 
Foreign  Service  abroad  may  be  exchanged  or  sold  and  the 
exchange  allowances  or  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for  replacement  of 
an  equal  number  of  such  vehicles  and  the  cost,  including 
the  exchange  allowance,  of  each  such  replacement  shall  not 
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exceed  $3,000  in  the  case  of  the  chief  of  mission  automobile 
at  each  diplomatic  mission  and  $1,400  in  the  case  of  all 
other  such  vehicles  except  station  wagons :  Provided  further , 
That  of  the  amount  appropriated  herein,  not  to  exceed 
$30,000  shall  be  expended  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  July  31,  1945  (5  U.  S.  C.  168d) . 

Representation  Allowances 
For  representation  allowances  as  authorized  by  section 
901  (3)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 
1131) ,  (55)$67^060  $900,000. 


Service 


Retirement  an©  Disability 


For  financing  the  babihty  of  the  F-nited  States^  created 
by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  F94-6  -{F2  F-:  Sr  Ft  1-66-1— 
-l-l-lO-)-,  ^-FJJjOOOy  which  amount  shah  he  placed  to  the 


ered-it  of  the  “Foreign  Service  retirement  and 
fnnd-F 


Buildings  Fund 


For  carrying  into  effect  the  Act  of  July  25,  1946 
(22  U.  S.  C.  295b),  including  the  initial  alterations, 
repair,  and  furnishing  of  buildings  acquired  under  said  Act, 
(57)$8,000,000  $5,000,000,  which  is  exclusively  for  ex¬ 
penditure  under  the  provisions  of  said  Act  which  relate  to 
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payments  representing  the  value  of  foreign  property  or 
credits:  Provided,  That,  when  specifically  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  such  Assistant  Secretary  as  he  may 
designate,  section  6  of  the  Act  of  May  7,  1926,  may  he 
construed  as  including  leaseholds  of  not  less  than  ten  years. 

Emergencies  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 

/ 

Service 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  arising  in  the  Diplo¬ 
matic  and  Consular  Service,  to  he  expended  pursuant  to 
the  requirement  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(31  U.  S.  C.  107),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  (58)$lQ,60(b009  $9,900,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  may  delegate  to  subordi¬ 
nate  officials  the  authority  vested  in  him  by  section  291  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  pertaining  to  certification  of  expenditures. 

Contributions  to  International  Organizations 
For  expenses  necessary  to  meet  annual  obligations  to 
international  organizations,  the  Government  of  Panama,  and 
Gorgas  Memorial  Institute,  pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions, 
or  specific  Acts  of  Congress,  ( 5 9 $53,753,067 , 
together  with  such  additional  sums  due  to  increase  in  rates  of 
exchange  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  determine  and  certify 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  necessary  to  pay,  in 
foreign  currencies,  the  quotas  and  contributions  required  by 
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the  several  treaties,  conventions,  or  laws  establishing  the 
amount  of  the  obligation :  Provided,  That  the  Department  of 
State,  when  requested  by  the  United  Nations,  is  authorized  to 
acquire  surplus  property  for  the  United  Nations  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  existing  surplus  property  disposal  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  the  contribution  of  the  United  States  to  the  United 
Nations  shall  be  reduced  by  the  value  of  the  surplus  property 
and  necessary  expenses,  including  transportation  costs,  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  acquisition  thereof. 

Missions  to  International  Organizations 
For  expenses  necessary  for  permanent  representation  to 
certain  international  organizations  in  which  the  United  States 
participates  pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions,  or  specific  Acts 
of  Congress,  including  expenses  authorized  by  the  pertinent 
Acts  and  Conventions  providing  for  such  representation; 
attendance  at  meetings  of  societies  or  associations  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  organizations;  salaries,  expenses,  and 
allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  authorized  by  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C. 
801-1158)  ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two,  for  replacement 
only,  including  one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  and  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  without  regard 
to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C. 
Ill)  ;  and  purchase  of  uniforms  for  guards  and  chauffeurs, 
(60)$  1,-000,000  $1,500,000 1  Provided,  That  the  pro- 
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visions  of  section  8  of  the  United  Nations  Participation  Act  of 
1945,  as  amended,  and  regulations  thereunder,  applicable  to 
expenses  incurred  pursuant  to  that  Act,  shall  he  applicable  to 
the  obligation  and  expenditure  of  funds  in  connection  with 
United  States  participation  in  the  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion  Organization. 

International  Contingencies 
For  necessary  expenses  of  participation  by  the  United 
States  upon  approval  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
international  activities  which  arise  from  time  to  time 
in  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs  and  for  which  specific 
appropriations  have  not  been  provided  pursuant  to  treaties, 
conventions,  or  special  Acts  of  Congress,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere  without 
regard  to  civil-service  and  classification  laws;  salaries,  ex¬ 
penses  and  allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22 
U.  S.  C.  801-1158)  ;  employment  of  aliens;  travel  expenses 
without  regard  to  the  Standardized  Government  Travel  Reg¬ 
ulations  and  without  regard  to  the  rates  of  per  diem  allow¬ 
ances  in  lieu  of  subsistence  expenses  under  the  Travel  Ex¬ 
pense  Act  of  1949;  transportation  of  families  and  effects 
under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  pre¬ 
scribe;  not  to  exceed  $15  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  for 
persons  serving  without  compensation  in  an  advisory  ca- 
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pacity  while  away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of 
business;  stenographic  and  other  services;  rent  of  quarters 
by  contract  or  otherwise;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
contributions  for  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  expenses 
of  international  organizations;  and  printing  and  binding 
without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  (61)13,000,00%  $ 2,800,000 ,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  a  total  of  $100,000  may  be  expended  for  repre¬ 
sentation  allowances  as  authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131)  and  for  enter¬ 
tainment. 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  United  States  to 
meet  its  obligations  under  the  treaties  of  1884,  1889,  1905, 
1906,  1933,  and  1944  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico,  and  to  comply  with  the  Act  approved  August  19, 
1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d),  including 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Rio  Grande  rectification, 
canalization,  flood  control,  bank  protection,  boundary  fence, 
and  sanitation  projects;  examinations,  preliminary  surveys, 
and  investigations;  detailed  plan  preparation  and  construc¬ 
tion  (including  surveys  and  operation  and  maintenance  and 
protection  during  construction)  ;  Rio  Grande  emergency 
flood  protection;  construction  and  operation  of  gaging 
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stations;  purchase  and  exchange  of  map-reproduction  ma¬ 
chines  and  other  equipment  and  machinery;  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  in  accordance  with 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem; 
travel  expenses,  including,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner,  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $500)  of  attendance  at 
meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  activities  of 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission  which 
may  be  necessary  for  the  efficient  discharge  of  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  Commission;  printing  and  binding;  purchase 
of  (62)fottr  eight  passenger  motor  vehicles  (63),  of  which  six 
shall  be  for  replacement  only;  hire,  with  or  without  personal 
services,  of  work  animals,  and  animal-drawn  and  motor- 
propelled  vehicles  and  aircraft  and  equipment;  acquisition 
by  donation,  purchase,  or  condemnation,  of  real  and  per¬ 
sonal  property,  including  expenses  of  abstracts  and  certifi¬ 
cates  of  title;  purchase  of  ice  and  drinking  water;  inspec¬ 
tion  of  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials  by  contract; 
drilling  and  testing  of  foundations  and  dam  sites,  by  con¬ 
tract  if  deemed  necessary,  purchase  of  planograplis  and 
lithographs;  leasing  of  private  property  to  remove  there¬ 
from  sand,  gravel,  stone,  and  other  materials,  without  regard 
to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (41 
U.  S.  C.  5)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 


49. 

1  U.  S.  0.  2672  -)1,  and  the  Act  of  August  27,  1985,  as 

2  amended  (22  U.  S.  0.  277e)  ;  and  payment  of  official  tele- 

3  phone  service  in  the  field  in  case  of  official  telephones 

4  installed  in  private  houses  when  authorized  under  regulations 

5  established  by  the  Commissioner;  as  follows: 

6  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

7  For  salaries  and  expenses,  regular  boundary  activities, 

8  including  examinations,  preliminary  surveys,  and  investi- 

9  gations,  $1,000,000. 

10  CONSTRUCTION 

11  For  detail  plan  preparation  and  construction  of  projects 

12  authorized  by  the  Convention  concluded  February  1,  1933, 
10  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  the  Acts  approved 

14  August  19,  1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d), 

15  August  29,  1935  (Public  Law  392) ,  June  4,  1936  (Public 

16  Law  648)  ,  June  28,  1941  (22  U.  S.  C.  277f) ,  and  the 

17  projects  stipulated  in  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 

18  and  Mexico  signed  at  Washington  on  February  3,  1944, 

19  (64)$5,03JT000  $3,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  ex- 

20  pended:  Provided,  That  no  expenditures  shall  be  made  for 

21  the  lower  Eio  Grande  flood-control  project  for  construction  on 

22  any  land,  site,  or  easement  in  connection  with  this  project  ex- 

23  cept  such  as  has  been  acquired  by  donation  and  the  title  thereto 

24  has  been  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 

H.  E.  7786 - 4 
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States:  Provided  further ,  That  expenditures  for  the  Rio 
Grande  bank-protection  project  shall  be  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  conditions  contained  in  the  appropriation  for  said 
project  as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  April  25, 
1945  (59  Stat.  89)  :  Provided  further,  That  unex¬ 

pended  balances  of  appropriations  for  construction  under 
the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission  available 
for  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be  merged  with  this 
appropriation  and  shall  continue  available  until  expended. 

RIO  GRANDE  EMERGENCY  FLOOD  PROTECTION 
For  emergency  flood-control  work,  including  protection, 
reconstruction,  and  repair  of  all  structures  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  International  Boundary  and  Water  Commis¬ 
sion,  United  States  and  Mexico,  threatened  or  damaged  by 
floodwaters  of  the  Rio  Grande,  which  have  heretofore  been 
authorized  and  erected  under  the  provisions  of  treaties  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  or  in  pursuance  of 
Federal  laws  authorizing  improvements  on  the  Rio  Grande, 
$30,000,  to  be  merged  with  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation  for  this  purpose  for  the  next  preceding  fiscal 
year,  and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

American  Sections,  International  Commissions 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  per¬ 
form  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  con¬ 
ventions  between  the  United  States  and  Canada  signed  May 
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26,  1980  (50  Stat.  1355)  and  January  29,  1987  [(50 
Stat.  1351),  and  treaties  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  in  respect  to  Canada,  signed  January  11, 
1909  (36  Stat.  2448)  and  February  24,  1925  (44  Stat. 
2102),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  stenographic  reporting  services  by  contract;  printing  and 
binding;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  the  United  States 
share  of  the  expenses  of  the  International  Pacific  Salmon 
Fisheries  Commission  and  the  International  Fisheries  Com¬ 
mission,  which  except  for  the  expenses  of  the  members,  may 
be  advanced  to  the  respective  Commissions;  (65)^5094)00 
$600,000,  to  be  disbursed  under  the  direction  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  to  be  available  also  for  additional  expenses 
of  the  American  Sections,  International  Commissions,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth  (66),  except  that  $92,000  of  such 
amount  shall  be  available  upon  the  enactment  of  this  Act  and 
until  expended  only  for  the  examination  and  survey  of  the 
Bed  Biver  of  the  North  and  its  tributaries  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  what  action  should  be  taken  to  control  floods 
and  provide  proper  drainage  in  the  areas  through  which 
such  river  and  tributaries  flow : 

International  Joint  Commission,  United  States  and 
Canada,  the  salary  of  one  Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  who  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  (the  other  Commissioners  to  serve  in  that  capacity  with’- 
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out  compensation  therefor)  ;  salaries  of  clerks  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  with  the  approval  solely  of  the  Secretary  of 
State;  travel  expenses  and  compensation  of  witnesses  in 
attending  hearings  of  the  Commission  at  such  places  in  the 
United  States  and  Canada  as  the  Commission  or  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Commissioners  shall  determine  to  be  necessary;  and 
special  and  technical  investigations  in  connection  with  mat¬ 
ters  falling  within  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction,  including 
purchase  for  replacement  only  of  two  passenger  automo¬ 
biles  :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized  to 
transfer  to  any  department  or  independent  establishment  of 
the  Government,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  thereof,  funds 
from  this  appropriation  for  direct  expenditure  by  such  de¬ 
partment  or  establishment  for  such  investigations. 

International  Boundary  Commission,  United  States, 
Alaska,  and  Canada,  the  completion  of  such  remaining  work 
as  may  be  required  under  the  award  of  the  Alaskan  Bound¬ 
ary  Tribunal  and  the  existing  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain;  commutation  of  subsistence  to 
employees  while  on  field  duty,  not  to  exceed  $6  per  day  each 
(but  not  to  exceed  $3  per  day  each  when  a  member  of  a  field 
party  and  subsisting  in  camp)  ;  hire  of  freight  and  passenger 
motor  vehicles  from  temporary  field  employees ;  and  payment 
for  timber  necessarily  cut  in  keeping  the  boundary  line  clear. 
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International  Information  and  Educational 

Activities 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Department  of 
State  to  carry  out  international  information  and  educational 
activities  as  authorized  by  the  United  States  Information 
and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of  1948  (22  U.  S.  C.  1431- 
1479)  and  the  Act  of  August  9,  1939  (22  U.  S.  C.  501), 
and  to  administer  the  program  authorized  by  section  32  (b) 
(2)  of  the  Surplus  Property  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  (50 
IT.  S.  C.  App.  1641  (b)  )  and  the  program  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  August  24,  1949  (Public  Law  265),  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  employ¬ 
ment,  without  regard  to  the  civil-service  and  classification 
laws,  of  persons  on  a  temporary  basis  (not  to  exceed 
$60,000)  and  aliens  within  the  United  States;  salaries, 
expenses,  and  allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as 
authorized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 
801-1158)  ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  activities  provided  for  under  this  appropriation  (not 
to  exceed  $11,000)  ;  printing  and  binding;  entertainment 
within  the  United  States  (not  to  exceed  $5,000)  ;  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
advance  of  funds  notwithstanding  section  3648  of  the  De¬ 
vised  Statutes  as  amended;  actual  expenses  of  preparing 
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and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of 
persons,  not  United  States  Government  employees,  who 
may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  participating  in 
activities  authorized  under  this  appropriation;  establishment 
and  operation  of  agricultural  and  other  experiment  and  dem¬ 
onstration  stations  in  other  American  countries,  on  land 
acquired  by  gift  or  lease,  and  construction  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings  thereon;  radio  activities  and  acquisition  and  production 
of  motion  pictures  and  visual  materials  and  purchase  or 
rental  of  technical  equipment  and  facilities  therefor,  narration 
and  script-writing,  by  contract  or  otherwise;  and  purchase 
of  objects  for  presentation  to  foreign  governments,  schools, 
or  organizations;  (67^$34,000,-000  $ 32,700,000  (68^,  of 
which  sum  $ 200,000  shall  he  used  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
serving  friendships  with  the  peoples  of  western  European 
countries  by  means  of  radio  broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be 
created  and  produced  under  the  supervision  and  control  of 
the  Department  of  State  by  experienced  private  international 
broadcasting  organizations;  and  of  which  not  to  exceed 
(69)$3,000,000  $2,875,000  may  he  transferred  to  other  ap¬ 
propriations  of  the  Department  of  State :  Provided,  That,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  provisions  of  section  3679  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  the  Department  of  State  is 
authorized  in  making  contracts  for  the  use  of  the  international 
short-wave  radio  stations  and  facilities,  to  agree  on  behalf 
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of  the  United  States  to  indemnify  the  owners  and  operators 
of  said  radio  stations  and  facilities  from  such  funds  as  may 
be  hereafter  appropriated  for  the  purpose  against  loss  or 
damage  on  account  of  injury  to  persons  or  property  aris¬ 
ing  from  such  use  of  said  radio  stations  and  facilities:  Pro - 
vided  further,  That  in  the  acquisition  of  leasehold  interests 
payments  may  be  made  in  advance  for  the  entire  term 
or  any  part  thereof:  Provided  further,  That  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  not  be  used  to  purchase  more  than  75 
per  centum  of  the  effective  daily  broadcasting  time  from 
any  person  or  corporation  holding  an  international  short¬ 
wave  broadcasting  license  from  the  Federal  Communica- 
tions  Commission  without  the  consent  of  such  licensee:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  funds  appropriated  herein  shall  be 
available  for  payment  to  private  organizations  abroad  in 
pursuance  of  contracts  entered  into  for  the  processing  and 
distribution  of  motion-picture  films. 

Philippine  Rehabilitation 
For  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  State 
Appropriation  Act,  1949,  ( 7 ( 004100  $10,000,000, 
to  be  consolidated  with  appropriations  heretofore  made  under 
said  head;  and  the  unobligated  balance  of  such  consolidated 
appropriation  shall  remain  available  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  specified  under  this  head 
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in  the  Department  of  State  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  sections  302  (a)  and  303  (a) 
of  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1946,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  App.  1782.  1788) ,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
September  7,  1949  (Public  Law  295),  and  for  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  section  311  of  the  Philippine  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Act  of  1946,  as  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
July  2,  1948  (Public  Law  882) . 

The  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs 
For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs  Act  of  August  5, 
1947  (22  U.  S.  C.  281-2811),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
September  3,  1949  (Public  Law  283),  including  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  eighteen  for  replacement  onfy)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  (71)$5, 500,000  $ 5,000,000 ,  to 
remain  available  until  expended  (72),  and  in  addition,  the 
Institute  is  authorized,  prior  to  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  the  purposes  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $ 7,000,000 . 

General  Provisions — Department  of  State 
Sec.  102.  Contracts  entered  into  in  foreign  countries 
involving  expenditures  from  any  of  the  appropriations  under 
this  title  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3741 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  22) . 
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Sec.  103.  The  provision  of  law  prescribing  the  use  of 
vessels  of  United  States  registry  by  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  (46  U.  S.  0.  1241)  shall  not  apply  to 
any  travel  or  transportation  of  effects  payable  from  funds 
appropriated,  allocated,  or  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  the  Department  of  State. 

Sec.  104.  The  exchange  of  funds  for  payment  of  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  diplomatic  and 
consular  establishments  abroad  shall  not  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  3651  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31 
U.  S.  C.  543). 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  expenses  in  connection  with  travel  of  personnel  outside 
the  continental  United  States,  including  travel  of  de¬ 
pendents  and  transportation  of  personal  effects,  household 
goods,  or  automobiles  of  such  personnel,  shall  be  available 
for  such  expenses  when  any  part  of  such  travel  or  transpor¬ 
tation  begins  in  the  current  fiscal  year  pursuant  to  travel 
orders  issued  in  that  year,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  such 
travel  or  transportation  may  not  be  completed  during  the 
current  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  106.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  16a 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  78  (a)), 
Government-owned  vehicles  may  be  used  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  for  transportation  of  United  States  Government  em- 
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ployees  from  their  residence  to  the  office  and  return  when 
public  transportation  facilities  are  unsafe  or  are  not  available : 
Provided  That  each  Chief  of  Mission  shall  have  prior  au¬ 
thority  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  approve  such  trans¬ 
portation. 

Sec.  107.  Appropriations  under  this  title  for  “Salaries 
and  expenses”,  “International  contingencies”,  and  “Missions 
to  international  organizations”  are  available  for  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  the  General  Services  Administration  for  security 
guard  services  for  protection  of  confidential  files. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  State 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  for  investigation  of  the  official 
acts,  records,  and  accounts  of  officers  and  offices  of  United 
States  and  territorial  courts,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  at  not  to  exceed  $4,000,  for  replacement  only;  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency  expenses 
authorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Assistant;  special  attorneys  and  special  assistants 
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to  the  Attorney  General;  and  examination  of  estimates  of 
appropriations  in  the  field;  (73)$2;175,000  $ 2,125,000 . 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  legal  activities  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency  expenses  au¬ 
thorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his  Admin¬ 
istrative  Assistant;  and  advances  of  public  moneys  pursuant 
to  law  (31  U.  S.  C.  529)  ;  (74)$7, 300,909  $ 7,475,000 . 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  ANTITRUST  DIVISION 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  anti¬ 
trust  and  kindred  laws,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
(75)$3,850y00Q  $3,750,000,  of  which  $125,000  shall  be 
available  exclusively  for  activities  in  connection  with  railroad 
reparations  cases :  Provided,  That  none  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of 
permanent  regional  offices  of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS 

AND  MARSHALS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  offices  of  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals  and  United  States  district  attorneys 
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1  in  Alaska,  including  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger 

2  motor  vehicles  (including  four  for  Alaska  at  not  to  exceed 

3  $2,200  each,  one  van  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed 

4  $2,500,  and  one  bus  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed 

5  $15,000)  ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

6  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  55a)  ;  expenses  incident  to 

7  the  transfer  of  prisoners  in  the  custody  of  United  States 

8  marshals  to  narcotic  farms;  services  in  Alaska  in  collecting 

9  by  the  Attorney  General ;  meals  and  lodging  for  deputy  mar- 

10  shals  in  attendance  upon  juries  when  ordered  by  the  court; 

11  notarial  fees  or  like  services;  and  firearms  and  ammunition; 

12  (76)$12,600,000  $12,847,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed 

13  $50,000  shall  be  available  for  the  employment  of  temporary 

14  deputy  marshals  in  lieu  of  bailiffs  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed 

15  $10  per  day. 

16  FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 

17  For  expenses,  mileage,  and  per  diems  of  witnesses  and 

18  for  per  diems  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  law; 

19  and  not  to  exceed  $115,000  for  such  compensation  and 

20  expenses  of  witnesses  (including  expert  witnesses)  or  in- 

21  formants  as  may  be  authorized  or  approved  by  the  At- 

22  torney  General  or  his  Administrative  Assistant,  which 

23  approval,  shall  be  conclusive;  (77)$4-,000,000  $ 1,250,000 : 

24  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shall 

25  be  used  to  pay  any  witness  more  than  one  attendance  fee  for 

26  any  one  calendar  day. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  CLAIMS  OF  PERSONS  OP 
JAPANESE  ANCESTRY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  payment  of  claims  of  persons 
of  Japanese  ancestry,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948 
(50  U.  S.  C.  1981-1987),  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  (78)$4, 000^090  $ 1,300,000 ,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  ^79)^250^009  $300,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  administrative  expenses. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  detection  and  prose¬ 
cution  of  crimes  against  the  United  States;  protection 
of  the  person  of  the  President  of  the  United  States; 
acquisition,  collection,  classification  and  preservation  of 
identification  and  other  records  and  their  exchange  with 
the  duly  authorized  officials  of  the  Federal  Government,  of 
States,  cities,  and  other  institutions;  and  such  other 
investigations  regarding  official  matters  under  the  control  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  Department  of  State  as 
may  be  directed  by  the  Attorney  General,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  five  hundred  for  replacement  onfy)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  at  not  to  exceed  $10,000, 
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for  replacement  only,  of  one  armored  motor  vehicle ;  firearms 
and  ammunition;  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  taxicab  hire  to 
be  used  exclusively  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  this  para¬ 
graph;  not  to  exceed  $4,500  for  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation;  not  to  exceed  $3,000 
for  membership  in  the  International  Commission  of 
Criminal  Police;  payment  of  rewards  when  specifically  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Attorney  General  for  information  leading 
to  the  apprehension  of  fugitives  from  justice;  and  not  to 
exceed  $70,000  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  con¬ 
fidential  character,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  to  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his 
certificate;  $57,400,000:  Provided,  That  of  the  amount 
herein  appropriated  $100,000  is  to  be  held  as  a  reserve  for 
emergencies  arising  in  connection  with  kidnaping,  extortion, 
and  bank  robbery,  to  be  released  for  expenditure  in  such 
amounts  and  at  such  times  as  the  Attorney  General  may 
determine:  Provided  further,  That  the  compensation  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  $20,000  per  annum  so  long 
as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present  incumbent. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of 
any  civil-service  employee. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


63 


Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary 
for  the  administration  and  enforcement  of  the  laws  relating 
to  immigration,  naturalization,  and  alien  registration,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  advance 
of  cash  to  aliens  for  meals  and  lodging  while  en  route;  pay¬ 
ment  of  allowances  (at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  $1  per  day) 
to  aliens,  while  held  in  custody  under  the  immigration  laws, 
for  work  performed;  payment  of  rewards  for  information 
leading  to  the  apprehension  or  conviction  of  violators  of 
the  immigration  laws;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  to  meet 
unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  confidential  character,  to  be 
expended  under  the  direction,  of  the  Attorney  General  and 
accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate;  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  fifty,  for  replacement 
only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  four  for  replacement  only)  and  maintenance  and 
operation  of  aircraft;  firearms  and  ammunition;  free  distribu¬ 
tion  of  citizenship  textbooks;  refunds  of  head  tax,  main¬ 
tenance  bills,  immigration  fines,  and  other  items  properly 
returnable,  except  deposits  of  aliens  who  become  public 
charges  and  deposits  to  secure  payment  of  fines  and  passage 
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money;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  operation,  maintenance, 
remodeling,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  the  purchase  of 
equipment  incident  thereto;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  and  maintenance,  care,  detention, 
surveillance,  parole,  and  transportation  of  alien  enemies  and 
their  wives  and  dependent  children,  including  return  of  such 
persons  to  place  of  bona  fide  residence  or  to  such  other  place 
as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General;  $31,400,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  may  contract  with  officers  and  employees  for 
the  use,  on  official  business,  of  privately  owned  horses: 
Provided  further,  That  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  re¬ 
stricting  the  employment  of  aliens  in  the  Government  serv¬ 
ice  shall  not  apply  to  the  employment  of  interpreters  in  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  (not  to  exceed  ten 
permanent  and  such  temporary  employees  as  are  required 
from  time  to  time)  where  competent  citizen  interpreters  are 
not  available. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional 
institutions,  including  not  to  exceed  $425,000  for  depart- 
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mental  personal  services;  not  to  exceed  $13,500  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  nineteen  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only, 
including  two  busses  at  not  to  exceed  $20,000  each;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  compilation  of  statistics  relating  to 
prisoners  in  Federal  and  non-Federal  penal  and  correc¬ 
tional  institutions;  furnishing  of  insignia,  uniforms,  and 
other  distinctive  wearing  apparel  necessary  for  employees 
in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties;  payment  pursuant 
to  law  of  claims  of  employees  for  loss,  damage,  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  personal  property  (63  Stat.  167)  ;  firearms  and 
ammunition;  payment  of  rewards  for  the  apprehension,  or 
for  information  leading  to  the  recapture,  of  escaped  prison¬ 
ers;  purchase  and  exchange  of  farm  products  and  livestock; 
construction  of  buildings  at  prison  camps;  and  not  to  exceed 
$35,000  for  acquisition  of  land  adjacent  to  any  Federal 
penal  or  correctional  institution  when  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  the  additional  land  is  essential  for  health 
or  safety;  $21,730,000:  Provided,  That  collections  in  cash 
for  meals,  laundry,  barber  service,  uniform  equipment,  and 
any  other  items  for  which  payment  is  made  originally  from 
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appropriated  funds  may  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  the 
credit  of  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  there 
may  be  transferred  to  the  Public  Health  Service  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  discretion  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General,  for  direct  expenditure  by  that  Service  for 
medical  relief  for  inmates  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional 
institutions. 

BUILDINGS  AND  FACILITIES 
For  constructing,  remodeling,  and  equipping  necessary 
buildings  and  facilities  at  existing  penal  and  correctional 
institutions,  including  all  necessary  expenses  incident  thereto, 
by  contract  or  force  account,  (80)$900, 600  $800,000,  of 
which  $540,000  is  for  liquidation  of  authority  granted  under 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  replacement  of  a  power  plant 
at  the  United  States  Penitentiary,  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  and 
of  which  (81)1270,000  $170,000  is  for  replacement  of  a 
power  plant  at  the  United  States  Penitentiary,  Atlanta, 
Georgia ;  and  in  addition,  the  Attorney  General  is  authorized 
to  enter  into  contracts  and  incur  obligations  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $700,000  for  completion  of  the  latter  project 
at  a  total  cost  not  to  exceed  (82)$9-70,000  $870,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  labor  of  United  States  prisoners  may  be  used 
for  work  performed  under  this  appropriation. 
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SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 
For  support  of  United  States  prisoners  in  non-Uederal 
institutions  and  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  including  neces¬ 
sary  clothing  and  medical  aid,  and  payment  of  rewards  for 
the  apprehension,  or  for  information  leading  to  the  recap¬ 
ture,  of  escaped  prisoners;  $1,875,000. 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  Attorney  General,  or  such  officer  as  he  may  desig¬ 
nate,  is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other 
property  or  interest  vested  in  him  or  transferred  to  him 
pursuant  to  or  with  respect  to  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy 
Act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.), 
necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  powers  and 
duties  conferred  on  the  Attorney  General  pursuant  to  said  Act: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  (83)$4, 24-0^000  $4,150,000 
shall  be  available  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  general 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property,  in¬ 
cluding  rent  of  private  or  Government-owned  space  in  the 
District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  authorization :  Provided  further ,  That  on  or  before 
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November  1  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  Attorney  General 
shall  make  a  report  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  detailed 
information  on  all  administrative  and  nonadministrative  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  in 
connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property : 
Provided  further,  That  of  the  total  amount  herein  author¬ 
ized  the  amount  of  $100,000  is  to  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general  adminis¬ 
tration”,  Department  of  Justice. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  Justice 

Sec.  202.  Not  to  exceed  $350,000  in  the  aggregate 
from  the  appropriations  made  in  this  title  for  general  ad¬ 
ministration,  general  legal  activities,  and  United  States 
attorneys  and  marshals  shall  be  available,  without  regard 
to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  for  compensation  (not  to 
exceed  $11,000  per  annum)  of  special  attorneys  and  special 
assistants  to  the  Attorney  General  and  to  United  States 
attorneys  not  otherwise  provided  for:  Provided ,  That  reports 
be  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  the  1st  of  July  and  January 
showing  the  names  of  the  persons  employed  under  the  fore¬ 
going  limitation,  the  annual  rate  of  compensation  or  amount 
of  any  fee  paid  to  each,  together  with  a  description  of  their 
duties. 

Sec.  203.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
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title  may  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  person 
hereafter  employed  as  an  attorney  (except  foreign  counsel 
employed  in  special  cases)  unless  such  person  shall  be  duly 
licensed  and  authorized  to  practice  as  an  attorney  under  the 
laws  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  204.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for 
the  offices  of  the  United  States  attorney  and  the  United 
States  marshal  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from  all  appro¬ 
priations  in  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed  to  the  United 
States  from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
to  the  credit  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  a 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150). 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  title  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for 
printing  and  binding. 

Sec.  208.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  In 
this  title  which  are  available  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  shall  be  expended  for  such  purposes  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Attorney  General. 
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This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act,  195 1”. 

TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Office  of  the  Secretaey 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  (hereafter  in  this  title 
referred  to  as  the  Secretary)  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $50 
per  diem;  and  teletype  news  service  (not  exceeding  $1,000)  ; 
(84)$1,300J)00  $ 1,400,000 . 

Technical  and  scientific  services:  For  necessary 
expenses  in  the  performance  of  activities  and  services  relating 
to  the  collection,  compilation,  and  dissemination  of  tech¬ 
nological  information  as  an  aid  to  business  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  and  domestic  commerce,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $2,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  $225,000:  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized, 
upon  request  of  any  public  or  private  organization  or  indi¬ 
vidual,  to  reproduce  by  appropriate  process,  independently 
or  through  any  other  agency  of  the  Government,  any 
scientific  or  technical  report,  document,  or  descriptive 
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material,  foreign  or  domestic,  which  has  been  released  for 
public  dissemination,  and  to  sell  such  reproductions  at  a 
price  not  less  than  the  estimated  total  cost  of  reproducing 
and  disseminating  same  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  moneys  received  from  such  sale  to  be  deposited 
in  a  special  account  in  the  Treasury,  such  account  to  be 
available  for  reimbursing  any  appropriation  which  may  have 
borne  the  expense  of  such  reproduction  and  dissemination 
and  making  refunds  to  organizations  and  individuals  when 
entitled  thereto. 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Salaries  and  expenses,  age  and  citizenship  certification: 
For  expenses  necessary  for  searching  census  records  and 
supplying  information  incident  to  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  and  other  statutory  requirements 
with  respect  to  age  and  citizenship  certification,  including 
personal  services  at  the  seat  of  government,  travel,  micro¬ 
film,  printing  and  binding,  and  photographic  supplies, 
$109,000:  Provided,  That  the  procedure  hereunder  for  the 
furnishing  from  census  records  of  evidence  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  age  of  individuals  shall  be  pursuant  to  regulations 
approved  jointly  by  the  Secretary  and  the  Social  Security 
Administration. 

Current  census  statistics:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
collecting,  compiling,  and  publishing  current  census  statistics 
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provided  for  by  law;  enumerators  at  rates  to  be  fixed  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  Classification  Act;  printing  and  binding; 
the  cost  of  obtaining  State,  municipal,  and  other  records; 
preparation  of  monographs  on  census  subjects  and  other 
work  of  specialized  character  by  contract;  and  purchase, 
construction,  repair,  and  rental  of  mechanical  and  electrical 
tabulating  equipment  and  other  labor-saving  devices; 
$6,000,000,  of  which  $100,000  shall  be  available  exclusively 
for  vessel  shipping  statistics. 

Seventeenth  decennial  census:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  taking,  compiling,  and  publishing  the  seventeenth  decen¬ 
nial  census  including  the  census  of  housing  as  authorized  by 
law  (13  U.  S.  C.  201-219;  Public  Law  171,  approved  July 
15,  1949) ,  including  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  elsewhere  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949 
and  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended; 
printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  compen¬ 
sation  of  employees  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  other 
departments  and  independent  establishments  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  who  may  be  detailed  for  field  work ;  (85)$29,- 
500,000  $28,500,000,  to  remain  available  until  Decern- 
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ber  31,  1952,  and  to  be  merged  with  the  appropriation  made 
under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Commerce  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1950. 

General  administration,  Bureau  of  the  Census:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  for  general  administration,  and  printing 
and  binding,  $898,000. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(49  U.  S.  C.  401) ,  and  other  Acts  incident  to  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  safety  regulations;  maintenance  and  operation  of 
air  navigation  facilities  and  air  traffic  control;  furnishing 
advisory  service  to  States  and  other  public  and  private  agen¬ 
cies  in  connection  with  the  construction  or  improvement  of 
airports  and  landing  areas;  and  the  disposal  of  surplus  air¬ 
ports  ;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  hire  of  aircraft  (not  exceeding  $420,000)  ;  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  eighty-five  aircraft;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  contract  stenographic  reporting  services; 
fees  and  mileage  of  expert  and  other  witnesses;  examination 
of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  ten,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  and  repair  of  skis  and 
snowshoes;  and  salaries  and  traveling  expenses,  together 
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with  tuition  (not  to  exceed  $20,000)  and  other  con¬ 
tractual  expenses  in  connection  therewith,  of  employees 
detailed  to  attend  courses  of  training  conducted  by  the 
Government  or  other  organizations  serving  aviation ; 
(86)$97T000,000  $ 99,775,000 ,  and  the  Departments  of  the 
Air  Force,  Army  and  Navy,  are  authorized  to  transfer  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  without  charge,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for 
replacement  only) ,  aircraft  engines,  parts,  flight  equipment, 
and  hangar,  line,  and  shop  equipment  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
such  Departments:  Provided,  That  there  may  be  credited 
to  this  appropriation,  funds  received  from  States,  counties, 
municipalities,  and  other  public  authorities  for  expenses 
incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  airport  traffic 
control  towers. 

Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities:  For  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  establishment  by  contract  or  purchase  and  hire 
of  air-navigation  facilities,  including  the  equipment  of  addi¬ 
tional  civil  airways  for  day  and  night  flying;  the  construction 
of  additional  necessary  lighting,  radio,  and  other  signaling 
and  communicating  structures  and  apparatus;  the  alteration 
and  modernization  of  existing  air-navigation  facilities;  the 
acquisition  of  the  necessary  sites  hy  lease,  condemnation  or 
grant;  the  construction  and  furnishing  of  quarters  and  related 
accommodations  for  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
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nan  tics  Administration  and  the  Weather  Bureau  stationed  at 
remote  localities  not  on  foreign  soil  where  such  accommoda¬ 
tions  are  not  otherwise  available;  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
printing  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed  $200,000  for  emer¬ 
gency  repairs  and  replacement  of  facilities  damaged  by 
fire,  flood,  or  storm;  (87)$32-, 000, 000 $ 27,500,000 ,  of  which 
(88^$2B750Oy00O  $ 22,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  the  foregoing  purposes;  and,  in  addition,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  and  incur  obligations  for  purposes  contained  in  this 
paragraph  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  (89)$13,461,5QO 
$20,000,000 :  Provided,  That  authority  heretofore  granted 
under  this  head  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes 
may  be  exercised  until  June  30,  1951:  Provided  further, 
That  the  consolidated  appropriation  under  this  head  for 
the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  is  hereby  consolidated  with 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation  to  be  disbursed 
and  accounted  for  as  one  fund:  Provided  further,  That 
transfers  may  be  made  from  this  appropriation  to  the 
appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Ad¬ 
ministration,”  for  costs  of  maintenance  and  operation  of 
aircraft  for  initial  flight  checking  of  facilities  established  under 
this  appropriation  (not  to  exceed  $171,000)  ;  for  necessary 
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expenses  in  connection  with  the  transportation  by  air  to  and 
from  and  within  the  Territories  of  the  United  States  of 
materials  and  equipment  secured  under  this  appropriation 
(not  to  exceed  $115,000)  ;  and  for  necessary  administra¬ 
tive  costs  (not  to  exceed  $389,000)  :  Provided,  further,  That 
the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are 
authorized  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  transfer  without 
charge,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
air-navigation  and  communication  facilities,  including  appur¬ 
tenances  thereto,  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration. 

Technical  development  and  evaluation:  For  expenses 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (49  U.  S.  C.  401),  rela¬ 
tive  to  such  developmental  work  and  service  testing  as 
tends  to  the  creation  of  improved  air-navigation  facilities, 
including  landing  areas,  aircraft,  aircraft  engines,  propellers, 
appliances,  personnel,  and  operation  methods,  and  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  acquisition  of  neces¬ 
sary  sites  by  lease  or  grant;  operation  and  maintenance  of 
five  aircraft,  which  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  number 
authorized  herein  under  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”;  and  printing 
and  binding;  $1,375,000. 

Maintenance  and  operation,  Washington  National  Air¬ 
port:  For  expenses  incident  to  the  care,  operation,  mainte- 
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nance,  and  protection  of  the  Washington  National  Airport, 
including  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $3,380  for 
the  purchase,  cleaning,  and  repair  of  uniforms;  and  arms 
and  ammunition;  $1,300,000. 

Construction,  Washington  National  Airport:  For  an 
additional  amount  for  construction  at  the  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport,  including  acquisition  of  an  existing  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  and  necessary  related  facilities,  $540,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Federal-aid  airport  program.  Federal  Airport  Act:  For 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act  of 
May  13,  1946  (except  section  5  (a)),  to  be  available  until 
June  30,  1953,  (90^$45tOOOtOOO  $37 ,000,000,  of  which 
(91)$42,000tO06  $34,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted  to 
enter  into  contract  for  the  foregoing  purposes ;  and  in 
addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  author¬ 
ized  until  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into  contracts  and 
incur  obligations  for  purposes  of  this  paragraph  in  an  amount 
not  exceeding  $36,700,000,  of  which  $36,000,000  shall  be 
for  projects  in  the  States  in  accordance  with  section  6  of 
said  Act,  $500,000  for  projects  in  Puerto  Pico,  $150,000 
for  projects  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  $50,000  for 
projects  in  the  Virgin  Islands :  Provided,  That  of  the  amount 
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appropriated  herein,  $3,000,000  shall  be  available  as  one 
fund  for  necessary  planning,  research,  and  administrative 
expenses;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twenty-five  for  replace¬ 
ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  of  which  $3,000,000  not  to  exceed 
$600,000  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries 
and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”,  to  provide 
for  necessary  administrative  expenses,  including  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  aircraft  and  printing  and  binding: 
Provided  further,  That  the  appropriation  under  this  head  for 
the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  is  hereby  merged  with  this 
appropriation. 

Construction  of  public  airports,  Territory  of  Alaska: 
For  an  additional  amount  for  construction  of  public  airports, 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $3,200,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  the  Second  Deficienc}^  Appropriation  Act, 
1948,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purpose. 

Air  navigation  development:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  planning  and  developing  a  national  system  of  aids 
to  air  navigation  and  air  traffic  control  common  to 
military  and  civil  air  navigation,  including  research,  ex¬ 
perimental  investigations,  purchase,  and  development,  by 
contract  or  otherwise,  of  new  types  of  air  navigation  aids 
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(including  plans,  specifications,  and  drawings)  ;  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess 
of  $50  per  diem;  acquisition  of  necessary  sites  by  lease  or 
grant;  payments  in  advance  under  contracts  for  research  or 
development  work;  and  not  to  exceed  $130,000  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  (92),  of  which  $35,000  may  he  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  “ Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration ”  for  such  expenses,  including  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft’,  $6,000,000,  of  which 
$2,885,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the 
foregoing  purposes,  and,  in  addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  incur 
obligations  for  the  purposes  contained  in  this  paragraph  in 
an  amount  not  exceeding  $2,250,000. 

Civil  Aeeonautics  Boaed 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  salaries  and  expenses:  For 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  contract  steno¬ 
graphic  reporting  services;  employment  of  temporary  guards 
on  a  contract  or  fee  basis;  salaries  and  traveling  expenses  of 
employees  detailed  to  attend  courses  of  training  conducted 
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by  the  Government  or  industries  serving  aviation;  expenses 
of  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  hire,  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  repair  of  aircraft;  and  printing  and  binding; 
(93)$3, 400^000  $ 4,000,000  (94):  Provided,  That  the  De¬ 
partments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized 
to  transfer  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  without  charge, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft 
(for  replaceinent  only),  aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  acces¬ 
sories  surplus  to  the  needs  of  such  Departments. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

Salaries  and  expenses,  departmental:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  carry  out  in  the  District  of  Columbia  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  6,  1947  (33  U.  S.  C.  883ar- 
883i) ,  including  personal  services;  purchase  of  maps 
and  nautical  and  aeronautical  charts;  maintenance  of  an 
instrument  shop  and  procurement  or  exchange  of  metal¬ 
working  and  woodworking  supplies  and  equipment;  chart 
paper,  drafting,  photographic,  photolithographic,  and  print¬ 
ing  supplies  and  equipment;  printing  and  binding;  instru¬ 
ments  (except  surveying  instruments)  ;  and  stationery  for 
field  use;  $3,800,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  field:  For  expenses  necessary 
to  carry  out  in  the  field  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August 
6,  1947  (38  U.  S.  C.  883a-883i) ,  including  the  operation 
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1  and  maintenance  of  ships  and  other  field  units;  replacement 
2’  of  observatories  and  auxiliary  buildings  where  necessary; 

3  purchase  of  plans  and  specifications  of  vessels;  lease  of  sites 

4  where  necessary  and  the  erection  of  temporary  magnetic 

5  and  seismological  buildings;  hire  of  aircraft;  operation, 

6  maintenance  and  repair  of  an  airplane  for  photographic  sur- 

7  veys;  packing,  crating,  and  transporting  personal  household 

8  effects  of  commissioned  officers  when  transferred  from  one 

9  official  station  to  another,  and  of  commissioned  officers  who 

10  die  on  active  duty,  and  funeral  expenses  of  commissioned 

11  officers,  as  authorized  by  law;  and  extra  compensation  at 

12  not  to  exceed  $15  per  month  to  each  member  of  the  crew 

13  of  a  vessel  when  assigned  duties  as  bomber  or  fathometer 

14  reader  or  duties  of  a  similar  nature,  and  at  not  to  exceed  $1 

15  per  day  for  each  station  to  employees  of  other  Federal  agen- 

16  cies  while  observing  tides  or  currents  or  tending  seismo- 

17  graphs;  $6,200,000:  Provided,  That  the  Departments  of 

18  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  during  the 

19  current  fiscal  year  to  transfer  to  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 

20  Survey,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

21  landing  craft,  launches,  marine  engines,  electronic  equip- 

22  ment,  automotive  vehicles,  parts,  equipment,  and  supplies, 

23  excess  to  the  needs  of  such  Departments,  which  will  serve  to 

24  expedite  surveys  in  Alaska  for  the  national  defense. 

25  Pay,  commissioned  officers:  For  pay  and  allowances 
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prescribed  by  law  for  not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  sev¬ 
enty-one  commissioned  officers  on  the  active  list  and  of 
officers  retired  in  accordance  with  existing  law,  including 
payment  of  six  months’  death  gratuity  as  authorized  by  law, 
$1,515,000. 

The  foregoing  appropriations  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
five  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and 
(not  to  exceed  $25,000)  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce 

Departmental  salaries  and  expenses:  For  personal  ser¬ 
vices  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign 
and  Domestic  Commerce  at  the  seat  of  government,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding,  the  purchase  of  commercial  and 
trade  reports,  and  not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
IT.  S.  C.  55a) ,  (95)$5,000j00Q  $5,300,000:  Provided,  That 
expenses  of  field  studies  or  surveys  conducted  by  depart¬ 
mental  personnel  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  payable  from  the 
amount  herein  appropriated. 

Field  office  service:  For  expenses  necessary  to  operate 
and  maintain  regional,  district,  and  cooperative  branch  offices 
for  the  collection  and  dissemination  of  information  useful  in 
the  development  and  improvement  of  commerce  throughout 
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the  United  States  and  its  possessions,  including  not  to  exceed 
$90,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  printing  and  binding,  (96)$2,050,000  $2,155,000. 

Export  control:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949  (Public 
Law  11,  approved  February  26,  1949),  relating  to  export 
controls,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  to 
exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals,  and  printing  and 
binding,  $2,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $828,000 
may  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury 
Department,  for  enforcement  of  the  export  control  pro¬ 
gram,  and  of  which  not  to  exceed  $40,000  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses” 
under  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

Patent  Office 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $75 
per  diem  (not  to  exceed  $25,000)  ;  expenses  of  transporting 
to  foreign  governments  publications  of  patents  issued  by  the 
Patent  Office;  defense  of  suits  instituted  against  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Patents ;  travel ;  printing  and  binding ;  and  other 
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contingent  expenses  of  the  Patent  Office:  Provided,  That 
the  headings  of  the  drawings  for  patented  cases  may  be 
multigraphed  in  the  Patent  Office  for  the  purpose  of  photo¬ 
lithography,  (97>fll,3003000  $11,530,000. 

Bureau  of  Public  Koads 
General  administrative  expenses:  For  the  employment 
of  persons  and  means,  including  rent,  advertising  (including 
advertising  in  the  city  of  Washington  for  work  to  be  per¬ 
formed  in  areas  adjacent  thereto),  printing  and  binding, 
purchase  of  periodicals,  purchase  of  one  hundred  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  health  service  program 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  and  the  preparation, 
distribution,  and  display  of  exhibits,  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton  and  elsewhere  for  tbe  purpose  of  conducting  research 
and  investigational  studies,  either  independently  or  in  co¬ 
operation  with  State  highway  departments,  or  other  agencies, 
including  studies  of  highway  administration,  legislation, 
finance,  economics,  transport,  construction,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  utilization,  and  safety,  and  of  street  and  highway 
traffic  control;  investigations  and  experiments  in  the  best 
methods  of  road  making,  especially  by  the  use  of  local 
materials;  studies  of  types  of  mechanical  plants  and  appli¬ 
ances  used  for  road  building  and  maintenance,  and  of  methods 
of  road  repair  and  maintenance  suited  to  the  needs  of  dif¬ 
ferent  localities ;  for  maintenance  and  repairs  of  experimental 
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highways;  for  furnishing  expert  advice  on  these  subjects; 
for  collating,  reporting,  and  illustrating  the  results  of  same; 
and  for  preparing,  publishing,  and  distributing  bulletins  and 
reports;  to  be  paid  from  any  moneys  available  from  the 
administrative  funds  provided  under  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1916,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  21),  or  as  otherwise 
provided. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  “An  Act  to  provide 
that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for  other  purposes”,  as 
amended  and  supplemented  (23  U.  S.  C.  1-117),  none 
of  the  money  appropriated  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads  during  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  paid 
to  any  State  on  account  of  any  project  on  which  con¬ 
vict  labor  shall  be  employed,  except  this  provision  shall 
not  apply  to  convict  labor  performed  by  convicts  on  parole 
or  probation:  Provided,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
whenever  performing  authorized  engineering  or  other  serv¬ 
ices  in  connection  with  the  survey,  construction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  improvement  of  roads  for  other  Government  agen¬ 
cies,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State  cooperating 
agencies  the  charge  for  such  services  may  include  depre¬ 
ciation  on  engineering  and  road-building  equipment  used, 
and  the  amounts  received  on  account  of  such  charges  shall 
be  credited  to  the  appropriation  concerned:  Provided 
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further ,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year  the  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Hoads  shall  be 
available  for  meeting  the  expenses  of  warehouse  mainte¬ 
nance  and  the  procurement,  care,  and  handling  of  supplies, 
materials,  and  equipment  stored  therein  for  distribution  to 
projects  under  the  supervision  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads, 
and  for  sale  and  for  distribution  to  other  Government  activi¬ 
ties,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State  cooperating 
agencies,  the  cost  of  such  supplies  and  materials  or  the 
value  of  such  equipment  (including  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion  and  handling)  to  be  reimbursed  to  appropriations  cur¬ 
rent  at  the  time  additional  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment 
are  procured,  from  the  appropriation  chargeable  with  the 
cost  or  value  of  such  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment:  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  the  appropriations  available  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Public  Roads  may  be  used  in  emergency  for  medical 
supplies  and  services  and  other  assistance  necessary  for  the 
immediate  relief  of  employees  engaged  on  hazardous  work 
under  that  Bureau,  and  for  temporary  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a) ,  but  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem 
(98>-  Provided  further,  That  net  te  exceed  $8,000,000, 
te  he  derived  from  the  administrative  funds  provided  under 
the  Ant  ef  dhdy  PA  4-916,  as  amended  or  supplemented 
-fA3  4h  8b  24-)^  shah  he  avahahle  until  expended  for 
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continuing  the  construction  of  a  laboratory^  on  a  site  al¬ 
ready  acquired,  for  permanent  quarters  for  tire  testing  and 
research  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads. 

For  all  necessary  expenses  to  enable  the  President 
to  utilize  the  services  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
in  fulfilling  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  under 
the  Convention  on  the  Pan-American  Highway  Between 
the  United  States  and  Other  American  Republics,  signed 
at  Buenos  Aires,  December  23,  1936,  and  proclaimed 
September  16,  1937  (51  Stat.  152),  for  the  continuation 
of  cooperation  with  several  governments,  members  of  the 
Pan  American  Union,  in  connection  with  the  survey  and 
construction  of  the  Inter-American  Highway  as  provided  in 
public  resolution,  approved  March  4,  1929  (Public  Resolu¬ 
tion  104) ,  as  amended  or  supplemented,  and  for  performing 
engineering  service  in  pan-American  countries  for  and  upon 
the  request  of  any  agency  or  governmental  corporation  of  the 
United  States,  $100,000  to  be  derived  from  the  administrative 
funds  provided  under  the  Act  of  July  11,  1916,  as  amended 
or  supplemented  (23  U.  S.  C.  21) ,  or  as  otherwise  provided. 

Federal-aid  postwar  highways:  For  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Acts  of  1944  and 
1948  (58  Stat.  838;  62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  (99)$  105,000,000  $385,000,000,  which  sum 
is  composed  of  $263,491,000,  the  remainder  of  the  amount 
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authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  third  postwar  fiscal 
year  by  section  2  of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1944, 
( 1 00)8 1 3 5,509,000  $115,509,000,  a  part  of  the  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1950 
by  section  1  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948, 
and  $1,828,050  and  $4,171,950,  the  latter  sums  being 
for  reimbursement  of  the  sums  expended  for  the  repair 
or  reconstruction  of  highways,  and  bridges  which  have 
been  damaged  or  destroyed  by  floods,  hurricanes,  or  land¬ 
slides,  as  provided  by  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June 
18,  1934,  and  section  7  of  the  Act  approved  July  13,  1943 
(23  U.  S.  C.  13a  and  13b) . 

Elimination  of  grade  crossings:  For  the  elimination  of 
hazards  to  life  at  railroad  grade  crossings,  including  the 
separation  or  protection  of  grades  at  crossings,  the  recon¬ 
struction  of  existing  railroad  grade-crossing  structures,  and 
the  relocation  of  highways  to  eliminate  grade  crossings,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $4,600,000,  which  sum  is 
a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the 
fiscal  year  1943  by  section  5  of  the  Act  approved  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1940  (54  Stat.  869) . 

Forest  highways:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act 
of  November  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a), 
in  accordance  with  section  3a  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway 
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Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $22,500,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of  $4,900,- 
000,  the  remainder  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section  9 
of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  842)' 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  second  postwar  fiscal  year  and 
$17,600,000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section  3 
of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948,  to  be  appropriated 
for  the  fiscal  year  1950:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or 
alteration  of  buildings  and  sites  necessary  for  the  storage  and 
repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  construction 
and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  item  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $15,000. 

Access  roads:  During  the  current  fiscal  }Tear,  not  to 
exceed  $70,000  of  funds  remaining  unexpended  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  access  road  projects  authorized  to  be  constructed 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1942  (23  U.  S.  C.  106) , 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  bridges 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  on 
Government-owned  land  in  Arlington  County,  Virginia. 

National  Bueeau  of  Standabds 

For  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  3,  1901  (5  U.  S.  C.  591,  597; 
15  U.  S.  C.  271-278),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto 
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affecting  the  functions  of  the  Bureau  and  the  functions  set 
forth  under  the  Bureau  of  Standards  in  the  “Department  of 
Commerce  Appropriation  Act,  1935”,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  rental  of  laboratories 
in  the  field;  repairs  and  alterations  to  buildings  and  other 
plant  facilities,  and  not  to  exceed  (101)$§46tQOQ  $700,000 
for  improvements  to  buildings,  grounds,  and  other  plant 
facilities  including  construction  of  minor  buildings  and  other 
facilities  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  field  to  house 
special  apparatus  or  material  which  must  be  isolated  from 
other  activities;  building  of  temporary  experimental  struc¬ 
tures;  expenses  of  the  visiting  committee;  demonstration  of 
the  results  of  the  Bureau’s  work  by  exhibits  or  otherwise 
as  may  be  deemed  most  effective ;  purchase,  repair,  and 
cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards;  printing  and  binding;  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and 
purchase  of  reprints  from  trade  journals  or  other  periodicals 
of  articles  prepared  officially  by  Government  employees,  as 
follows : 

Operation  and  administration:  For  the  general  operation 
and  administration  of  the  Bureau;  improvement  and  care 
of  the  grounds;  plant  equipment;  maintenance  and  protection 
of  buildings,  including  repairs  and  alterations  thereto; 

(io2yfem,ooo  $1480,000. 
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1  Research  and  testing:  For  calibrating  and  certifying 

2  .  measuring  instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards  in  terms 

3  of  the  national  standards;  the  preparation  and  distribution 

4  of  standard  materials;  the  testing  of  equipment,  materials, 

5  and  supplies  in  connection  with  Government  purchases;  the 

6  improvement  of  methods  of  testing;  advisory  services  to 
1  governmental  agencies  on  scientific  and  technical  matters; 

8  the  maintenance  and  development  of  national  standards  of 

9  measurement;  the  development  of  improved  methods  of 

10  measurement;  the  determination  of  physical  constants  and 

11  the  properties  of  materials;  the  investigation  of  mechanisms 

12  and  structures,  including  their  economy,  efficiency,  and 

13  safety;  the  study  of  fluid  resistance  and  the  flow  of  fluids 

14  and  heat;  the  investigation  of  radiation,  radioactive  sub- 

15  stances,  and  X-rays;  the  development  of  methods  of 

16  chemical  analysis  and  synthesis,  and  the  investi- 
11  gation  of  the  properties  of  rare  substances;  investigations 

18  relating  to  the  utilization  of  materials,  including  lubricants 

19  and  liquid  fuels;  the  study  of  new  processes  and  methods 

20  of  fabrication;  the  solutions  of  problems  arising  in  connec- 

21  tion  with  standards;  cooperation  with  Government  purchas- 
22-  ing  agencies,  industries,  and  national  organizations  in 

23  developing  specifications  and  facilitating  their  use;  encour- 

24  agement  of  the  application  of  the  latest  developments  in  the 

25  utilization  and  standardization  of  building  materials;  the 
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development  of  engineering  and  safety  codes,  simplified 
practice  recommendations,  and  commercial  standards  of 
quality  and  performance;  and  the  compilation  of  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  scientific  and  technical  data;  $4,300,000. 

Radio  propagation  and  standards:  For  development  and 
maintenance  of  primary  standards  of  measurement  of  elec¬ 
trical  quantities  at  radio  frequencies;  calibrating  and  certify¬ 
ing  radio  measuring  instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards 
in  terms  of  the  national  primary  standards;  investigation  of 
the  phenomena  affecting  the  propagation  of  radio  waves; 
the  broadcasting  of  radio  signals  of  standard  frequency;  the 
compilation  and  dissemination  of  scientific  and  technical  data 
relating  to  the  propagation  of  radio  waves,  and  measurement 
of  electrical  quantities  at  radio  frequencies:  Provided,  That 
for  employees  conducting  observations  on  radio  propagation 
phenomena  in  the  Arctic  region,  the  funds  appropriated  and 
the  funds  transferred  or  advanced  from  other  Government 
agencies  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  appointment  of  such  employees  at  base  rates 
not  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  without  regard  to  the  civil 
service  and  classification  laws  and  titles  II  and  III  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945;  and  for  the  furnishing 
of  food,  shelter,  and  protective  clothing  and  equipment, 
without  repayment  therefor,  to  employees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  assigned  to  Arctic  stations;  and  the  Departments  of 
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the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  transfer  without 
charge  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  surplus  to  their  needs  and  necessary 
for  the  establishment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  Arctic 
ionosphere  observation  stations,  ( 1 03)$3 ,400y000  $ 3,000  - 
000. 

Construction  of  laboratories:  For  the  acquisition  of  sites, 
the  preparation  of  drawings  and  specifications,  and  the  con¬ 
struction  and  equipping  of  a  radio  laboratory  building  and 
a  guided  missile  laboratoiy  building,  together  with  necessary 
utilities  and  appurtenances,  as  authorized  by  Acts  of  October 
25,  1949  (Public  Laws  366  and  386),  (104)f506y009 
$ 268,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended;  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  and  to  incur  obligations  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  (405)$5,675,000 
$ 3,000,000 . 

Weather  Bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Weather  Bureau,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing 
and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $25,000  for  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  maintenance  of  a  printing  of- 
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fice  in  the  City  of  Washington,  as  authorized  by  law;  not  to 
exceed  $10,000  for  the  United  States  contribution  to  the  cost 
of  the  secretariat  of  the  International  Meteorological  Com¬ 
mittee;  ^106)$24t44tUOOO  $24,927 ,000 :  Provided,  That 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  maximum  amount  author¬ 
ized  under  section  3  (a)  of  the  Act  of  June  2,  1948  (Public 
Law  573),  for  extra  compensation  to  employees  of  other 
Government  agencies  for  taking  and  transmitting  meteoro¬ 
logical  observations,  shall  be  $5  per  day;  and  the  maximum 
base  rate  of  pay  authorized  under  section  3  (b)  of  said  Act, 
for  employees  conducting  meteorological  investigations  in 
the  Arctic  region,  shall  be  $5,000  per  annum,  except  that 
not  more  than  five  of  such  employees  at  any  one  time  may 
receive  a  base  rate  of  $7,500  per  annum  (107),  and  such 
employees  may  be  appointed  without  regard  to  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  Act  of  1949. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  Commerce 

Sec.  302.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  applicable  ap¬ 
propriations  and  funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  shall  be  available  for  the  activities  specified  in  the 
Act  of  October  26,  1949  (Public  Law  390) ,  to  the  extent 
and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  said  Act. 

Sec.  303.  The  appropriations  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  available  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  avail- 
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able  for  health  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  0. 
150),  and  for  the  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  304.  Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  available  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  he  available 
for  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with 
the  activities  for  which  the  appropriations  are  made. 

This  title  may  he  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  IV — THE  JUDICIARY 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
salaries 

For  the  Chief  Justice  and  eight  Associate  Justices, 
and  all  other  officers  and  employees,  whose  compensation 
shall  be  fixed  by  the  Court,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
by  law,  and  who  may  be  employed  and  assigned  by  the 
Chief  Justice  to  any  office  or  work  of  the  Court,  $915,000. 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING  SUPREME  COURT  REPORTS 

For  printing  and  binding  the  advance  opinions,  pre¬ 
liminary  prints,  and  bound  reports  of  the  Court,  $91,200. 

* 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  to  be  expended  as  the  Chief 


Justice  may  approve,  $52,100. 
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CAKE  OF  THE  BUILDING  AND  GROUNDS 

For  such  expenditures  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  him  by  the  Act  approved  May  7,  1934  (40  U.  S.  C. 
13a-13d) ,  including  improvements,  maintenance,  repairs, 
equipment,  supplies,  materials,  and  appurtenances;  special 
clothing  for  workmen;  and  personal  and  other  services  (in¬ 
cluding  temporary  labor  without  reference  to  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Retirement  Acts,  as  amended) ,  and  for  snow 
removal  by  hire  of  men  and  equipment  or  under  contract 
without  compliance  with  sections  3709,  as  amended,  and 
3744  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  5,  16)  ; 
$159,200. 

Court  of  Customs  and  Fatent  appeals 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges, 
and  all  other  officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  the  court,  including  exchange  of  books, 
traveling  expenses,  and  printing  and  binding,  as  may  be 
approved  by  the  chief  judge,  $192,200. 

Customs  Court 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  eight  judges,  and  all 
other  officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  necessary 
expenses  of  the  court,  including  exchange  of  books,  traveling 
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expenses,  and  printing  and  binding,  as  may  be  approved 
by  the  chief  judge,  (108)$417,46l>  $ 411,465 :  Provided, 
That  traveling  expenses  of  judges  of  the  Customs  Court  shall 
be  paid  upon  the  written  certificate  of  the  judge. 

Court  of  Claims 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges, 
seven  regular  and  six  additional  commissioners,  and  all  other 
officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  for  other  necessary 
expenses,  including  stenographic  and  other  fees  and  charges 
necessary  in  the  taking  of  testimony,  travel,  and  printing 
arid  binding,  (109)$587-,000  $ 575,000 . 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  necessary  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  Court 
of  Claims  buildings,  to  be  expended  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  (110)$40-700  $ 140,700 . 

Other  Courts  and  Services 

HAWAII 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  and  two  associate 
justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
of  judges  of  the  circuit  courts  in  Hawaii,  and  of  judges  re¬ 
tired  under  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  373, 
$106,500. 

H.  R.  7786 - 7 
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SAL  ABIES  OF  JUDGES 

For  salaries  of  circuit  judges;  district  judges  (including 
judges  of  the  district  courts  of  Alaska,  the  Virgin  Islands, 
and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone)  ;  and  justices  and  judges  re¬ 
tired  or  resigned  under  title  28,  United  States  Code,  sections 
371,  372,  and  373 ;  $5,095,000. 

SALARIES  OF  CLERKS  OF  COUETS 

For  salaries  of  clerks  of  United  States  courts  of  appeals 
and  United  States  district  courts,  their  deputies,  and  other 
assistants,  (1 11>$4,500,000  $ 4,470,000 . 

PROBATION  SYSTEM 

For  salaries  of  probation  officers  and  their  clerical  assist¬ 
ants,  as  authorized  by  title  18,  United  States  Code,  sections 
3654  and  3656,  $2,145,000:  Provided,  That  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  abridge  the  right 
of  the  district  judges  to  appoint  probation  officers,  or  to 
make  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  to  govern  probation 
officers  in  their  own  courts:  Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  probation  officer  who,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
chief  or  presiding  judge  certified  to  the  Attorney  General, 
fails  to  carry  out  the  official  orders  of  the  Attorney  General 
with  respect  to  supervising  or  furnishing  information  con- 
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cerning  any  prisoner  released  conditionally  or  on  parole  from 
any  Federal  penal  or  correctional  institution. 

SALARIES  OF  CRIERS 

For  salaries  of  criers  as  authorized  by  title  28,  United 
States  Code,  sections  713  (a)  and  755,  (112)$540,000 
$ 520,000 . 

FEES  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

For  fees  of  the  United  States  commissioners  and  other 
committing  magistrates  acting  under  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  section  3041,  including  fees  and  expenses  of  concili¬ 
ation  commissioners,  United  States  courts,  including  the 
objects  and  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  for  such  fees 
and  expenses  of  conciliation  commissioners  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1937,  $475,000. 

FEES  OF  JURORS 

For  fees,  expenses,  and  costs  of  jurors;  meals  and  lodg¬ 
ing  for  jurors  in  Alaska,  as  provided  by  section  193,  title  II, 
of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.  362)  ;  and  compensa¬ 
tion  for  jury  commissioners;  $2,700,000:  Provided,  That 
the  compensation  of  jury  commissioners  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of  section  1401, 
title  11  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code,  but  such  com¬ 
pensation  shall  not  exceed  $250  each  per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  SALARIES 

For  salaries  of  all  officials  and  employees  of  the  Federal 
judiciary,  not  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  $2,600,- 
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000:  Provided,  That  the  compensation  of  secretaries  and 
law  clerks  of  circuit  and  district  judges  shall  be  fixed  by 
the  Director  of  the  Administrative  Office  without  regard 
to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  except  that  the  salary  of 
a  secretary  shall  conform  with  that  of  the  General  Schedule 
grades  (GS)  4,  5,  6,  7,  or  8,  as  the  appointing,  judge  shall 
determine,  and  the  salary  of  a  law  clerk  shall  conform  with 
that  of  the  General  Schedule  grades  (GS)  5,  7,  9,  11,  or  12, 
as  the  appointing  judge  shall  determine,  subject  to  review 
by  the  judicial  council  of  the  circuit  if  requested  by  the 
Director,  such  determination  by  the  judge  otherwise  to  be 
final:  Provided  further,  That  (exclusive  of  step-increases 
corresponding  with  those  provided  for  by  title  VII  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949  and  of  compensation  paid  for 
temporary  assistance  needed  because  of  an  emergency)  the 
aggregate  salaries  paid  to  secretaries  and  law  clerks  appointed 
by  one  judge  shall  not  exceed  $9,600  per  annum,  except  in 
the  case  of  the  chief  judge  of  each  circuit  and  the  chief  judge 
of  each  district  court  having  five  or  more  district  judges,  in 
which  case  the  aggregate  salaries  shall  not  exceed  $13,050 
per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  United  States  courts 
and  their  officers;  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing 
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and  binding;  purchase  of  firearms  and  ammunition;  and 
purchase  of  envelopes  without  regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1906  (34  Stat.  476)  ;  (113)1725,000  $ 675,000 :  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  the 
cost  of  contract  statistical  services  for  the  Office  of  Register  of 
Wills  of  the  District  of  Columbia :  Provided  further,  That  not 
to  exceed  $1,000  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
the  payment  of  fees  to  attorneys  appointed  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  June  8,  1938  (52  Stat.  625) ,  not  exceeding 
$25  in  any  one  case. 

TRAVEL  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  traveling  expenses,  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  incurred  by  the  Judiciary,  including  traveling 
expenses  of  probation  officers  and  their  clerks,  (1 14)$725,000 
$ 650,000 :  Provided,  That  this  sum  shall  be  available,  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $8,500,  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  Federal  probation 
when  incurred  on  the  written  authorization  of  the  Director 
of  the  Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States  Courts. 

SALARIES  OF  COURT  REPORTERS 
For  salaries  of  court  reporters  for  the  district  courts  of 
the  United  States,  as  authorized  by  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  section  753,  $972,000. 
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1  ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

2  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Administrative  Office  of 

3  the  United  States  Courts,  including  personal  services  in  the 

4  District  of  Columbia,  travel,  printing  and  binding,  adver- 

5  tising,  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and 

6  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field, 

7  (115)$530fQ00  $ 520,000 . 

8  REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  DISTRICT  COURT  OF  THE 

9  UNITED  STATES  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

10  For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  courthouse,  includ- 

11  ing  repair  and  maintenance  of  the  mechanical  equipment, 

12  and  for  labor  and  material  and  every  item  incident  thereto, 

13  (116)$15,600  $7,100,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction 

14  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

15  REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF 

16  APPEALS  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

17  For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  United  States 

18  Court  of  Appeals  Building,  including  repair  and  mainte- 

19  nance  of  the  mechanical  equipment  and  for  labor  and  ma- 

20  terial  and  every  item  incident  thereto,  $6,200,  to  be  ex- 

21  pended  under  the  direction  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 
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SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 

For  salaries  of  referees  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1946  (11  U.  S.  C.  68),  $879,000  to  be  derived 
from  the  referees’  salary  fund  established  in  pursuance  of 
said  Act. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  referees,  United  States 
courts,  including  the  salaries  of  their  clerical  assistants, 
travel,  printing  and  binding,  purchase  of  envelopes  without 
regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26,  1906  (34  Stat.  476), 
(117)1000-000  $ 1,035,400  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’ 
expense  fund  established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28, 
1946  (11  U.S.C.68  (c)  (4)  ). 

Any  surplus  arising  in  the  referees’  salary  and  expense 
funds  for  the  fiscal  years  1949  and  1950  shall  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the  payment  of  salaries  and 
expenses  of  referees  within  the  limitations  prescribed 
hereinbefore. 

General  Provisions— The  Judiciary 

Sec.  402.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  from  all  appropriations  under  this  title  and  30  per 
centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from  all  appropriations 
under  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed  to  the  United  States 
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from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Sec.  403.  The  reports  of  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  not  be  sold  for 
a  price  exceeding  that  approved  by  the  court  and  for  not 
more  than  $6.50  per  volume. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “ Judiciary  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  V-GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations,  respectively,  are  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided 
by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act, 
as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
grams  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for 
each  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Department  of  Justice 

Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated:  Not  to  exceed 
$327,000  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  its  administrative  expenses,  and  not  to  exceed 
$388,000  for  the  expenses  of  vocational  training  of 
prisoners,  both  amounts  to  be  computed  on  an  accrual 
basis  and  to  be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  Cor- 
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poration’s  prescribed  accounting  system  in  effect  on  July  1, 
1946,  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  depreciation,  payment  of 
claims,  expenditures  which  the  said  accounting  system  re¬ 
quires  to  be  capitalized  or  charged  to  cost  of  commodities 
acquired  or  produced,  including  selling  and  shipping  ex¬ 
penses,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection, 
or  disposition  of  facilities  and  other  property  belonging  to 
the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest. 

Department  of  State 

The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs:  Not  to  exceed 
(1 18)$660)-000  $767,500  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
its  administrative  expenses,  including  administrative  serv¬ 
ices  performed  for  the  Corporation  by  other  Government 
agencies. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  “Federal  Prison  Industries, 
Incorporated,  and  The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Departments  of 
State,  Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judiciary  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  IV— TREASURY  AND  POST /OFFICE 

DEPARTMENTS 
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TITLE  I— TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 


■  k 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

/ 

SALARIES 


For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

V  / 


7  $940,000. 

8  DAMAGE  CLAIMS 

m.  w 

%  / 

9  For  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
10  2672),  $30,000. 


11 


12 


\ 


HEALTH  SERVICE /PROGRAMS 


For  health  service  programs,  as  authorized  by  law,  in 


18  the  District  of  Columbia,  $80,000:  Provided,  That  other 


X 


14  appropriations  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for  such  pro- 


\ 

\ 


x 


X 


15  grams  in  the  field. 

16  Office  of  General  Counsel 

17  salaries 

18  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

19  $340,000. 


’ 
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1  tive  offices:  Provided  further,  That  the  limiting  amount 

\\ 

2  heretofore  stated  for  administrative  expenses  shalj/oe 

3  increased  by  an  amount  which  does  not  exceed  th£  aggre- 

4  gate  cost  of  salaries,  wages,  travel,  and  other  expenses 

5  of  persons  employed  outside  the  continental  United 

6  States;  the  expenses  of  services  performed  on  a  contract 

7  or  fee  basis  in  connection  wit#  termination  of  contracts 

8  or  in  the  performance  of  legal  services;  and  all  administra- 

9  tive  expenses  reimbursable  from  other  Government  agencies : 

10  Provided  further,^ hat  the  distribution  of  administrative 

11  expenses  to  the  accounts  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  made 

12  in  accordance  with  generally  recognized  accounting 

13  principles  and  practices. 

14  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “ Treasury-Post  Office 

15  Departments  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 


128 


CHAPTER  V— DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  AND 
FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 
TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECKETAKY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (hereafter  in  this  title  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Secretary),  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only;  teletype  news  service;  and  payment  in 
advance  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  for  dues  or  fees 
for  library  membership  in  organizations  whose  publications 
are  available  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower 
than  to  the  general  public;  $1,382,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Solicitor:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,861,000. 
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Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  promotion  of  industrial  safety, 
employment  stabilization,  and  amicable  industrial  relations 
for  labor  and  industry;  performance  of  the  functions 
vested  in  the  Secretary  by  title  I  of  the  Labor-Manage¬ 
ment  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  159  (f)  and 
(g)  )  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $75,000  for  the  work  of  the 
President’s  Committee  on  National  Employ  the  Physically 
Handicapped  Week,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1949  (63  Stat.  409) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  reports  and  of  material  for 
informational  exhibits;  $714,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemploy¬ 
ment  Rights:  For  expenses  necessary  to  render  assistance  in 
connection  with  the  exercise  of  reemployment  rights  of  vet¬ 
erans  under  section  8  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  308) ,  the  Serv¬ 
ice  Extension  Act  of  1941,  as  amended,  the  Army  Reserve 
and  Retired  Personnel  Service  Law  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  section  9  (h)  of  title  I  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  459  (h)  ),  and,  under  the  Act 
of  June  23,  1943,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  1472), 
of  persons  who  have  performed  service  in  the  Merchant 
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Marine,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $281,000. 

BUREAU  OF  APPRENTICESHIP 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable 
the  Secretary  to  conduct  a  program  of  encouraging  appren¬ 
tice  training,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  16,  1937 
(29  U.  S.  C.  50) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $2,788,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
general  administration  of  the  employment  service  and  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation  programs,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  temporary  employment  of 
persons,  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws,  for  the 
farm  placement  migratory  labor  program;  for  cooperation 
with  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  and  the  Secretary  of  State  in  negotiating  and  carry¬ 
ing  out  agreements  relating  to  the  employment  of  foreign 
agricultural  workers,  subject  to  the  immigration  laws  and 
when  necessary  to  supplement  the  domestic  labor  force; 
and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
$5,531,000,  of  which  $1,587,000  shall  be  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  title  IV  (except  section  602)  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Eeadjustment  Act  of  1944. 
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Grants  to  States  for  unemployment  compensation  and 
employment  service  administration :  For  grants  to  the  several 
States  (including  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  as  amended  (29 
U.  S.  C.  49-491) ,  for  carrying  into  effect  section  602  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  for  grants  to 
the  States  as  authorized  in  title  III  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  501-503),  including,  upon 
the  request  of  any  State,  the  purchase  of  equipment  and  the 
payment  of  rental  for  space  made  available  to  such  State  in 
lieu  of  grants  for  such  purpose,  and  for  necessary  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  operation  of  employment  office 
facilities  and  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  for 
use  in  carrying  into  effect  section  602  of  the  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944  in  Puerto  Rico,  $178,500,000, 
of  which  $8,500,000  shall  be  available  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  Secretary  finds  necessary  to  meet  increased  costs 
of  administration  resulting  from  changes  in  a  State  law  or 
increases  in  the  numbers  of'  claims  filed  and  claims  paid  or 
salary  costs  over  those  upon  which  the  State’s  basic  grant 
(or  the  allocation  for  the  District  of  Columbia  or  Puerto 
Rico)  was  based,  which  increased  costs  of  administration 
cannot  be  provided  for  by  normal  budgetary  adjustments: 
Provided,  That  no  State  shall  be  required  to  make 
any  appropriation  as  provided  in  section  5  (a)  of  said 
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Act  of  June  6,  1933,  prior  to  July  1,  1952:  Provided 
further,  That,  notwithstanding  any  provision  to  the  contrary 
in  section  5  (a)  or  section  6  of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  or 
in  section  302  (a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  from  time*  to  time  certify  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  to  each  State 
found  to  be  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  of  June  6,  1933,  and  with  the  provisions  of  section 
303  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  such  amounts 
as  he  determines  to  he  necessary  for  the  proper  and  effi¬ 
cient  administration  of  its  unemployment  compensation  law 
and  of  its  public  employment  offices:  Provided  further , 
That  such  amounts  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  and  the  Post  Office  Department  shall  be 
used  for  the  payment,  in  such  manner  as  said  parties  may 
jointly  determine,  of  postage  for  the  transmission  of  official 
mail  matter  in  connection  with  the  administration  of  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation  systems  and  employment  services 
by  States  receiving  grants  herefrom. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said  Act  of  June  6, 
1933,  the  provisions  of  section  303  (a)  (1)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  nersonnel  standards  on  a  merit  basis,  shall 
apply. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  to  the 
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Bureau  of  Employment  Security  for  grants-in-aid  of  State 
agencies  to  cover,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  operation 
of  said  agencies  including  the  salaries  and  expenses  of 
officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies,  shall  be  withheld 
from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have  established 
by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation  a  merit 
system  and  classification  and  compensation  plan  covering 
the  selection,  tenure  in  office,  and  compensation  of  their 
employees,  because  of  any  disapproval  of  their  personnel 
or  the  manner  of  their  selection  by  the  agencies  of  the  said 
States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or  employees. 
Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For 
making,  after  May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year  payments 
to  States  under  title  III  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  and  under  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  as  amended, 
for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred  and  the 
expenditures  made  thereunder  for  payments  under  such  title 
and  under  such  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  to  be  charged  to 
the  appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year. 

BUREAU  OF  LABOR  STATISTICS 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Bureau,  including  advances  or  reimbursement  to 
State,  Federal,  and  local  agencies  and  their  employees  for 
services  rendered ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
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bia;  and  not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
$5,720,700. 

Revision  of  consumers’  price  index:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  the  Bureau  to  revise  the  Consumers’  Price 
Index,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
temporary  employees  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
without  regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws 
and  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended; 
and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  $2,000,000. 

women’s  bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Women’s  Bureau,  as  authorized  hy  the  Act  of 
June  5,  1920  (29  U.  S.  C.  11-16),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  purchase  of  reports 
and  material  for  informational  exhibits;  $399,000. 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  per¬ 
forming  the  duties  imposed  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  to  provide  conditions 
for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by 
the  United  States,  approved  June  30,  1936  (41  U.  S.  C. 
38) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
reimbursement  to  State,  Federal,  and  local  agencies  and  their 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


135 


employees  for  inspection  services  rendered;  and  expenses  of 
attendance  of  cooperating  officials  and  consultants  at  con¬ 
ferences  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division;  $9,396,400. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 

for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  function  or 
activity  for  which  any  such  appropriation  is  made. 

Sec.  103.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 

for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  stenographic 

reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 

for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and 
binding. 

Sec.  106.  Not  to  exceed  5  per  centum  of  any  appro¬ 
priation  in  this  title  may  be  transferred  to  any  other 
such  appropriation  but  no  such  appropriation  shall  be  in¬ 
creased  by  more  than  5  per  centum  by  any  such  transfer: 
Provided,  That  no  such  transfer  shall  be  used  for  creation 
of  new  functions  within  the  Department. 
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This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Labor 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

AMERICAN  PRINTING  HOUSE  FOR  THE  BLIND 
Education  of  the  blind:  For  carrying  out  the  Act  of 
August  4,  1919,  as  amended  (20  U.  S.  C.  101) ,  $115,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYEES’  COMPENSATION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  administrative 
expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $49,600  for  the  Employees’ 
Compensation  Board  of  Appeals;  $1,935,000,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $119,000  to  be  derived  from  the  War 
Claims  Fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012). 

Employees’  compensation  fund:  For  the  payment  of 
compensation  and  other  benefits  and  expenses  (except  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses)  authorized  by  law  and  accruing 
during  the  current  or  any  prior  fiscal  year,  including  pay¬ 
ments  to  other  Federal  agencies  for  medical  and  hospital 
services  pursuant  to  agreement  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
Employees’  Compensation;  continuation  of  payment  of 
benefits  as  provided  for  under  the  head  “Civilian  War  Bene¬ 
fits”  in  the  Federal  Securit}^  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 
1947;  the  advancement  of  costs  for  enforcement  of  recoveries 
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in  third-party  cases;  the  furnishing  of  medical  and  hospital 
services  and  supplies,  treatment,  and  funeral  and  burial 
expenses,  including  transportation  and  other  expenses  inci¬ 
dental  to  such  services,  treatment,  and  burial,  for  such 
enrollees  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  as  were  certified 
by  the  Director  of  such  Corps  as  receiving  hospital  services 
and  treatment  at  Government  expense  on  June  30,  1943, 
and  who  are  not  otherwise  entitled  thereto  as  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States,  and  the  limitations  and  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1916,  as  amended  (5 
U.  S.  C.  796) ,  shall  apply  in  providing  such  services,  treat¬ 
ment,  and  expenses  in  such  cases;  $25,000,000,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  to  be  derived  from  the  War 
Claims  Fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012)  and  to  be  available  for 
payments  pursuant  to  sections  4  (c)  and  5  (f)  of  such  Act, 
which  amounts  may  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund. 

COLUMBIA  INSTITUTION  FOE  THE  DEAF 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Institution  for  the  Deaf,  including  personal  services 
and  miscellaneous  expenses,  and  repairs  and  improvements, 
$368,200. 

FOOD  AND  DEUQ  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for 
carrying  out  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
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as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  301-392)  ;  the  Tea  Importation 
Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  41-50)  ;  the  Import  Milk 
Act  (21  U.  S.  C.  141-149)  ;  the  Federal  Caustic  Poison 
Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  401-411)  ;  and  the  Filled  Milk  Act,  as 
amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  61-64)  ;  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
(135)scvcnteen-  passenger  meter  vek-ieles  for  replacement 
en-ly-j  sixty-five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  seventeen 
shall  be  for  replacement  only: ;  reporting  and  illustrating  the 
results  of  investigations;  purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus, 
and  scientific  equipment;  not  to  exceed  $2,000  for  payment 
in  advance  for  special  tests  and  analyses  by  contract;  and 
payment  of  fees,  travel,  and  per  diem  in  connection  with 
studies  of  new  developments  pertinent  to  food  and  drug 
enforcement  operations;  (436)$5,066,700  ■$ 5,666,700 . 

Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  serv¬ 
ices:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  certification  or  inspec¬ 
tion  of  certain  products  in  accordance  with  sections  406, 
504,  506,  507,  604,  702A,  and  706  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended  (21  U .  S.  C.  346, 
354,  356,  357,  364,  372a,  and  376) ,  the  aggregate  of  the 
advance  deposits  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  cover 
payment  of  fees  by  applicants  for  certification  or  inspection 
of  such  products,  to  remain  available  until  expended.  The 
total  amount  herein  appropriated  shall  be  available  for  per- 
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sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere; 
purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus,  and  scientific  equipment; 
and  the  refund  of  advance  deposits  for  which  no  service  has 
been  rendered. 

freedmen’s  hospital 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
.operation  and  maintenance,  including  repairs ;  purchase  of  one 
passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  furnish¬ 
ing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of  wearing  apparel  used  by 
employees  in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties;  transfer 
of  funds  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses, 
Howard  University”  for  salaries  of  technical  and  profes¬ 
sional  personnel  detailed  to  the  hospital;  payments  to  the 
appropriation  of  Howard  University  for  instruction  of  nurses 
and  actual  cost  of  heat,  light,  and  power  furnished  by  such 
university;  $2,600,000:  Provided,  That  no  intern  or  resident 
physician  receiving  compensation  from  this  appropriation 
on  a  full-time  basis  shall  receive  compensation  in  the  form 
of  wages  or  salary  from  any  other  appropriation  in  this  title. 

HOWARD  UNIVERSITY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of 
Howard  University,  including  personal  services  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  expenses  and  repairs  to  buildings  and  grounds, 
$2,500,000. 

Plans  and  specifications:  For  the  preparation  of  plans 
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and  specifications  for  construction,  under  the  supervision  of 
the  General  Services  Administration,  on  the  grounds  of 
Howard  University  of  a  preclinieal  medical  building,  includ¬ 
ing  engineering  and  architectural  services,  printing  and 
binding,  advertising,  and  travel,  $100,000,  which  amount, 
except  such  part  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  incidental 
expenses  of  the  University,  may  be  transferred  to  the,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  for  the  above  purposes,  to 
remain  available  until  expended. 

Construction  of  buildings:  For  construction  of  buildings 
on  the  grounds  of  Howard  University,  under  the  supervision 
of  the  General  Services  Administration,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  as  follows: 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
provided  under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  construction  of  a  law  school 
building,  biology  building  and  greenhouse,  administration 
building,  and  men’s  dormitory  units,  $1,250,000; 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 
provided  under  this  head  in  the  First  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1948,  as  amended  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1949,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction 
of  an  engineering  building  and  women’s  dormitory  units, 
$412,000. 
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1  OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION 

2  Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational  edu- 

3  cation:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the 

4  Vocational  Education  Act  of  1946  (20  U.  S.  C.  15) ,  section 

5  4  of  the  Act  of  March  10,  1924  (20  U.  S.  C.  29),  and 

6  section  1  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1931  (20  U.  S.  C.  30), 

7  (137)440^7^60  $ 23,435,000 :  Provided,  That  the  appor- 

8  tionment  to  the  States  under  the  Vocational  Educational 

9  Act  of  1946  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  not  to  exceed 
79  $19,842,760  for  the  current  fiscal  year. 

11  Further  endowment  of  colleges  of  agriculture  and  the 

12  mechanic  arts:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  22 

13  of  the  Act  of  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  329) ,  $2,480,000. 

14  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 

15  Office  of  Education,  including  surveys,  studies,  investiga- 

16  tions,  and  reports  regarding  libraries;  fostering  coordination 

17  of  public  and  school  library  service;  coordination  of  library 

18  service  on  the  national  level  with  other  forms  of  adult  educa- 

19  tion;  developing  library  participation  in  Federal  projects; 

20  fostering  Nation-wide  coordination  of  research  materials 

21  among  libraries,  interstate  library  coordination  and  the 

22  development  of  library  service  throughout  the  country; 

23  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase, 
21  distribution,  and  exchange  of  educational  documents,  motion- 
25  picture  films,  and  lantern  slides;  collection,  exchange,  and 
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1  cataloging  of  educational  apparatus  and  appliances,  articles 

2  of  school  furniture  and  models  of  school  buildings  illustrative 

3  of  foreign  and  domestic  systems  and  methods  of  education, 

4  and  repairing  the  same;  {13 8)$4t900,000  $ 2,023,420 ,  of 

5  which  not  less  than  $533,700  shall  be  available  for  the  Divi- 

6  sion  of  Vocational  Education  as  authorized:  Provided,  That 

7  all  receipts  from  non-Federal  agencies  representing  reim- 

8  bursement  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees  of  the  Office  of 

9  Education  performing  advisory  functions  to  said  agencies 

10  shall  he  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the 

11  credit  of  this  appropriation. 

12  OFFICE  OF  VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION 

13  Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and 

14  Puerto  llico)  :  For  payments  to  States  (including  Alaska, 

15  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Pico)  in  accordance  with  the  Voca- 

16  tional  Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  ch.  4), 

17  including  payments,  in  accordance  with  regulations  of  the 

18  Administrator,  for  one-half  of  necessary  expenditures  for 

19  the  acquisition  of  vending  stands  or  other  equipment  in 

20  accordance  with  section  3  (a)  (3)  (C)  of  said  Act  for 

21  the  use  of  blind  persons,  such  stands  or  other  equipment 

22  to  be  controlled  by  the  State  agency,  $20,600,000,  of 

23  which  not  to  exceed  $170,000  shall  be  available  to 

24  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  for  providing  re- 

25  habilitation  services  to  disabled  residents  of  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  as  authorized  b}7  section  6  of  said  Act,  which 
latter  amount  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  providing  such  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  reprints,  and  travel:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  15 
per  centum  of  the  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  adminis¬ 
trative  purposes. 

Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Pico) ,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For  making,  after 
May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  payments  to  States  in 
accordance  with  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  as 
amended  (including  the  objects  specified  in  the  preceding 
paragraph) ,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal 
37ear  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred 
and  the  expenditures  made  thereunder  to  be  charged  to  the 
appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year:  Provided,  That 
the  payments  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  not 
exceed  the  amount  paid  to  the  States  for  the  first  quarter 
of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act, 
as  amended,  and  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (20 
U.  S.  C.,  ch.  6A) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $3,000  for  production,  pur¬ 
chase,  and  distribution  of  educational  films;  $705,000. 
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PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  6A) 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act) ,  and  other  Acts,  in¬ 
cluding  (with  the  exception  of  the  appropriation  “Pay,  and 
so  forth,  commissioned  officers,  Public  Health  Service”) 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of 
reports,  documents,  and  other  material  for  publication; 
preparation  and  display  of  posters  and  exhibits  by  con¬ 
tract  or  otherwise;  packing,  unpacking,  crating,  uncrating, 
drayage,  and  transportation  of  personal  effects  of  commis¬ 
sioned  officers  and  transportation  of  their  dependents  on 
change  of  station ;  and  increased  allowances  to  Reserve 
Officers  for  foreign  service ;  as  follows : 

Venereal  diseases:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  sections 
314  (a)  and  363  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  venereal  diseases, 
including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  centers  for  the 
diagnosis,  treatment,  support,  and  clothing  of  persons  afflicted 
with  venereal  diseases ;  transportation  and  subsistence  of  such 
persons  and  their  attendants  to  and  from  the  place  of  treat¬ 
ment  or  allowance  in  lieu  thereof;  diagnosis  and  treatment 
(including  emergency  treatment  for  other  illnesses)  of  such 
persons  through  contracts  with  physicians  and  hospitals  and 
other  appropriate  institutions;  fees  for  case  finding 
and  referral  to  such  centers  of  voluntary  patients; 
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reasonable  expenses  of  preparing  remains  or  burial  of  de¬ 
ceased  patients;  recreational  supplies  and  equipment;  leasing 
of  facilities  and  repair  and  alteration  of  leased  facilities;  the 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  for  grants  of  money,  serv¬ 
ices,  supplies,  equipment,  and  use  of  facilities  to  States,  as 
defined  in  the  Act,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  respective 
State  health  authorities,  to  counties,  health  districts,  and 
other  political  subdivisions  of  the  States,  for  the  foregoing 
purposes,  in  such  amounts  and  upon  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  Surgeon  General  may  determine;  (139)$44t- 
£00,000  $ 14,500,000 . 

Tuberculosis:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  314 
(b)  of  the  Act,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  (440}$TQjOO0-,O00  $9,000,000. 

Assistance  to  States,  general :  To  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  section  314  (c)  of  the  Act;  to  provide  consultative  serv¬ 
ices  to  States  pursuant  to  section  311  of  the  Act;  to  make 
field  investigations  and  demonstrations  pursuant  to  section 
301  of  the  Act;  and  to  provide  for  collecting  and  compiling 
mortality,  morbidity,  and  vital  statistics  (including  procure¬ 
ment  by  contract  of  transcripts  of  State,  municipal,  and  other 
records),  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  fourteen 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  $16,915,000. 
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Communicable  diseases:  To  carry  out  those  provisions 
of  sections  301,  311,  361,  and  704  of  the  Act  relating  to  the 
prevention  and  suppression  of  communicable  diseases,  and 
the  interstate  transmission  and  spread  thereof,  including  the 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only;  and  hire,  maintenance,  and  operation 
of  aircraft;  $6,415,000. 

Engineering,  sanitation,  and  industrial  hygiene:  For 
expenses,  not  otherwise  provided,  necessary  to  carry  out 
those  provisions  of  sections  301,  311,  and  361  of  the  Act 
relating  to  sanitation  and  other  aspects  of  environmental 
health,  including  enforcement  of  applicable  quarantine  laws 
and  interstate  quarantine  regulations,  and  for  carrying  out 
the  functions  of  the  Surgeon  General  under  the  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.  S.  C.  466-466  (j)  ) ,  including 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty-one  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  of  which  seven  shall  be  for  replacement  only; 
$3,670,030. 

Grants,  water  pollution  control:  For  grants  to  carry  out 
section  8  (a)  of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.  S. 
C.  466-466  (j)),  $1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Disease  and  sanitation  investigations  and  control,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska:  To  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  conduct, 
in  the  Service,  and  to  cooperate  with  and  assist  the  Territory 
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of  Alaska  in  the  conduct  of,  activities  necessary  in  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  prevention,  treatment,  and  control  of  diseases, 
and  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  health  and  sani¬ 
tation  services  pursuant  to  and  for  the  purposes  specified  in 
sections  301,  311,  314  (without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (d),  (f),  (h),  and  (j)  and  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  subsection  (c)  of  such  section),  361,  363,  and  704 
of  the  Act,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle,  and  hire,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  aircraft, 
$1,259,000:  Provided ,  That  property  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  located  in  Alaska  and  used  in  carrying  out  the 
activities  herein  authorized  may  be  transferred,  without 
reimbursement,  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Surgeon  General. 

Grants  for  hospital  construction:  For  liquidation  of 
contractual  obligations  authorized  by  the  Congress  to  be 
incurred  during  the  fiscal  year  1948  or  any  subsequent  fiscal 
year  for  construction  grants  under  part  C,  title  VI,  of  the 
Act,  as  amended,  $100,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended.  Allotments  under  such  part  C  to  the  several 
States  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  $150,000,000.  Whenever  the  Surgeon  General  shall  have 
approved  an  application  for  a  construction  project  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  625  of  the  Act,  subject  to  the  amount 
of  the  allotments  available  to  the  States  for  such  purposes, 
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the  Federal  share  of  the  cost  of  such  project,  as  provided 
by  the  Act,  shall  constitute  a  contractual  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  services: 
For  salaries  and  expenses  incident  to  carrying  out  title  VI 
of  the  Act,  as  amended,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only, 
(141)$4,  £S7-#00  $ 2,107,000 . 

Hospitals  and  medical  care:  For  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  sections  321,  322,  324,  326,  331,  332,  341,  343, 
344,  502,  504,  and  710  of  the  Act,  and  Executive  Order 
9079  of  February  26,  1942,  including  purchase  and  ex¬ 
change  of  farm  products  and  livestock;  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles,  including  ten  am¬ 
bulances,  for  replacement  only;  and  firearms  and  ammuni¬ 
tion;  $29,000,000. 

Foreign  quarantine  service:  For  carrying  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  sections  361  to  369  of  the  Act,  relating  to  preventing 
the  introduction  of  communicable  diseases  from  foreign 
countries,  the  medical  examination  of  aliens  in  accordance 
with  section  325  of  the  Act,  and  the  care  and  treatment 
of  quarantine  detainees  pursuant  to  section  322  (e)  of  the 
Act  in  private  or  other  public  hospitals  when  facilities  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  are  not  available,  including  in- 
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sura  nee  of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when 
required  by  law  of  such  countries;  and  the  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  ten  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement 
only,  $3,104,000. 

Employee  health  service  programs:  For  carrying  out 
the  functions  of  the  Public  Health  Service  under  the  Act  of 
August  8,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  $50,000:  Provided, 
That  when  the  Public  Health  Service,  at  the  request  of 
any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government,  establishes 
or  operates  a  health  service  program  for  such  department 
or  agency,  payment  for  the  estimated  cost  shall  be  made 
in  advance  by  check  for  deposit  to  the  credit  of  this 
appropriation. 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  operating  expenses:  For 
the  activities  of  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  not  other¬ 
wise  provided  for,  including  research  fellowships  and  grants 
for  research  projects  pursuant  to  section  301  of  the  Act;  the 
regulation  and  preparation  of  biologic  products ;  the  purchase 
of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment  of  visit¬ 
ing  scientists  when  specifically  approved  by  the  Surgeon 
General;  and  erection  of  temporary  structures  for  storage 
of  equipment  and  supplies  and  housing  of  animals, 
$15,750,000,  of  which  not  less  than  $3,600,000  shall  be 
available  exclusively  for  grants  for  studies  with  adreno- 
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corticotropic  hormone  (ACTH)  and  cortisone  (compound 
E),  including  (142 ^grants  of  adrenocorticotripic  hormone 
(ACTII),  cortisone,  and  other  chemical  substances,  and  for 
development  of  other  related  compounds  for  treatment  of 
arthritis,  rheumatism,  multiple  sclerosis,  neurological  and 
metabolic  diseases,  and  including  studies  in  the  basic  sciences 
related  to  such  diseases  (143}tmd  mektdmg  net  to  exeeed 
$2-007900  for  transfer  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
research  into  utilisation  of  plant  material  and  vegetable 
seurees  of  eortisone. 

National  Cancer  Institute:  To  enable  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral,  upon  the  recommendations  of  the  National  Advisory 
Cancer  Council,  to  make  grants-in-aid  for  research  and  train¬ 
ing  projects  relating  to  cancer;  to  cooperate  with  State 
health  agencies,  and  other  public  and  private  nonprofit 
institutions,  in  the  prevention,  control,  and  eradication  of 
cancer  by  providing  consultative  services,  demonstrations, 
and  grants-in-aid;  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  and  to 
otherwise  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  IV,  part  A,  of 
the  Act,  (144)$207Q86,0'QO  $20,686,000,  of  which  not  less 
than  $5,000,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of 
obligations  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head. 

Mental  health  activities:  Eor  expenses  necessary  for 
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carrying  out  the  provisions  of  sections  301,  302,  303,  311, 
312,  and  314  (c)  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  mental  dis¬ 
eases,  {145)$9j9447000  $10,000,000,  of  which  not  less  than 
$2,375,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of 
obligations  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under 

o  o  o 

authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head. 

National  Heart  Institute:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  National  Heart  Act,  including 
the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
(146)$4474§01£QQ  $14,750,000,  of  which  $5,350,000  shall 
be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of  obligations  for  re¬ 
search  and  training  grants  incurred  under  authority  heretofore 
granted  under  this  head. 

Dental  health  activities:  For  expenses  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for,  necessary  to  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  dental  diseases  and 
conditions,  including  the  purchase  of  twelve  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only,  {147)$%940j000  $2,140,000. 

m 

Construction  of  research  facilities:  For  construction  of 
research  facilities,  to  be  transferred  (except  such  part  as  may 
be  necessary  for  incidental  expenses  and  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment  by  the  Public  Health  Service)  to  the  General  Services 
Administration,  and  to  remain  available  until  expended,  as 
follows : 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 


152 


1  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction 

2  of  a  combined  hospital  and  research  building  as  authorized 

3  under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropria- 

4  tion  Acts  of  1949  and  1950,  $7,500,000. 

5  For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority 

6  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction  of 

7  auxiliary  service  area  structures,  as  authorized  under  this 

8  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 

9  1950,  $3,600,000. 

10  For  construction  of  additional  auxiliary  structures  to 

11  provide  station  quarters  for  personnel  and  a  grounds  main- 

12  tenance  building,  including  necessary  distribution  facilities 

13  and  roads  and  walks,  $1,025,000;  and  in  addition,  contracts 

14  may  be  entered  into  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $350,000 

15  toward  completion  of  such  construction  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 

16  $1,375,000  (148}:  Provided,  That  the  Surgeon  General 

17  is  authorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed  upon  such  terms 
16  and  conditions  as  he  may  prescribe  not  to  exceed  twenty-jive 

19  thousand  square  feet  of  land  presently  included  in  the  site  of 

20  the  National  Institutes  of  Health  to  the  Bethesda  Fire  De- 

21  partment,  a  body  corporate  of  the  State  of  Maryland ,  for 
^2  the  purpose  of  erecting  and  maintaining  a  fire  station  to 
26  provide  protection  for  the  facilities  of  the  National  Institutes 
21  of  Health  and  for  the  adjacent  community:  Provided  fur- 
25  ther,  That  such  terms  and  conditions  may  include  an  agree- 


1 

2 

o 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


153 


merit  by  the  Surgeon  General  to  pay  to  such  department  on 
behalf  of  the  United,  States  33 per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
the  construction  of  the  station  but  not  to  exceed  $ 20,000 , 
to  be  charged  to  the  maximum  limits  of  costs  set  out  in  this 
paragraph. 

For  purchase  and  installation  of  additional  equipment 
and  furnishings  to  partially  equip  and  furnish  structures 
heretofore  or  herein  provided  under  this  head  (except  struc¬ 
tures  for  station  quarters) ,  $3,000,000. 

Commissioned  officers,  pay,  and  so  forth:  For  pay,  uni¬ 
forms  and  subsistence  allowances,  increased  allowances  for 
foreign  service  and  commutation  of  quarters  for  not  to  exceed 
one  thousand  five  hundred  regular  active  commissioned 
officers;  for  medals,  decorations,  and  retired  pay  of  regular 
and  reserve  commissioned  officers;  for  payment  of  claims 
for  private  property  lost,  destroyed,  captured,  abandoned, 
or  damaged  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  as 
authorized  by  law  (31  U.  S.  C.  222c,  h;  42  U.  S.  C.  213)  ; 
and  for  six  months’  death  gratuity  pay  and  burial  payments 
for  regular  commissioned  officers;  $1,790,000,  and  the 
Surgeon  General  is  authorized  to  advance  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  from  appropriations  made  available  to  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  the  current  fiscal  year  such  additional 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  for  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
officers  herein  authorized. 
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Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  divisions  and  offices  of 
the  Office  of  the  Surgeon  General  and  for  miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Public  Health  Service  not  appropriated  for 
elsewhere,  including  conducting  research  on  technical  nursing 
standards  and  furnishing  consultative  nursing  services;  pre¬ 
paring  information,  articles,  and  publications  related  to  public 
health;  conducting  studies  and  demonstrations  in  public 
health  methods;  carrying  on  international  health  activities, 
including  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment  of  officials 
of  other  countries  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Sur¬ 
geon  General;  and  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  $2,918,000. 

SAINT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  the  hospital,  including  pur¬ 
chase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles,  includ¬ 
ing  one  bus-ambulance,  for  replacement  only,  clothing  for 
patients  and  cooperation  with  organizations  or  individuals 
in  scientific  research  into  the  nature,  causes,  prevention,  and 
treatment  of  mental  illness,  (149)$f-,9 18^060  ■$ 2,005,000 . 

Construction  and  equipment,  building  for  the  housing, 
care,  and  treatment  of  mentally  sick  patients:  For  payment 
of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  provided  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  a  building  for  the  housing,  care,  and  treatment  of 
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mentally  sick  patients,  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  $100,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  any 
part  of  this  amount  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 

Major  repairs  and  preservation  of  buildings  and  grounds : 
For  miscellaneous  construction,  alterations,  repairs,  and 
equipment,  on  the  grounds  of  the  hospital,  including  prep¬ 
aration  of  plans  and  specifications,  advertising,  and  super¬ 
vision  of  construction,  $406,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  any  part  of  this  amount  may  be 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration. 

Construction  and  equipment  of  treatment  building:  For 
construction  and  equipment,  including  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  of  a  treatment  building  (providing  separate  male 
and  female  facilities),  and  demolition  and  removal  of  those 
buildings  designated  as  Oaks  and  Toner  Buildings  with 
their  appurtenances  and  attachments,  within  the  grounds 
of  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended;  and,  in  addition,  contracts  may  be 
entered  into  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,938,000 
toward  completion  of  such  work  at  a  total  cost  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $5,588,000:  Provided,  That  the  appropriation  in 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for 
preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  two  treatment 
buildings,  shall  be  consolidated  with  this  appropriation,  to 
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be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  as  one  fund  which  shall  be 
available  for  all  of  the  foregoing  purposes,  and  any  part  of 
such  consolidated  appropriation  may  be  transferred  to  the 
General  Services  Administration. 

SOCIAL  SECUKITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions: 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  supervision  of  Federal  credit 
unions,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  (15O^2U0tOGO  $ 300,000 ,  together  with  the  aggregate 
of  amounts  received  from  certificate,  supervision,  and  exami¬ 
nation  fees  collected  from  Federal  credit  unions  as  authorized 
by  law. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors 
Insurance:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  and  furnish¬ 
ing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of  wearing  apparel  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  by  building  guards;  not  more  than  $45,988,000 
may  be  expended  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund  {151},  of  which  not  more  than  $404  shall 
he  available  for  'payment  in  advance  when  authorized  by  the 
Feeler cd  Security  Administrator  for  dues  or  fees  for  library 
membership  in  organizations  whose  publications  are  avail¬ 
able  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than 
to  the  general  public :  Provided ,  That  any  sums  received  by 
the  Administrator  as  payment  for  services  performed  for 
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any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government  by  persons 
whose  salaries  are  paid  from  the  amount  made  available 
under  this  paragraph  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of 
this  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  sums 
are  received,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  same  purposes. 

Reimbursement  to  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insur¬ 
ance  trust  fund:  For  reimbursement  to  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund  for  benefits  paid  during 
the  fiscal  year  1949  to  the  survivors  of  veterans  of  World 
War  II  eligible  for  benefits  as  provided  under  section  210 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  410), 
$3,694,000. 

Grants  to  States  for  public  assistance:  For  grants  to 
States  for  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  children,  and 
aid  to  the  blind  as  authorized  in  titles  I,  IV,  and  X  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  0.,  ch.  7,  subch. 
I,  IV,  and  X),  $1,200,000,000,  of  which  such  amount  as 
may  be  necessary  shall  be  available  for  grants  for  any 
period  in  the  prior  fiscal  year  subsequent  to  March  31  of  that 

year. 

«/ 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance,  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$1,413,400. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau:  For  neces- 
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sary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  Act  of  April  9,  1912,  as 
amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  18a),  and  title  V  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  0.,  ch.  7,  subeh.  V), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  purchase  of  reports  and  material  for  the  publications 
of  the  Children’s  Bureau  and  of  reprints  for  distribution, 
(152)S4t§99tOOO  $. 1,510,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  any 
appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  used  to  promul¬ 
gate  or  carry  out  any  instruction,  order,  or  regulation  relating 
to  the  care  of  obstetrical  cases  which  discriminate  between 
persons  licensed  under  State  law  to  practice  obstetrics: 
Provided  further ,  That  the  foregoing  proviso  shall  not  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  any  patient  from  having  the  services 
of  any  practitioner  of  her  owm  choice,  paid  for  out  of  this 
fund,  so  long  as  State  laws  are  complied  with:  Provided 
further,  That  any  State  plan  which  provides  standards  for 
professional  obstetrical  services  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
of  the  State  shall  be  approved. 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child  welfare:  For 
grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child-health  services,  serv¬ 
ices  for  crippled  children,  and  child-welfare  services  as 
authorized  in  title  V,  parts  1,  2,  and  3,  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  V) ,  $22,000,- 
000:  Provided,  That  any  allotment  to  a  State  pursuant  to 
section  502  (b)  or  512  (b)  of  such  Act  shall  not  be  included 
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in  computing  for  the  purposes  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
sections  504  and  514  of  such  Act  an  amount  expended  or 
estimated  to  be  expended  by  the  State. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner  for 
Social  Security,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $223,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $112,000 
to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors 
insurance  trust  fund. 

Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For 
making,  after  May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  payments 
to  States  under  titles  I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respectively,  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the 
next  succeeding  fiscal  year,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary, 
the  obligations  incurred  and  the  expenditures  made  there¬ 
under  for  payments  under  each  of  such  titles  to  be  charged 
to  the  appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  j^ear. 

In  the  administration  of  titles  I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  payments  to 
a  State  under  any  of  such  titles  for  any  quarter  in  the 
period  beginning  April  1  of  the  prior  year,  and  ending 
June  30  of  the  current  year,  may  be  made  with  respect 
to  a  State  plan  approved  under  such  title  prior  to  or  during 
such  period,  but  no  such  payment  shall  be  made  with  respect 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


160 


to  any  plan  for  any  quarter  prior  to  the  quarter  in  which 
such  plan  was  submitted  for  approval. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

Salaries,  Office  of  the  Administrator:  Salaries,  Office 
of  the  Administrator,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $2,383,100,  together  with  not  to 
exceed  $334,900  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age 
and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund:  Provided,  That  the 
Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appropriation  from  appro¬ 
priations  of  constituent  organizations  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  finance  the 
regional  office  activities  of  such  constituent  organizations. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Division  of  Service  Operations: 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Administrator, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for 
the  Division  of  Service  Operations,  $1,090,000,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $165,600  to  be  transferred  from  the 
Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  from  appropriations  of  constituent  organizations  of 
the  Federal  Security  Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  cover  the  charges  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished. 

Salaries,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel:  Salaries,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  including  personal  services  in  the 
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District  of  Columbia,  (153)$04r4-,4-OO  $ 535,100 ,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $22,950  to  be  transferred  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection 
services”,  and  not  to  exceed  $321,100  to  be  transferred  from 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

Surplus  property  disposal:  For  expenses  necessary  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  subsections  203  (j)  and  (k) 
of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  relating  to  disposal  of  real  and  personal  excess  property 
for  educational  purposes  and  protection  of  public  health, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$333,300. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  202.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  203.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  examination  of 
estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field,  for  exchange  of  books. 

Sec.  204.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  health  service 
programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  and  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  may  be  transferred  to  the 
H.  Ft.  7786 - 11 
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appropriations  of  the  organizational  units  operating  such 
programs. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  he  available  for  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  including  the  purchase  of  reprints. 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a). 

(154)/SyEC.  207.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  travel  expenses 
and  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with 
the  function  or  activity  for  which  any  such  appropriation 
is  made. 

Sec.  (155)2447  208.  Xone  of  the  funds  appropriated  by 
this  title  to  the  Social  Security  Administration  for  grants  in 
aid  of  State  agencies  to  cover,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  cost 
of  operation  of  said  agencies  including  the  salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses  of  officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies,  shall  be 
withheld  from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have 
established  by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation 
a  merit  system  and  classification  and  compensation  plan 
covering  the  selection,  tenure  in  office,  and  compensation  of 
their  employees,  because  of  any  disapproval  of  their  per- 
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sonnel  or  the  manner  of  their  selection  by  the  agencies  of  the 
said  States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or  employees. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Security  Agency 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  III— NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary 
for  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  carry  out 
the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Labor-Management 
Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  141-167),  and 

other  laws,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  Board  when  specifically  authorized  by 
the  Chairman  or  the  General  Counsel;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  IT.  S.  C.  150)  ;  (156)'$8j#50r090 
$ 8,615,000 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  to  organize  or  assist  in  organizing  agricul¬ 
tural  laborers  or  used  in  connection  with  investigations,  hear¬ 
ings,  directives,  or  orders  concerning  bargaining  units 
composed  of  agricultural  laborers  as  referred  to  in  section  2 
(3)  of  the  Act  of  July  5,  1935  (49  Stat.  450),  and  as 
amended  by  the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947, 
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and  as  defined  in  section  3  (f)  of  the  Act  of  June  25,  1938 
(52  Stat.  1060) . 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Labor  Relations 
Board  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  IV— NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
National  Mediation  Board,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  and  stenographic 
reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  IT.  S.  C.  55a) ,  $412,200. 

Arbitration  and  emergency  boards:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  arbitration  boards  established  under  section  7  of  the 
Railway  Labor  Act,  as  amended  (45  U.  S.  C.  157),  and 
emergency  boards  appointed  by  the  President  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  said  Act  (45  U.  S.  C.  160) ,  including  printing 
and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  $150,000. 

NATIONAL  RAILROAD  ADJUSTMENT  BOARD 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
National  Railroad  Adjustment  Board,  including  printing 
and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S. 
C.  55a),  $797,300,  of  which  not  less  than  $296,700,  shall 
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be  available  for  compensation  (at  rates  not  in  excess  of 
$75  per  diem)  and  expenses  of  referees  appointed  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act,  as  amended. 

This  title  may  he  cited  as  the  “National  Mediation  Board 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  V— RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

If 

^  Salaries  and  expenses,  Railroad  Retirement  Board  (trust 
fund)  :  Eor  expenses  necessary  for  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Board  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Board;  printing  and  binding; 
stenographic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
$5,446,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  railroad  retirement 
account. 

Railroad  retirement  account:  Eor  an  amount  sufficient 
as  an  annual  premium  for  the  payments  required  under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  August  29,  1935,  and  June 
24,  1937,  and  authorized  to  be  appropriated  to  the  railroad 
retirement  account  established  under  section  15  (a)  of  the 
latter  Act,  $457,832,724:  Provided,  That  such  total 
amount  shall  be  available  until  expended  for  making 
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payments  required  under  said  retirement  Acts,  and  the 
amount  not  required  for  current  payments  shall  be  invested 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  said  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  June  24, 
1937. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Railroad  Retirement 
Board  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  VI— FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND 
CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  expenses  necessary  for  the 
Service  to  carry  out  the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  171-180, 
182),  including  expenses  of  the  Labor-Management  Panel 
as  provided  in  section  205  of  said  Act;  temporary  employ¬ 
ment  of  arbitrators,  conciliators,  and  mediators  on  labor  rela¬ 
tions  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $75  per  diem;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  labor  and  indus¬ 
trial  relations;  printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $2,949,700. 

,  Boards  of  inquiry:  To  enable  the  Service  to  pay  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  of  boards  of  inquiry  appointed  by  the  President 
pursuant  to  section  206  of  the  Labor-Management  Relations 
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1  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  176-180,  182),  including  printing 

2  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

3  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  rent  in  the  District 

4  of  Columbia,  $50,000. 

5  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Mediation  and 

6  Conciliation  Service  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

7  This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Labor-Federal  Security 

8  Appropriation  Act,  1951  ”, 
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CHAPTER  VI— DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 

TITLE  I 


Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946 
(157)Te  enable  tke  Secretary  te  carry  into  ekeet  ike  previ¬ 
sions  el  section  9  el  title  I  and  title  44  el  tke  Aet  el  August 
44-  4940?  as  amended  -p  4k  Sr  €k  434?  434 Ip  434j?  4044- 
4629) ,  as  follows-: 

Pbr  payments  te  States?  Territories^  and  Puerto  Riee 
ler  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  te  section  9  el 
tke  Bankhead-J ones  Aet  approved  -June  39?  1935;  as 
amended  ky  tke  Aet  el  August  44?  1946,  $5, -090,0097 

Per  tke  improvement  and  development,  independently 
or  tkrough  cooperation  among  Pcderal  and  State  agencies? 
and  etkers?  el  a  sound  and  efficient  system  ler  tke  distril 
and  marketing  el  agricultural  products  pursuant  te  tke  “ 


cultural 


Aet  el  1-940”  -(title  44  el  tke  Aet  el  Au¬ 


gust  44?  1916,  as  amended}-  ineluding  tke  objects  ler  wkiek 
kmds  are  available  ler  titles  44  and  444  el  suek  Aet  el  August  ' 
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44?  4-91-6,-  $6?000?000:  Provided ?  That  net  less  than 
$650,000  el  this  amount  shall  be  available  for  contracts  in 
aeeerkanee  with  the  provisions  of  section  £9-5  of  said  Aet-* 
Provided  further-;  Thai  the  Secretary  may  make  available 
to  any  bureau?  office?  or  ageney  of  the  Department  seek 
amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  functions  for  which  it  is  make  -(but  amounts 
make  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  ank  Office  of  Information?  shall  not  exceed  those 
which  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shah  determine)-, 
ank  any  such  amounts  shah  be  in  akkition  to  amounts  trans- 
ferrek  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other  appropriation 
items  of  the  Department :  Provided  further ?  That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shah  be  available  for  work  relating 
to  hsb  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof?  e-xoept  for  the 
of  equitable  transportation  rates  before  T-ederal 
concerned  with  such  rates  ank  for  development  of 
markets;- 

4n  all?  $44,000?Q00-r  Provided ?  That  no  part  of  this 
shah  be  used  for  beginning  construction  of 


any  budding  easting  in  excess  of  $15,000?  except  that  a  poul¬ 
try  breeding  house  may  be  constructed  at  Purdue  University 
at  a  cost  to  this  appropriation  of  not  to  exceed  $29,OOOt 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  improve  and  develop,  inde - 
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pendently  or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State 
agencies,  and  others,  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  under 
the  provisions  of  title  11  of  the  Act  of  August  Id,  1946,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1621-1629 ) ,  including  the  objects 
for  which  funds  are  available  for  titles  11  and  111  of  such 
Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $6,000,000 :  Provided,  That  not 
less  than  $650,000  of  this  amount  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
tracts  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  205  of  said 
Act:  Provided  further,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such 
amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts 
made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Information,  shell  not  exceed  those 
which  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine), 
and  any  such  amounts  shell  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  availeible  to  other  appro¬ 
priation  items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shell  be  availeible  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation  rates  before 
Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates  and  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  foreign  markets. 
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Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  establishing  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
(5  U.  S,  C.  673)  and  related  Acts,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in  their 
broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and  practice, 
utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing  of  farm 
supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor,  farm 
finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  production 
to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food  products; 
land  ownership  and  values,  (158}farm  structures,  costs,  prices 
and  income  in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for 
their  variations  and  trends,  ^159^$2t#9OjO0O  $2,720,000: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or 
made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
under  the  heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  he  used 
for  State  and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cul¬ 
tural  surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
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stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b), 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended 
May  12,  1938  (7  17.  S.  C.  951-957,  (160)and  date  ©n 
farm  eenatmetien  as  provided  bp  title  A  of  the  Hen-sing  Aet 
of  4-94-9  -fHddie  Raw  444^  (161)^7^909  $ 2,904,000 : 
Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall 
be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining,  collating, 
or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers  as  to 
the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple 
production  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

Agricultural  Research  Administration 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 
For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Administrator, 
including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle,  travel 
and  subsistence  expenses  of  (162)Advisery  Committee  ad¬ 
visory  committees  authorized  by  title  III  of  the  Act  of  August 
14,  1946  (7  IT.  S.  C.  1628-1629),  and  the  maintenance, 
operation,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Research  Center,  $600,090:  Provided ,  That  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered 
may  he  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


173 


based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appro¬ 
priations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and 
other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including 
depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  sup¬ 
plies,  equipment,  and  material  furnished:  Provided  further, 
That  of  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural 
Research  Administration,  not  to  exceed  $15,000  shall 
be  available  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5 
U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  0.  55a)  :  Provided  further,  That  the 
several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research  Adminis¬ 
tration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  alteration,  and 
repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided,  however, 
That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  constructing  any 
one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connecting  greenhouses) 
shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for  construction  of 
buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall  be  within  the 
limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved  therefor,  and 
the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the  fiscal  year 
shah  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  the 
building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administrator,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater. 
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(163)w0ihueng  mm  euni^  -agricultural  r-e&e-arg-h 

CENT-BR 

the  establishment  of  a  working  capital  fund7  to  be 
aradable  without  fiscal  pear  liuntationj  foa  expenses  neees- 
saap  for  furnishing  facilities  and  seaxiees  bp  the  A-grieuftaaaf 
Research  Gentea  to  G-oxeannaent  agene-ics7  $4004)697  Said 
fund  shah  he  aehnbuased  front 


other  funds  to  eoxea  the  ehargcs  foa  such  facilities  and 
seaviccs7  including  handling  anal  related  ekaages7  foa  eqnip- 

repairs)^  foa  supplier  equipment  and  materials,  stores  of 
which  may  he  maintained  at  the  Gentea7  and  foa  hod-ding 
constructing  abeaations7  and  repair,  and  applieahle  appro¬ 
priations  oa  othea  funds  map  also  he  ehaaged  theia  paopoa- 
tionatc  shaae  of  the  neecssaay  geneaal  expenses  of  the  Gentea 
not  eoyeaed  bp  the  annual  appropriation? 

RESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  AGRICULTURAL 


MATERIALS 


For  expenses  necessarp  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
[(50  U.  S.  0.  98f)’,  $399,000,  including  not  to  exceed 
$30,000  for  alterations  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research 
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Laboratory,  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania,  to  provide  pilot  plant 
facilities  for  tannin  extraction,  and  such  amount  shall  be  in 
addition  to  amounts  otherwise  available  for  alterations. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to 
conduct  research  into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  through  such  agencies  of 
the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  independently  or  in 
cooperation  with  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Territory  of 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 
Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico 
For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico  to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance  (1  Qbywhere  applicable , 
to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts 
relating  to  agricultural  experiment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
U.  S.  C.  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  IT.  S.  C.  427-427g),  ( 1 66)^86  Jr 
:7Q8  Sections  3  and  5,  $2,863,708,  and  sections  9  and  11 
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of  said  Act  as  added  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (7 
U.  S.  C.  427h,  427 j),  including  administration  by  the  Office 
of  Experiment  Stations  in  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  $ 5,000,000 ,  no  part  of  which  latter  amount 
shall  be  used  for  beginning  construction  of  any  building 
costing  in  excess  of  $15,000,  except  that  a  poultry  breeding 
house  may  be  constructed  at  Purdue  University  at  a  cost  to 
this  appropriation  of  not  to  exceed  $ 29,000 ;  Hawaii,  the 
Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  0.  386— 386b) , 
extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Alaska,  the  Act 
approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c), 

extending  the  benefits  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  Act 
approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  369a) ,  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska,  (J67)$2-7-,500  $37,500;  Puerto  Eico,  the 
Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Eico,  (J  68)$7-r406,208  $12,416,208. 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  adminis¬ 
tration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research  with  States, 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  March  2, 
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1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925,  May  16,  1928, 
February  23,  1929,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
383,  386-386f),  and  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29, 
1935,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  (169)Deeember  September 
21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  relative  to  their  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  (170)^2-377500  $ 252,500 ;  and 
the  Secretary  shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial 
statement  required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether 
the  expenditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  co¬ 
ordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges 
and  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts 
with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make 
report  thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Pico 
For  expenses  necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an 
agricultural  experiment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  including 
the  preparation,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and 
bulletins,  and  not  to  exceed  $24,950  to  replace  water  supply 
line  and  increase  capacity  of  reservoir,  $175,000. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  conducting 
investigations  of  the  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricul- 
H.  P.7786 - 12 
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tural  products  for  food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the 
home,  with  special  suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  such  products  for  these  pur¬ 
poses,  and  such  economic  investigations,  including  housing 
and  household  buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  rural  home,  for  coordinating  nutrition  services 
made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agencies,  and 
for  disseminating  useful  information  on  these  subjects, 
(171)$1,500,000  $1,763,200. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry, 
and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the 
livestock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of 
fur-bearing  animals,  as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  hatcheries,  (17 2)$2-, -2-50, 000  $2,319,000. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 


1 

o 

CJ 

O 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


179 


serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  (173] 

000  $ 1,350,000 ,  including  not  to  exceed  $8,000  for  the 
purchase  of  land  and  appurtenances  near  Ames,  Iowa,  for 
continuation  of  a  hog  cholera  experiment  station. 

Animal  disease  control  and  eradication:  For  the  control 
and  eradication,  including  inspections  and  quarantines,  of  tuber¬ 
culosis  and  paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis, 
Bang’s  disease  of  cattle,  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  southern 
cattle  ticks,  hog  cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  and  dourine 
in  horses,  and  inspection  and  quarantine  work ;  for  supervision 
of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  including  administration  of 
the  twenty-eight-hour  law;  for  inspection  of  vessels;  and  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (21 
U.  S.  C.  151-158),  relating  to  veterinary  biological  prod¬ 
ucts,  (174)$7h&5G70QQ  $7,952,500  (175),  including  net  te 

|~au  hlzLfi  A  I*  WJ  nn  d  a  A 1  1  f  l  *  1 1  A  f  ~  1  A  n 
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of  four  buildings  for  inspeetien  of  bvestoek  at  Canadian 
border  ports  of  entry:  Provided,  That  no  payment  hereunder 
as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  for 
tuberculosis,  paratuberculosis,  or  Bang’s  disease  shall  exceed 
(i)  $25  for  any  grade  animal  or  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal,  ( 2 )  one-third  of  the  difference  between  the  appraised 
value  and  the  value  of  salvage  thereof,  or  (3)  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State  or  other  cooperating  agency, 
and  no  payment  hereunder  shall  be  made  for  any  animal  if 
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at  the  time  of  test  or  condemnation  it  shall  belong  to  or  be 
upon  the  premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to 
which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or  delivered  for  slaughter: 
Provided  further,  That  inspection  service  shall  be  maintained 
at  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food 
products,  $12,800,000. 

Marketing  Agreements,  Hog  Cholera  Virus  and  Serum 

The  sum  of  $49,300  of  the  appropriation  made  by 
section  12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  C.  612),  is  hereby  made 
available  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are 
herein  made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive, 
of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855) . 

Eradication  of  Foot-and-Mouth  and  Other  Contagious 

Diseases  of  Animals 

For  expenses  necessary  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu¬ 
monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 
or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry, 
including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and 
future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including 
poultry)’  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contami- 
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nated  by  or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found 
and  irrespective  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially 
similar  circumstances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with 
all  lawful  quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth 
disease  and  rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (21  U.  S.  0. 
Supp.  II,  114b-114d),  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122), 
including  expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Act, 
of  February  28,  1947,  the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other 
appropriations  or  funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corpora¬ 
tions,  or  agencies  of  the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may 
deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which 
threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country, 
and  any  unexpended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under 
this  head  in  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be  merged 
with  such  transferred  amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for 
payments  made  pursuant  to  said  Act  of  February  28,  1947, 
the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter  purchased  may  be 
made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat,  egg-production, 
dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  appraisement  based 
on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any  such  animal  shall 
exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value, 
and,  except  in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United 
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States  Government  for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed 
one-half  of  any  such  appraisements:  Provided  further,  That 
poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  foi  each  bird. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 
For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404), 
including  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations 
in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) , 
relating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended,  and  the 
Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it 
relates  to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter, 
£17 6}wo£  to  exceed  $ 100,000  for  construction  of  ten  or  more 
housing  units  for  employees,  £177},. 81, 600, 000  $ 1,735,000 . 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 
For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  .demonstrations  established  under  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  202  (a)  to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292)  ;  for 
the  development  of  new  and  extended  food,  feed,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  uses  for  agricultural  commodities,  both  plant  and 
animal,  and  potential  replacement  crops,  and  processing, 
biological,  chemical,  physical,  pharmacological,  toxicological, 
and  technological  investigation  thereof,  (178)$7,750,000 
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$ 8,500,000 :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $20,000  shall  be 
available  for  the  alteration  to  buildings  of  the  Naval  Stores 
Station  at  Olustee,  Florida. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ENGINEERING 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant 
industries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases, 
including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections,  and  surveys;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our 
possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  including 
explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing  in 
this  country;  and  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn,  cotton, 
flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soybeans, 
sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other  field  crops, 
( 1 7 9)^,400,000  $ 3,475,000 . 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investiga- 
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tions  on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit, 
vegetable,  nut,  ornamental,  and  related  crops  and  plants, 
(180)82,950, -000  $3,075,000. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  (181)84#0rOOO  $455,000. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils;  fertilizers, 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricul¬ 
tural  use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry 
and  irrigated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and 
its  use  by  crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  na¬ 
tional  system  and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution 
on  maps,  and  determination  of  their  potential  productivity 
under  adapted  cropping  and  improved  soil  management, 
(182)82^680,000  $2,767,500,  including  not  to  exceed 
$100,000  for  construction  or  acquisition  of  buildings,  facili¬ 
ties,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley,  California. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture, 
including  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply 
and  sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and 
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their  appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing 
farm  products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  build¬ 
ing  plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engi¬ 
neering  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing, 
transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products; 
(183)$4-,-120,006  $ 1,140,000 . 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  0. 
191-194),  $152,700. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)1, 
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and  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  as  amended, 
authorizing  the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread 
of  injurious  insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  two,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  coiton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
investigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods ;  for  developing  methods,  equipment,  and 
apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in  the 
eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  includ¬ 
ing  methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects 
of  their  application,  ( 1 84)$4-,-49QtOOQ  $ 4,165,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  of  the  amount  allotted  for  oriental  fruitfly,  not 
to  exceed  $250,000  may  be  used  for  contracts  with  public  or 
private  agencies  for  research  without  regard  to  provisions  of 
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1  existing  law,  and  the  amounts  obligated  for  contract  research 

2  shall  remain  available  until  expended  (185)-:  Provided  j-ttr- 

3  titer y  That  $50j0Q0  shall  he  tra-nsferred  to  applicable  appro- 

4  priatiens  of  the  Pubhe  Health  Servieo  for  investigations  and: 

5  studies  of  cheats  of  inseetieidal  and  fungieidal  residue  on 

6  human  health. 

I  Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  opera- 

8  tions  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  pre- 

9  vent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato 
weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic, 

11  cereal  rusts,  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  golden 
1^  nematode,  citrus  blackfly,  white-fringed  beetle,  and  the 

12  Hall  scale,  including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regu- 

14  lations  and  cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quaran- 

15  tines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
lb  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  and  including 

II  the  establishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  neces- 
18  sary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as 
10  authorized  by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67), 
29  and  for  cooperation  with  States  in  the  compensation  of  grow- 

21  ers  for  losses  resulting  from  the  destruction  of  or  for  not  plant- 

22  mg  potatoes  and  tomatoes  on  lands  infested  or  exposed  to 

23  infestations  of  the  golden  nematode  for  the  purpose  author- 

24  ized  by  the  Golden  Nematode  Act  (Public  Law  645, 

25  approved  June  15,  1948),  and  for  the  enforcement 
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of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in 
transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of  ma¬ 
terials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  violation 
of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and  opera¬ 
tions  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166) , 
(186)$  1,1 85,900  $ 4,651,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or  de¬ 
stroyed,  except  potatoes  and  tomatoes  as  authorized  under 
the  Golden  Nematode  Act:  Provided  further ,  That,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in 
any  State  until  such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary 
to  accomplish  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until 
a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have 
been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  coun¬ 
ties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for 
the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose,  or  with  respect  to  the 
golden  nematode  except  as  prescribed  in  section  4  of  the 
Golden  Nematode  Act. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quaran¬ 
tines  and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
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(7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
U.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942  (7 
U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quaran¬ 
tines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and 
enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement  of 
plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promulgated 
under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  certification 
of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary  require¬ 
ments  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  O.  147a),  (187)12,325,000 
$2,384,400. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and  Plant 

Diseases 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 
148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes 
and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two,  and  surveys  and 
control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and  the 
employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  (188)$85QtOPO  $2,350,- 
000  {189},  of  which  $ 1,500,000  shall  he  apportioned  for  use 
pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the 
purposes  of  said  joint  resolution  only  to  the  extent  that  the 
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Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions. 

Control  of  Forest  Pests 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 
which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto  as 
may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three)  and  operation 
and  maintenance  of  airplanes,  construction  and  alteration 
of  necessary  buildings,  not  to  exceed  $23,500  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  one  building  at  Greenfield,  Massachusetts:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  cost  of  constructing  or  altering  any  one  build¬ 
ing  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  F.  S.  C.  147a) ,  (19O)$#30t5OO  $ 590,000 . 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  June  25,  1947  (16  IT.  S.  C.,  Supp.  I, 
594-1-594-5) ,  $1,900, 000  (192),  of  which 

$ 1,000,000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes  of  said  Act 
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only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary ,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency 
conditions. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  W7hite  pine  blister  rust,  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  0.  594a), 
(193)83,280,000  $ 3,700,000 ,  of  which  amount  (194)$508y- 
4-50  $ 565,350  shall  be  available  to  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  en¬ 
dangering  Federal  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of  that  De¬ 
partment  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the  United  States: 
(195)01,4-4,809  $1,947 ,150  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest 
Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endan¬ 
gering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  (196)$l,043y450 
$1,187,500  of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and 
Plant  Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of 
the  entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but 
not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or 
endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Forest  Service 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section 
706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as 
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amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations 
and  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of  woodlands 
as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate  and  test 
American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses,  and 
methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign 
species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions ;  to  erect  neces¬ 
sary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost 
(not  to  exceed  $1,000)  of  constructing  a  water-supply 
shall  be  placed  in  reserve  pending  determination  by  the  Sec- 
such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  tower 
upon  which  a  lookout  house  may  be  erected,  shall  not 
exceed  $15,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$15,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  under  this  chapter  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service,  and 
that  not  to  exceed  $8,000  may  be  expended  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  an  elevator  in  the  Yeon  Avenue  warehouse  in  Port- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


193 


land,  Oregon;  to  protect,  administer,  and  improve  the 
national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and  other  measures  to 
prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil  waste,  and  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to  ascertain  the  natural 
conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national  forests,  to  transport 
and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to  stock  the  national 
forests  or  the  waters  therein;  to  collate,  digest,  report,  and 
illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and  investigations  made 
by  the  Forest  Service,  as  follows: 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reserva¬ 
tion  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of 
March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514),  $665,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and  the 
care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  three;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration,  pro- 
II.  R.  7786 - 13 
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tection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests,  includ¬ 
ing  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
except  that  where  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical 
than  construction,  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the 
construction  (not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  any  one  structure) , 
equipment,  and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational 
facilities;  timber  cultural  operations;  development  and  appli¬ 
cation  of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation 
and  transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid 
portions  of  the  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of 
timber  and  other  resources  and  development  and  application 
of  plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use;  ex¬ 
amination,  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land 
incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of 
lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may 
be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act 
of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16 
U.  S.  C.  506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment 
of  water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of 
water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and 
all  expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improve¬ 
ment,  protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national 
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forests,  (197 )$-26, SOOt-QOO  $ 29,320,500 ,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  three 
nursery  sites,  and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  shall  be  available  for 
the  purchase  of  administrative  sites. 

(198^ Cooperative  range  improvements:  For  artificial  revege¬ 
tation,  construction,  and  maintenance  of  range  improvements, 
control  of  rodents,  and  eradication  of  poisonous  and  noxious 
plants  on  national  forest  lands,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the 
Act  of  April  24,  1950  (Public  Law  Numbered  478), 
$ 750,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes,  and 
for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  in  the  preceding  fiscal 
year  for  such  purpose,  $6,000,000,  of  which  $2,500,000 
shall  be  apportioned  for  use,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i),  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows : 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  silvi- 
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cultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and  experi¬ 
ments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investigations  and 
experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  management  of 
forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest  or  range  ex¬ 
periment  stations  or  elsewhere,  ( 1 99)f^^eM190  $3,030,- 
000  (200),  of  which  $55,000  shall  he  available  for  such 
investigations  and  experiments  at  Bartlett  Experimental  Forest 
only. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,300,000  (201),  of  which 
$ 30,000  shall  he  made  available  for  the  establishment  of  a 
forest  utilization  service  unit  in  the  Southwest. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  (202)8880,000  $1,000,000. 

FOREST  DEVELOPMENT  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  relating 
to  forest  development  roads  and  trails,  including  the  con¬ 
struction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails 
on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  Administration, 
(203)$40j348;000  $12,000,000,  which  sum  is  authorized 
to  he  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1948  (Public  Law 
834) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That  this 
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appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase, 
construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the  storage 
and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  and  trail 
construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such 
building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  author¬ 
ization  shall  not  exceed  $15,000  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$15,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
buildings  certified  by  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  (204)^1^000  $■ 401,000 ,  to 
be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price  of 
any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  connection 
with  such  acquisition:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds 
shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of  Adair, 
Cherokee,  and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  with¬ 
out  the  specific  approval  of  the  Board  of  County  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated. 

Superior  National  Forest:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest 
land  within  the  Superior  National  Forest,  Minnesota,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  June  22,  1948  (Public 
Law  733),  $150,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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Special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facilitate 
the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating  with¬ 
in  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national  forests, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  au¬ 
thorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for  such 
purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts  from 
such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests,  Utah, 
Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as  amended, 
$40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of  May  11, 
1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000;  San  Ber¬ 
nardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside  County, 
California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) ,  as 
amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOEEST-FIEE  COOPEEATION 
For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act  ap- 
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proved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564-566), 
$9,500,000. 


FAEM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to 
advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  in¬ 
dustries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of 
forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  indus¬ 
tries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the 
Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16 
U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  (205)$490-,3S-2  $785,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  (2( 
$449,200)  and  5  (not  to  exceed 
$65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C. 
567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  $1,300,000. 

Flood  Control 

For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the  Flood 
Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936  (Public  Law  738), 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  exam¬ 
inations  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvement, 
and  to  plan  the  agricultural  phases  of  the  development  of 
the  Columbia  Basin  area  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
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laws  relating  to  the  activities  of  the  Department,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  (208)S40t7-50tQOO  ■$. 9,880,000 , 
with  which  shall  he  merged  the  unexpended  balances  of 
funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  for  flood-control  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the 
Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific 
approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in 
which  such  lands  are  situated,  nor  shall  any  part  of  such 
funds  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of 
Adair,  Cherokee,  and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma, 
without  the  specific  approval  of  the  Board  of  County  Com¬ 
missioners  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated 
(209}:  Provided  further,  That  of  the  funds  avail able  herein , 
not  in  excess  of  $7 ,880,000  may  be  expended-  in  watersheds 
heretofore  authorized  by  section  13  of  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  December  22, 1.944,  for  necessary  (julley  control,  floodwater 
detention,  and  floodway  structures  in  areas  other  than  those 
over  which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and 
responsibility. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 
and  soil  and  water  conservation,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to 
employees,  operation  and  maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the 
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purchase  and  erection  or  alteration  of  permanent  buildings: 
Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected, 
or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water 
supply  or  sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with 
any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where 
buildings  are  acquired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  pur¬ 
chased  for  other  purposes  and  except  for  eight  buildings 
to  be  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000  per 
building:  Provided  further,  That  no  money  appropriated 
in  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of 
any  such  building  on  land  not  owned  by  the  Government: 
Provided  further,  That  in  the  State  of  Missouri  where  the 
State  has  established  a  central  State  agency  authorized 
to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States  or  any  of 
its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation 
district  shall  have  the  prior  approval  of  such  central  State 
agency  before  they  shall  become  effective  as  to  such  district, 
as  follows: 

(210)SAL-AItIES  AX©  EXPE-XBES 
Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of 

% 

erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and 
water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and  hydro- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


202 


logic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and  water 
regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards  in  the 
Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures  for  all 
work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not  in 
excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State  of 
Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  watersheds, 
stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $1,500,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  pre¬ 
ventive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 
special  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
(2 1 1)$52,900,000  $ 52,400,000 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  con¬ 
servation  operations  in  demonstration  projects:  Provided 
further,  That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  may  be  used  for  employ¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  8.  C.  55a) . 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL 

LAND 

For  expenses  necessaiy  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
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July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  1011 
note),  (212>$lT190,-000  $. 1,665,175 . 

WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZATION  PROJECTS 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  functions 
of  the  Department  under  the  Acts  of  May  10,  1939  (53 
Stnt.  685,  719),  October  14,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  590y-z- 
10),  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  June  28,  1949 
(Public  Law  132),  relating  to  the  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  water  conservation  and  utilization  proj¬ 
ects,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  (213)^400t000 
$ 500,000 ,  wdiich  sum  shall  be  merged  with  the  unexpended 
balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to 
said  Department  for  the  purposes  of  said  Act. 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 

RESOURCES 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29,  1936,  as 
amended  (16  IT.  S.  C.  590g  590q),  including  not  to  exceed 
$6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including 
such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs 
within  the  United  States;  (2 14)$28-2',500,000  $ 283,000,000 , 
to  remain  available  until  December  31  of  the  next  succeeding 
fiscal  year  for  compliance  with  the  program  of  soil-building 
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practices  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  practices  authorized 
under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1949,  to  December  31,  1950,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  $25,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this 
head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out 
such  program,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however, 
not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but  not  more  than 
$5,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account, 
“Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That  payments  to 
claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of 
the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  con¬ 
servation  practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all 
other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments  and  that 
the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  application 
for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowl¬ 
edge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code:  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  or  made  available  for  the  functions  assigned 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the 
Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942, 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional 
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information  employees  or  any  State  information  employees, 
but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  oi 
supplying  of  information  at  the  county  level  to  individual 
farmers:  Provided  further ,  That  such  amount  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  formulation  and  administration  of  the 
1951  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and 
water-conserving  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29, 
1936,  as  amended  (amounting  to  $285,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution 
of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the 
several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  except  that  the  proportion 
allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15  per 
centum  from  the  distribution  for  the  next  preceding 
program  year,  and  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$2,500)  ;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  programs 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made  in  con¬ 
formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 
provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving 
practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and 
adapted  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined 
and  approved  by  the  State  committees  appointed  pursuant 
to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
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Allotment  Act,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590h  (b)), 
for  the  respective  States  (21 5 y~~P-re^ided  fu^rtherj  Thut  ue-t 
to  exceed  5  per  centum  ef  the  adeeutieu  for  the  agricultural 
conservation  pregrain  for  any  county  mag  fee  ahetted  to  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  for  services  ef  its  technicians  in 
formulating’  and  carrying  eut  the  agi-iealtural  conservation 
program  and  the  funds  so  ahetted  shah  net  fee  utilised  fey 
the  Sell  Conservation  Service  for  any  purpose  ether  than 
technical  and  ether  assistance  in  such  eeunty :  Provided 
further,  That  such  amounts  shall  fee  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out 
farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau, 
office,  corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of 
such  Department,  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  expenses  of  any  person 
who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”,  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  section  1913,  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropria- 
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tions  for  tbe  payment  of  personal  services  or  other  expenses 
designed  to  influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress 
to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropriation  by  Con¬ 
gress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through  the 
proper  official  channels. 

ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  formulate  and  carry  out  acre¬ 
age  allotment  and  marketing  quota  programs  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1301-1393), 
$32,300,000,  of  which  not  more  than  $5,500,000  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938”:  Provided,  That  $4,000,000  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  placed  in  reserve  pending  determination  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  as  to  necessity  of  marketing  quotas  on  the  1951  crops 
of  wheat,  corn,  and  rice,  to  be  released  in  such  amounts  and 
at  such  times  as  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  be  necessary  in  connection  with  such  marketing  quotas. 

SUGAR  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948  (7  U.  S.  C.  1101-1160) , 
(2 1 6)$60>000jQQQ  $ 63,750,000 ,  to  remain  available  until 
June  30  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  Provided,  That 
expenditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation 
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for  other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,500,000. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  (42  U.  S.  C.  1751-1760), 
$83,500,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under  section  5  of  said 
Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

For  expenses  necessary  in  conducting  investigations, 
experiments,  and  demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial  move¬ 
ment,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  market 
prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products,  dairy 
and  poultry  products  (including  broilers),  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
(217)^050^00  1 2,187,000 . 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  ship¬ 
pers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and 
condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food  product, 
whether  raw,  'dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed,  and  any 
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product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity  or  derivative 
thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when  received 
at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may 
from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be 
conveniently  reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees 
as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the 
cost  for  the  service  rendered,  $780,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) , 
for  canning  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d) , 
inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1291),  including  not  to  exceed  $25,000 
for  employment  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $100  per  diem,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  O.  574),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  55a) , 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 
H.  R.  7786 - 14 
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necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 
of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business,  $1,260,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and 
any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items 
in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of  classi¬ 
fication  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  51 1—51  lq) ,  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516) , 
$1,660,500. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
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476),  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by 
chapter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
futures  (26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935) ,  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65), 
$1,675,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  Acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricul¬ 
tural  Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) , 
the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  prod¬ 
uce  (7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards 
for  baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  the  Act  to  fix  standards 
for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for 
fruits  and  vegetables  (15  U.  S.  C.  257—2571) ,  the  Act  to 
provide  export  standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C. 
581-589),  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S. 
C.  71-87),  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
241-273),  the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610), 
the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
181-229),  the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(7  U.  S.  C.  135— 135k) , 


$3,495,000. 
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Commodity  Exchange  Authority 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1— 17a) ,  $650,000. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
For  operating  and  administrative  expenses,  (219)$6y- 
£#47000  $ 7,204,000 . 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  as  amended  (7  IT.  S.  C.  901-915), 
as  follows: 

salaries  and  expenses 

For  administrative  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $500 
for  financial  and  credit  reports,  (220)$8; 4-50, 000T  $8,750,000. 

LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  in  accordance  with  said  Act,  and  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof,  to  be  borrowed  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act  as  follows:  Rural  electrifi¬ 
cation  program,  $350,000,000;  and  rural  telephone  program, 
(22 1)$25,000,000  $40,000,000 ;  and  additional  amounts,  not 
to  exceed  a  total  of  $150,000,000  (including  the  uncommitted 
balance  available  as  a  carry-over  from  the  fiscal  year  1950) , 
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ma}^  be  borrowed  for  the  rural  electrification  program 
under  the  same  terms  and  conditions  if  and  to  the 
extent  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  certify,  from 
time  to  time,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  such 
additional  amounts  are  required  during  the  fiscal  year  1951, 
under  the  then  existing  conditions,  for  the  expeditious  and 
orderly  development  of  the  program. 

Farmers’  Home  Administration 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  titles  I,  II,  and 
the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1031), 
the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1001,  note;  31  U.  S.  C.  82h;  12  U.  S.  C.  371;  35  D.  C. 
Code  535;  60  Stat.  1062-1080)  ;  the  Act  of  July  30,  1946 
(40  U.  S.  C.  436-439)  ;  the  Act  of  October  19,  1949 
(Public  Law  361 )  ;  the  Act  of  August  28,  1937,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  for  the  development  of 
facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization  in  the  arid  and 
semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States;  and  the  provisions  of 
title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  relating  to  financial 
assistance  for  farm  housing  (Public  Law  171,  approved  July 
15,  1949) ,  as  follows: 

LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  (including  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  and 
taxes  under  section  50  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
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Act,  as  amended,  and  advances  incident  to  the  acquisition 
and  preservation  of  security  of  obligations  under  the  fore¬ 
going  several  authorities)  :  Title  I  and  section  43  of  title  IV 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended  and 
title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  (except  grants  under  504 
(a))  (222)^5^7^507000  $ 71,350,000  (223),  of  which  not 
to  exceed  $ 3,500,000  of  the  amount  available  for  the  purposes 
of  title  1  and  section  43  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  may  be  distributed  to  States  and  Territories 
without  regard  to  farm  population  and  prevalence  of  tenancy , 
in  addition  to  the  amount  otherwise  distributed  thereto,  for 
loans  in  reclamation  projects  and  to  entrymen  on  unpatented 
public  land  (sums  available  for  loans  under  title  V  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949  to  remain  available  until 
expended)  ;  title  II  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act,  as  amended,  $85,000,000;  the  Act  of  August 
28,  1937,  as  amended,  $4,000,000:  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  the  foregoing  several  amounts  shall  be  borrowed 
in  one  account  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  such  rate  of 
interest  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  but  not  in  excess  of  3  per  centum  per  annum; 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  lend  such  sums  to  the  Secretary  upon  the 
security  of  any  obligations  of  borrowers  from  the  Secre- 
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tary  under  the  provisions  of  said  Acts:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  may  utilize  proceeds  from  payments 
of  principal  and  interest  under  such  Acts  to  repay  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amounts  borrowed  therefrom 
for  the  purposes  of  such  Acts  (224):  Provided  further,  That 
for  the  purpose  of  making  Joans  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
authority ,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use 
as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any 
securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued 
under  that  Act  are  extended  to  include  such  loans  to  the 
Secretary:  Provided  further,  That  repayments  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  shall  be  treated  as  a  public- 
debt  transaction. 

GRANTS 

For  grants  and  for  the  grant  portion  of  combination 
loans  and  grants  for  the  purpose  of  section  504  (a)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  $650,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  the  making,  servicing,  and  collecting  of  loans  and 
insured  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made 
under  prior  authority,  the  liquidation  of  assets  transferred  to 
Farmers  Home  Administration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  Act  of  1946,  and  the  extension  of 
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financial  assistance  under  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
(225)$27,700,066  $, 29,000,000 ,  together  with  a  transfer  to 
this  appropriation  item  of  not  to  exceed  $80,000  of  the  fees 
and  administrative  expense  charges  made  available  by  sub¬ 
sections  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 

Farm  Credit  Administration- 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000 
for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members  of  or¬ 
ganizations  at  which  matters  of  importance  to  the  work  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  are  to  be  discussed  or  trans¬ 
acted;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in  organizations  which 
issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  lower 
price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may  be  made  in 
advance;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures  authorized 
by  section  602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C. 
833)  ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  (for  replace¬ 
ment  only)  for  use  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where;  garage  rental  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  payment 
of  actual  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  and 
not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons 
serving,  while  away  from  their  homes,  without  other  com¬ 
pensation  from  the  United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  except  that  such  expend¬ 
itures  shall  not  exceed  $10,000;  examination  of  corporations, 
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banks,  associations,  and  institutions  operated,  supervised,  or 
regulated  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  $585,000, 
together  with  not  to  exceed  $2,325,000  of  collections  from 
Federal  Farm  Credit  agencies  of  assessments  and  charges, 
to  be  advanced  by  transfer  and  counter  warrant  to  this 
appropriation,  to  cover  the  cost  of  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  facilities,  examinations,  and  other  services  rendered  to 
such  agencies;  $2,910,000. 

Extension  Service 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b) ,  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935, 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d— 1 ) , 
$12,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l),  $555,- 
000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S. 
C.  386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act 
to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  (226)scctien 
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fi  el  ike  Ael  approved  June  2fiy  -1936  -f?  LL  Sr  (A  643ef,- 
ex-t  ending  ike  benefits  el  ike  Cappcr-Ke tekam  Ael  le  Ike 
T erritevy  el  Alaska,-  $40j00Q  the  Act  approved  October  27, 
1949  (Public  Law  417),  extending  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  the  benefits  of  the  Gapper-Ketcham  Act  and  sections 
21  and  23  of  title  II  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  $ 42,150 ; 
Puerto  Pico,  section  3  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1931  (7 
U.  S.  C.  386f),  authorizing  extension  of  the  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act  to  Puerto  Pico,  $ 31,348 ;  the  Act  approved 
August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g),  extending  the 
benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  to  Puerto 
Bico,  $408,000  (227),  and  the  Act  approved  October  26, 
1949  ( Public  Law  406 ) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  section  23  of 
title  11  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Pico,  -$40,000; 
and  section  506a  of  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  171),  $33,050;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  (228)$2-7-,-000j000  $27 ,103,498. 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 


For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of 
the  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C. 
341-348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto, 
and  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department 
and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 


$ 915,000 . 
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Office  of  the  Secketaky 
For  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including 
examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field; 
stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  ex¬ 
press,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and 
other  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise 
provided  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  (230)$2, 143,300  $2,179,- 
300,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or 
authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  services  and  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $109,280, 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of 
such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts 
estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year, 
the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this 
appropriation  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  witli 
representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
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appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
Office  of  the  Solicitor 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  payment  of  fees  or 
dues  for  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field 
service,  (231)$2,450,000  $2,675,000  (232},  together  with 
such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as 
are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  budget  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  such  expenses  which  several  amounts  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  a  total  of  $207,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made 
a  part  of  this  appropriation. 

Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
cultural  Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to  coordi¬ 
nate  and  integrate  activities  of  the  Department  in  connection 
with  foreign  agricultural  work,  $600,000. 

Office  of  Information 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins, 
documents,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  ex¬ 
hibits,  and  the  coordination  of  informational  work  (233 )and 
programs  authorized  by  Congress  in  the  Department,  $1,265,- 
800,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or 
authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget 
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for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which  several 
amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $16,200,  shall  he  transferred  to 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total  appropria¬ 
tion  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the 
purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  preparation  and  display 
of  exhibits,  $109,959 ;  for  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $58,700  ;  for  farmers’  bulletins, 
which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  differ¬ 
ent  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal  proportion  of  four-fifths 
of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent  out  under  the 
addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall  direct  (7 
U.  S.  C.  417)  and  not  less  than  two  hundred  thirty  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  report  of 
the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture),  as 
authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  IT.  S.  C.  241),  $611,128  (234):  Provided,  That  when 
and  to  the  extent  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
agricultural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound  pictures  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  authorized  by  Congress  can  be  more  advantageously  pre¬ 
pared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office  of  Information , 
as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department  therefor ,  additional 
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funds  not  exceeding  $ 300,000  for  these  purposes  may  he  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  from  the  funds 
applicable,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  objects  specified 
herein :  Provided  further,  That  in  the  preparation  of  motion 
pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceeding  a 
total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for  employment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act 
of  1044  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 
farther,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
for  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State 
field  offices,  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such 
offices  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to 
maintain  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

Library 


For  necessary  expenses,  including  dues,  for  library  mem¬ 
bership  in  societies  or  associations  which  issue  publications 
to  members  only  or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to 
subscribers  who  are  not  members;  $713,293. 

(235)Aot  to  exeeed  $1 2,000^000  of  the  fends  appropriated 
fe  this  title  shah  he  available  for  travel  expenses  Amounts 
available  from  appropriations  contained  fe  this  title  are 
hereby  reduced  by  the  total  sum  of  $645-, 496, ■  such  amount 
to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fend  and  covered  into  tire 
immediately  upon  approval  of  this  ehapferr 
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TITLE  II— CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations  and  agencies  are  hereby 
authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits 
of  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such 
corporation  or  agency  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make 
such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal 
year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  such  corporation  or 
agency,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  chap¬ 
ter  shall  he  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any 
program  authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
(236)$16,000,000  $16,350,000  shall  be  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  of  the  Corporation:  Provided  further,  That 
all  necessary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special  services  per¬ 
formed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  per¬ 
sonal  services)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  oper¬ 
ation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real 
or  personal  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in 
which  it  has  an  interest,  including  expenses  of  collections  of 
pledged  collateral,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative 
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expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof:  Provided  further ,  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  discharge  (237)$ 1 70,515,131  •$' 66,698,457  of 
the  indebtedness  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  canceling  notes  in  such  amount 
issued  by  the  Corporation  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  8,  1938,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  713a-4). 

Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed 
$1,280,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of 
the  funds  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  available  for 
administrative  expenses,  including  employment  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis  of  persons,  firms,  and  corporations  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  special  services,  including  legal  services,  and  the 
use  of  the  services  and  facilities  of  Federal  land  banks,  na¬ 
tional  farm  loan  associations,  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and 
agencies  of  the  Government  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
January  31,  1934  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020— 1 020h )  ;  and  said 
total  sum  shall  be  exclusive  of  services  and  facilities  furnished 
and  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
central  office,  interest  expense,  and  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  be¬ 
longing  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest: 
Provided,  That  promptly  after  June  30  of  each  fiscal  year 
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1  all  cash  funds  in  excess  of  the  estimated  operating  require- 

2  ments  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  declared  as  divi- 

3  dends  and  paid  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury:  Pro- 

4  vided  further,  That  the  aggregate  amount  of  bonds  the  Cor- 

5  poration  may  issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time 

6  shall  not  exceed  $500,000,000. 

7  Federal  intermediate  credit  banks:  Not  to  exceed 

8  $1,496,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the 

9  funds  of  the  banks  shall  be  available  for  administrative 

10  expenses  and  services  performed  for  the  banks  by  other  Gov- 

11  ernment  agencies  (except  services  and  facilities  furnished  and 

12  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  cen- 

13  tral  office,  and  services  performed  by  any  Federal  Reserve 

14  bank  and  by  the  United  States  Treasury  in  connection  with 

15  the  financial  transactions  of  the  banks)  ;  and  said  total  sum 

16  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  expense,  legal  and  special  ser- 

17  vices  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in 

18  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  im- 

19  provement,  protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal 

20  property  belonging  to  the  banks  or  in  which  they  have  an 

21  interest. 

22  Production  credit  corporations:  Not  to  exceed  $1,358,- 

23  000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the 

24  corporations  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  and 

25  services  performed  for  the  corporations  by  other  Govem- 

H.  R,  7786 - 15 
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ment  agencies  (except  services  and  facilities  furnished  and 
examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
central  office)  ;  and  said  total  sum  shall  be  exclusive  of 
interest  expense,  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a 
contract  or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  pro¬ 
tection,  or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging 
to  the  corporations  or  in  which  they  have  an  interest. 
TITLE  III— REDUCTIONS  IN  APPROPRIATIONS 

Amounts  available  from  appropriations  are  hereby  re¬ 
duced  in  the  sums  hereinafter  set  forth,  such  sums  to  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  upon  the  approval  of  this  Chapter : 

An  amount  of  $199,990,000  in  the  revolving  fund  held 
in  the  Treasury  available  to  the  Governor,  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  as  authorized  by  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage 
Corporation  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020b),  for 
resubscriptions  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation. 

The  total  amount  of  $125,000,000  in  the  revolving 
fund  appropriated  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Treasury 
Department,  as  authorized  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act, 
as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  698),  for  subscriptions  to  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Federal  land  banks. 
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TITLE  IV— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law, 
the  lump-sum  appropriations  and  authorizations  made  for 
the  Department  under  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for 
the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  497  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles, 
necessary  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  402.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting 
the  employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  tem¬ 
porary  employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen 
translators  are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of 
emergency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department 
for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employ¬ 
ment  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
cultural  Relations. 

Sec.  403.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in 
this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  health  service  programs  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) . 

Sec.  404.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  405.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  during  the  current  fiscal  year  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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Sec.  406.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  may  be  used  for  printing  and  binding,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles. 

Sec.  407.  Of  appropriations  herein  made  which  are 
available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1  may 
be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract 
or  tracts  of  land. 

Sec.  408.  No  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this 
chapter  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  com¬ 
mission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued, 
any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to 
damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with 
respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same. 

Sec.  409.  Except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or 
incident  to  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable 
domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  by  this  chapter  shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase 
of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or  materials  pro¬ 
duced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  410.  Not  less  than  $575,000  shall  be  available  for 
contracts  in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  427i)  from  appropriations 
herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics; 
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Bureau  of  Animal  Industry;  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry; 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineer¬ 
ing;  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine;  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry;  Bureau  of  Human 
Nutrition  and  Home  Economics;  and  the  Forest  Service. 
(2o8ySEC.  411.  Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  for 
travel  expenses,  $ 791,888  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund 
and  covered  into  the  Treasury  on  or  before  August  1,  1950; 
but  such  amount  shall  be  credited  toward  any  other  reduction 
in  amounts  available  for  such  travel  expenses  resulting  from 
decreases  in  appropriations  made  by  this  Act  below  the 
budget  estimates. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  VII— DEPARTMENT  OF  TIIE  INTERIOR 

TITLE  I 

Office  of  the  Seceetaey 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  (hereafter  in  this  chapter  referred  to  as  the 
Secretary),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere ;  for  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only  at  not  to  exceed  $4,500;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  employment  of  a  Director  of  the  Oil  and 
Gas  Division  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws;  and 
teletype  rentals  and  service;  (239)$2 ,345,090  $2,100,000. 
(24:0yST ANDARDIZATION  OF  GEOGRAPHIC  NAMES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  July  25,  1947  (43  U.  S.  C.  364),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  planting 
and  binding,  $ 14,000 . 

ENFOECEMENT  OF  THE  CONNALLY  1IOT  OIL  ACT 
For  expenses  necessary  for  controlling  the  interstate 
shipment  of  contraband  oil  as  required  by  law  (15  U.  S.  C. 
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715) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only;  and  printing  and  binding;  (241)1200,000 
$180,000. 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND 

For  establishment  of  a  working  capital  fund,  to  be  avail¬ 
able  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  for  expenses  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  (1)  a  central  repro¬ 
duction  service;  (2)  communication  services;  (3)  a  central 
supply  service  for  stationery,  supplies,  equipment,  blank 
forms,  and  miscellaneous  materials,  for  which  adequate  stocks 
may  be  maintained  to  meet  in  whole  or  in  part  requirements 
of  the  bureaus  and  offices  of  the  Department  in  the  city  of 
Washington  and  elsewhere;  (4)  a  central  library  service; 
(5)  health  services;  and  (6)  such  other  similar  service 
functions  as  the  Secretary  determines  may  be  performed  more 
advantageously  on  a  reimbursable  basis;  $300,000.  Said 
fund  shall  be  reimbursed  from  available  funds  of  bureaus, 
offices,  and  agencies  for  which  services  are  performed  at 
rates  which  will  return  in  full  all  expenses  of  operation, 
including  reserves  for  accrued  annual  leave  and  depreciation 
of  equipment. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHEASTERN  POWER 

MARKETING  AREA 

For  necessary  expenses  of  marketing  electric  power  and 
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energy  produced  or  to  be  produced  at  multiple-purpose 
projects  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army, 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s) ,  as  applied  to  the 
area  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  including  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  two)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and 
printing  and  binding;  (242)84-50,000  $100,000. 

CONSTRUCTION,  SOUTHWESTERN  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 
For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines, 
substations,  and  appurtenant  facilities,  and  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  connected  therewith,  in  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16 
U.  S.  C.  825s),  as  applied  to  the  southwestern  power  area, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  {243 )$40 , 3 5 OyOOO 
$ 8,620,000 ,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  is  for  liquida¬ 
tion  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously 
granted;  and,  in  addition,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  (244)86,000,000  $ 1,730,000 : 
Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  under  the  head  “Construction,  operation,  and  mainte- 
ance,  power  transmission  facilities”  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  the  foregoing  purposes 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 
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OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHWESTERN  POWER 

ADMINISTRATION 

For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance 
of  power  transmission  facilities  and  of  marketing  electric 
power  and  energy  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5 
of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s), 
as  applied  to  the  southwestern  power  area,  (245)8760,000 
$660,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  of  the  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  eight,  of  which  six 
shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appropriations  made 
herein  to  the  Southwestern  Power  Administration  shall  be 
available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein 
made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only 
for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  made  necessary  by  the  Act  establishing 
a  Commission  of  Fine  Arts  (40  U.  S.  C.  104),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles,  printing  and  binding  and  payment 
of  actual  traveling  expenses  of  the  members  and  secretary 
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of  the  Commission  in  attending  meetings  and  committee 
meetings  of  the  Commission  either  within  or  outside  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  he  disbursed  on  vouchers  approved 
by  the  Commission,  $12,530. 

Bonneville  Powee  Administeation 

CONSTEUCTION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines, 
substations,  and  appurtenant  facilities,  as  authorized  by  law, 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  (246)$-44, 500,000 
$ 39,500,000 ,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for  liqui¬ 
dation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously 
granted;  and,  in  addition,  the  Administrator  is  authorized 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  (247)8-24,-750,000  $20,000 - 
000:  Provided,  That  unexpended  balances  of  prior  year 
appropriations,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract 
authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

OPEEATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  Bonneville  transmission  system  and  of  marketing 
electric  power  and  energy,  (248)85,000,000  $ 4,500,000 . 

ADMINISTEATIVE  PEOVISIONS 

Appropriations  of  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  to  carry  out  all  the  duties  imposed 
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upon  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  law,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
seventeen  of  which  twelve  shall  be  for  replacement  only) 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  (not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  two)  of  aircraft;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appro¬ 
priations  made  herein  to  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  herein  made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall 
be  available  only  for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Not  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  appropriation  for 
construction  herein  made  for  the  Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration  shall  be  available  for  construction  work  by  force 
account  or  on  a  hired-labor  basis,  except  in  case  of  emer¬ 
gencies,  local  in  character,  so  declared  by  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administrator. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  protection,  use,  improvement, 
development,  disposal,  cadastral  surveying,  classification,  and 
performance  of  other  functions,  as  authorized  by  law,  in  the 
management  of  lands  and  their  resources  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  (249)$6j756,800 
$ 7,127,810 :  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  on  a  reimbursable  basis  for  surveys  of  lands  other 
than  those  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
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Management  (250):  Provided  further,  That  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  herein  made  in  connection  with  the  Unvested  Oregon 
and  California  Bailraad  and  reconvened  Coos  Bay  Wagon 
Boad  grant  lands ,  expenditures  may  he  made  for  weed  control 
on  such  lands,  including  those  under  cooperative  weed  control 
agreements  with  the  State  and  counties. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  of  access  roads  on  the  revested  Oregon 
and  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon 
Road  grant  lands;  acquisition  of  rights-of-way  and  of  existing 
connecting  roads  adjacent  to  such  lands;  and  for  acquisition, 
construction,  or  reconstruction  of  buildings  and  appurtenant 
facilities  in  Alaska:  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
(251}$6QOtOOO  $ 800,000 ,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $200,000 
is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  under  the  head  “Revested  Oregon  and  California 
Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant 
lands”  in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950: 
Provided,  That  the  amounts  of  appropriation  made  herein 
for  road  construction  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twenty-eight  for  replace- 
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merit  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase 
of  two  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  and  alteration  and 
maintenance  of  necessary  buildings  and  appurtenant  facilities 
to  which  the  United  States  has  title:  (2h2yProvided,  That  of 
appropriations  herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Band  Man- 

Qrcgon  and  California  Railroad  and  reeonveyed  Ceos  Bay 
Wagon  Bead  grant  lands  shall  he  rehnhnrsed  from  the  do 
pop  eeoiiiiii  referred  to  or  soetioo  Oj  title  Ily  of  the  Aet 
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dSr  4-93-h  of  the  special  fund 
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4  of  the  Aet  approved  May  Ah  4-9-§th  of  the  special  fund 
designated  the  -Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  Crant  -Fund”:- 
Provided  further  ^  That  no  part  of  sueh  appropriations  shall 
he  available  for  esnenditurc  m  eonnection  with  sueh  lands 


in  eueess  of  sueh  reimbursements  during  the  eurrent  hseal 
year  Provided,  That  of  appropriations  herein  made  for  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  expenditures  in  connection 
with  the  revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and  re¬ 
conveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands  for  payment 
of  current  expenses  in  connection  with  the  management  of 
such  lands  of  a  type  paid  from  the  separate  appropriation 
heretofore  made  in  connection  with  such  lands  shall  he  re¬ 
imbursed  from  the  25  per  centum  referred  to  in  section  c, 
title  11,  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937,  of  the  special 
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fund  designated  the  “ Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant 
Fund"  and  section  4  of  the  Act  approved  Mag  24,  1939,  of 
the  special  fund  designated  the  “Coos  Bay  Wagon  Load 
Grant  Fund” :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  such  appro¬ 
priations  for  such  current  expenses  shall  he  available  in  excess 
of  such  reimbursements  for  the  current  fiscal  year. 

RANGE  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  construction,  purchase,  and  maintenance  of  range 
improvements  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  3  and  10 
of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1934,  as  amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315) , 
sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  all  moneys  received  {253 ')(not 
to  exceed  $ 350,000 )  as  range  improvement  fees  under  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  said  Act  and  of  25  per  centum  of  all  moneys 
received  under  section  15  of  said  Act  during  the  current 
and  prior  fiscal  years  but  not  yet  appropriated,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  (PROCEEDS  OF  SALES) 

For  payment  to  the  several  States  of  5  per  centum  of 
the  net  proceeds  of  sales  of  public  lands  (2oM)and  materials 
lying  within  their  limits,  for  the  purpose  of  education  or  of 
making  public  roads  and  improvements,  sums  equal  to  the 
aggregate  of  receipts  (255 J(not  to  exceed  -220,000)  covered 
into  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
June  26,  1934  (31  U.  S.  C.  725c),  during  the  current  and 
prior  fiscal  years  but  not  yet  appropriated. 
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PAYMENT  TO  OKLAHOMA 

For  payment  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma  in  lieu  of  all 
State  and  local  taxes  upon  tribal  funds  accruing  under  the 
provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  of  June  12,  1926  (44  Stat. 
740) ,  to  be  expended  by  the  State  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
received  under  section  35  of  the  Act  approved  February  25, 
1920  (30  U.  S.  C.  191) ,  sums  equal  to  37-|-  per  centum  of 
the  royalties  received  (256)  (not  to  exceed  $300)  during  the 
current  and  prior  fiscal  years  (but  not  yet  appropriated) 
from  the  south  half  of  Fed  Fiver  in  Oklahoma  under  the 
provisions  of  said  joint  resolution  of  June  12,  1926. 

LEASING  OF  GRAZING  LANDS 
For  leasing  State,  county,  or  privately  owned  lands  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938 
(43  U.  S.  C.  315m-l),  sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  re¬ 
ceipts  (257)  (not  to  exceed  $6,000)  covered  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938  (43 
U.  S.  C.  315m-4),  during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years 
but  not  yet  appropriated. 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  (GRAZING  FEES) 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  33^-  per  centum  of  all  grazing 
fees  received  (258)  (not  to  exceed  $300)  during  the  current 
and  prior  fiscal  years  (but  not  yet  appropriated)  from  each 
grazing  district  on  Indian  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States 
for  disposition  under  the  public-land  laws,  to  be  paid  to  the 
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State  in  wliicli  said  lands  are  situated,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  11  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1934,  as 
amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315j) . 

Bubeau  of  Indian  Affairs 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFAKE  SEEVICES 
For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  health,  education,  and 
welfare  services  for  Indians,  either  directly  or  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  States  and  other  organizations,  including  payment 
(in  advance  or  from  date  of  admission)  of  care,  tuition, 
assistance,  and  other  expenses  of  Indians  in  boarding  homes, 
institutions,  or  schools;  grants  and  other  assistance  to  needy 
Indians;  maintenance  of  law  and  order,  and  payment  of 
rewards  for  information  or  evidence  concerliing  violations 
of  law  on  Indian  reservations  or  lands ;  (259)  research  among 
mixed  Indians  and  non-Indian  groups  including  cooperation 
in  medical  research  of  benefit  to  Indians;  operation  of  Indian 
arts  and  crafts  shops  and  museums;  and  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence  and  other  expenses  of  Indians  participating 
in  folk  festivals;  (260)f37;929,000  $ 40,252,328 . 

EESOUECES  MANAGEMENT 

For  expenses  necessary  for  management,  development, 
improvement,  and  protection  of  resources  and  appurtenant 
facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  including  payment  of  irrigation  assessments  and 
charges;  acquisition  of  water  rights;  conducting  agricultural 
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experiments  and  demonstrations;  furnishing  plants  or  seed 
to  Indians;  advances  for  Indian  industrial  and  business 
enterprises;  payment  of  expenses  of  Indian  fairs,  including 
premiums  for  exhibits;  and  development  of  Indian  arts  and 
crafts  as  authorized  by  law  (25  U.  S.  C.  305),  including 
expenses  of  exhibits;  (261)$40,512,000  $10,814,576. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction,  major  repair,  and  improvement  of 
irrigation  and  power  systems,  buildings,  utilities,  roads  and 
trails,  and  other  facilities;  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests 
in  lands;  preparation  of  lands  for  farming;  and  archi¬ 
tectural  and  engineering  services  by  contract;  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  (262)$22,422,000  $23,635,151,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $3,737,500  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted ;  and, 
in  addition,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  (263)82,500,000  $5,000,000  (264):  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shall  he  used  for 
the  acquisition  of  land  within  the  States  of  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming  outside  of  the  boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations : 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
he  used  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  within 
H.  E.  7786 - 16 
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1  the  States  of  Nevada ,  Oregon,  and  Washington  either  inside 

2  or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  reservations. 

3  The  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  heretofore 

4  made,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract  author- 

5  izations,  under  the  heads  ‘‘Construction,  and  so  forth,  build- 

6  ings  and  utilities,  Indian  Service,”  “Construction,  and  so 

7  forth,  irrigation  systems,  Indian  Service,”  “Koads,  Indian 

8  Service,”  “Navajo  and  Hopi  construction  and  maintenance 

9  services,”  and  “Acquisition  of  lands  for  Indian  tribes”,  shall 

10  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

11  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

12  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  general  administration 

13  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  including  such  expenses 

14  in  field  offices,  (265)$3, 500^000  -$3,644,000. 

15  REVOLVING  FUND  FOR  LOANS 

16  For  an  additional  amount  for  loans  as  authorized  by 

17  sections  10  and  11  of  the  Act  of  June  18,  1934  (25 

18  U.  S.  C.  470,  471),  as  amended  and  supplemented, 

19  $2,400,000. 

20  ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

21  Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  (except 

22  the  revolving  fund  for  loans)  shall  be  available  for  personal 

23  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 

24  (266)twe  hundred  and  twenty-seven  two  hundred  and 

25  fifty ,  of  which  two  hundred  and  twenty  shall  be  for  replace- 
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ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  which 
may  be  used  for  the  transportation  of  Indians;  printing  and 
binding,  including  illustrations  and  purchase  of  reprints; 
purchase  of  ice  for  official  use  of  employees;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  expendi¬ 
ture  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem 
on  irrigation  and  power  matters,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary;  and  expenses  required  by  continuing  or  perma¬ 
nent  treaty  provisions. 

CLAIMS  AND  TEEATY  OBLIGATIONS 

For  fulfilling  treaties  with  Senecas  and  Six  Nations  of 
New  York,  Choctaws  and  Pawnees  of  Oklahoma,  and  pay¬ 
ment  to  Indians  of  Sioux  reservations,  to  be  expended  as 
provided  by  law,  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  during 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

PEOCEEDS  FEOM  POWEE 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  power  revenues 
covered  into  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  each  of  the  power 
projects,  including  revenues  credited  prior  to  August  7, 
1946,  to  be  available  for  the  purposes  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946  (Public  Law  647), 
as  amended,  including  printing  and  binding,  in  connection 
with  the  respective  projects  from  which  such  revenues  are 
derived. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


244 


TEIBAL  FUNDS 

In  addition  to  the  tribal  funds  authorized  to  he  ex¬ 
pended  by  existing  law,  there  is  hereby  appropriated 
(267)-$d7430,96o  $, 2,437,965  from  tribal  funds  not  otherwise 
available  for  expenditure  for  the  benefit  of  Indians  and  Indian 
tribes,  including  pay  and  travel  expenses  of  employees ;  care, 
tuition  and  other  assistance  to  Indian  children  attending  public 
and  private  schools  (which  may  be  paid  in  advance  or  from 
date  of  admission)  ;  purchase  of  land  and  improvements  on 
land,  title  to  which  shall  be  taken  in  the  name  of  the  United 
States  in  trust  for  the  tribe  for  which  purchased;  lease  of 
lands  and  water  rights;  printing  and  binding;  compensa¬ 
tion  and  expenses  of  attorneys  and  other  persons  employed 
by  Indian  tribes  under  approved  contracts;  pay,  travel  and 
other  expenses  of  tribal  officers,  councils,  and  committees 
thereof,  or  other  tribal  organizations,  including  mileage  for 
use  of  privately  owned  automobiles  and  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence  at  rates  established  administratively  but  not 
to  exceed  those  applicable  to  civilian  employees  of  the 
Government;  relief  of  Indians,  without  regard  to  section 
7  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1930  (46  Stat.  391),  including 
cash  grants;  and  employment  of  a  recreational  director  for 
the  Menominee  Reservation  and  a  curator  for  the  Osage 
Museum,  each  of  whom  shall  be  appointed  with  the 
approval  of  the  respective  tribal  councils  and  without  re¬ 
gard  to  the  classification  laws  (26&y-i-Prevkkd,  44rat  in  afidi- 
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tie**  la  llte  amount  appropriated  borebp  tribal  funds  may  da 
la  Indian  tribes  far  sued  purposes  as  may  be 
by  tbe  governing  body  of  tbe  particular  tribe 


involved  and  approved  by  tbe  Secretary?  Any  tribal  funds 
advanced  under  this  authority  sbad  be  reported  to  tbe  Con¬ 


gress  in  tbe  annual  Budget  for  tbe  next  succeeding  bseal  year 
(269}:  Provided,  That  no  'part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he 
used,  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  within  the  States 
of  Nevada ,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wyoming,  either  inside 
or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations. 
Bureau  of  Reclamation 


For  carrying  out  the  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  as  provided  in  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act 
of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof 
or  supplementary  thereto)  and  other  Acts  applicable  to  that 
Bureau,  as  follows: 

GENERAL  INVESTIGATIONS 

For  engineering  and  economic  investigations  of  proposed 
Federal  reclamation  projects  and  studies  of  water  conserva¬ 
tion  and  development  plans;  engineering  and  economic 
investigations,  as  a  basis  for  legislation,  and  for  reports 
thereon  to  Congress,  relating  to  projects  for  the  development 
and  utilization  of  the  water  resources  of  Alaska;  formulating 
plans  and  preparing  designs  and  specifications  for  authorized 
Federal  reclamation  projects  or  parts  thereof  prior  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  construction  of  such  projects  or  parts;  and 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


246 


activities  preliminary  to  the  reconstruction,  rehabilitation  and 
betterment,  financial  adjustment,  or  extension  of  existing  proj¬ 
ects;  to  remain  available  until  expended,  (270)85,150,000 
$ 6,500,000 ,  of  which  (27 1)84-,- 100,000  $5,791,000  shall  be 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $500,000  shall  be 
derived  from  the  Colorado  River  development  fund:  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  the  expenditure  of  any  sums  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  for  investigations  of  any  nature  requested  by  States, 
municipalities,  or  other  interests  shall  be  upon  the  basis 
of  the  State,  municipality,  or  other  interest  advancing 
at  least  50  per  centum  of  the  estimated  cost  of  such  in¬ 
vestigations:  Provided  further,  That  the  limitation  on  the 
amount  available  for  surveys  and  preconstruction  work 
in  connection  with  the  North  Side  pumping  division, 
Minidoka  project,  Idaho,  stated  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  is  increased  from  $725,000 
to  $1,000,000:  Provided  further,  That,  except  as  herein  ex¬ 
pressly  provided  with  respect  to  investigations  in  Alaska; 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  in  the 
conduct  of  activities  which  are  not  authorized  by  law. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  REHABILITATION 
For  construction  and  rehabilitation  of  authorized  recla¬ 
mation  projects  or  parts  thereof  (including  power  transmission 
facilities  (272)m?cZ  emergency  reconstruction  of  the  La  Prele 
unit,  Wyoming  and  initiation  of  construction  on  the  Kenne¬ 
wick  Division  of  the  Yakima  project,  Washington )  and  for 
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other  related  activities,  as  authorized  by  law,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  (273)S297, 167,000  $ 294,713,000 ,  of 
which  (274)S2-27807,700  $ 25,135,700  shall  be  derived  from 
the  reclamation  fund  (275),  and  in  addition  thereto  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Reclamation  is  hereby  authorized  to  incur  obliga¬ 
tions  and  enter  into  contracts  for  additional  work,  materials , 
and  equipment  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $3,000,000  for 
power  transmission  lines  and  substations  in  the  fiscal  year  1951 : 
Provided,  That  hereafter  when  funds  appropriated  under  this 
head  are  transferred  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriate  regional 
disbursing  officer  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  expenditure 
in  connection  with  Hoover  Dam  and  related  works,  such  funds, 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  computing  interest  on  advances  under 
the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  of  December  21,  1928,  as 
amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  617a  (b),  617a  (d),  618e),  shall 
be  considered  as  if  advanced  to  the  Colorado  Diver  Dam 
fund  (27 6)  '.-Provided-  That  fTyOOOyOOO  of  the  funds  provided 
hr  this  paragraph  for  the  eonstruetion  of  transmission  lines  hr 
South  Dakota  shah  he  available  enlv  for  connecting  the  load 
eentcfs  el  Armetn5  wkfe  Wa-tertewft  ¥»  Sletre  -Falls,-  aed  el 
wildland  with  Eopid  City1,-  and  of  Winner  with  EundaH  Danr 
(277):  Provided  further,  That  $ 3,000,000  of  the  funds  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  paragraph  plus  $3,000,000  contract  authority 
shall  be  available  for  construction  of  transmission  lines  and  sub¬ 
stations  in  South  Dakota,  to  include  a  transmission  loop 
from  Fort  Randall  through  the  load  centers  of  Armour, 
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1  Huron,  Aberdeen,  Andover,  Watertown,  Brookings,  Sioux 

2  Falls,  and  Gavins  Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines  from 

3  Fort  Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid  City  to  Midland 

4  (278):  Provided  further,  That  in  order  to  promote  agree- 

5  ment  among  the  States  of  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado 

6  and  to  avoid  any  possible  alteration  of  existing  vested  water 

7  rights,  no  part  of  this  or  of  any  prior  appropriation  shall  be 

8  used  for  construction  or  for  further  commitment  for  construc- 

9  tion  of  the  Glendo  unit  or  any  feature  thereof,  until  a  definite 

10  plan  report  thereon  has  been  completed,  reviewed  by  the 

11  States  of  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado,  and  approved 

12  by  Congress  (279):  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this 

13  or  prior  appropriations  shall  be  used  for  construction,  nor  for 

14  further  commitments  to  construction  of  Moorhead  Dam  and 

15  Reservoir,  Montana,  or  any  feature  thereof  until  a  definite 

10  plan  report  thereon  has  been  completed,  reviewed  by  the 

11  States  of  Wyoming  and  Montana,  and  approved  by  the 
18  Congress. 

10  Of  the  amount  appropriated  under  the  preceding  para- 

20  graph,  $1,600,000  is  for  liquidation  of  the  contract  au- 

21  thority  granted  under  the  appropriation  “Reclamation  fund, 

22  special  fund,  construction,  Santa  Barbara  County  project, 
02  California,  Cachuma  unit”,  in  the  Interior  Department 
21  Appropriation  Act,  1949;  $225,700  is  for  partial  liquida- 
25  tion  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appropriation 
2Q  “General  fund,  construction,  advances  to  Colorado  River 
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dam  fund,  Boulder  Canyon  project  (All-American  Canal)  ” 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950; 
$1,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  appropriation  “General  fund,  construction, 
Fort  Sumner  project,  New  Mexico”,  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  Appropriation  Act,  1950;  and  $1,770,000  is  for  partial 
liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appro¬ 
priation  “General  fund,  construction,  Missouri  River  Basin”, 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 
(280)*SW/i  amount  of  the  $ 1,300,000  appropriated  in  the 
Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  under  the 
heading  “ Bureau  of  Reclamation” ,  “General  fund ,  construc¬ 
tion”,  “Fort  Peck  project,  Montana” ,  for  the  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line  and  substations  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  not  to  be  required  for  termination 
of  work  on  these  facilities  and  the  meeting  of  obligations 
heretofore  incurred  against  said  appropriation  for  such  facili¬ 
ties  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the 
Treasury. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 
For  operation  and  maintenance  of  reclamation  projects 
or  parts  thereof  and  of  other  facilities,  as  authorized  b}^  law; 
and  for  a  soil  and  moisture  conservation  program  on  lands 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  $15,491,000,  of  which  $12,001,400  shall  be 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $1,808,000  shall 
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be  derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund:  Provided, 
That  funds  advanced  for  operation  and  maintenance  of 
reclamation  projects  or  parts  thereof  shall  be  deposited  to 
the  credit  of  this  appropriation  and  may  be  expended  for  the 
same  objects  and  in  the  same  manner  as  sums  appropriated 
herein  may  be  expended,  and  the  unexpended  balances  of 
such  advances  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  necessary  expenses  of  general  administration  and 
related  functions  in  the  offices  of  the  Commissioner  of  Recla¬ 
mation  and  in  the  regional  offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  (281  )|#70QQ,0Q0  $7 ,400,000,  to  be  derived  from  the 
reclamation  fund  and  to  he  nonreimbursable  pursuant  to  the 
Act  of  April  19,  1945  (43  U.  S.  C.  377)  :  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  any  other  appropriation  in  this  Act  shall  be  available 
for  activities  or  functions  budgeted  for  the  current  fiscal  vear 
as  general  administrative  expenses  (282);  Provided  further, 
That  not  exceeding  $150,000  of  funds  available  for  expendi¬ 
ture  under  this  appropriation  shall  he  used  for  salaries  and 
expenses  in  connection  with  information  work. 

SPECIAL  FUNDS 

Sums  herein  referred  to  as  being  derived  from  the  recla¬ 
mation  fund,  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund,  or  the  Colorado 
River  development  fund,  are  appropriated  from  the  special 
funds  in  the  Treasury  created  by  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902 
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(43  U.  S.  C.  391),  the  Act  of  December  21,  1928  (43 
U.  S.  C.  617a) ,  and  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940  (43  U.  S.  C. 
618a),  respectively.  Such  sums  shall  be  transferred,  upon 
request  of  the  Secretary,  to  be  merged  with  and  expended 
under  the  heads  herein  specified;  and  the  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  of  sums  transferred  for  expenditure  under  the  heads 
“Operation  and  maintenance”  and  “General  administrative 
expenses”  shall  revert  and  be  credited  to  the  special  fund 
from  which  derived. 

PRIOR  YEAE  APPROPRIATIONS 
Except  for  the  emergency  fund  established  in  the  First 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  unexpended  bal¬ 
ances  on  June  30,  1950,  of  sums  heretofore  appropriated  for 
the  Bureau  of  Declamation  which  were  made  available  until 
expended  shall  be  classified  under  the  corresponding  heads 
herein  established,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with 
the  amounts  appropriated  under  those  headings,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  purposes  therein  specified. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of  Declamation  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  for  replacement  only) 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  three  aircraft  for  replacement  only;  printing  and  binding; 
(283)not  to  exeeed  $75j600  for  services  as  authorized  by 


45  of  the  Aet  of  August  -4946  -(5  IA  Cb  55af,- 
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inducting  such  services  at  rates  for  individuals  net  te  exceed 
© 

$1-00  per  day7  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of 
$100  per  diem  (not  exceeding  $100,000  for  individuals)', 
payment  of  claims  for  damage  to  or  loss  of  property, 
personal  injury,  or  deatli  arising  out  of  activities  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation;  (284 ^payment,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  for,  of  compensation  and  expense  of  persons  on 
the  rolls  of  the  Bureau  of  Reel amation  appointed  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  to  represent  the  United  States  in  the  negotiation 
and  administration  of  interstate  compacts;  and,  without  reim¬ 
bursement  or  return  under  the  reclamation  laws;  rewards  for 
information  or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  law  involv¬ 
ing  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion;  payments  to  school  districts  as  authorized  by  law  (43 
U.  S.  C.  385a  and  618  (a)  (e)  )  (285),  including  payments 
on  account  of  dependents  of  employees  in  field  offices  in  project 
areas  engaged  in  construction  and  related  activities;  per¬ 
formance  of  the  functions  specified  under  the  head  “Operation 
and  Maintenance  Administration”,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in 
the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1945  (286),  to 
be  reimbursable  to  the  extent  therein  provided;  preparation 
and  dissemination  of  useful  information  including  recordings, 
photographs,  and  photographic  prints  (287)y-and  studies  of 
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Provided,  That  funds  appropriated  for  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  shall  he  available  for  expenditure  through  the  facilities 
of  the  National  Park  Service  in  amounts  of  not  to  exceed 
$, 25,000  for  any  one  reservoir  area  for  studies  of  recrea¬ 
tional  areas  and  planning  for  their  utilization,  and  funds  so 
expended  shall  not  be  reimbursable  or  returnable  under  the 
reclamation  law  (288)  :~Promdedj  5kal  ho  part  el  any  appro¬ 
priation  made  herein  eked  be  available  pursuant  to  ike  Aet  el 
Aped  4-9T  44)4-5  -(45  44  84  45  377) ,  lee  expenses  ether  than 
these  incurred  ©ft  kekall  el  speeihe  reela-nmtien  projects 
except  5750944400  under  Ike  head  -General  Administrative 
and  $375,000  -(-$4-75,000  lee  reconnaissance  and 

CVAH  av>~>  1  04  15  001*1 15  O'  O  1~>  f 1  iyuj  r>  r>  y  \  11 /I  ro»  f  n 
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head  -General  InvcstigationsA- :  Provided  further,  That,  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  19,  1945 
(43  TJ.  S.  C.  377),  or  by  any  other  law,  no  part  of  any 
appropriation  made  herein  shall  be  available  pursuant  to 
the  said  Act  of  April  19,  1945,  for  expenses  other  than  those 
incurred  on  behalf  of  specific  reclamation  projects  except 
expenses  under  the  head  “ General  administrative  expensed 1 
and  under  the  head  “ General  investigations” . 

Allotments  to  the  Missouri  River  Basin  project  from  the 
appropriation  under  the  head  “Construction  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion”  shall  be  available  additionally  for  said  project  for  those 
functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  provided  for  under 
the  head  “General  investigations”  (but  this  authorization 
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shall  not  preclude  use  of  the  appropriation  under  said  head 

within  that  area),  and  for  the  continuation  of  investigations 

by  agencies  of  the  Department  on  a  general  plan  for  the 

development  of  the  Missouri  River  Basin.  Such  allotments 

may  be  expended  through  or  in  cooperation  with  State  and 

other  Federal  agencies,  and  advances  to  such  agencies  are 

herebv  authorized. 

«/ 

Sums  appropriated  herein  which  are  expended  in  the 
performance  of  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Declamation  shall 
be  reimbursable  or  returnable  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner 
provided  by  law. 

Any  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  having  title 
thereto  is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
without  reimbursement,  parts,  equipment  and  supplies  for 
aircraft  excess  to  its  needs. 

No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  contained  in  this  chapter  or  in  any  prior  Act,  which 
represents  amounts  earned  under  the  terms  of  a  contract  but 
remaining  unpaid,  shall  be  obligated  for  any  other  purpose, 
regardless  of  when  such  amounts  are  to  be  paid:  Provided , 
That  the  incurring  of  any  obligation  prohibited  by  this 
paragraph  shall  be  deemed  a  violation  of  section  665  of 
title  31  of  the  United  States  Code. 

No  funds  appropriated  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
for  operation  and  maintenance,  except  those  derived  from 
advances  by  water  users,  shall  be  used  for  the  particular 
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benefit  of  lands  (a)  within  the  boundaries  of  an  irrigation 
district,  (b)  of  any  member  of  a  water  users’  organization, 
or  (c)  of  any  individual,  when  such  district,  organization, 
or  individual  is  in  arrears  for  more  than  twelve  months  in 
the  payment  of  charges  due  under  a  contract  entered  into 
with  the  United  States  pursuant  to  laws  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

Not  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  construction  allot¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  any  project 
from  the  appropriation  “Construction  and  Rehabilitation” 
contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  construction 
work  by  force  account  or  on  a  hired-labor  basis;  except  that 
not  to  exceed  $225,000  may  on  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  be  expended  for  construction  work  by  force  account 
on  any  one  project  or  Missouri  Basin  unit  when  the  work 
is  unsuitable  for  contract  or  when  excessive  bids  are  received; 
and  except  in  cases  of  emergencies  local  in  character,  so 
declared  by  the  Commissioner. 

appropriation  of  certain  payments 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  from  the  reclamation 
fund  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  after  June  30,  1950, 
to  make  payments,  to  the  extent  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
May  25,  1948  (62  Stat.  273),  to  the  Farmers’  Irrigation 
District  on  behalf  of  the  Northport  Irrigation  District 
(North  Platte  project,  Nebraska-Wyoming)  for  water  car- 
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riage  in  accordance  with  contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to 
said  Act. 

REFUNDS  and  RETURNS 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  such  amounts  as  may  be 
necessary  after  June  30,  1950,  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  to  refund  overcollections,  and  to  return  deposits  in 
excess  of  amounts  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
deposits  were  accepted,  each  such  refund  or  return  to  be 
derived  from  the  account  into  which  such  overcollection  or 
deposit  shall  have  been  covered. 

(289)TRANSFER  OF  EPTIRATA  AIR  FORCE  BASE 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  construction ,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance,  and  settlement  programs  on  the 
Columbia  Basin  project  in  the  State  of  Washington,  the 
Armed  Services,  General  Services  Administration ,  or  other 
Federal  agency  having  ownership  or  custody  thereof  or 
interest  therein,  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  without  reimbursement  or  trans¬ 
fer  of  funds,  all  of  their  right,  title,  and  interest  to  certain 
buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  at  the  Ephrcita  Air 
Force  Base,  Ephrata,  Washington,  including  the  following 
buildings  in  accordance  with  block  and  building  numbers: 
Block  800,  building  numbered  68;  block  1900,  buildings 
numbered  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  16,  17;  block  2000,  four 
buildings  numbered  75,  two  buildings  numbered  56;  block 
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3000,  buildings  numbered  56,  131,  58;  block  2900,  buildings 
numbered  59,  53,  55,  57,  66,  89,  90,  85,  84,  124,  141, 
two  buildings  numbered  60,  two  buildings  numbered  64,  two 
buildings  numbered  65;  block  3300,  eleven  buildings  num¬ 
bered  28;  block  3400,  seven  buildings  numbered  28;  block 
3500,  buildings  numbered  43,  46;  block  3600,  buildings 
numbered  34,  35,  36,  38,  two  buildings  numbered  37;  block 
3700,  buildings  numbered  35,  38,  four  buildings  numbered 

31,  two  buildings  numbered  32,  two  buildings  numbered  34, 
two  buildings  numbered  37 ;  block  3800,  buildings  numbered 
35,  38,  39,  42,  two  buildings  numbered  37;  block  4300, 
buildings  numbered  19,  20,  21,  22;  block  4400,  buildings 
numbered,  113,  114,  two  buildings  numbered  112;  block 
4600,  buildings  numbered  134;  block  4700,  buildings  num¬ 
bered  94,  95,  96,  99,  109,  100,  35,  108,  104,  110,  six 
buildings  numbered  97 ;  block  4800,  buildings  numbered  53, 
40,  102,  101,  103,  105,  107,  111,  two  buildings  numbered 

32,  five  buildings  numbered  106,  three  buildings  numbered 
98,  together  with  one  sew  age-disposal  plant  numbered  116, 
one  water  tank  numbered  115,  one  well,  one  flag  pole  num¬ 
bered  118,  two  garbage  racks  numbered  155,  two  garbage 
racks  numbered  158,  one  wash  rack  numbered  63,  two 
grease  racks  numbered  62,  and  sewer  system,  water  lines, 
electric-power  lines,  railroad  spur  and  siding,  road  improve- 

H.  R.  7786 - 17 
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merits,  and  all  other  facilities  and  equipment  incident  to  the 
foregoing  property,  and  including  land  and  rights-of-way 
formerly  under  Reclamation  withdrawal  to  other  federally 
owned,  land  on  which  said  buildings  are  situate,  which  have 
heretofore  or  which  may  hereafter  be  declared  surplus  to  the 
needs  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Geological  Survey 

SURVEYS,  INVESTIGATIONS,  AND  RESEARCH 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Geological  Survey  to  per¬ 
form  surveys,  investigations,  and  research  covering  topog¬ 
raphy,  geology,  and  the  mineral  and  water  resources  of 
the  United  States,  its  territories  and  possessions;  classify 
lands  as  to  mineral  character  and  water  and  power  resources; 
give  engineering  supervision  to  power  permits  and  Federal 
Power  Commission  licenses;  enforce  departmental  regulations 
applicable  to  oil,  gas,  and  other  mining  leases,  permits, 
licenses,  and  operating  contracts ;  and  publish  and  disseminate 
data  relative  to  the  foregoing  activities;  (y2 90}S-10-,-12-9:, ()( )( ) 
$ 19,382,000 ,  of  which  $3,100,000  shall  be  available  only  for 
cooperation  with  States  or  municipalities  for  water  resources 
investigations:  Provided,  That  the  share  of  the  Geological 
Survey  in  any  topographic  mapping  or  water  resources  in¬ 
vestigations  carried  on  in  cooperation  with  any  State  or 
municipality  shall  not  exceed  50  per  centum  of  the  cost 
thereof. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
The  amount  appropriated  for  the  Geological  Survey 
shall  he  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine,  of  which  eighty-five  shall  he  for  replacement  only)  and 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  in¬ 
cluding  purchase  of  reprints;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  service  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  contracting  for  the  furnishing 
of  topographic  maps  and  for  the  making  of  geophysical  or 
other  specialized  surveys  when  it  is  administratively  deter¬ 
mined  that  such  procedures  are  in  the  public  interest;  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  necessary  buildings  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities;  acquisition  of  lands  for  gaging  stations; 
and  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  (not  to  exceed 
$10,000)  of  the  person  appointed  by  the  President  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  the  representative  of  the  United  States  in  the 
administration  of  the  compact  consented  to  by  the  Act  of 
May  31,  1949  (Public  Law  82)  :  Provided,  That  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  President  is 
authorized  to  appoint  a  retired  officer  as  such  representative, 
without  prejudice  to  his  status  as  a  retired  Army  officer,  and 
he  shall  receive  such  compensation  and  expenses  in  addition 
to  his  retired  pay. 
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Bureau  of  Mines 

CONSERVATION  AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  MINERAL 

RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  promoting  the  conservation, 
exploration,  development,  production,  and  utilization  of 
mineral  resources,  including  fuels,  in  the  United  States,  its 
Territories,  and  possessions;  developing  synthetics  and  sub¬ 
stitutes;  producing  and  distributing  helium;  and  controlling 
fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  on  public  lands,  and  on  private 
lands,  with  the  consent  of  the  owner;  ^291  ^$4-777-58,009 
$17 ,813 ,403 :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  make  suitable  arrangements  with  owners 
of  private  property  or  with  a  State  or  its  subdivisions  for 
payment  in  the  current  fiscal  year  of  a  sum  equal  to  not  less 
than  one-half  the  amount  of  expenditure  to  be  made  for  con¬ 
trol  or  extinguishment  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  from 
•funds  provided  under  the  authorization  of  this  Act  except  that 
expenditure  of  Federal  funds  for  this  purpose  in  any  pri¬ 
vately  owned  operating  coal  mine  shall  be  limited  to  in¬ 
vestigation  and  supervision  ^292}:  Provided  further,  That 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
project  now  in  progress  under  this  appropriation  on  chromite 
deposits  near  Nye,  Montana,  is  authorized  to  reacquire  for 
the  Government  certain  land,  buildings,  and  other  facilities 
essential  to  the  conduct  of  that  project  and  known  as  Plancor 
587,  at  a  price  not  to  exceed  $55,403. 
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HEALTH  AND  SAFETY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  promotion  of  health  and 
safety  in  mines  and  in  the  minerals  industries  as  authorized 
by  law,  $3,805,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  improvement  of  facilities  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  (293)$1,3727600  ■$ 1,268,100 ,  of  which  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $550,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursu¬ 
ant  to  authority  granted  under  the  heads  “Anthracite  research 
laboratory”  and  “Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville,  Colorado”,  in 
The  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  hereto¬ 
fore  made,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract 
authorizations,  under  the  heads,  “Synthetic  liquid  fuels”, 
“Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville,  Colorado”,  “Lignite  research 
laboratory”,  and  “Anthracite  research  laboratory”  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  including  such  expenses  in  the  regional 
offices,  $1,300,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  and  funds  available  to  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  (294)ene  hundred  and 
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forty  five  one  hundred  and  fifty,  of  which  one  hundred  and 
forty-five  shall  he  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  purchase  of 
reprints;  providing  transportation  services  in  isolated  areas 
for  employees,  student  dependents  of  employees,  and  other 
pupils,  and  such  activities  may  be  financed  under  coopera¬ 
tive  arrangements;  temporary  and  emergency  contracts  for 
personal  services  and  employment  of  persons  without  regard 
to  civil-service  regulations  as  required  in  the  conduct  of 
programs  for  the  control  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits 
and  flood  prevention  in  anthracite  mines;  purchase  and 
bestowal  of  certificates  and  trophies  in  connection  with  mine 
rescue  and  first-aid  work:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
is  authorized  to  accept  lands,  buildings,  equipment  and  other 
contributions  from  public  and  private  sources  and  to  prosecute 
projects  in  cooperation  with  other  agencies,  Federal,  State, 
or  private:  Provided  further,  That  power  produced  in  the 
operation  of  the  power  plant  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  at 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  in  excess  of  the  Bureau’s  needs  may 
be  sold  to  non-Federal  purchasers,  but  the  expenses  of  the 
Bureau  in  the  production  and  sale  of  such  excess  power 
shall  not  exceed  the  total  amount  of  such  sales,  and  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  production  of  excess  power  shall  not  be  deemed 
a  charge  against  the  total  appropriations  authorized  by  the 
Synthetic  Liquid  Fuels  Act,  as  amended:  Provided  further, 
That  the  sums  made  available  for  the  current  fiscal  year  in 
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the  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  Departments  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  the  acquisition  of  helium 
from  the  Bureau  of  Mines  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  on  July  1  of  said  fiscal  year:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Bureau  of  Mines  is  authorized,  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  to  sell  directly  or  through  any  Government 
agency,  including  corporations,  any  metal  or  mineral  prod¬ 
uct  that  may  be  manufactured  in  pilot  plants  operated  by 
the  Bureau  of  Mines,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall 
be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 
(295}T7te  Veterans’  Administration  is  authorized  to  transfer 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  use  of  the  Bureau 
of  Mines,  without  compensation  therefor,  full' jurisdiction, 
possession,  and  control  of  a  parcel  of  forty-three  acres,  more 
or  less,  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Fort  Snelling  Govern¬ 
ment  Reservation  in  Hennepin  County,  Minnesota. 
National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  management  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  areas  and  facilities  administered  by  the  National 
Park  Service,  including  protection  of  lands  in  process  of 
condemnation;  and  for  plans,  investigations,  and  studies  of 
the  recreational  resources  (exclusive  of  preparation  of  de¬ 
tailed  plans  and  working  drawings)  and  archaeological 
values  in  river  basins  of  the  United  States  (except  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  Basin)  ;  $7,688,700:  Provided,  That  the  unex- 
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1  pended  balance  of  the  appropriation  under  the  head  “Missis- 

2  sippi  River  Parkway’’  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appro- 

3  priation  Act,  1950,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with 

4  this  appropriation. 

5  maintenance  and  rehabilitation  oe  physical 

6  FACILITIES 

7  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation,  maintenance, 

8  and  rehabilitation  of  roads,  trails,  buildings,  utilities,  and 

9  other  physical  facilities  essential  to  the  operation  of  areas 

10  administered  pursuant  to  law  by  the  National  Park  Service, 

11  (296)87,250,-000  $7, 448, 100. 

12  CONSTRUCTION 

13  For  construction  and  improvement,  without  regard  to 

14  the  Act  of  August  24,  1912,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  451) , 

15  of  roads,  trails,  parkways,  buildings,  utilities,  and  other 

16  physical  facilities;  and  the  acquisition  of  lands,  interests 

17  therein,  improvements,  and  water  rights;  to  remain  available 

18  until  expended  (297)$20,542,000  $ 19,667,000 ,  of  which 

19  not  to  exceed  (298)#8tPS§7^00  $ 7,935,000  is  for  liquidation 

20  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  under 

21  the  heads  “Independence  National  Historical  Park,  Penn- 

22  sylvania”,  “Parkways,  National  Park  Service”,  and  “Roads 

23  and  Trails,  National  Park  Service”,  in  the  Interior  Depart- 

24  merit  Appropriation  Act,  1950  (299),  and,  in  addition,  the 
2o  Secretary  is  authorized  to  incur  obligations  and  enter  into 
26  contracts,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $100,000  for  the  construe- 
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tion  of  a  'public  information  building  in  the  Theodore  Roose¬ 
velt  National  Memorial  Park,  North  Dakota:  Provided,  That 
the  unexpended  balances  of  prior  year  appropriations,  includ¬ 
ing  unused  balances  of  related  contract  authorizations,  for  the 
foregoing  purposes,  shall  he  transferred  to  and  merged  with 
this  appropriation  (300):  Provided  further,  That  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $ 150,000  of  the  funds  available  for  the  Independence 
National  Historical  Park,  Pennsylvania,  shall  be  available 
after  January  1, 1951,  for  the  management,  protection,  main¬ 
tenance,  and  rehabilitation  of  Independence  Hall,  grounds, 
and  structures  in  that  Park. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of 
the  National  Park  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the 
regional  offices,  (301  )■$!- ,-204,500  $1,314,500. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  the  National  Park  Service  shall  he 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  nineteen,  of  which  sixteen  shall 
be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehi¬ 
cles;  printing  and  binding;  cleaning  and  repair  of  uniforms 
for  National  Capital  Parks  police  and  guards;  and  the 
objects  and  purposes  specified  in  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946 
(16  U.  S.  C.  17j— 2) . 
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Fish  and  Wildltfe  Service 

MANAGEMENT  OF  RESOURCES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  conservation,  management, 
protection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources,  and 
for  the  performance  of  other  authorized  functions  related  to 
such  resources;  operation  of  the  industrial  properties  within 
the  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge  (61  Stat.  770)  ; 
maintenance  of  the  herd  of  long-horned  cattle  on  the 
Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge;  purchase  or  rent  of  land, 
and  functions  related  to  wildlife  management  in  California 
(16  U.  S.  C.  695-695c)  ;  (302 Jcmd  not  to  exceed  $ 30,000 
for  payment,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  for  informa¬ 
tion  or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  laics  administered-  by 
the  Fish  and-  Wildlife  Service;  (3 03)$ 7? 157,000  $7 ,082,000. 

INVESTIGATIONS  OF  RESOURCES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  scientific  and  economic 
studies  and  investigations  respecting  conservation,  manage¬ 
ment,  protection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources, 
including  related  aquatic  plants  and  products;  collection, 
compilation,  and  publication  of  information  concerning  such 
studies  and  investigations ;  and  the  performance  of  other  func¬ 
tions  related  thereto;  as  authorized  by  law;  (304 
$ 4,125,000 . 

CONSTRUCTION 


For  construction  and  acquisition  of  buildings  and  other 
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facilities  required  in  the  conservation,  management,  pro¬ 
tection,  and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  and 
the  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests  therein,  including 
continuing  the  construction  of  fish  cultural  facilities  on  lands 
owned  by  the  State  of  South  Dakota;  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  (305)$3t401,000  $, 2,423,500 ,  of  which  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the  head  “Investiga¬ 
tions  respecting  food  fishes”  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the 
regional  offices,  $917,500. 

FEDERAL  AID  IN  WILDLIFE  RESTORATION 
For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1937,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  669— 669j) , 
amounts  equal  to  the  sums  credited  during  the  next  preceding 
fiscal  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  to  the  special  fund 
created  by  said  Act. 

MIGRATORY  BIRD  CONSERVATION  FUND 
(306)Fer  carrying  mto  effect  section  4  of  the  Aet  of  March 
FGy  -1931,  as  amended  -(4h  Hr  hh  7 18-7-l-8h)-,-  an  amount 
equal  to  the  sum  received  during  the  current  hseal  year 
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from  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  el  stamp %  te  he  warranted 
nrenddy  ami  4e  re-main  available  until  expended? 

For  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March 
16,  1934,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  718-718H),  amounts 
equal  to  the  sums  received  during  the  current  year  and.  each 
fiscal  year  thereafter  from  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
stamps,  to  be  warranted  monthly  and  to  remain  available 
until  exp ended. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGES 
For  management  of  national  wildlife  refuges,  including 
the  construction,  improvement,  repair,  and  alteration  of 
buildings,  roads,  and  other  facilities,  and  enforcement  of  the 
Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  of  July  3,  1918,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  703-711),  amounts  equal  to  75  per  centum 
of  the  net  proceeds  received  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal 
year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  under  the  provisions  of 
section  4-01  of  the  Act  of  June  15,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  715s) , 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  ninety,  of  which  sixty  shall  be  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  ten,  of  which  six  shall  be  for  replace- 
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1  ment  only)  of  aircraft;  printing  and  binding,  including 

2  purchase  of  reprints;  publication  and  distribution  of  bulle- 

3  tins  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.  S.  0.  417);  rations  or 

4  commutation  of  rations  for  officers  and  crews  of  vessels  at 

5  rates  not  to  exceed  $2  per  man  per  day;  repair  of  damage 

6  to  public  roads  within  and  adjacent  to  reservation  areas 

7  caused  by  operations  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

8  options  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  not  to  exceed  $1  for 

9  each  option;  facilities  incident  to  such  public  recreational 

10  uses  on  conservation  areas  as  are  not  inconsistent  with  their 

11  primary  purposes;  and  the  maintenance  and  improvement 

12  of  acquaria,  buildings,  and  other  facilities  under  the  juris- 

13  diction  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  to  which  the 

14  United  States  has  title,  and  which  are  utilized  pursuant  to 

15  law  in  connection  with  management  and  investigation  of  fish 

16  and  wildlife  resources. 

17  Territories  and  Island  Possessions 

18  ADMINISTRATION  OF  TERRITORIES  AND  POSSESSIONS 

19  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  Terri- 

20  tories  and  possessions  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 

21  ment  of  the  Interior,  including  expenses  of  the  Offices  of 

22  the  Governors  of  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Guam,  and  the  Gov- 

23  ernment  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  including  the  agricultural 

24  station;  compensation  and  mileage  of  members  of  the  legis- 

25  latures  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii;  compensation  of  members  of 
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the  Supreme  Court  and  the  legislature  in  Guam;  care  of 
insane  as  authorized  by  law  for  Alaska  (48  U.  S.  C.  46- 
50)  ;  grants  to  the  Virgin  Islands  and  Guam,  in  addition  to 
current  local  revenues,  for  support  of  governmental  functions; 
personal  services,  household  equipment  and  furnishings,  and 
utilities  necessary  in  the  operation  of  the  several  Governors’ 
houses;  and  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
(307}f B,329j500  $ 3,392,180 :  Provided,  That  the  territorial 
and  local  governments  of  the  Virgin  Islands  and  Guam  are 
authorized  to  make  purchases  for  their  public  institutions 
through  the  General  Services  Administration. 

CONSTKUCTION  OF  LOADS,  ALASKA 
Dor  construction  of  roads,  tramways,  buildings,  ferries, 
bridges,  and  trails,  including  surveys  and  plans  for  new  road 
construction;  acquisition  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  h}r  pur¬ 
chase,  donation,  condemnation,  or  otherwise;  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  (3Q8)$20y400 ,0QQ$18,883,212,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $8,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted;  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$8,000,000:  Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  prior 
37ear  appropriations,  including  unused  balances  of  related 
contract  authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


271 


OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  ROADS,  ALASKA 
For  operation  and  maintenance  of  roads,  tramways, 
buildings,  ferries,  bridges,  and  trails,  $2,600,000. 

The  total  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  construction, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  roads  in  Alaska  shall  be 
available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein 
made  for  operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only 
for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

(309 ^CLAIMS,  ALASKA  ROAD  COMMISSION 
For  payment  of  claims  certified  by  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  to  be  due  for  overtime  compensation 
earned  in  1945  and  prior  fiscal  years  under  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Act  of  March  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  522), 
$ 12,893 ,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1952:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  received  by  any  claimant 
in  excess  of  10  per  centum  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  any  such  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand¬ 
ing,  and  any  person  violating  this  provision  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

CONSTRUCTION,  ALASKA.  RAILROAD 
For  the  authorized  work  of  the  Alaska  Kailroad,  in¬ 
cluding  improvements  and  new  construction,  to  remain 
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available  until  expended,  (SlO^fSd^OOOjOOO  $28,700,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950:  Provided,  That  funds 
appropriated  under  this  head  may  be  transferred  to  the  Alaska 
Eailroad  Special  Fund  for  purposes  of  accounting  and  ad¬ 
ministration. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  ALASKA  RAILROAD 

The  Alaska  Eailroad  Special  Fund  shall  continue  avail¬ 
able  until  expended  for  the  work  authorized  by  law,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  operation  of 
facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  railroad  in  Mount 
McKinley  National  Park;  operation  and  maintenance  of 
oceangoing  or  coastwise  vessels  by  ownership,  charter,  or 
arrangement  with  other  branches  of  the  Government  service, 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  additional  facilities  for  trans¬ 
portation  of  freight,  passengers,  or  mail,  when  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  benefit  and  development  of  industries  or  travel 
in  the  area  served;  and  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  as  authorized  by  section  42  of  the  Act  of  September 
7,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C.  793) ,  to  be  reimbursed  as  therein  pro¬ 
vided  :  Provided,  That  no  one  other  than  the  general  manager 
of  said  railroad,  and  one  assistant  general  manager  at  not 
to  exceed  $13,000  per  annum,  shall  he  paid  an  annual  salary 
out  of  said  fund  of  more  than  $11,000. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 
Appropriations  for  Territories  and  island  possessions 
shall  be  available  for  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and 
printing  and  binding. 

General  Provisions— Department  of  the  Interior 
Sec.  102.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  station  wagons  without  such 
vehicles  being  considered  as  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  103.  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  law  to  the 
contrary,  aliens  may  be  employed  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods  of 
not  more  than  thirty  days  in  cases  of  emergency  caused  by 
fire,  flood,  storm,  act  of  God,  or  sabotage. 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  in  this  chapter  available  for 
travel  expenses  shall  be  available,  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary,  for  expenses  of  attendance  of 
officers  and  employees  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  societies  or  associations  concerned  with  the  work  of 
the  bureau  or  office  for  which  the  appropriation  concerned 
is  made. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall 
be  available,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  for  the 
emergency  reconstruction,  replacement  or  repair  of  build¬ 
ings,  utilities,  or  other  facilities  or  equipment  damaged  or 
destroyed  by  fire,  flood,  storm,  or  other  unavoidable  causes: 
H.  R.  7786 - 18 
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1  Provided,  That  no  funds  shall  be  made  available  under  this 

2  authority  until  funds  specifically  made  available  to  the 

3  Department  of  the  Interior  for  emergencies  shall  have  been 

4  exhausted. 

5  Sec.  106.  The  Secretary  may  authorize  the  use  of  any 

6  appropriation  in  this  chapter,  in  addition  to  the  amounts 

7  included  in  the  budget  programs  of  the  several  agencies,  for 

8  the  suppression  or  emergency  prevention  of  forest  or  range 

9  fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 

10  ment  of  the  Interior:  Provided,  That  appropriations  made 

11  in  this  chapter  for  fire  suppression  purposes  shall  be  avail- 

12  able  for  the  payment  of  obligations  incurred  during  the 
16  preceding  fiscal  year. 

14  Sec.  107.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 

15  available  for  operation  of  warehouses,  garages,  shops,  and 

16  similar  facilities,  wherever  consolidation  of  activities  will 

17  contribute  to  efficiency  or  economy,  and  said  appropriations 
16  shall  be  reimbursed  for  services  rendered  to  any  other 
1®  activity  in  the  same  manner  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
26  June  30,  1932  (31  U.  S.  C.  686)  :  Provided,  That  reim- 

21  bursements  for  cost  of  supplies,  materials  and  equipment, 

22  and  for  services  rendered  may  be  credited  to  the  appro- 
26  priation  current  at  the  time  such  reimbursements  are  received. 

24  Sec.  108.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be 

25  available  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
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of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  exami¬ 
nation  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field;  payment 
for  telephone  service  in  private  residences  in  the  field,  when 
authorized  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary; 
health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  G. 
2672)  ;  and  the  payment  of  dues,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 

\ 

to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  members. 

Sec.  109.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  head  of  any 
Department  or  establishment  of  the  Government  having  funds 
available  for  scientific  and  technical  investigations  within  the 
scope  of  the  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  may, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  transfer  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  therefor,  which  sums  so 
transferred  may  be  expended  for  the  same  objects  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  sums  appropriated  herein  but  without  their 
limitations. 

Sec.  110.  Transfers  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949,  of  equipment,  material  and  supplies,  excess 
to  the  needs  of  Federal  agencies  may  be  made  at  the  request 
of  the  Secretary  without  reimbursement  or  transfer  of  funds 
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when  required  by  the  Department  for  operations  conducted 
in  Territories  and  island  possessions. 

TITLE  II — VIRGIN  ISLANDS  CORPORATION 

GRANTS 

Eor  payment  to  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  in  the 
form  of  grants,  $474,000,  for  estimated  losses  to  be  sus¬ 
tained  during  the  fiscal  years  1950  and  1951,  as  authorized 
by  section  8  (a)  of  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  Act,  in 
the  conduct  of  activities  budgeted  as  predominantly  revenue 
producing. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  Virgin  Islands  Cor¬ 
poration  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures, 
within  the  limits  of  funds  available  to  it  and  in  accord  with 
law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal-year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  its  programs  as  set  forth 
in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 :  Provided,  That  not 
to  exceed  $121,480  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration,  covering  the  categories  set  forth  in  the  1951 
Budget  estimates  for  such  expenses. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  V III— EXECUTIVE  AND  INDEPENDENT 

OFFICES 
TITLE  I 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

COMPENSATION  OP  THE  PEESIDENT 

For  compensation  of  the  President,  including  an  expense 
allowance  at  the  rate  of  $50,000  per  annum,  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  January  19,  1949  (Public  Law  2) ,  $150,000. 

THE  WHITE  HOUSE  OFFICE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  The 
White  House  Office,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $100,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  such  per  diem  rates  for 
individuals  as  the  President  may  specify,  and  other  personal 
services  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  law  regulating 
the  employment  and  compensation  of  persons  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  service;  and  travel  and  official  entertainment  expenses 
of  the  President,  to  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his  cer¬ 
tificate;  $1,585,553. 
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EMERGENCY  FUND  FOR  THE  PRESIDENT 
To  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  interest 
or  security,  without  regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regu¬ 
lating  the  expenditure  of  Government  funds  as  the  President 
may  specify,  and  for  supplementing  the  efforts  and  available 

resources  of  State  and  local  governments  or  other  agencies 

/ 

in  alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  flood,  fire, 
hurricane,  earthquake,  or  other  catastrophe  in  any  part  of 
the  United- States,  $1,000,000:  Provided,  That  assistance  in 
alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  such  a  catastrophe 
may  be  rendered  through  such  agency  or  agencies  as  the 
President  may  designate  and  in  such  manner  as  he  shall 
determine,  without  regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regu¬ 
lating  the  expenditure  of  Government  funds  or  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  persons  in  the  Government  service  as  he  shall 
specify,  whenever  he  finds  that  such  a  catastrophe  is  of 
sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  emergency 
assistance  by  the  Federal  Government  in  alleviating  hard¬ 
ship  or  suffering  caused  thereby,  and  if  the  Governor  of  any 
State  in  which  such  a  catastrophe  shall  occur  shall  certify 
that  such  assistance  is  required,  and  shall  have  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  such  agency  of  the  Government  as  the 
President  may  designate,  giving  assurance  of  expenditure  of 
a  reasonable  amount  of  the  funds  of  the  government  of  such 
State,  local  governments  therein,  or  other  agencies,  for  the 
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1  same  or  similar  purposes  with  respect  to  such  catastrophe: 

2  Provided  further,  That  within  any  affected  area  Federal 

3  agencies  are  authorized  to  participate  in  any  such  emergency 

4  assistance:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria- 

5  tion  which  may  be  allocated  for  alleviating  hardship  or 

6  suffering  caused  by  a  catastrophe  shall  be  expended  for 

7  departmental  personal  services  or  for  permanent  construc- 

8  tion:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria- 

9  tion  shall  be  available  for  allocation  to  finance  a  function  or 

10  project  for  which  function  or  project  a  budget  estimate  of 

11  appropriation  was  transmitted  pursuant  to  law  during  the 

12  Eighty-first  Congress  or  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-second 

13  Congress  and  such  appropriation  denied  after  consideration 

14  thereof  by  the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  or  by 
lb  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  either  body. 

lb  EXECUTIVE  MANSION  AND  GROUNDS 

17  For  the  care,  maintenance,  repair  and  alteration,  refur- 
13  nishing,  improvement,  heating  and  lighting,  including 

19  electric  power  and  fixtures,  of  the  Executive  Mansion  and 

20  the  Executive  Mansion  grounds,  and  traveling  expenses,  to 

21  be  expended  as  the  President  may  determine,  notwith- 

22  standing  the  provisions  of  any  other  Act,  $266,000. 

23  BUREAU  OF  TIIE  BUDGET 

21  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
23  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia  and  elsewhere;  exchange  of  hooks;  newspapers 
and  periodicals  (not  exceeding  $200)  ;  teletype  news  serv¬ 
ice  (not  exceeding  $900)  ;  printing  and  binding;  not  to 
exceed  $20,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates 
not  to  exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals;  a  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  the 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
(3 11)$3 ,-386,-606  $ 3,412,000 . 

COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISEES 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Council  in  carrying  out  its  functions  under  the  Employment 
Act  of  1946  (15  U.  S.  C.  1021),  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  expenses;  purchase 
of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not  exceeding 
$200)  ;  press  clippings  (not  exceeding  $300)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  $300,000. 

Office  for  Emergency  Management 

PHILIPPINE  ALIEN  PROPERTY  ADMINISTRATION 
Administrative  expenses,  Philippine  Alien  Property 
Administration:  The  Philippine  Alien  Property  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other 
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property  or  interest  vested  in  him  or  transferred  to  him, 
necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  powers  and 
duties  conferred  on  him  pursuant  to  the  Trading  With  the 
Enemy  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.),  and  the 
Philippine  Property  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  418)  :  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  (3 1 2)$4-60T909  $ 215,500  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  general  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administration; 
printing  and  binding;  rent  of  private  or  Government- 
owned  space  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  employment 
outside  the  United  States  of  persons  without  regard 
to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws  including  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S,  C.  55a)  ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organ¬ 
izations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  agency:  Provided 
further,  That  on  or  before  November  1  of  the  current  fiscal 
year  the  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administrator  shall 
make  a  report  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  detailed 
information  on  all  administrative  and  nonadministrative 
expenses  incurred  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year, 
in  connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Philippine  Alien 
Property  Administration :  Provided  further,  That  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Alien  Property  Administration  shall  cease  to  exist  after 
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June  30,  1951,  and  all  duties  being  performed  by  such 
Administration  as  of  that  date  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Office  of  Alien  Property  Custodian,  including  all  records, 
files,  and  other  property. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

AMERICAN  BATTLE  MONUMENTS  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  26,  1946  (36  U.  S.  C.  121, 
123-132,  138),  including  the  acquisition  of  land  or  interest 
in  land  in  foreign  countries;  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  purchase  and  repair  of  uniforms  for  caretakers 
of  national  cemeteries  and  monuments  outside  of  the  United 
States  and  its  Territories  and  possessions  at  a  cost  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $4,845;  travel  expenses;  rent  of  office  and  garage  space 
in  foreign  countries;  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle;  insurance  of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  when  required  by  law  of  such  countries;  and  printing, 
binding,  engraving,  lithographing,  photographing,  and  type¬ 
writing;  (3 1 3)$ JQAyOOO  $ 670,000 :  Provided,  That  where 
station  allowance  has  been  authorized  by  the  Department 
of  the  Army  for  officers  of  the  Army  serving  the  Army  at 
certain  foreign  stations,  the  same  allowance  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  for  officers  of  the  armed  forces  assigned  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  while  serving  at  the  same  foreign  stations,  and  this 
appropriation  is  hereby  made  available  for  the  payment  of 
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such  allowance:  Provided  further,  That  when  traveling  on 
business  of  the  Commission,  officers  of  the  armed  forces  serv¬ 
ing  as  members  or  as  secretary  of  the  Commission  may  be 
reimbursed  for  expenses  as  provided  for  civilian  members 
of  the  Commission. 

Construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries:  For  the  per¬ 
manent  design  and  construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries 
in  foreign  countries  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1946  (36  U.  S.  C.  121,  123-132,  138),  and  the  Act  of 
August  5,  1947  (50  U.  S.  C.  1819),  and  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  (o  14^$8-,-680j000 
$ 8,500,000 ,  of  which  $5,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  under  authority  provided  under  this  head  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  to  remain 
available  until  expended;  and  in  addition  the  Commission 
is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount  of 
$1,500,000  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1946,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  employment  of 
aliens;  purchase  of  land  and  interests  in  land;  services 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  one  hundred 
and  fifty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only; 
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purchase,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing 
and  binding;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  0.  150)  ;  publication  and  dissemination  of  atomic 
information;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law;  pur¬ 
chase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals'  (not  to  exceed  $8,000)  and  travel  ex¬ 
penses;  official  entertainment  expenses  (not  to  exceed 
$5,000)  ;  reimbursement  of  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  for  security  guard  services;  and  pajunent  of  obligations 
incurred  under  prior  year  contract  authorizations;  $647,820,- 
000,  together  with  the  unexpended  balances,  as  of  June  30, 
1950,  of  prior  year  appropriations  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  of  which  amounts  $100,000  may  be  expended 
for  objects  of  a  confidential  nature  and  in  any  such  case 
the  certificate  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
expenditure  and  that  it  is  deemed  inadvisable  to  specify 
the  nature  thereof  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient  voucher 
for  the  sum  therein  expressed  to  have  been  expended;  from 
which  appropriation  transfers  of  sums  may  be  made  to 
other  agencies  of  the  Government  for  the  performance  of 
the  work  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  in  such 
cases  the  sums  so  transferred  may  be  merged  with  the 
appropriation  to  which  transferred;  and  in  addition  to  the 
amount  herein  provided,  the  Commission  is  authorized 
to  contract  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  during 
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the  current  fiscal  year  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$300,150,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  salary  of  any  officer  or  employee 
(except  such  officers  and  employees  whose  compensation 
is  fixed  bj7  law,  and  scientific  and  technical  personnel) 
whose  position  would  be  subject  to  the  Classification  Act 
of  1923,  as  amended,  if  such  Act  were  applicable  to  such 
position,  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  the  rate  payable  under  such 
Act  for  positions  of  equivalent  difficulty  or  responsibility: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  or 
contract  authorization  shall  be  used — 

(A)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  for 
which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for 
the  current  fiscal  year; 

(B)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  the  cur¬ 
rently  estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  the  estimated 
cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget;  or 

(C)  to  continue  any  community  facility  construc¬ 
tion  project  whenever  the  currently  estimated  cost 
thereof  exceeds  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in 
such  budget; 

unless  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically 
approves  the  start  of  such  construction  project  or  its  continu¬ 
ation  and  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  is  submitted  forth- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


286 


with  by  the  Director  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy;  the  limitations  contained  in 
this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  any  construction  project  the 
total  estimated  cost  of  which  does  not  exceed  $500,000; 
and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  “construction  project”  includes 
the  purchase,  alteration,  or  improvement  of  buildings,  and 
the  term  “budget”  includes  the  detailed  justification  support¬ 
ing  the  budget  estimates:  Provided  further ,  That  whenever 
the  current  estimate  to  complete  any  construction  project 
(except  community  facilities)  exceeds  by  15  per  centum 
the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  or  the 
estimated  cost  of  a  construction  project  covered  by  clause 
(A)  of  the  foregoing  proviso  which  has  been  approved  by 
the  Director,  the  Commission  shall  forthwith  submit  a  de¬ 
tailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Atomic  Energy:  Provided  further,  That  the 
two  foregoing  provisos  shall  have  no  application  with  re¬ 
spect  to  technical  and  production  facilities  ( 1 )  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  certifies  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
that  immediate  construction  or  immediate  continuation  of 
construction  is  necessary  to  the  national  defense  and  security, 
and  (2)  if  the  Director  agrees  that  such  certification  is  justi- 
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ficil  (3  15)  \~~P V'&UtxieS:  f-H*Pib€V;  HLat  HO  pUft  ©I  th©  l©feg©fRg 
appropriali©©:  of  eentfael  fttttfe©ri2a4i©ft  shall  lie  used  m  eoooee- 
tie©  with  -the  payment  el  any  e©ntraet©r  ©f  farm  ©I  e©ntfaet©fs 
engaged  trader  a  eest-pl ns-a-fec-ed-fee  eentraet  er  contracts 
at  any  instahatien  ©I  the  Gommissieny  where  the  lee  let 
eefm-nttftily  management  is  a4  a  fate  m  excess  ©I  $90*090 
fee  annum*  ©f  l©f  life  ©peratien  ©I  a  transpertatien  system 
wdrere  tiie  lee  is  al  a  fate  in  excess  ©I  $4tp090  per  annum. 
CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed 
$28,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  for  medical  examinations  performed  for  veterans  by 
private  physicians  on  a  fee  basis;  travel  expenses  of  examiners 
acting  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  and  expenses  of 
examinations  and  investigations  held  in  Washington  and  else¬ 
where  ;  payment  in  advance  for  library  membership  in  societies 
whose  publications  are  available  to  members  only  or  to  mem¬ 
bers  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public ;  printing  and 
binding;  not  to  exceed  (316)$50*990  $ 80,000  for  perform¬ 
ing  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of 
July  19,  1940  (54  Stat.  767)  ;  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  fdes;  a  health  service  program  as 
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1  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 

2  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $5,000 

3  for  actuarial  services  by  contract,  without  regard  to  section 

4  3709,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  (3 1 7)$15,-261 ,94-3 

5  $15,761,913 :  Provided,  That  no  details  from  any  executive 

6  department  or  independent  establishment  in  the  District  of 

7  Columbia  or  elsewhere  to  the  Commission’s  central  office 

8  in  Washington  or  to  any  of  its  regional  offices  shall  be  made 

9  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  but  this  shall  not  affect  the 

10  making  of  details  for  service  as  members  of  the  boards  of 

11  examiners  outside  the  immediate  offices  of  the  Commission 

12  in  Washington  or  of  the  regional  directors,  nor  shall  it  affect 

13  the  making  of  details  of  persons  qualified  to  serve  as  expert 

14  examiners  on  special  subjects:  Provided  further,  That  the 

15  Civil  Service  Commission  shall  have  power  in  case  of 

16  emergency  to  transfer  or  detail  any  of  its  employees  to  or 

17  from  its  office  or  field  force:  Provided  further,  That  mem- 

18  bers  of  the  Loyalty  Review  Board  in  Washington  and  of 

19  the  regional  loyalty  boards  in  the  field  may  be  paid  actual 

20  transportation  expenses,  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  sub- 

21  sistence  authorized  by  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949 

22  while  traveling  on  official  business  away  from  their  homes 

23  or  regular  places  of  business,  and  while  en  route  to 

24  and  from  and  at  the  place  where  their  services  are  to  be 

25  performed:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  section  281 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


289 


or  283  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  or  in  section  180  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S.  C.  99)  shall  be  deemed  to 
apply  to  any  person  because  of  his  appointment  for  part-time 
or  intermittent  service  as  a  member  of  the  Loyalty  Review 
Board  or  a  regional  loyalty  board  in  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission. 

No  part  of  the  appropriations  herein  made  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  shall  be  available  for  the  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Legal  Examining  Unit  in  the  Examining 
and  Personnel  Utilization  Division  of  the  Commission, 
established  pursuant  to  Executive  Order  Numbered  9358 
of  July  1.  1943,  or  for  the  compensation  or  expenses  of 
any  member  of  a  board  of  examiners  (1)  who  has  not 
made  affidavit  that  he  has  not  appeared  in  any  agency 
proceeding  within  the  preceding  two  years,  and  will  not 
thereafter  while  a  board  member  appear  in  any  agency 
proceeding,  as  a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  before  an  agency  in  which  an  applicant  is  em¬ 
ployed  who  has  been  rated  or  will  be  rated  by  such  member; 
or  (2)  who,  after  making  such  affidavit,  has  rated  an 
applicant  who  at  the  time  of  the  rating  is  employed  by  an 
agency  before  which  the  board  member  has  appeared  as 
a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party,  within  the  preceding  two 
years:  Provided,  That  the  definitions  of  “agency”,  “agency 
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proceeding”  and  “party”  in  section  2  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  shall  apply  to  these  terms  as  used  herein. 

No  part  of  appropriations  herein  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  compensation  of  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  who  allocate  or  reallocate  supervisory 
positions  in  the  classified  civil  service  solely  on  the  size 
of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization  unit, 
or  on  the  number  of  subordinates  supervised.  References 
to  size  of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization 
unit  or  the  number  of  subordinates  supervised  may  be  given 
effect  only  to  the  extent  warranted  by  the  work  load  of 
such  organization  unit  and  then  only  in  combination  with 
other  factors,  such  as  the  kind,  difficulty,  and  complexity 
of  work  supervised,  the  degree  and  scope  of  responsibility 
delegated  to  the  supervisor,  and  the  kind,  degree,  and  value 
of  the  supervision  actually  exercised. 

Panama  Canal  construction  annuity  fund:  For  pay¬ 
ment  of  annuities  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  29,  1944,  as 
amended  (48  U.  S.  C.  1373a),  $2,803,177. 

Civil-service  retirement  and  disability  fund:  For  financ¬ 
ing  the  liability  of  the  United  States,  created  by  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1920,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof  (5 
U.  S.  C.  chap.  14),  $305,000,000,  which  amount  shall  be 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  “civil-service  retirement  and  dis¬ 
ability  fund”. 
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COMMISSION  ON  RENOVATION  OE  THE 
EXECUTIVE  MANSION 

For  all  expenses  of  the  Commission  on  Renovation  of  the 
Executive  Mansion  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  40,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  (318j$20j000  $ 50,000 ,  together  with  not 
exceeding  $30,000  of  the  unobligated  balances  of  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  such  purpose  in  the  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation 
Act,  1949,  and  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1950. 


DISPLACED  PERSONS  COMMISSION 
(31 9)Bisplaeed  Persons  Commission-?  Per  expenses  necessary 

f/~\  pfyyp-TT  /vii  4  fla  a  Tivn  V I  C? !  All  Q  fJjL/x  1  C  1  O  /  W~j  Cl  A 

t  v7  vttri  \  t7trt7  Li  H;  I  " I  v "  >  1  of v7 1 1  o  VJT  tiiU  j y  i  o  j  /It  i  1  v  vT  A  C  I  n  U  i  I  o  j.  A vlT* 

ef  4948  -fPublie  Law  77  L  approved  June  2bT  1948) ,  in- 
eludreff  personal  serviees  and  rents  in  the  District  ef 


Columbia-:  travel 


p  including  travel 


outside 


continental  United  States  without  regard  to  the  Standardized 
O-overmnent  Travel  Regulations}  as  amended}  and  the  rates 
of  per  diem  allowances  under  the  Subsistence  Expense  Act 
of  4999}  as  amended}  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles-;  print¬ 
ing  and  bindings  ineluding  printing  and  binding  outside  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States  without  regard  to  sec¬ 
tion  44  ef  the  Aet  of  March  4}  4949  -f44  U  T  C  444) 
serviees  as  authorized  by  seetien  4b  of  the  Aet  of  August  A 


4949  -(b  Ur  Sr  (A  bbn)g  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
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lew  -{28  fed  8fe  Or  2(172-)- j  feeafefe  sendee  program  a-s  antfeer- 
ized  fey  law  -{5  fed  ($?  G?  4-50)--  employment  el  aliemp  and 
payment  el  reel  in  foreign  countries  in  advance ;  $455,100-? 
Provided,  -Ghat  afeeeut-iens  may  fee  made  Irem  Oris  appropri¬ 
ation  fey  Ore  Commission  upon  approval  fey  (fee  -Bureau  el  Ore  ' 
Badge!  te  any  department,-  agency  7  corporation,  or 


ent  er 


el  Ore 


ler  direct  expenditure  lee 
Ore  purposes  el  Oris  appropriation,  and  any  snefe  expenditures 
may  fee  made  under  Ore  specific  antfeerity  feerefer  contained 
er  under  Ore  autfeerity  governing  Ore  aetrviOes  el  Ore  de- 

te  wfeiefe  an-reunts  are  adeeated-r  Provided  further,  Gfeat  Ore 
Gemini ssion  mav  enter  inte  agreements  wiOr 

J  c? 

and  private  agencies  and  may  make  payment  nr 
fey  reiinfeurseinent  ler  expenses  incurred  try  snefe 
rendering  assistance  te  Ore  Genmrissien  in  earning  eat  Ore 


pnrpeses  el  Oris  Act? 


Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  expenses  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  16,  1950.  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and  rents  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  travel  expenses  without  regard  to  the 
Standardized  Government  Travel  Regulations,  as  amended , 
and  the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances  under  the  Subsistence 
Expense  Act  of  1926,  as  amended;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


293 


three) ,  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and 
binding,  including  printing  and  binding  outside  the  conti¬ 
nental  limits  of  the  United  States  without  regard  to  section  11 
of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill )  ;  expeiises 
incident  to  the  primary  and  secondary  education  of  Ameri¬ 
can  children  who  are  dependents  of  Government  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation  and  stationed  overseas;  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  program  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  employment  of  aliens; 
and  payment  of  rent  in  foreign  countries  in  advance; 
$9,000,000 :  Provided,  That  allocations  may  be  made  from 
this  appropriation  by  the  Commission  upon  approval  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  any  department,  agency,  corpora¬ 
tion,  or  independent  establishment  of  the  Government  for 
direct  expenditure  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation, 
and  any  such  expenditures  may  be  made  under  the  specific 
authority  herein  contained  or  under  the  authority  governing 
the  activities  of  the  department,  agency,  corporation,  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are  allocated:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  Commission  may  enter  into  agree¬ 
ments  with  international,  governmental,  and  private  agencies 
and  may  make  payment  in  advance  or  by  reimbursement  for 
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1  expenses  incurred  by  such  agencies  in  rendering  assistance 

2  to  the  Commission  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

3  FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

4  Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  in  per- 

5  forming  the  duties  imposed  by  tbe  Communications  Act 

6  of  1934,  approved  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1064) ,  the 
L7  Ship  Act  of  1910,  approved  June  24,  1910,  as  amended 

8  (46  U.  S.  C.  484-487),  the  International  Radiotelegraphic 

9  Convention  (45  Stat.,  pt.  2,  p.  2760),  Executive  Order 

10  3513,  dated  July  9,  1921,  as  amended  under  date  of  June 

11  30,  1934,  relating  to  applications  for  submarine  cable 

12  licenses,  and  tbe  radiotelegraphy  provisions  of  tbe  Conven- 

13  tion  for  Promoting  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  ratified  by  tbe 

14  President  July  7,  1936,  including  personal  services  in  tbe 

15  District  of  Columbia,  contract  stenographic  reporting  serv- 

16  ices,  special  counsel  fees,  health  service  program  as  authorized 

17  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 

18  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  improvement  and  care  of  grounds 

19  and  repairs  to  buildings  (not  to  exceed  $17,500) ,  purchase  of 

20  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace- 

21  ment  only,  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $93,000),  and 

22  printing  and  binding,  $6,625,000,  of  which  $25,000  shall  be 

23  available  only  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 

24  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  for  a  survey  as  to 

25  ways  and  means  of  expediting  business:  Provided,  That 
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funds  appropriated  under  this  paragraph  may  be  used  for 
application  processing  and  hearings  in  connection  with  broad¬ 
cast  activities  and  for  application  processing  in  connection 
with  safety  and  special  services  without  regard  to  the 
apportionment  of  funds  required  by  the  Act  of  February  27, 
1906  (31  U.  S.  C.  665). 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Commission,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  as 
authorized  by  law,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  ( 3 20)82 d 7,500  $ 256,500  for 
travel;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  printing  and  binding;  and  purchase  (not  to 
exceed  two,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers; 
(321  )$3y9  3 8,300  $ 4,013,300 ,  of  which  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000  shall  be  available  for  special  counsel  and  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  8.  C.  55a),  but  at  rates  not  exceeding  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals. 

Flood-control  surveys:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
work  of  the  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  4  of  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1938  (33  U.  S.  C.  7 0 1  j ) ,  and  similar 
provisions  in  subsequent  Acts,  including  personal  services 
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in  the  District  of  Columbia;  contract  stenographic  reporting 
services,  and  printing  and  binding,  $351,700. 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase 
of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  contract  stenographic 
reporting  services ;  and  printing  and  binding ;  and  not  to  exceed 
700  for  newspapers;  (322)$3;866j69&  $ 3,916,605 ,  of  which 
not  less  than  $223,473  shall  be  available  (323)te  the  -Bureau 
of  Trade  Practice  Conferences  for  trade  practice  agreement 
work:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated 
herein  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  shall  be  expended 
upon  any  investigation  hereafter  provided  by  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  until  funds  are  appropriated  sub¬ 
sequently  to  the  enactment  of  such  resolution  to  finance  the 
cost  of  such  investigation. 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Salaries:  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  elsewhere,  (324)$34,590,000  $ 32,689,500 . 

Miscellaneous  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding  and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only,  $1,750,000. 

Appropriations  for  the  General  Accounting  Ofhce  shall 
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be  available  for  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ,  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  (625},  for  newspapers  and 
periodicals  (not  exceeding  $600) ,  and  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Sites  and  planning,  public  buildings  outside  the  District 
of  Columbia:  For  expenses  necessary  for  continuing  the 
program  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  and  the  preparation  of 
drawings  and  specifications  for  Federal  public  building  proj¬ 
ects  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  authorized  and 
provided  for  by  title  I  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1949  (Public 
Law  105) ,  and  by  the  Act  of  May  25,  1926  (44  Stat.  630) , 
as  amended,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  (326}$28-,000,090  $ 22,000,000 ,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

Renovation  and  improvement  of  federally  owned  build¬ 
ings  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  continuing  the  program  for  the  renovation  and 
improvement  of  federally  owned  buildings  outside  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  which  funds  are  not  otherwise  available, 
including  appurtenances  and  approaches  thereto,  that  are 
under  the  control  of  the  General  Services  Administration 
for  repair  and  preservation,  as  authorized  by  title  III  of  the 
Act  of  June  16,  1949  (Public  Law  105) ,  including  personal 
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services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $10,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Eepair,  preservation,  and  equipment,  outside  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia:  For  the  repair,  alteration,  improvement, 
preservation,  and  equipment,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
of  completed  Federal  buildings,  the  grounds  and  approaches 
thereof,  wharves,  and  piers,  together  with  the  necessary 
dredging  adjacent  thereto,  and  care  and  safeguarding  of 
sites  acquired  for  Federal  buildings  and  of  surplus  real 
property,  the  custody  of  which  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
General  Services  Administration  under  the  Act  of  August  27, 
1935  (40  U.  S.  C.  304) ,  and  Public  Law  152,  Eighty-first 
Congress,  pending  sale  or  disposition;  the  demolition  of  build¬ 
ings  thereon;  the  purchase  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
fixtures  in  buildings  under  the  administration  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration;  and  for  changes  in,  main¬ 
tenance  of,  and  repairs  to  the  pneumatic-tube  system 
in  New  York  City  installed  under  franchise  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  approved  June  29,  1909,  and  June  11,  1928, 
and  the  payment  of  any  obligations  arising  thereunder  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  August 
5,  1909  (36  Slot.  120) ,  and  May  15,  1928  (45  Stat.  533)  ; 
$10,000,000. 

Federal  office  building,  Nashville,  Tennessee:  For  com- 
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pletion  of  construction  of  a  Federal  office  building  in 
Nashville,  Tennessee,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$1,200,000,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

Buildings  and  facilities,  Cincinnati,  Ohio:  For  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction  of  buildings  and  facilities  at  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  for  the  use  of  the  Public  Health  Service,  as  authorized 
by  section  8  (b)  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (Public  Law 
845),  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  and 
in  addition  thereto  the  General  Services  Administration  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $2,400,000. 

Federal  Courts  Building,  District  of  Columbia:  For 
completion  of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  14,  1948  (Public 
Law  527) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $0,000,000, 
which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948. 

General  Accounting  Office  Building,  District  of  Columbia : 
F or  completion  of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  on  square  518,  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  18,  1948 
(Public  Law  533),  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$15,358,194,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948. 

Renovation  and  modernization,  Executive  Mansion:  For 
completing  the  renovation,  repair,  and  modernization  of  the 
Executive  Mansion,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$3,400,000,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Strategic  arid  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of 
July  23,  1946,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  services  as  authorized  b}T  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  five  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding;  (327)46-34— 
408y449  $ 605,000,000 ,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
(328)ef  whieL  net  to  exceed  $25y0GOy9OG  may  he  ex-pended 
in  accordance  with  the  purposes  ef  said  Act  of  July  24y  4946 T 
through  purchase  contracts  negotiated  with  operators  within 
the  United  Statcsy  its  Jerriteries  and  possessions?  and  hr 
making  advance  -payments  en  such  contracts  to  the  extent- 
determined  to  he  necessary  to  the  performance  tkereefy  and 
of  which  $240,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  in- 
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curred  pursuant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this 
head;  and  in  addition  to  the  amount  herein  appropriated, 
contracts  may  he  entered  into  for  the  purposes  of  the 
said  Act  of  July  23,  1946,  in  an  amount  not  in  excess 
of  (829)$100,000,000  $. 125,000,000 :  Provided ,  That  any 
funds  received  as  proceeds  from  sale  or  other  disposition  of 
materials  on  account  of  the  rotation  of  stocks  under  said 
Act  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit,  and  be  available  for 
expenditure  for  the  purposes,  of  this  appropriation:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  there 
shall  be  no  limitation  on  the  value  of  surplus  strategic  and 
critical  materials  which,  in  accordance  with  subsection  6  (a) 
of  the  Act  of  July  23,  1946  (60  Stat.  598) ,  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  stock  piles  established  in  accordance  with  said  Act. 

For  refunds  under  section  403  (a)  (4)  (D)  (relating 
to  the  recomputation  of  the  amortization  deduction)  and  by 
the  last  sentence  of  section  403  (i)  (3)  (relating  to  excess 
inventories)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act;  and  to  refund  any 
amount  finally  adjudged  or  determined  to  have  been  erro¬ 
neously  collected  by  the  United  States  pursuant  to  a  uni¬ 
lateral  determination  of  excessive  profits,  with  interest  there¬ 
on  (at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  4  per  centum  per  annum)  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  War  Contracts  Price  x4.djustment 
Board,  computed  to  the  date  of  certification  to  the  Treasury 
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1  Department  for  payment;  $7,400,000:  Provided,  That 

2  to  the  extent  refunds  are  made  from  this  appropriation 

3  of  excessive  profits  collected  under  the  Renegotiation  Act 

4  and  retained  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 

5  or  any  of  its  subsidiaries,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo- 

6  ration  or  the  appropriate  subsidiary  shall  reimburse  this 

7  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  refunds  made  here- 

8  under  shall  be  based  solely  on  the  certificate  of  the  War 

9  Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board  or  its  duly  authorized 

10  representatives. 

11  To  increase  the  General  Supply  Fund  established  by 

12  section  109  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
12  Services  Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  152,  approved  June  30, 
11  1949),  $4,000,000. 

lb  Alaska  public  works:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
16  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 

11  Act  of  August  24,  1949  (Public  Law  264) ,  relating  to  the 

12  development  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  to  remain  available 

19  until  June  30,  1955,  $9,000,000,  of  which  $4,000,000 

20  shall  be  for  the  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant 

21  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  and  of  which 

22  not  to  exceed  $500,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative 

f 

,23  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twTo  pas- 

li'"  ■ 

!  24  senger  motor  vehicles  (330);  and,  in  addition,  the  General 
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Services  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $ 4,000,000  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation  (331)t  Provided,  dJnd  bo  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  he  available  for  expenditure  on  any  project 
until  a  certificate  bas  been  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  the  installation  of  sued  facility  will  be  of  value 

-»  n  nAnri  Aofinn  itm  f  1 l  1)  a  (  n_\  v>  O  1  /I  >  r  n 

111  CU 1111  V_  v  1 1 U 11  1  LI  1  Hit  Llv'iictx  \.l \J  1  v  1 1  o U • 

Advance  planning  of  non-Federal  public  works:  For  an 
additional  amount  for  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  October  13,  1949  (Public  Law  352) , 
relating  to  the  advance  planning  of  public  works,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  (3 3 2)$2 87OOO7OOQ  $ 20,000,000 , 
of  which  $14,100,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  pursuant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this 
head  and  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,704,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  administrative  expenses,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and,  in  addition,  the  General 
Services  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts, 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  (333 $ 27,000,000 , 
for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Grants  for  plan  preparation,  water  pollution  control: 
For  an  additional  amount  for  grants  to  States,  municipalities, 
or  interstate  agencies  to  aid  in  financing  the  cost  of  action 
preliminary  to  the  construction  of  projects  for  water  pollution 
control  as  authorized  by  section  8  (c)  of  the  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (62  Stat.  1155), 
(334)$900y000  $750,000. 
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Administrative  expenses,  water  pollution  control:  For 
expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  administrative  functions 
of  the  General  Services  Administration  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  of  June  30,  1948  (62 
Stat.  1155),  as  authorized  by  section  8  (e)  of  said  Act, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
travel;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  health  service  pro¬ 
grams  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  exchange 
of  books;  (335)$60y000  $52,285. 

Virgin  Islands  public  works:  For  an  additional  amount 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  December  20,  1944 
(58  Stat.  827),  (336)$4,3007000  $1,000,000,  and  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  General  Services  Administration  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,467,000, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Public  works  advance  planning:  (337)Tke  Not  to  exceed 
$4,000,000  of  the  unexpended  balances  on  June  30,  1950,  of 
funds  made  available  for  public  works  advance  planning 
under  title  V  of  the  War  Mobilization  and  Reconversion  Act 
of  1944  (58  Stat.  791),  are  hereby  continued  available  for 
expenditure  until  June  30,  1951.  (33 S^The  sum  of 
$2,000,000  carried  in  the  said,  unexpended  balances  shall  be 
carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury 
immediately  upon  the  approval  of  this  Act. 

Liquidation  of  public  works  advance  planning:  Not  to 
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exceed  $125,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  on  June  30, 
1950,  of  the  funds  made  available  for  public  works  advance 
planning  under  title  V  of  the  War  Mobilization  and  Eecon- 
version  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  791)  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  administrative  expenses 
incident  to  the  liquidation  of  the  activit}7  for  which  said 
funds  were  appropriated,  including  the  objects  specified  under 
this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1946. 

War  public  works  (community  facilities)  liquidation: 
For  administrative  expenses  necessary  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  the  liquidation  of  all  activities  under  titles  II, 
III,  and  IV  of  the  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534,  1541,  and  1562) ,  except  expenses 
related  to  the  maintenance,  operation  and  disposal  of  Fed¬ 
eral  project  properties,  and  those  in  connection  with  the 
management  and  disposal  of  project  securities,  including 
personal  services  and  rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
printing  and  binding;  and  a  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$40,000  of  the  unobligated  balances  of  the  funds  here¬ 
tofore  appropriated  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  titles 
II,  III,  and  IV  of  the  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534,  1541,  and  1562 )\ 

Operating  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Gen¬ 
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eral  Services  Administration  not  otherwise  provided  for,  in¬ 
cluding:  Operation,  maintenance,  protection,  repair,  and 
improvement  of  public  buildings  and  grounds  to  the  extent 
that  such  buildings  and  grounds  are  under  the  control  of 
the  General  Services  Administration  for  any  of  such  pur¬ 
poses  (including  the  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection 
of  the  District  Court  Building  in  the  District  of  Columbia)  ; 
rental  of  buildings  or  parts  thereof  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere;  the  restoration  of  leased  premises;  moving 
Government  agencies  in  connection  with  the  assignment, 
allocation,  and  transfer  of  building  space ;  ground  rent,  which 
may  he  paid  in  advance  where  required ;  demolition  of  build¬ 
ings;  furnishings  and  equipment;  acquisition  by  purchase  or 
otherwise  and  disposal  by  sale  or  otherwise  of  real  estate  and 
interests  therein;  payment  of  sums  in  lieu  of  taxes  accruing 
against  real  property  declared  surplus  by  Government  cor¬ 
porations  under  the  Surplus  Propert}7  Act  of  1944,  where 
legal  title  to  such  property  remains  in  the  Government  cor¬ 
poration;  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  National 
Industrial  Reserve  Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  451ff)  ;  pay¬ 
ment  of  per  diem  employees  employed  in  connection  with 
any  of  the  foregoing  functions  at  rates  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  or  his  designee  not  exceed¬ 
ing  current  rates  for  similar  services  in  the  place  where  such 
services  are  employed;  arms  and  ammunition  for  the  guard 
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force;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards 
and  elevator  operators;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twent}^- 
three  passenger  motor  vehicles;  processing  and  determining 
net  renegotiation  rebates;  liquidation  of  activities  under  the 
Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States  (55  Stat. 
31)  ;  scientific,  technical  and  other  apparatus  and  materials  for 
the  arrangement,  titling,  scoring,  repair,  editing,  processing, 
duplication,  and  reproduction  of  photographic  and  other  rec¬ 
ords  (including  motion-picture  and  other  films  and  sound  re¬ 
cordings)  in  the  custody  of  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States 
and  preparation  of  guides  and  other  finding  aids  to  records  of 
the  Second  World  War;  (339)$76;500,000  $ 82,725,000 . 

Section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended 
(40  U.  S.  C.  278a)  shall  not  apply  to  any  lease  entered  into 
by,  or  transferred  to,  the  General  Services  Administration, 
for  the  housing  of  agencies  specifically  exempted  from  the 
requirements  of  said  section. 

The  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  credited  with  (1)' 
advances  or  reimbursements  for  salaries  and  administrative 
expenses  chargeable  against  other  appropriations  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  and  such  salaries  and  expenses 
may  be  paid  from  this  appropriation;  (2)  advances  or  reim¬ 
bursements  for  services,  quarters,  maintenance,  or  other  facili¬ 
ties  furnished  other  agencies  on  a  reimbursable  basis;  (3) 
cost  of  maintenance,  upkeep,  and  repair  included  as  part  of 
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rentals  received  from  Government  corporations  pursuant  to 
law  (40  U.  S.  C.  129)  ;  (4)  reimbursements  for  services 
performed  in  respect  to  bonds  and  other  obligations  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  General  Services  Administration,  issued 
by  public  authorities,  States,  or  other  public  bodies,  and  such 
services  in  respect  to  such  bonds  or  obligations  as  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  deems  necessary  and  in  the  public  interest  may,  upon 
the  request  and  at  the  expense  of  the  issuing  agencies,  be  pro¬ 
vided  from  this  appropriation;  and  (5)  as  respects  property 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (50  U.  S.  0.  451ff),  (a) 
advances  or  reimbursements  for  necessary  utilities  and  serv¬ 
ices  furnished  private  occupants  of  industrial  plants,  and 
such  utilities  and  services  may  be  provided  at  cost  from  this 
appropriation;  (b)  proceeds  received  from  insurance  against 
damage  to  such  property,  and  such  proceeds  may,  at  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  used  to  repair  or  restore 
the  damaged  property;  and  (c)  appropriations  or  funds 
available  to  other  agencies,  and  transferred  to  the  General 
Services  Administration,  in  connection  with  such  property, 
and  such  appropriations  or  funds  may,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  be  so  transferred. 

Appropriations  or  other  funds  available  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  shall  be  available  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
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Columbia;  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals  (not  to  exceed  $400)  ;  preparation, 
shipment,  and  installation  of  photographic  displays,  exhibits, 
and  other  descriptive  materials;  and  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

(340)I)nrmg  the  current  fiscal  yearT  no  part  ef  any  money 
appropriated  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shah  he  used  during 
any  quarter  of  such  fiscal  year  to  pureha-se  typewriting 
machines  -(except  bookkeeping  and  biding  machines)  at  a 
priee  -which  exceeds  00  per  centum  of  the  lowest  net  cash 
price?  plus  applicable  Federal  excise  taxes?  accorded  the 
most-favored  easterner  -(other  than  the  Government,  the 
American  National  Fed  Gee  ss?  and  the  purchasers  of  type¬ 
writing  machines  for  educational  purposes  only)-  of  the 
manufacturer  of  such  machines  during  tiro  six-month  period 
immediately  preceding  such  quartern 

tTo  part  of  auy  nreuey  appropriated  hy  this  or  any  ether 
Act  for  any  agency  of  tire  executive  hraneh  of  the  Govern- 
ment  -(which  shah  include  ah  departments?  independent 
establishments?  and  wkehy  owned  Government  corporations) 
shah  he  used  during  tire  current  fiseal  year  for  the  purchase 
within  the  continental  limits  ef  the  United  States  of  any 
typewriting  machines  -(except  typewriting  machines  for 
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veterans  under  pub-lie  laws  administered  fey  the 
Administration-)-  unless  the  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices  certifies  that  he  is  unable  to  furnisfe  sueh  agenev-  with 
suitable  typewriting  machines  out  of  stoek  on  hamfe  dfee 
Administrator  of  General  Services  is  authorized  and  directed 
at  sueh  times  as  fee  may  determine  to  fee  necessary  to  survey 
and  determine  the  numbers  and  kinds  of  typewriting  ma¬ 
chines  located  in  the  continental  limits  of  the  Ended  States 
which  are  at  any  time  surplus  to  the  requirements  of  any 
agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  -fwfeiefe 
shah  include  all  departments^  independent  establishments; 
and  wholly  owned  Government  corporations-)-;  Epen  sueh 

pym  na  o  f i  rm  f  1  •>  n  \  flimTvipdvo  |T4  ati  ovo  1  vat1  ppp  :vq  t  - 

tit;  Ctrl  IiiTiicl  ti'Ully  elite  2.ACLIIIIIII0  M  ctcv/i  t7x  vT  Ciivl  ctl  uUl  V  ILUo  To  cl  tl 

to  direct;  upon  such  notice  and  m  such  manner  as 
%  the  head  of  any  such  agency  to  surrender 
Services  Administration  any  and  all  type- 
to  its  requirements,  the  costs  of 


writing 


W¥- 


dug;  and 
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the 

the 


fund;  Each  such  agency  shall  furnish 
of  General  Services  such  information  re¬ 


garding  typewriting  machines;  wherever  located;  as  he  may 
from  time  to  time  request;  dhe  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive,  hofdy  sell- 
exchange,  or  supply  to  any  branch  of  the  Government; 
hng  die  District  of  Golumfeia,  typewriting  machines 
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te  it  hereunder:  The  Administrator  of  General 
vices  is  authorized  to  eharge  each  agency  to  which  type- 
machines  are  supplied  hereunder  ameunls  equal  to 
the  fair  value  thereof^  as  determined  fey  bmp  and  such 
amounts  sfeall  fee  credited  to  tfee  general  supply  fund: 
HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 


OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  tfee 
Office  of  tfee  Administrator,  including  personal  services  and 
rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle,  for  replacement  only;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  tfee  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  of  organizations  concerned  with  tfee  work  of  tfee  Agency; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  and  transportation  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $25 
per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  section  5 
of  tfee  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  73b— 2 ) ,  for 
persons  serving  without  compensation  as  members  of  any 
advisory  committee  established  pursuant  to  Title  VI  of  tfee 
Housing  Act  of  1949;  (341)$4-,-200,000  $ 4,900,000 :  Pro - 
vided,  That  tfee  Administrator  may,  with  tfee  approval  of  tfee 
Director  of  tfee  Bureau  of  tfee  Budget,  transfer  to  this  account 
from  funds  of  tfee  constituent  agencies  such  sums  as  relate  pri- 
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marily  to  functions  which  are  consolidated  in  the  Office  of 
the  Administrator  as  authorized  by  Title  III  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (342):  Provided  further,  That  nec¬ 
essary  expenses  of  inspections  of  projects  financed  th  rough  loans 
to  educational  institutions  authorized  by  Title  IV  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1950  shall  be  compensated  by  such  institutions  by  the 
payment  of  fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  relation  to 
the  development  costs  of  such  projects  will  cover  the  costs 
of  rendering  such  services,  and  expenses  for  such  purpose 
shall  be  considered  nonadministrative,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  such  inspections,  the  Administrator  may  utilize 
any  agency  and  such  agency  may  accept  reimbursement  or 
payment  for  such  services  from  such  institutions  or  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  and  shall  credit  such  amounts  to  the  appropria¬ 
tions  or  funds  against  which  such  charges  have  been  made. 

PUBLIC  HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION 
Annual  contributions:  For  the  payment  of  annual  con¬ 
tributions  to  public  housing  agencies  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  1410) ,  (343)$7,-500,000  $9,250,000 : 
Provided,  That  except  for  payments  required  on  contracts 
entered  into  prior  to  April  18,  1940,  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  pa}rment  to  any  public  housing 
agency  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  any  low-rent  hous¬ 
ing  project,  unless  the  public  housing  agency  shall  have 
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adopted  regulations  prohibiting  as  a  tenant  of  any  such  proj¬ 
ect  by  rental  or  occupancy  any  person  other  than  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  but  such  prohibition  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  case  of  a  family  of  any  serviceman  or  the  family 
of  any  veteran  who  has  been  discharged  (other  than  dishon¬ 
orably)  from,  or  the  family  and  any  serviceman  who  died 
in,  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  within  four  years 
prior  to  the  date  of  application  for  admission  to  such  housing: 
Provided  further,  That  all  expenditures  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  subject  to  audit  and  final  settlement  by 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act  of  1921,  as 
amended. 

Administrative  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Public  Housing  Administration,  (344)$8,-750,000  $11- 
500,000 ,  to  be  merged  with  and  expended  under  the  author¬ 
ization  for  such  expenses  contained  in  title  II  of  this  chapter. 
INDIAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (25  U.  S.  C. 
70),  creating  an  Indian  Claims  Commission,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  printing  and 
binding,  $91,700,  together  with  not  exceeding  $7,300  of 
the  unobligated  balance  available  for  such  purpose  contained 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Genera]  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  in  perform¬ 
ing  the  functions  vested  by  law  in  the  Commission  (49  U. 
S.  C.  1-24,  301-327,  901-923,  1001-1022),  except  those 
otherwise  specifically  provided  for  in  this  Act,  and  for 
general  administration,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000 
for  the  employment  of  special  counsel;  contract  stenographic 
reporting  services;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $200)  ;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  purchase 
of  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only; 
and  printing  and  binding;  (345)$9j889j600  $10,002,600,  of 
which  $100,000  shall  he  available  for  valuations  of  pipe  lines, 
and  $3,831,920  shall  he  available  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau 
of  Motor  Carriers:  Provided,  That  Joint  Board  members  and 
cooperating  State  commissioners  may  use  Government  trans¬ 
portation  requests  when  traveling  in  connection  with  their 
duties  as  such. 

Railroad  safety:  For  expenses  necessary  in  performing 
functions  authorized  by  law  (45  U.  S.  C.  1-15,  17-21, 
35-46,  61-64;  49  IT.  S.  C.  26)  to  insure  a  maximum  of 
safety  in  the  operation  of  railroads,  including  authority  to 
investigate,  test  experimentally,  and  report  on  the  use  and 
need  of  any  appliances  or  systems  intended  to  promote  the 
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safety  of  railway  operation,  including  those  pertaining  to 
block-signal  and  train-control  systems,  as  authorized  by  the 
joint  resolution  approved  June  30,  1906,  and  the  Sundry 
Civil  Act  of  May  27,  1908  (45  U.  S.  C.  35-37),  and  to 
require  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  the  Act  to  install 
automatic  train-stop  or  train-control  devices  as  prescribed  by 
the  Commission  (49  U.  S.  C.  26) ,  including  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  inspectors,  engineers,  and  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672),  (346)$-!, 000, 000  $1,016,000. 

Locomotive  inspection:  For  expenses  necessary  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  Act  of  February  17,  1911,  entitled  “An 
Act  to  promote  the  safety  of  employees  and  travelers  upon 
railroads  by  compelling  common  carriers  engaged  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  to  equip  their  locomotives  with  safe  and 
suitable  boilers  and  appurtenances  thereto”,  as  amended  (45 
U.  S.  C.  22-34),  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  (347)1700,000  $ 718,600 . 
INTERSTATE  COMMISSION  ON  THE  POTOMAC 

RIVER  BASIN 

Contribution  to  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac 
River  Basin:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  pay  in  advance  to  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin  the  Federal  contribution  toward 
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the  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  in  the  administration  of  its  business  in  the  conserv¬ 
ancy  district  established  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  11, 
1940  (54  Stat.  748),  $5,000. 

MOTOR  CARRIER  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims 
Commission  established  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (Public 
Law  880),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  travel,  printing  and  binding,  and  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  (348)$  175,000  $ 227,800 . 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR . 
AERONAUTICS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Committee,  including  contracts  for  the  making  of  spe¬ 
cial  investigations  and  reports  and  for  engineering,  draft¬ 
ing  and  computing  services;  equipment,  maintenance,  and 
operation  of  the  Langley  Aeronautical  Laboratory,  the  Ames 
Aeronautical  Laboratory,  and  the  Lewis  Flight  Propulsion 
Laboratory;  purchase  and  maintenance  of  cafeteria  equip¬ 
ment;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  purchase  of 
eight  passenger  motor  vehicles  of  which  seven  shall  be 
for  replacement;  printing  and  binding;  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
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15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
and  a  health  service  program  for  employees  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  in  all,  (349)$40, 890,636 
$ 44,225,630 :  Provided ,  That  statutory  provisions  prohibit¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  compensation  to  aliens  shall  not  apply  to 
any  person  whose  employment  by  the  Committee  shall  he  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Chairman  thereof  to  be  necessary:  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  That  aircraft  and  parts,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  may  be  transferred  to  the  Committee  by  the  Air  Force, 
Army,  and  Navy  without  reimbursement  (350) '-Provided 
fu-rtherj  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shah  bo  available 
for  the  operation  of  a  held  ofbee  outside  the  continental 
or  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States. 

Construction  and  equipment:  For  construction  and 
equipment  at  laboratories  and  research  stations  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  to  be  available  until  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding 
year,  $15,500,000,  of  which  $10,000,000  and  $5,000,000 
shall  be  available  for  payments  under  contracts  entered  into 
pursuant  to  the  contract  authority  under  this  head  in  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Acts,  1949  and  1950  re¬ 
spectively:  Provided,  That  in  addition,  the  Committee  may 
enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in 
an  amount  not  in  excess  of  (351  )$46j669  jO0G  $. 12,500,000 . 
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NATIONAL  CAPITAL  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  properties:  For  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  properties  under  title  I  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Alley  Dwelling  Authority  Act, 
(352)$3-5;QQQ  $39,600:  Provided,  That  all  receipts  derived 
from  sales,  leases,  or  other  sources  shall  he  covered  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  monthly  (353):  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  so  long  as  funds  are  available  from  appropriations 
for  the  foregoing  purposes,  the  provisions  of  section  507  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1950  ( Public  Law  475,  Eighty-first 
Congress)  shall  not  be  effective. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PARK  AND  PLANNING 

COMMISSION 

Land  acquisition,  National  Capital  and  metropolitan 
area:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the  National  Capital  Park 
and  Planning  Commission  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
of  land  for  the  park,  parkway,  and  playground  system  of 
the  National  Capital,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  29, 
1930  (46  Stat.  482),  and  amendment  of  August  8,  1946 
(60  Stat.  960),  including  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
and  real  estate  appraisers,  by  contract  or  otherwise  without 
regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classification  laws,  at  rates 
of  pay  or  fees  not  to  exceed  those  usual  for  similar  services; 
and  purchase  of  options  and  other  costs  incident  to  the 
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acquisition  of  land;  $724,500,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $480,500  of  said  sum  to  be  used  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  section  1  (b)  of  said  Act  and  $244,000 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  said  Act: 
Provided ,  That  not  exceeding  $29,000  of  the  funds  available 
under  the  above  appropriation  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
may  be  used  for  regular  and  part-time  personal  services  of 
the  Commission,  excepting  services  by  contract. 

OFFICE  OF  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  RECORDS 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service 
Records,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  31,  1947  (61 
Stat.  31) ,  and  by  section  10  (a)  (4)  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  $4,954,000. 

PHILIPPINE  WAR  DAMAGE  COMMISSION 
Philippine  War  Damage  Commission:  For  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act 
of  1946,  $40,200,000,  to  remain  available  until  April  30, 
1951,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,620,000  shall  be  for 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Philippine  War  Damage  Com- 
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mission  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals  not  to  exceed  $200;  housing  of 
American  employees  by  rental  or  lease  and  necessary  repairs 
and  alterations  to  and  maintenance  of  quarters,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended 
(40  U.  S.  C.  278a)  ;  printing  and  binding  without  regard  to 
section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ; 
and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided,  That  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  29,  1936  (46  U.  S.  C.  1241) , 
shall  not  apply  to  any  travel  or  transportation  of  effects  pay¬ 
able  from  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  no 
payment  shall  be  made  under  the  provisions  of  such  title  of 
such  Act  to  any  person  who,  by  a  civil  or  military  court 
having  jurisdiction,  has  been  found  guilty  of  collaborating 
with  the  enemy  or  of  any  act  involving  disloyalty  to  the 
United  States  or  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  (354 )or,  in 
the  absence  of  such  finding  by  such  court,  the  Commission 
after  hearing  finds  upon  evidence  that  such  person  was  guilty 
of  such  collaboration  or  act  of  disloyalty:  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
engaging  in  any  phase  of  activity  or  for  undertaking  any 
phase  of  activity  authorized  by  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation 
Act  of  1946  which  would  result  in  obligating  the  Govern- 
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merit  of  the  United  States  in  any  sense  or  respect  to  the 
future  payment  of  amounts  in  excess  of  the  amounts  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  in  such  Act.  ' 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
not  to  exceed  $1,150  for  the  purchase  of  newspapers;  printing 
and  binding;  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  (355)$6, 1-30,000 
$6,330,000. 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 
Salaries  and  expenses,  Smithsonian  Institution:  For 
all  necessary  expenses  for  the  preservation,  exhibition,  and 
increase  of  collections  from  the  surveying  and  exploring 
expeditions  of  the  Government  and  from  other  sources;  for 
the  system  of  international  exchanges  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  countries;  for  anthropological  researches 
among  the  American  Indians  and  the  natives  of 
lands  under  the  jurisdiction  or  protection  of  the  United 
States,  independently  or  in  cooperation  with  State,  educa¬ 
tional,  and  scientific  organizations  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  excavation  and  preservation  of  archeological  re¬ 
mains  ;  for  maintenance  of  the  Astrophysical  Observatory  and 
H.  R.  7786 - 21 
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making  necessary  observations  in  high  altitudes;  for  the 
administration  of  the  National  Collection  of  Fine  Arts;  for 
the  administration,  and  for  the  construction  and  maintenance, 
of  laboratory  and  other  facilities  on  Barro  Colorado  Island, 
Canal  Zone,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  2,  1940, 
as  amended  by  the  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan  Num¬ 
bered  3  of  1946;  for  the  maintenance  and  administration 
of  a  national  air  museum  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August 
12,  1946  (20  U.  S.  C.  77)  ;  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  traveling  expenses;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
printing  and  binding,  including  printing  the  report  of  the 
American  Historical  Association ;  purchase,  repair,  and  clean¬ 
ing  of  uniforms  for  guards  and  elevator  conductors;  repairs 
and  alterations  of  buildings  and  approaches;  and  preparation 
of  manuscripts,  drawings,  and  illustrations  for  publications; 
(356)$27606,190  $2,770,000. 

(%bl')Paleontological  investigations:  For  payments  to  non - 
Federal  agencies  for  cooperative  paleontological  investiga¬ 
tions  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  August  15,  1949  (Public 
Law  228),  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $20,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art:  For  the 
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upkeep  and  operation  of  the  National  Gallery  of  Art,  the 
protection  and  care  of  the  works  of  art  therein,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  incident  thereto,  as  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  March  24,  1937  (50  Stat.  51),  as  amended  by  the 
public  resolution  of  April  13,  1939  (Public  Resolution  9, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  IT.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
traveling  expenses;  payment  in  advance  when  author¬ 
ized  by  the  treasurer  of  the  Gallery  for  membership  in 
library,  museum,  and  art  associations  or  societies  whose 
publications  or  services  are  available  to  members  only,  or 
to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public; 
purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
elevator  operators;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  or  rental 
of  devices  and  services  for  protecting  buildings  and  contents 
thereof,  and  maintenance  and  repair  of  buildings,  approaches, 
and  grounds;  and  not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  restoration  and 
repair  of  works  of  art  for  the  National  Gallery  of  Art  by 
contracts  made,  without  advertising,  with  individuals,  firms, 
or  organizations  at  such  rates  or  prices  and  under  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Gallery  may  deem  proper; 
(35 


$. 1,200,000 . 
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TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  subscriptions  to  news¬ 
papers  (not  to  exceed  $250),  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and  contract  steno¬ 
graphic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  (359)$4,290,700 
$ 1,340,700 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  of  any  member  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  who  shall  hereafter  participate  in  any  proceed¬ 
ings  under  sections  336,  337,  and  338  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  wherein  he  or  any  member  of  his  family  has  any 
special,  direct,  and  pecuniary  interest,  or  in  which  he  has 
acted  as  attorne}^  or  special  representative. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.,  ch.  12A),  including  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
two)  and  hire,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  air¬ 
craft;  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  and 
twenty-five  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  $102,714,000  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  and  to  be  available  for  the  payment  of  obligations 
chargeable  against  prior  appropriations. 
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THE  TAX  COURT  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding  and  contract  stenographic  reporting 
services,  (360)$820,Q00  $ 826,900 :  Provided,  That  travel 
expenses  of  the  judges  shall  he  paid  upon  the  written  cer¬ 
tificate  of  the  judge. 

UNITED  STATES  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


Ship  construction:  For  new  ship  construction,  including 
reconditioning  and  betterment,  as  authorized  by  title  V  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936  (except  for  construction  of 
one  prototype  vessel  under  title  VII  of  said  Act) ,  $35,000,- 
000,  of  which  $30,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obligations 
for  new  ship  construction  incurred  under  authority  granted 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1948;  and,  in 
addition,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tracts  for  new  ship  construction  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$63,000,000  (361):  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  or  contract  authorization  shall  bo  used  to  start  any 
new  ship  construction  for  whieh  an  estimate  was  not  included 

»4  V>  1A11  fl-fYO't-  TAT?  f  n  PnVT'On  I  :fu  ooq  1  irn  n  i»  T~>  AV  1a  otr>  vt  r>  tt 

111 O  l L vl  w  v  L1  rtjr  HI U  L"  111  I  Ull  L'  II oL  tll  \  v ill  y  II U I  l U  utctrc  cl  1 1  \ 

new  ship  construetion  the  currently  estimated  cost  of  which 
exceeds  by  40  per  centum  the  estimated  eest  included  there¬ 
for  in  sueh  budget  unless  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  spceifieally  approves  the  start  of  sueh  ship  construe  - 


tien  and  the  Director  shall  submit 


aAAfn  1 1  r\  /I 
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explanation  thereof  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of 
the  Senate  and  of  the  Hon  so  of  Representatives-*  amb  as 
used  herein,-  the  term  -budget”  includes  the  detailed  justifi¬ 
cation  supporting  the  budget  estimates:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  or  contract  authorization  shall  he 
used  (1)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  for  which  an 
estimate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  or  (2)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  the  currently 
estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10  per  centum  the  estimated 
cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  unless ,  in  either  case, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  approves 
the  start  of  such  ship  construction  and  the  Director  shall 
submit  forthwith  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  “ budget ” 
includes  the  detailed  justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  $ 64,875,000 
of  the  funds  and  contract  authority  made  available  for  new 
ship  construction,  including  reconditioning  and  betterment, 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall 
continue  to  be  available  until  December  31,  1950. 

Operating-differential  subsidies :  For  operating-differential 
subsidies,  as  authorized  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
as  amended,  (3 62)$26j IoOjOOO  $ 30,108,000 ,  together  with 
funds  appropriated  under  this  head  in  the  Supplemental  Inde- 
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pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  not  to  exceed  $16,770,000 
from  the  special  deposit  account  established  with  receipts  from 
sales  under  Public  Laws  44  and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  and  not  to  exceed  $3,529,000  from  the  special 
deposit  account  established  from  the  refund  of  unobligated 
amounts  out  of  the  working  fund  established  with  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  for  development 
of  reserve  fleet  sites,  all  to  be  available  until  expended  for 
payment  of  operating-differential  subsidies  for  the  fiscal  years 
1949,  1950,  and  1951,  to  grant  operating-differential  sub¬ 
sidies  on  a  long-term  basis  and  to  obligate  the  United  States 
to  make  future  payments  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 

such  contracts:  Provided ,  That  to  the  extent  that  the 

% 

operating-differential  subsidy  accrual  (computed  on  the  basis 
of  parity)  is  represented  on  the  operator’s  books  by  a 
contingent  accounts  receivable  item  against  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  a  partial  or  complete  offset  to  the  recapture  accrual, 
the  operator  ( 1 )  shall  be  excused  from  making  deposits  in 
the  special  reserve  fund,  and  (2)  as  to  the  amount  of  such 
earnings  the  deposit  of  which  is  so  excused  shall  be  entitled 
to  the  same  tax  treatment  as  though  it  had  been  deposited 
in  said  special  reserve  fund.  To  the  extent  that  any  amount 
paid  to  the  operator  by  the  Commission  reduces  the  balance 
in  the  operator’s  contingent  receivable  account  against  the 
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Commission,  sucli  amount,  unless  it  is  forthwith  deposited 
in  the  fund,  shall  he  considered  as  withdrawn  under  section 
607  (h)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended: 
Provided  further,  That  nothing  contained  in  this  Act,  or 
in  any  prior  appropriation  Act,  shall  be  construed  to  affect 
the  authority  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  603  (a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  ( 1 )  to  grant  operating-differential  subsidies  on 
a  long-term  basis,  and  (2)  to  obligate  the  United  States  to 
make  future  payments  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  such 
operating-differential  subsidy  contracts  (363)-:-  Provided  fur- 
ther-,  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  shah  he 
available  for  obhgatierg  nor  any  obligation  made,  for  the 
payment  of  an  operating- differential  subsidy  for  any  number1 
of  ships  hr  excess  of  the  number  of  ships  which  are  entitled 
to  receive  an  operating  differential  subsidy  pursuant  to  pro- 
s  of  anv  contract,  authorization:  commitment  or  obb- 
by  the  Commission  hr  existence  on  January  U  l-Obfb 
inehtdi-ng  within  said  limitation  as  to  number  any  ships 

or  contracted  for  on  said  date  under  a 
ubsidy  contract  and  including  also 
any  ships  the  operation  of  which  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Commission  under  any  contracts  which  may  result  from 
any  formal  applications  hied  with  the  Commission  prior  to 
January  4y  1950:  Provided  further,  That  the  balance  in 
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excess  of  $16,770,000  as  of  June  30,  1950,  in  the  special 
deposit  account  established  with  receipts  from  sales  under 
Public  Laws  44  and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress, 
together  with  any  receipts  after  that  date  from  such  sales, 
shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous  receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  car¬ 
rying  into  effect  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  and  other 
laws  administered  by  the  United  States  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  $19,903,300,  within  limitations  as  follows: 

Administrative  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $2,000  for  newspapers  and  periodicals;  purchase  of 
five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  for  replacement  only;  not 
to  exceed  $17,700  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not 
to  exceed  $1,125  for  entertainment  of  officials  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman ;  payment 
of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672.)  ;  and 
$50,000  to  be  available  exclusively  for  ship  structure  re¬ 
search,  testing  and  models;  $9,271,700:  Provided,  That  the 
Maritime  Commission  is  authorized  to  dispense  with  the 
administrative  audit  of  agents’  accounts  covering  voyages 
beginning  prior  to  April  1,  1949; 

Maintenance  of  shipyard  facilities,  $452,000; 

Operation  of  warehouses,  $436,000; 
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.Reserve  fleet  expense,  $8,978,600; 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  terminals,  $765,000. 
(364)Maritime  trainings  Per  training  personnel  for  the  man¬ 
ning  of  the  merchant  marine 


stations  at  Kings  -Point,  Aevf  Aorky  Sheepshead  Payy  Aew 
Aorky  Alameda,  California^  and  the  Panted  States  Marh 


not  to 


$2^-29,300 


personal  sendees  in  the  District  of  Cohnn- 
of  three  passenger  motor  ve- 
only ;  printing  ami  binding ;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  lavs  -(A  Pb  Sr  Ck  -3A0-)-;-  not 
to  exceed  $2 -,500  for  contingencies  for  the  Superintendent, 
fh tiled  States  Merchant  Marine  -Academy,  to  he  expended 
in  his  discretion^  not  to  exceed  $77^000  for  transfer  to 
applicable  appropriations  of  the  Public  Health  Service  for 

a  it  d  t  e  x  t  l_t  o  o  lv  s  f  o  i  c  ade  t  t !  i  i  d  sin  j  t  m  e  it ,  to  1)  c  jti  o^  ideci 
in  kind  at  an  average  yearly  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $200  per 
cadet-:  Provided,  Pbat  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
nsed  for  compensation  or  allowances  for  trainees  or  cadets.- 
Maritime  training:  For  training  personnel  for  the  man¬ 
ning  of  the  merchant  marine  ( including  operation  of  training 
stations  at  Kings  Point,  New  York;  Sheepshead  Bay,  New 
York;  Alameda,  California,  and  the  United  States  Maritime 
Service  Institute),  including  not  to  exceed  $ 2,477,000  for 
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administrative  'personal  services  (exclusive  of  pay  of  cadet 
midshipmen  and  other  trainees )  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere  which  may  be  used  to  provide  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  for  personnel  of  the  United,  States  Maritime  Service  com¬ 
parable  to  those  of  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  by  law 
( 46  U .  S.  C.  1126, 14  F.  R.  7707 ) ;  purchase  of  three  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles,  for  replacement  only ;  printing  and  binding; 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5U.  S.  C.  150) ; 
not  to  exceed  $ 2,500  for  contingencies  for  the  Superintendent, 
United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy,  to  be  expended  in 
his  discretion;  not  to  exceed  $ 77,000  for  transfer  to  applicable 
appropriations  of  the  Public  Health  Service  for  services  ren¬ 
dered  the  Commission;  $ 4,348,520 ,  including  the  pay  of  cadet 
midshipmen  and  other  trainees. 


(365)State  marine  sekeeb-t  To  reimburse  the  Stale  of  bab- 
foi-oiay  tbe  State  of  ^4ame7  $507000-y  tke  State  of 

M-assaehusett^  S0O7OOO  7  and  tbe  State  of  Ye-w  York,  $5Qr 
OOO-j  bt  expenses  ineorteti  m  tke  maintenance  and  support 
of  marine  schools  m  soek  States  as  nrenided  in  tke  Act 


of  marine  sohonOt  and  so  fortky 
bfarek  4-944-7  as  amended  -f34  bk  Sr  Ok  44A4- 
1123)  ;  $1-53tOOO  for  tke  maintenance  and  repab  of  resseis 

*1  a n  it  \z.  irli  a  TTm  bp  el  ft  bo  fpe1  4a  b-itp  c< r>  i  A  ft  f  a  i-pc  {av  ncn  i n 

iUtilim  7 J  V  XII  v  b  11 1 1 vl  tjtttTvtJ  tU  l llU  octTtrt  Tjtctivu  Ivl  lloU  111 

eonneetion  tvitk  snek  State  marine  sekooIs7  ami  $340,000 

f  a  v  37  nx-p  nymc  .  f  nv  f  1  i  a  p  1r  cj  n  i->  rl  cni  ivcn^f  ptip  a  ijii.iiipi.ja  ol  n  n 
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average  yearly  eost  el  eel  to  exceed  $47 5  per  cadet;  $668,- 


balanec  for  ties  purpose  contained  re  tire 


Offices 


A-ety  1950.- 


State  marine  schools:  To  reimburse  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  $ 50,000 ;  the  State  of  Maine,  $50,000;  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  $ 50,000 ;  and,  the  State  of  New  York,  $50,- 
000;  for  expenses  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  support 
of  marine  schools  in  such  States  as  provided  in  the  Act 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  marine  schools,  and  so  forth, 
approved  March  4,  1911,  as  amended  (34  TJ.  S.  C.  1121- 
1123) ;  $153,000  for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  vessels 
loaned  by  the  United  States  to  the  said  States  for  use  in 
connection  with  such  State  marine  schools,  and  $749,050 
for  the  pay  of  seven  hundred  and  ten  cadet  midshipmen  at 
$65  per  month  and  $275  per  annum  for  the  subsistence  of 
each  cadet  midshipman;  $1,102,050. 

Vessel  operating  functions:  For  expenses  (other  than 
administrative  expenses)  necessary  for  liquidating  the  oper¬ 
ating  functions  transferred  to  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  by  section  202  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 
Act,  1947  (60  Stat.  501),  $764,760,  together  with  not 
to  exceed  $150,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  contained  in  the  (36 6)Independen t  Offices  Appropria¬ 
tion  Aety  1950  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949, 
which  latter  sum,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $150,000 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


333 


of  the  amount  herein  appropriated,  shall  be  available  for 
liquidation  of  liens  or  claims  which  may  take  prece¬ 
dence  over  the  Government’s  preferred  mortgage  on 
vessels,  and  other  expenses  necessary  to  protect  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  interest  in  vessels  sold  or  chartered:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  receipts  from  such  functions  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous 
receipts. 

No  additional  vessels  shall  be  allocated  under  charter, 
nor  shall  any  vessel  be  continued  under  charter  by  reason 
of  any  extension  of  chartering  authority  beyond  June  30, 
1949,  unless  the  charterer  shall  agree  that  the  Commission 
shall  have  no  obligation  upon  redelivery  to  accept  or  pay 
for  consumable  stores,  bunkers,  and  slop-chest  items,  except 
with  respect  to  such  minimum  amounts  of  bunkers  as  the 
Commission  considers  advisable  to  be  retained  on  the  vessel 
and  that  prior  to  such  redelivery  all  consumable  stores, 
slop-chest  items,  and  bunkers  over  and  above  such  mini- 
mums  shall  be  removed  from  the  vessel  by  the  charterer 
at  his  own  expense. 

War  Shipping  Administration  liquidation:  The  unex¬ 
pended  balance  of  the  appropriation  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act, 
1948,  for  liquidation  of  obligations  approved  by  the  General 
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1  Accounting  Office  as  properly  incurred  against  funds  of  the 

2  War  Shipping  Administration  prior  to  January  1,  1947,  is 

3  hereby  continued  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

4  Construction  fund:  For  an  additional  amount  for  pay- 

5  ment  of  obligations  (exclusive  of  obligations  for  ship  con- 

6  struction,  reconditioning,  and  betterments  incurred  pursuant 

7  to  authority  contained  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria- 

8  tion  Act,  1948)  incurred  prior  to  July  1,  1948,  against 

9  the  Construction  fund  established  pursuant  to  the  Merchant 

10  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  $10,000,000,  to  be  avail- 

11  able  until  June  30,  1951,  for  expenditure  only. 

12  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  chapter,  the 

13  Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  utilities  and  services  and 

14  make  necessary  repairs  in  connection  with  any  lease,  con- 

15  tract,  or  occupancy  involving  Government  property  under 

16  control  of  the  Commission,  and  payments  received  by  the 

17  Commission  for  utilities,  services,  and  repairs  so  furnished  or 

18  made  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  charged  with  the 

19  cost  thereof :  Provided ,  That  rental  payments  under  any  such 

20  lease,  contract,  or  occupancy  on  account  of  items  other  than 

21  such  utilities,  services,  or  repairs  shall  be  covered  into  the 

22  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

23  The  United  States  Maritime  Commission  shall  not  incur 

24  any  obligations  during  the  current  fiscal  year  from  the  con- 

25  struction  fund  established  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
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or  otherwise,  in  excess  of  the  appropriations  and  limitations 
contained  in  this  chapter,  or  in  any  prior  appropriation  Act, 
and  all  receipts  which  otherwise  would  he  deposited  to  the 
credit  of  said  fund  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as 
miscellaneous  receipts. 

VETERANS’  ADMINISTRATION 
Administration,  medical,  hospital,  and  domiciliary  serv¬ 
ices:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion,  including  maintenance  and  operation  of  medical,  hos¬ 
pital,  and  domiciliary  services,  in  carrying  out  the  functions 
pursuant  to  all  laws  for  which  the  Administration  is  charged 
with  administering,  including  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  purchase  of  ninety-three  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  one  without  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  Act;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  maintenance  and  operation  of  farms; 
recreational  articles  and  facilities  at  institutions  maintained 
by  the  Veterans’  Administration;  expenses  incidental  to 
securing  employment  for  war  veterans ;  funeral,  burial, 
and  other  expenses  incidental  thereto  for  beneficiaries  of 
the  Veterans’  Administration  except  burial  awards  author¬ 
ized  by  Veterans’  Administration  Regulation  Numbered  9 
(a),  as  amended;  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes  in  con- 
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formity  with,  the  Act  approved  August  27,  1888,  as  amended 
(24  U.  S.  C.  134),  for  the  support  of  veterans  eligible  for 
admission  to  Veterans’  Administration  facilities  for  hospital 
or  domiciliary  care;  not  to  exceed  $5,600  for  newspapers 
and  periodicals;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  not  to  exceed  $44,000  for  the  prep¬ 
aration,  shipment,  installation,  and  display  of  exhibits,  photo¬ 
graphic  displays,  moving  pictures,  and  other  visual  educa¬ 
tional  information  and  descriptive  material,  including  the 
purchase  or  rental  of  equipment;  and  not  to  exceed  $800,000 
for  research  work  in  connection  with  prosthetic  appliances; 
(367)$8?£>, 847,795  $887,621,000,  together  with  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $179,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  for  this  purpose  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1950,  from  which  allotments  and  transfers  may  be  made 
to  the  Federal  Security  Agency  (Public  Health  Service), 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Interior  Departments,  for  disburse¬ 
ments  by  them  under  the  various  headings  of  their  applicable 
appropriations,  of  such  amounts  as  are  necessary  for  the  care 
and  treatment  of  beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
used  to  pay  in  excess  of  seventy  persons  engaged  in  public 
relations  work:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  expended  for  the  purchase  of  any  site  for  or 
toward  the  construction  of  any  new  hospital  or  home,  or  for 
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1  the  purchase  of  any  hospital  or  home;  and  not  more  than 

2  $4,708,000  of  this  appropriation  may  be  used  to  repair,  alter, 

3  improve,  or  provide  facilities  in  the  several  hospitals  and 

4  homes  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’  Administration 

5  either  by  contract  or  by  the  hire  of  temporary  employees  and 

6  the  purchase  of  materials:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter 

7  the  Administrator  shall  assign  as  his  representatives,  as  pro- 

8  vided  for  in  the  last  sentence  of  section  1100  (a)  of  the  Serv- 
^  icemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38  U.  S.  C.  696f) , 

10  only  such  numbers  of  regional  or  sectional  representatives 

11  as  he  finds  necessary  to  provide  for  the  processing  of  read- 

12  justment  allowances  in  an  efficient  and  economical  manner. 

13  Compensation  and  pensions:  For  the  payment  of  com- 
11  pensation,  pensions,  gratuities,  and  allowances  (including 
15  subsistence  allowances  authorized  by  part  VII  of  Veterans 
10  Regulation  la,  as  amended),  authorized  under  any  Act  of 
IT  Congress,  or  regulation  of  the  President  based  thereon,  in- 
13  eluding  emergency  officers’  retirement  pay  and  annuities, 
19  the  administration  of  which  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be 

30  placed  in  the  Veterans’  Administration,  and  for  the  payment 

31  of  adjusted-service  credits  as  provided  in  sections  401  and 
33  601  of  the  Act  of  May  19,  1924,  as  amended  (38  U.  S.  O. 
23  631  and  661) ,  $2,147,520,000,  to  be  immediately  available 
31  and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

25  Readjustment  benefits:  For  the  payment  of  benefits  to 
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or  on  behalf  of  veterans  as  authorized  by  titles  II,  III,  and 
V,  of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944, 
$2,505,600,000,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended  (368):  Provided ,  ?hat  no  part  of 


this  appropriation  for  education  and  training  nnder  tithe  hh  of 

expended  for  tuition^  feesT  or  other  charge^  or  for  sub¬ 
sistence  adewaneey  fee  any  course  elected  or  commenced 
by  a  veteran  on  or  subsequent  to  duly  47  4948y  and  which 
is  determined  by  the  Administrator  to  be  aveeatienal  or 
in  character i  her  the  purposes  of  this  prt 


or  training  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  a  veteran 
to  fly  or  related  aviation  courses  in  connection  with  his 


the  form  of  an  affidavit  supported  by  corroborating  affidavits 
by  two  competent  disinterested  persons^  has  been  furnished 

lxJLL  jCL  1 V 1  T  •"  O  1  /"♦  O  1  lv  T  rvn  pi  O'  A  a  f  o  hi  rp  fliH  4  Q/lllPO  All 

Uj  tt  p  iiji  tjuttiTritrtt  Txtvritit  ottitTirg  1 II  cl  t  oUv.  11  vu  l  iv_  tl  t  Tv7i  l 

or  training  will  be  useful  to  him  in  connection  with  earning 
a  livelihood :  -Provided  further;  dhnt  no  part  of  this  appro- 
priation  for  education  and  training  under  title  44  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Aet7  as  amendedy  shall  be  ex¬ 
pended  subsequent  to  the  effective  date  of  this  chapter  for 
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subsistence  akewanee  ea  lea  tiiitiony  leesy  ea  elkea  ekaages  in 
any  el  Ike  lekewing  situatiens-r 

-(4f  4ca  ftw  veleaan  let-  a  eenase  in  an  mstitntien 
wkiek  kas  keen  in  epeaation  lea  a  peaiek  el  less  tkan  ene 
yeaa  immediately  paiea  le  Ike  kale  el  enaekment  in  seek 
eeaase  unless  seek  enaellnieiifc  was  paiea  le  August  24y  494-9i 
-{A}-  3Aa  any  ceuase  el  education  ea  training  lea 
wliK?ll  tliO  cd  110  tl  tiOlitll  ea  taaining  mstituiien  invelvck  kas 
ate  eustomary  eesl  el  tuition,  eelil  a  kka  aek  aeasonable 

aale  el  payment  lea  tuilieny  leesy  ea  elkea  ekaages  lea 
o 1 1  nil  nnn  vq o  1  1  t  r>  /  >  i  >  /l  /  >  >i*i  t  > i i  i  ( > / 1  Til  nil \  T  c >  a c1  r>  ill  ivl )  tell 

ollLll  truttrot*  licto  t/tTTi  Ultll  1 1 1 1 II  tj  4  IT  -ill  c  1 1 1  V  “tiDU  iTi  vv  IllLII 

An  a  Ay  vti  ai»a  t  v  i  ^  C 1  ITAA’1  /l  i  l  \  rv»  O  Al*  1  *  1 1  f  i  >  X!  i  \  f  ImliAn 

UHL  ur  llIUl  v.  truirCT citTTo  U  V  lllll!^  ct  rttTu  U1  1  cl  H  u  t/i  Tllli  1UI1 

have  keen  executed  lea  Iwe  successive  veaasy  Ike  aale 
estakUsked  ky  Ike  teas!  aeeeel  eentaaet  skull  ke  eensklcrcd 
le  ke  Ike  customary  eesl  el  tuition  notwithstanding  Ike 
definition  el  Ancle  maty  eesl  el  tuition^  as  keaeieallea 
set  lectin  41  Ike  Admkiisteatee  finks  ikat  any  institution 
kas  ne  eustemaay  eesl  el  tuition  ke  skak  leatkwitk 
fix  ank  pay  ea  cause  le  ke  paik  a  laia  ank  aeasen- 
akle  aale  el  payment  lea  tuilieny  leesy  ank  oilier  ekaages 
lea  Ike  eenases  ei'fered  ky  sack  institution?  Any  cduea- 
tienal  ea  training  institution  wkiek  is  kissaliskek  wkk  a 
el  a  aale  el  payment  lea  tuilieny  leesy  ea  elkea 


a  in  ni  wm*  lim 

v.  lltl  1  ^v.  o  11  lit! L  I  THU 


revisions  el  Ikis  paragraph 
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shall  ha  entitled,-  upon  application  thereferey  to  a  review  el 

to  -whether  there  is  a  customary  east  ol  tuition)-  hy  a  hoard 
to  ho  known  as  the  “Veterans^  Rnitien  Appeals 

O  ATKJl  (T  fllTAA  mo  YY~1  1 1  iO  1  *  c*  O  ivtvaI  11  I  \TT  i:lj  r\ 

L  U 1 loin  til  1 ui  l 111  L  lllUlll  U 11  ctjp  jTUTTTxtru  rJ  y  lliu 

|a>;  C!Pa1i  Ttni''nnnO_  fill  ll-Amvl  C'li  o  IT  Iv/Y  i  _  3  iv  VQC 

1  Ur  otiLll  TTttrt/uow  U  UL 11  ttvttTu  orlull  t/U  ottTTTvrtrtJ  111  1  to 

f  A  o  rtT^m  ll  f  vnonfi  1~i  oavino’e  o  npna]  _  o  i~>  A  oil  Ahlt  AV  n  oil  All  Q  n  11  n 
l  U  tip*  p/  v/TTI  till  tilt  j  ITUttliTl^kTJ  cl  |1  p/ 1_  cl  1  u  y  cl  il  ll  cell  vJ  1 1 1  vl  cTl_  1 1  *'  1 1  o  cl  1 1  vl 

qualifica-tiensy  to  the  provisions  ol  sections  o  to  44y  inelu- 
sivcy  ol  the  Administrative  Rreeedure  Aety  approved  June 
i'ty  i'946?  ft©  £iiiiciid©d  •  Tli-©  ckeisien  ©1  sn©li  fcoord  ■with 
to  all  matters  shall  constitute  the  final 


In  no  event  shall  the  hoard  fiv  a  rate  ol 


sS  ol  the 


t  o  LLxpnQ  oJil  in  w  ny 

t  uiitttrr 


ft©  4lift4  ekftrgo  whieh  an 


the  Servicemens  Readjustment  Aety  as  amcndedT  dhe 
term  Customary  eost  ol  tuition”  as  employed  herein  and 
in  paragraph  A  part  -YHI,  -Veteran 
4-  -fafy  as  amende^  is  reg 

rollee  similarly  circumstanced  to  pay  as  and  lor  tuition  lor 
a  eoursoy  eveept  that  the  institution  -(other  than  a  -nonprofit 
el  higher  learning)-  is  not  regarded  as  having  a 
eost  ol  tuition’-  lor  the  course  or  courses  nr  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  following  efreumstanees 

-(a)-  W-here  the  majority  ol  the  enrollment  of  the  edu¬ 
cational  and  training  institution  in  the  eeurse  in  question  eon- 
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s  ef  veterans  m  training  under  Public  -Laws  14+  and  346? 
ont^  eighth  C  ongiess,  as  amended ,  and 
-fir)-  One  el  the  lettering  conditions  prevails  :- 

4t  Fhe  institntien  has  keen  established  subsequent 
to  J-nne  1944.- 

~-7  Fke  institution  although  established  prior  to  Jane 
JJy  4-91-4,  has  not  keen  in  continuous  operation  sineo 
that  date? 


Q  .  Tl>  r>  1 1~>  C|  hi  f  1 7  4  i  Al~>  ■  olt]  w  >ii  f+»li  oo  f  »v  1  kl  t  i'll  f\  /I  v>vi  ]♦  1a 
tTt  i  Tlt7  t  n  l  lUlly  u  Ittit  Mlgil  r  Mtl  t  i  >> rr  vtr  j > rlUr  ttt 

June  thh  49447  has  subsequently  increased  its  total 
tuition  charges  lor  the  course  to  all  students  more  than 
45  per  eentnnn 

4-7  4ke  course  -for  a  course  ol  substantially  the  same 
length  and  character)  was  not  provided  lor  nonveteran 

students  by  the  institution  prior  to  June  44y  4944,- 
1  4li  r\  1 1  n»l ->  ll  1  /v  1 11  ijb  I  111  i  1  1  f  >•:  /  >1  f  C*  r>of  o  1  >  1 1  C*  1 1  Q  fl  +1*0  -T  lillO 

cl  2  I  LLv'll  11,11  Tilt”  lllot  i  lt_i-tll_/ll  rtoVTT  V A  clo  l  o  l cl  Mil ullL  \_L  T j  1  I U1  L  tj  llllll 

44j  1944:  -P-r&vided  further  4kat  nothing  in  the  lore¬ 
going  proviso  shall  be  construed  to  affect  adversely  any 
legal  rights  which  have  accrued  prior  to  the  date  ol 
ol  this  ekapterj  or  to  affect  payments  to 

av  Ivn  linn  rv  lVlolililfi  A11C!  11 1  w]  c\y  AAllllM  ref  ci  1  n 
U 1  1 1  cl  111111  H  lllotll  cLtlv/lio  1 1 1 1  v 1 4  1  vv'llTl  cl  l_l  o  111 
O 

effect  on  such  date. 


Military  and  naval  insurance:  For  military  and  naval 
insurance,  $6,830,000  to  remain  available  until  expended. 
Hospital  and  domiciliary  facilities:  For  hospital  and 
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1  domiciliary  facilities,  $160,000,000,  to  remain  available 

2  until  expended  for  the  payment  of  obligations  hereto- 

3  fore  or  herein  authorized  to  be  incurred  under  this  head, 

4  for  extending,  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  any 

5  of  the  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’ 

6  Administration  or  for  any  of  the  purposes  set  forth  in  sec- 

7  tiens  1  and  2  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931  (38 

8  U.  S.  C.  438  j-k)  or  in  section  101  of  the  Servicemen’s 

9  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38  U.  S.  C.  693a)  :  Provided, 

10  That  the  authority  contained  in  the  Third  Urgent  Deficiency 

11  Appropriation  Act,  1946,  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 

12  priation  Act,  1948,  the  Supplemental  Independent  Offices 

18  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  and  the  Independent  Offices 

14  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  to  incur  obligations  for  the  pur- 
lb  poses  specified  in  those  Acts,  is  hereby  extended  to  July  1, 

16  1952:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  (369)4-  6.7 

17  per  centum  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  and  contract  au- 

18  thorizations  shall  be  available  for  the  employment  in  the 

i 

19  District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  field  of  all  necessary  tech- 

20  nical  and  clerical  personnel  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and 

21  specifications  for  the  projects  as  approved  hereunder  and  in 

22  the  supervision  of  the  execution  thereof,  and  for  all  travel 

23  expenses,  field  office  equipment,  and  supplies  in  connection 

24  therewith,  except  that  whenever  the  Veterans’  Administra- 
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tion  finds  it  necessary  in  the  construction  of  any  project  to 
employ  other  Government  agencies  or  persons  outside  the 
Federal  service  to  perform  such  services  not  to  exceed 
(370)7  10  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  projects  may  he 
expended  for  such  services:  Provided  further,  That  the 
amount  of  the  foregoing  contract  authorizations  available  for 
obligation  for  portable  initial  equipment,  is  increased  from 
$10,000,000  to  $25,000,000,  including  the  purchase  of  one 
hundred  and  seventy-six  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

National  service  life  insurance:  For  the  payment  of 
benefits  and  for  transfer  to  the  national  service  life  insurance 
fund,  in  accordance  with  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  $31,600,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended:  Provided,  That  certain  premiums  shall  be 
credited  to  this  appropriation  as  provided  by  the  Act. 

Veterans’  miscellaneous  benefits:  For  the  payment  of 
burial  awards  authorized  by  Veterans’  Administration  Regu¬ 
lation  Numbered  9  (a) ,  as  amended,  and  for  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  tuition  authorized  by  part  VII  and  payments 
authorized  by  part  IX  of  Veterans’  Administration  Regula¬ 
tion  Numbered  1  (a),  as  amended,  $71,100,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Grants  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines :  For  payments 
to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  of  grants  in  accordance 
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with  the  Act  of  July  1,  1948  (Public  Law  865),  for 
expenses  incident  to  medical  care  and  treatment  of  veterans, 
$3,285,000. 

No  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriations  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  hospitalization  or  examination  of  any  persons  except 
beneficiaries  entitled  under  the  laws  bestowing  such  benefits 
to  veterans,  unless  reimbursement  of  cost  is  made  to  the 
appropriation  at  such  rates  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs. 

WAP  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

PAYMENT  OF  CLAIMS 

For  payment  of  claims,  as  authorized  by  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948,  from  funds  deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  the 
credit  of  the  wrar  claims  fund  created  by  section  13  (a) 
of  said  Act,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  to  be  available 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  of  claims  under 
sections  4  (a),  4  (b)  (2),  5  (e) ,  6  (b) ,  and  7  of  said 
Act  to  the  payees  named  and  in  the  amounts  stated  in  certi¬ 
fications  by  the  War  Claims  Commission  and  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  or  their  duly  authorized  represent¬ 
atives,  which  certifications  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  vouchers 
which  might  otherwise  be  required:  Provided,  That  this 
appropriation  shall  not  be  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  :  Provided  further,  That  no  claims  shall  be  allowed  or 
paid  under  the  provisions  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of  1948 
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from  any  funds  other  than  those  covered  into  the  Treasury 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  39  of  the  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  as  provided 
by  section  13  (a)  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  War  Claims  Commission, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
travel;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appro¬ 
priation;  and  advances  or  reimbursements  to  other  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  for  use  of  their  facilities  and  services  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  functions  of  the  Commission;  (371)$600t000 
$ 700,000 ,  to  be  derived  from  the  war  claims  fund 
created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948 
(Public  Law  896,  approved  July  3,  1948). 

Independent  Offices— General  Provisions 
Sec.  102.  Ao  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 
in  this  title  for  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  shall  be 
used  to  confer  a  fellowship  on  any  person  wdio  advo¬ 
cates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  or  party  that 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  or  with  respect  to  whom  the 
Commission  finds,  upon  investigation  and  report  by  the 
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Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  on  the  character,  asso¬ 
ciations,  and  loyalty  of  whom,  that  reasonable  grounds 
exist  for  belief  that  such  person  is  disloyal  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That 
any  person  who  advocates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  or  party  that  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and 
accepts  employment  or  a  fellowship  the  salar}?,  wages, 
stipend,  grant,  or  expenses  for  which  are  paid  from  any 
appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penal  clause  shall  be  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law. 

Sec.  103.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  ex¬ 
pendable  for  travel  expenses  of  employees  and  no  specific 
limitation  has  been  placed  thereon,  the  expenditures  for  such 
travel  expenses  may  not  exceed  the  amount  set  forth  therefor 
in  the  budget  estimates  submitted  for  the  appropriations. 

Sec.  104.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  ex¬ 
pendable  for  the  purchase  of  newspapers  and  periodicals  and 
no  specific  limitation  has  been  placed  thereon,  the  expendi¬ 
tures  therefor  under  each  such  appropriation  may  not  exceed 
the  amount  of  $50:  Provided,  That  this  limitation  shall  not 
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apply  to  the  purchase  of  scientific,  technical,  trade,  or  traffic 
periodicals  necessary  in  connection  with  the  performance  of 
the  authorized  functions  of  the  agencies  for  which  funds  are 
herein  provided. 

Sec.  105.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 
in  this  title  shall  be  available  to  pay  the  salary  of  any 
person  filling  a  position,  other  than  a  temporary  position, 
formerly  held  by  an  employee  who  has  left  to  enter  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  has  satisfactorily  com¬ 
pleted  his  period  of  active  military  or  naval  service  and  has 
within  ninety  days  after  his  release  from  such  service  or  from 
hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not 
more  than  one  year  made  application  for  restoration  to  his 
former  position  and  has  been  certified  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  as  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  his 
former  position  and  has  not  been  restored  thereto. 

Sec.  106.  Appropriations  contained  in  this  title, 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  shall  he  available,  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  head  of  the  activity  or  estab¬ 
lishment  concerned,  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
of  organizations  concerned  with  the  function  or  activity  for 
which  the  appropriation  concerned  is  made;  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations 
and  activities  in  the  field. 

Sec.  107.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  or  fund 
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contained  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for  installing  or 
maintaining  systems  for  administrative  appropriation,  fund, 
or  inventory  accounting  except  such  systems  as  are  pre¬ 
scribed  or  approved  by  the  Comptroller  General:  Provided , 
That  all  agencies,  for  whose  activities  provision  is  made  in 
this  title,  shall  hereafter  maintain  fiscal-accounting  control 
of  all  inventories  of  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment  which 
may  be  owned  by  or  be  in  the  custody  of  such  agencies. 

Sec.  108.  No  part  of  any  appropriations  made 
available  by  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  be  used  for 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  real  estate  or  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  new  offices  outside  the  District  of  Columbia: 
Provided,  That  this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  programs 
which  have  been  approved  by  the  Congress  and  appropria¬ 
tions  made  therefor. 

Sec.  109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any 
employee  engaged  in  personnel  work  in  excess  of  the  num¬ 
ber  that  would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of  one  such  employee 
to  one  hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full-time,  part- 
time,  and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned: 
Provided,  That  for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall 
be  considered  as  engaged  in  personnel  work  if  they  spend 
half  time  or  more  in  personnel  administration  consisting  of 
direction  and  administration  of  the  personnel  program; 
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employment,  placement,  and  separation;  job  evaluation  and 
classification;  employee  relations  and  services;  training; 
committees  of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service 
examiners;  wage  administration;  and  processing,  recording, 
and  reporting. 

<(572)<S'e<7.  110.  None  of  the  sections  under  the  head  “ Inde¬ 
pendent  offices ,  General  provisions ”  in  this  title  shall  apply 
to  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  the  Inland 
W aterways  Corporation,  or  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
TITLE  II— CORPORATIONS 
The  following  corporations  and  agencies,  respectively, 
are  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within 
the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority  available  to 
each  such  corporation  or  agency  and  in  accord  with  law, 
and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without 
regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth 
in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  each  such  corpo¬ 
ration  or  agency,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 
HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board:  Not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
$455,000  to  be  derived  from  the  special  deposit 
account  established  under  the  provisions  under  the  head 
“Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration’’  in  the  Inde- 
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pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1944,  and  from  receipts 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration,  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  or  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  prior  fiscal  years,  shall  be 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  including  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) , 
and  the  Board  may  utilize  and  may  make  payment  for 
services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation,  the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government  :  Provided,  That 
all  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  conservator- 
ship  of  institutions  insured  by  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  and  all  necessary  expenses  (including 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  in¬ 
cluding  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with  the 
handling,  including  the  purchase,  sale,  and  exchange,  of 
securities  on  behalf  of  Federal  home-loan  banks,  and  the 
sale,  issuance,  and  retirement  of,  or  pajunent  of  interest  on, 
debentures  or  bonds,  under  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Act,  as  amended,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative 
expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof:  Provided  further,  That  not¬ 
withstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for 
the  limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  admin- 
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istrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of  the  Board  shall  be 
incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  of  July  22,  1932,  as 
amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1421-1449). 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation: 
Not  to  exceed  $635,000  shall  be  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses,  including  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  which  shall  be  on 
an  accrual  basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid, 
depreciation,  properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  in 
connection  with  liquidation  of  insured  institutions,  liquida¬ 
tion  or  handling  of  assets  of  or  derived  from  insured  insti¬ 
tutions,  payment  of  insurance,  and  action  for  or  toward 
the  avoidance,  termination,  or  minimizing  of  losses  in  the 
case  of  specific  insured  institutions,  and  legal  fees  and 
expenses,  and  said  Corporation  may  utilize  and  may  make 
payment  for  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan 
banks,  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Government :  Provided,  That  notwithstanding  any 
other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for  the  limitation 
in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  administrative  expenses 
and  other  obligations  of  said  Corporation  shall  be  incurred, 
allowed  and  paid  in  accordance  with  title  IV  of  the  Act 
of  June  27,  1934,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1724-1730). 
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Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed 
$1,400,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses,  including  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  which  shall  be  on  an  accrual 
basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid,  depreciation, 
properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  (including  per¬ 
sonal  services)  in  connection  with  the  termination  or  liquida¬ 
tion  of  accounts  carried  on  the  books  of  the  Corporation 
not  to  exceed  $500,000,  expenses  (including  services 
performed  on  a  force  account,  contract,  or  fee  basis,  but 
not  including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition,  protection,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement, 
or  disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  said 
Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  and  legal  fees 
and  expenses,  and  said  Corporation  may  utilize  and  may 
make  payment  for  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home- 
loan  banks,  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government :  Provided,  That, 
notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  chapter,  except 
for  the  limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of  said  Corpora¬ 
tion  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with 
the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (12 
U.  S.  C.  1461-1468)'. 
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Federal  Housing  Administration:  In  addition  to  the 
amounts  available  by  or  pursuant  to  law  (which  shall  be 
transferred  to  this  authorization)  for  the  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  in  carrying 
out  duties  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  law,  not  to  exceed 
$5,425,000  of  the  various  funds  of  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  expenditure,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12 
U.  S.  C.  1701)  :  Provided,  That,  except  as  herein  other¬ 
wise  provided,  all  expenses  and  obligations  of  said  Admin¬ 
istration  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  said  Act:  Provided  further,  That 
funds  available  for  expenditure  shall  be  available  for  contract 
actuarial  services  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  purchase  of 
periodicals  and  newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and 
the  purchase  of  two  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  one 
shall  be  for  replacement  only. 

Public  Housing  Administration:  Of  the  amounts  avail¬ 
able  by  or  pursuant  to  law  for  the  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Public  Housing  Administration  in  carrying  out  duties 
imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  law  including  funds  appro¬ 
priated  by  title  I  of  this  chapter,  not  to  exceed  (373)847,- 
724jQ00  $17,524,000  shall  be  available  for  such  ex¬ 
penses,  including  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  nine  passenger 
H.  R.  7786 - 23 
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motor  vehicles,  of  which  eight  shall  he  for  replacement  only; 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned 
with  the  work  of  the  Administration;  and  a  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  :  Provided , 
That  necessary  expenses  of  providing  representatives  of  the 
Administration  at  the  sites  of  non-Federal  projects  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  construction  of  such  non-Federal  projects  by 
public  housing  agencies  with  the  aid  of  the  Administration, 
shall  be  compensated  by  such  agencies  by  the  payment  of 
fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  relation  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  costs  of  such  projects  will  cover  the  costs  of  render¬ 
ing  such  services,  and  expenditures  by  the  Administration 
for  such  purpose  shall  be  considered  nonadministrative 
expenses,  and  funds  received  from  such  payments  may  be 
used  only  for  the  payment  of  necessary  expenses  of  provid¬ 
ing  representatives  of  the  Administration  at  the  sites  of 
non-Federal  projects  or  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Administration  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  authorized  by 
the  Congress:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Administrator 
of  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  may  relinquish 
and  transfer,  pursuant  to  the  same  general  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  subsections  505  (a)  and  (b)  of  the 
Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  added  by  the  Act  of  June  28, 
1948  (Public  Law  796) ,  title  to  temporary  housing  pro¬ 
vided  for  certain  veterans  and  their  families  under  title 
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1  V  of  said  Act  of  October  14,  1940,  as  amended,  to  any 

2  State,  county,  city,  other  public  body,  educational  institution, 

3  or  nonprofit  organization :  Provided  further,  That  any  appli- 

4  cation  for  such  relinquishment  and  transfer  shall  be  filed  with 

5  the  Administrator  by  December  31,  1950:  Provided  further , 

6  That  funds  made  available  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1936  (49 

7  Stat.  2035)  shall  be  available  for  necessary  expenses,  in- 

8  eluding  administrative  expenses,  of  the  Public  Housing 

9  Administration  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 

10  May  19,  1949  (Public  Law  65) . 

11  INLAND  WATERWAYS  CORPORATION 

12  Inland  Waterways  Corporation  (administered  under 

13  the  supervision  and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce)  : 

14  Not  to  exceed  $542,000  shall  be  available  for  admin- 

15  istrative  expenses,  to  be  determined  in  the  manner  set 

16  forth  under  the  title  “General  expenses”  in  the  Uniform 

17  System  of  Accounts  for  Carriers  by  Water  of  the  Interstate 

18  Commerce  Commission  (effective  January  1,  1947)  :  Pro- 

19  vided,  That  no  funds  shall  be  used  to  pay  compensation  of 

20  employees  normally  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of 

21  1949  at  rates  in  excess  of  rates  fixed  for  similar  services 

22  under  the  provisions  of  said  Act,  nor  to  pay  the  compensa- 

23  tion  of  vessel  employees  and  such  terminal  and  other  em- 

24  ployees  as  are  not  covered  by  said  Act,  at  rates  in  excess 

25  of  rates  prevailing  in  the  river  transportation  industry  in 
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the  area  (including  prevailing  leave  allowances  for  vessel 
employees,  but  the  granting  of  such  allowances  shall  not  be 
construed  as  establishing  a  different  leave  system  within  the 
meaning  of  that  term  as  used  in  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5.  U.  S.  C.  61d)  ). 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
Not  to  exceed  $4,026,000  of  the  funds  available 
to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  shall  be  available 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  all  administrative  and 
general  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  which  expenses  shall 
be  inclusive  of  costs  of  all  administrative  offices  and  other 
activities  representing  management  and  other  functions  serv¬ 
ing  the  programs  and  projects  of  the  Corporation  in  general. 
Corporations — General  Provision 
Sec.  202.  No  part  of  the  funds  of,  or  available  for  ex¬ 
penditure  by,  any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this 
title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  employee 
engaged  in  personnel  work  in  excess  of  the  number  that 
would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of  one  such  employee  to  one 
hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full-time,  part-time, 
and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned:  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall  be 
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considered  as  engaged  in  personnel  work  if  they  spend  half¬ 
time  or  more  in  personnel  administration  consisting  of  di¬ 
rection  and  administration  of  the  personnel  program; 
employment,  placement,  and  separation;  job  evaluation  and 
classification;  employee  relations  and  services;  training; 
committees  of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service 
examiners;  wage  administration;  and  processing,  recording, 
and  reporting. 

This  chapter  may  he  cited  as  the  “Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 
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CHAPTER  IX— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  THE  ARMY 
Quarteemastee  Coeps 

CEMETEEIAL  EXPENSES 

5  CemetWial  expenses:  For  maintaining  and  improving 

6  national  cemeteries,  including  personal  semces  and  fuel  for 

7  superintendents ;  Virchase  of  grave  sites/ maintenance  of  the 

8  Arlington  MemorialSAmphitheater,y6hapel,  and  grounds  in 

9  the  Arlington  National  Cemeteryf  and  that  portion  of  Con- 

10  gressional  Cemetery  to  which,  the  United  States  has  title  and 

11  the  graves  of  those  buried  therein,  including  Confederate 

12  graves,  and  the  burial  afte  of  Pushmataha,  a  Choctaw  Indian 

13  chief;  repair  to  roadways  but  not \)  more  than  a  single 

14  approach  road  to  any  national  cemetery;  for  headstones  or 

15  markers  for  unmarked  graves  of  members  ortthe  armed  forces 

16  under  th/d'  Act  of  July  1,  1948  (24  U.  S.  279a,  b), 

17  and  civilians  interred  in  post  cemeteries;  for  maintenance 

18  of/monuments,  tablets,  roads,  fences,  and  so  forth,  made  and 

19  /constructed  by  the  United  States  in  Cuba  and  China  to  mark 
80  the  places  where  American  soldiers  fell;  maintenance  of  the 


443 

1  amounts  received  during  tlie  current  fiscal  year  by  each  of  the 

2  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  as  proceec 

3  froVt  the  sale  of  scrap  or  salvage  material,  shall  be  available 

4  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  expenses  of  transportation, 

5  demilitaWation,  and  other  preparation  for  sale  or  Salvage  of 

6  military  supplies,  equipment,  and  materiel:  Proi/ded ,  That  a 

7  report  of  receipts  and  disbursements  underpins  limitation 

8  shall  be  made  quarterly  to  the  Appropriation  Committees  of 

9  the  Congress. 

10  (467)#ec'.  630.  Appropriations  and/contract  authority  con- 

11  tained  in  this  chapter  sfhAl  not  he  subject  to  the  provisions  of 

12  subsections  (c)  to  (i),  inclusive,  yf  section  3679  of  the  Revised 

13  Statutes,  as  amended  by  sectijfp,  1111  of  this  Act,  during  the 

14  existence  of  an  emergency  /hffecfyig  the  national  security. 

15  TITLE  VII— REDUCTION  MT  APPROPRIATIONS 

16  Sec.  701.  The  contract  authorization  granted  under  the 

17  head  “Ordnance  f0r  New  Constructions  in  title  IV  of  the 

18  “National  Military  Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,” 

19  is  reduced  by/the  sum  of  $31,460,000  and  thW  amount  of  the 

20  limitation  imposed  by  the  proviso  under  said  xiead  on  the 

21  total  obligations  to  be  incurred  for  armor,  armament,  and 

22  ammunition,  for  construction,  conversion,  or  replacenVmt  ap 


23 


fved  during  the  fiscal  year  1950,  is  also  reduced  by  the 


24  /nm  of  $31,460,000. 

\ 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Defense  Appropria- 
-6  tion  Act,  1951”. 
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(468)CHAPTER  X  A-GENERAL  -REDUCTIONS  4X 
APPROPRIATIONS  AX©  CONTRACT  AUTHORI¬ 
ZATIONS 

Reduction g  in  appropriations  and  eentfaet  authoriza¬ 
tions  contained  in  tins  Aet  are  hereby  made  in  the  sum 


Net  mere  than  the  following  stuns  may  he  obligated  by 
any  agency  or  department  proyided  for  in  this  Aety  viz-? 

-f4)-  Per  ciyiiian  personnel,-  net  mere  than  an  amount  40 
per  centum  below  the  amount  proposed  in  the  -Presidents 
budget  estimates  for  fiseal  year  4-9 5  p  except  that  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  where  no  more  than  the  amount  of  the 

minus  2-  per  centum  shall  be 
This  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  nursesj  dee- 
tor%  or  other  medical  personnel;  including  orderlies,-  in  the 
Public  -Health  Service  and  the  Aeterans’  Administration? 

-(2)-  Per  travel;  not  more  than  a  total  for  all  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  of  $g49,06QbPdb  and  not  more  than  e 
per  centum  less  than  the  estimates  provided  for  military 
personnel  travel  and  not  more  than  20  per  eon  turn  less  than 
the  amount  provided  for  civilian  personnel  travel;  than  the 
estimates  therefor  contained  in  the  Presidents  budget  mes¬ 
sage  for  the  fiseal  year  4054-? 
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Per  transportation  of  tbingsy  to  all 
and  agencies?  net  ftwfe  to  O-tOOyOOOyOOO-^  jpe-toto/  fwp- 
tor?  Phut  in  ro  ease  toll  to  amount  obligated  eswel  a 
figure  4-0  per  eeutum  below  to  esthaa-tes  submitted  to  to 


President  »  bis  budget 


to  all 


to  4-054  to  eaeh  tom 


to  except  to  Department  el  Defeuse?  and  to 
the  Department  ef  Defense  net  mere  than  5  per  centum  toe 
ton  to  estimates  ef  to  President?  transmitted  in  said 

-$4f  Per  communications  services,  Ret  mere  toe  $59,- 

\  o  ~n  fl  iia!  1)1  Ai'A  tOV  fl  11  v  (\  enn  W  ll~l  oil  4  /toll  ev  f !)  Oil  f  1 1  A 

fj  trntt  tixtu  molt  rUl  tttlT  t£LJ7Ml  llllllll  t/T  rit:  I  til  Mil  tnrttj 

r\T  I  )  /~\  f  /r  o  s\  4  n  O-l'i  4  nn  o  /All  it  4  Ar  f  he 

ui  1/  4  1 4  1 1  o v  1 11  MU  l  llL  clIilULLli L  tTT  lllU 


budget  estimates  fer  1054-  mines  40  per  centum?  and  to 
to  Department  ef  Defense  net  more  ton  a  figure  5  per 
ecntum  below  to  Presidents  budget  estimates  to  4054-r 
-(5)-  Per  rents  and  utilities,  net  mere  than  $205,- 
OOO7OOO7  and  to  all  establishments  other  than  to  Depart¬ 
ment  ef  Defense  net  mere  than  to  President’s  budget 
estimates  fer  fiscal  year  1051-  minus  40  per  eentunn 

-{-Of  Per  printing  and  reproduction,  net  mere  than 
$52,000,0007  and  net  mere  in  any  ease  than  the  President’s 
budget  estimates  fer  P954  minus  40  per  eentunn 

$4$  Per  ether  contractual  services?  net  mere  than 
$47004705070007  and  fer  all  departments  ether  than  the 
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Department  el  Defense  net  mere  than  the  Presidents  budget 
estimates  ler  1-951-  minus  1-0  per  centum.- 

-(8)-  Per  supplies  and  materia^  net  more  than  $3,888, 
000,000,  and  ler  ah  departments  el  the  Government  except 
the  Department  el  Delcnsc  and  the  Veterans*  hesnitnls  net 


-s  budget  estimates  lor  1951  minus 


mere  than  the 
40  per  eentann 

-(9)-  Per  equipment,  net  mere  than  $0, 5-7-7-, 000, 000; 
and  ter  ah  departments  ether  than  the  Department  el  De- 
lense,-  net  mere  than  the  Presidents  budget  estimates  ler 
4054-  minus  40  per  eentunn 

(40)  Per  lands  and  strueturesj  ler  ah  departments  el 
the  Government,  eneept  the  Department  el  Defense  net 
mere  than  the  Presidents  budget  estimates  for  4-954  minus  5 
per  eentunn 
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(m)CHAPTER  X-B— FOREIGN  AID 
(470 }TITLE  I— FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO 
THE  PRESIDENT 
(47  UNECONOMIC  COOPERATION 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  19,  1949  (Public  Law  47), 
and  as  further  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  5,  1950  ( Public 
Law  535),  including  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  (not  to 
exceed  $30,000);  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  and  hire  of  aircraft;  payment  of  damage 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  rents  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  transportation  of  privately  owned 
automobiles;  entertainment  (not  to  exceed  $20,000); 
exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the 
Revised  Statutes;  and,  loss  by  exchange;  $ 2,450,000,000 ,  of 
which  not  to  exceed,  $ 50,000  shall  be  available  for  expendi¬ 
tures  of  a  confidential  character  (other  than  entertainment) 
under  the  direction  of  the  Administrator  or  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  who  shall  make  a  certificate  of  the  am  omit 
of  each  such  expenditure  which  he  may  think  it  advisable  not 
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to  specify,  and  every  such  certificate  shall  he  deemed  a  suffi¬ 
cient  voucher  for  the  amount  therein  specified:  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  be  consolidated  and  merged 
with  funds  heretofore  made  available  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and 
such  consolidated  appropriation  may  be  used  during  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1951  within  the  limitations  herein  specified  (472): 
Provided  further,  That  the  Administrator  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  issue  notes  from  time  to  time  during  the  fiscal  year 
1951  for  purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ,  who  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make  such  purchases,  in 
an  amount  not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $100,000,000  for 
the  purpose  of  assistance  to  Spain,  to  be  extended  upon  credit 
terms  as  provided  in  section  111  (c)  (2)  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (473}:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  not  to  exceed  $ 15,255,000  of  such  consolidated 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951,  (474)o/  which  not  more  than 
$25,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Administrator  for  any 
f  urther  action  he  may  consider  advisable  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  115  '(f)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  (475)  :  Provided  f  urther,  That  not  to  exceed 
$600,000,000  shall  be  available  for  transfers  under  section  111 
(cl)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended 
(476):  Provided  further,  That  after  November  1,  1950, 
no  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  made  available  to  any 
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nation  of  which  a  dependent  area  fails  to  comply  with  any 
treaty  to  which  the  United  States  and  such  dependent  area 
are  parties  (477):  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  shcdl  he  used  to  provide  assist¬ 
ance  to  any  participating  country  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  President,  has  failed,  refused,  or  neglected  to  support  the 
United  Nations  in  the  Korean  War  by  supplying  armed 
personnel,  materials  of  war,  or  services. 

£41  ^ASSIST  A NCE  TO  THE  HEPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 
For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  assistance  to  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  programs  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150);  transportation  of  privately 
owned  automobiles;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and 
aircraft;  exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651 
of  the  Revised  Statutes;  and  loss  by  exchange;  $90,000,000 : 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000  shcdl  be  available 
for  administrative  expenses. 

£419')lNTERNATIONAL  CHILDREN'S  WELFARE  WORK 
To  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  V  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  $12,500,000 : 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used 
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for  contributions  to  any  agency  or  to  any  subordinate  body 
of  the  United  Nations  other  than  to  the  United  Nations 
International  Children’s  Emergency  Fund. 

(4 8 Q))INTERNA TIONAL  DEI  'ELOPMEN T 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  for  International  Development 
(title  IV  of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  in¬ 
cluding  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twelve),  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  use  outside  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States;  printing  and  binding;  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service 
programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U .  S.  C.  150)  ;  insurance 
of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by 
law  of  such  countries;  acquisition  of  temporary  quarters  out¬ 
side  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  to  house  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States  Government  by  rental  (with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as 
amended  (40  U.  S.  C.  278a)),  lease,  or  construction,  and 
necessary  repairs  and  alterations  to  such  temporary  quarters; 
exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the 
Devised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  543);  entertainment  (not 
to  exceed  $2,000) ;  health  and  accident  insurance  for  foreign 
trainees  and  technicians  ivhile  absent  from  their  own 
countries  participating  in  activities  authorized  under  this 


45  L 


1  appropriation,  and  actual  expenses  of  preparing  and  trans- 

2  porting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of  such  persons 

3  who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  participating  in 

4  such  activities ;  services  of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Public 

5  Health  Service  and  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 

6  for  purposes  of  providing  such  services  the  Public  Health 

7  Service  may  appoint  not  to  exceed  twenty  officers  in  the  JRegu- 

8  lar  Corps  to  grades  above  that  of  senior  assistant,  but  not 

9  above  that  of  director,  as  otherwise  authorized  in  accordance 

10  with  section  711  of  the  Act  of  July  1,  1944,  as  amended 

11  (42  U.  S.  C.  211a),  and  the  Coast  and,  Geodetic  Survey 

12  may  appoint  for  such  purposes  not  to  exceed  twenty  com- 

13  missioned  officers  in  addition  to  those  otherwise  authorized; 

14  $26,900,000 ;  and,  in  addition,  there  may  be  transferred, 

15  to  this  appropriation  for  the  purposes  hereof  not  to  exceed, 

16  $2,600,000  from  the  appropriation  to  the  Department  of  State 

17  for  “ International  information  and  educational  activities,” 

18  fscal  year  1951:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be 

19  available  for  contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  during  the 

20  fiscal  year  1951  pursuant  to  section  405  (e)  of  the  Act  for 

21  International  Development  which  entail  commitments  for  the 

22  expenditure  of  funds  for  not  to  exceed  three  years  £481): 

23  Provided,  however,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may 

24  be  expended  for  the  duplication  of  any  program  being  carried 

25  on  by  any  other  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  or 

26  any  international  agency  to  which  the  United  States  is  a 
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major  contributor ,  nor  for  the  construction  of  any  project 
except  for  demonstration  or  instructional  purposes,  nor  for 
any  purpose  except  administrative  expenses,  and  prelimi¬ 
nary  surveys  and  technical  cooperation  programs  upon 
which  reports  shall  he  made  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  quarterly  (482):  Provided  further,  That  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  any  survey  or  the  advancement  of  any  technical 
cooperation  program  or  the  preparation  of  plans  for 
projects  does  not  constitute  any  obligation  whatsoever  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  make  any 
loan  or  grant  for  the  execution  or  construction  of  any  project 
or  for  the  completion  of  any  program  devised  under  title  IV 
of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950  (483):  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  give  written  notice  to  each  recipient  of  funds  or 
beneficiary  under  said  title  that  such  assistance  shall  not  be 
construed  as  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
to  make  funds  available  for  the  construction  or  execution  of 
any  project  and  to  report  such  action  to  Congress. 

(48V)MUTUAL  DEFENSE  ASSISTANCE 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  for  the  period  through  June  30,  1951, 
$ 1,678,023,729 ,  of  which  (a)  $ 1,000,000,000  shall  be 
available,  in  accordance  with  section  102  (b),  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  title  I,  including  expenses,  as  authorized 
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by  section  408  (b),  of  administering  the  provisions  of  said 
Act  and  the  Act  of  May  22,  1947  (61  Stat.  103),  as 
amended;  (b)  $131,500,000  shall  be  available  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  title  II;  (c)  $ 91,000,000  shall  be 
available  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  111,  includ¬ 
ing  $16,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  302  (b)  and 
$75,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  303  (b);  and  (d) 
$455,523,729  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  the  authority  to  enter  into  contracts  granted 
under  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1950:  Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  ap¬ 
propriations  and  contract  authorizations  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950, 
shall  continue  available  until  June  30,  1951. 

{485}T1TLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

(^ISQJDepartment  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 

GOVERNMENT  AND  RELIEF  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United,  States 
in  connection  with  the  government  or  occupation  of  certain 
foreign  areas  (except  Germany),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  and,  subject  to 
such  authorizations  and  limitations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned,  tuition, 
personal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10  per  day),  travel 
expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for  like  United 
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States  military  or  civilian  personnel),  and  fees  incident  to 
instruction  in  the  United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons 
as  may  he  required  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appro¬ 
priation;  travel  expenses  and  transportation;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  translation  rights,  photographic  work, 
educational  exhibits,  and  dissemination  of  information,  in¬ 
cluding  preview  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto;  expenses 
incident  to  the  operation  of  schools  in  Japan  for  American 
children  who  are  dependents  of  Government  personnel;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles  and  aircraft;  repair  and  maintenance  of  buildings, 
utilities,  facilities,  and  apurtenances;  contingencies  for  the 
United  States  commanders,  commissioners,  or  other  adminis¬ 
trators  of  foreign  areas,  to  be  expended  in  their  respective 
discretions  (not  exceeding  amounts  authorized  or  approved 
by  the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned);  such 
minimum  supplies  for  the  civilian  populations  of  such  areas 
as  may  be  essential  to  prevent  starvation,  disease,  or  unrest, 
prejudicial  to  the  objectives  sought  to  be  accomplished;  and 
such  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  be  essential 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  $ 288,000,000 , 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $18,200,000  shall  be  available  for 
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administrative  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  general  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 
for  the  military  functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
shall  apply  to  expenditures  made  by  that  Department 
from  this  appropriation:  Provided  further,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  from  this  appropriation  may  be  made  out¬ 
side  continental  United  States,  when  necessary  to  carry 
out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sections  355,  1136, 
3648,  and  3734,  Devised  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil 
service  or  classification  laws,  or  provisions  of  law  prohibiting 
payment  of  any  person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States: 
Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  may  be  made,  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its 
purposes,  without  regard  to  section  3709,  Devised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  and  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of 
1947  (41  U.  S.  C.  151-161):  Provided  further,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  eco¬ 
nomic  rehabilitation  in  such  occupied  areas  in  such  manner 
as  to  be  consistent  with  the  general  objectives  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided  further, 
That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  and  unexpended  at  the 
time  of  the  termination  of  occupation  by  the  United  States,  of 
any  area  for  which  such  funds  are  made  available,  may  be 
expended  by  the  President  for  the  procurement  of  such  com¬ 
modities  and  technical  services,  and  commodities  procured 
from  funds  herein  or  heretofore  appropriated  for  government 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


456 


and  relief  in  occupied  areas  and  not  delivered  to  such  an  area 
prior  to  the  time  of  the  termination  of  occupation,  may  he 
utilized  by  the  President,  as  may  he  necessary  to  assist  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  political  and  economic  stability  of  such 
areas:  Provided  further,  That  before  any  such  assistance  is 
made  available,  an  agreement  shall  be  entered  into  between 
the  United  States  and  the  recognized  government  or  authority 
with  respect  to  such  area  containing  such  undertakings  by 
such  government  or  authority  as  the  President  may  deter¬ 
mine  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  assure  the  efficient  use  of 
such  assistance  in  furtherance  of  such  purposes:  Provided 
further,  That  such  agreement  shall,  when  applicable,  include 
requirements  and  undertakings  corresponding  to  the  require¬ 
ments  and  undertakings  specified  in  sections  5,  6,  and  7 
of  the  Foreign  Aid  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  389,  approved 
December  17,  1947):  Provided  further,  That  funds  appro¬ 
priated  hereunder  may  be  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned  to  pay 
ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States  polls,  in¬ 
cluding  territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  Japan  and,  the  Byukyus 
for  the  movement  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased 
by,  United  States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies  regis¬ 
tered  with  and  recommended  by  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages  consigned 
to  individuals  residing  in  such  countries:  Provided  further, 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


457 


That  under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  he  'prescribed,  the 
head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned  shall  fix  and 
pay  a  uniform  rate  per  pound  for  the  ocean  transportation 
of  all  relief  packages  of  food  or  other  general  classification 
of  commodities  shipped  to  Japan  or  the  Ryukyus  regardless 
of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates  charged  by  par¬ 
ticular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this  proviso  shall  not 
apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to  individuals :  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  President  may  transfer  to  any  other 
department  or  agency  any  function  or  functions  provided  for 
under  this  appropriation,  and  there  shall  be  transfern d  to  any 
such  department  or  agency  such  unobligated  balances  of  this 
appropriation  and,  without  reimbursement  and  without  regard 
to  the  appropriation  from  which  procured,  such  property 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  determine 
to  relate  primarily  to  any  function  or  functions  so  transferred; 
and  any  funds  so  transferred  may  be  expended  either  under 
the  authority  contained  herein  or  under  the  authority  govern¬ 
ing  the  activities  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned. 
i^iyriTLE  111-DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(488 ^GOVERNMENT  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS  OF  GERMANY 
For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to 
meet  the  responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government,  occupation,  and  control 
of  occupied  areas  of  Germany,  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe,  including  personal 
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services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  one  deputy  to  the  United 
States  High  Commissioner  for  Germany  at  a  salary  of 
$17,500;  tuition,  personal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10 
per  day),  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for 
United  States  civilian  personnel),  health  and  accident  insur¬ 
ance,  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere,  of  such  persons  as  may  he  required  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  appropriation ;  actual  expenses  of  pre¬ 
paring  and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains 
of  persons  who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  partici¬ 
pating  in  activities  authorized  under  this  appropriation; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per 
diem  for  individuals;  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  and  payment  of  tort  claims  in 
the  manner  authorized  in  the  first  paragraph  of  section  2672, 
as  amended,  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  when  such 
claims  arise  in  foreign  countries;  expenses  for  translation 
and  reproduction  rights;  acquisition,  maintenance,  operation, 
and  distribution  of  educational,  informational,  reorientation, 
and  rehabilitation  materials  and  equipment  for  Germany, 
including  grants;  medical  and  health  assistance  for  the 
civilian  population  of  Germany;  expenses  incident  to  the 
operation  of  schools  for  American  children  who  are  depend¬ 
ents  of  Government  personnel;  expenses  incident  to  main- 
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tabling  discipline  and  order  in  occupied  areas  (including 
trial  and  punishment  bg  courts  established  by  or  under 
authority  of  the  President) ;  printing  and  binding ,  includ¬ 
ing  printing  and  binding  outside  continental  United  States 
without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919 
(44  U.  S.  C.  Ill) ;  purchase,  rental,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  printing  and  binding  machines,  equipment,  and 
devices  abroad;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles;  transportation  to  occupied  Germany  of  property 
donated  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  unforeseen 
contingencies  (not  to  exceed  $ 100,000 )  for  the  United  States 
High  Commissioner  for  Germany,  to  be  accounted  for  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(31  U.  S.  C.  107);  and  representation  allowances  (not  to 
exceed  $ 20,000 )  similar  to  those  authorized  by  section  901 
(3)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C. 
1131);  $27 ,000,000 :  Provided,  That  provisions  of  law, 
including  current  appropriation  Acts,  applicable  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  shall  be  available  for  application  to 
expenditures  made  from  this  appropriation:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  when  section  601  of  the  Economy  Act  of  1932, 
as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  686),  is  employed  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  the  requisitioned  agency 
may  utilize  the  authority  contained  in  this  appropriation: 
Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from  this  appropriation 
may  be  made  outside  the  continental  United  States,  when 
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1  necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sec- 

2  lions  355  and  3648,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended:  Provided 

3  further,  That  the  Department  of  State  is  authorized  to  utilize 

4  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation,  includ¬ 
ed  ing  unforeseen  contingencies,  without  dollar  reimbursement 

6  from  this  or  any  other  appropriation  (1)  currencies  de- 

7  posited  in  Germany  by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany 

8  in  accordance  with  section  115  (b)  (6)  of  the  Economic 

9  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  which  may  be 

10  made  available  by  the  Economic  Cooperation  Administration, 

11  (2)  currencies  otherwise  deposited  in  Germany  by  the 

12  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  and  which  become  available 

13  for  use  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  its  repre- 

14  sentatives  or  agencies  in  Germany,  in  such  quantities  and 

15  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  determined  by 

16  the  Secretary  of  State  after  consultation  with  the  Adminis- 

17  trator  for  Economic  Cooperation,  and  (3)  other  currencies 

18  derived  from  activities  carried  on  under  this  appropriation: 

19  Provided  further,  That  civilian  employees  of  the  United 

20  States  serving  in  Germany  who  received  appointments  in 

21  October  1949  to  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States 

22  for  service  in  Germany  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  section 

23  625  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  be  considered  to 

24  have  been  in  class  on  September  30,  1949:  Provided  fur- 

25  ther,  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  appoint- 

26  ments  may  be  made  to  the  Foreign  Service  Reserve  without 
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regard  to  the  four-year  limitation  contained  in  section  522 
of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946 :  Provided  further,  That 
in  the  event  the  President  assigns  to  the  Department  of  State 
responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  government,  occupation,  or  control  of  foreign 
areas  in  addition  to  Germany,  the  authorities  contained  in 
this  appropriation  may  be  utilized  by  the  Department  of 
State  in  connection  with  such  government,  occupation,  or 
control  of  such  foreign  areas:  Provided  further,  That  when 
the  Department  of  the  Army ,  under  the  authority  of  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1911,  as  amended  (10  U.  S.  C.  1253),  fur¬ 
nishes  subsistence  supplies  to  personnel  of  civilian  agencies 
of  the  United  States  Government  serving  in  Germany,  pay¬ 
ment  therefor  by  such  personnel  shall  be  made  at  the  same 
rate  as  is  paid  by  civilian  personnel  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army  serving  in  Germany. 

(489),1ZZ)  TO  PALESTINE  REFUGEES 

For  contributions  by  the  United  States  to  the  United 
Nations  for  the  United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency 
for  Palestine  Refugees  in  the  Near  East,  as  authorized  by 
title  111  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
(Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  $27 ,450,000. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  u Foreign  Aid  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1951”. 
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1  CHAPTER  XI— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

2  Departments  and  Agencies 

3  Sec.  1101.  Unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  the 

4  maximum  amount  allowable  during  the  current  fiscal 

5  year,  in  accordance  with  section  16  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 

6  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  78),  for  the  purchase  of  any  passenger 

7  motor  vehicle  (exclusive  of  busses,  ambulances,  and  station 

8  wagons) ,  is  hereby  fixed  at  $1,400. 

9  Sec.  1102.  Unless  otherwise  specified  and  during  the 

10  current  fiscal  \Tear,  no  part  of  any  appropriation  contained 

11  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensa- 

12  tion  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Government  of  the 

13  United  States  (including  any  agency  the  majority  of  the 

14  stock  of  which  is  owned  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
If  States)  whose  post  of  duty  is  in  continental  United  States 

16  unless  such  person  (1)  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 

17  (2)  is  a  person  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  on 

18  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  who,  being  eligible  for 

19  citizenship,  had  filed  a  declaration  of  intention  to  become 
20’  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  prior  to  such  date,  or  (3) 

21  is  a  person  who  owes  allegiance  to  the  United  States: 

22  Provided,  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  an  affidavit 

23  signed  by  any  such  person  shall  be  considered  prima  facie 
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evidence  that  the  requirements  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  his  status  have  been  complied  with:  Provided  further, 
That  any  person  making  a  false  affidavit  shall  be  guilty 
of  a  felony  and.  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $4,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year, 
or  both:  Provided  further,  That  the  above  penal  clause 
shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That 
any  payment  made  to  any  officer  or  employee  contrary 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  recoverable  in 
action  by  the  Federal  Government.  This  section  shall  not 
apply  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  or  to 
nationals  of  those  countries  allied  with  the  United  States 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

Sec.  1103.  Appropriations  of  the  executive  departments 
and  independent  establishments  for  the  current  fiscal  year, 
available  for  expenses  of  travel  or  for  the  expenses  of  the 
activity  concerned,  are  hereby  made  available  for  living 
quarters  allowances  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  26, 
1930  (5  U.  S.  C.  118a),  and  regulations  prescribed  there¬ 
under,  and  cost-of-living  allowances  similar  to  those  allowed 
under  section  901  (2)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946, 
in  accordance  with  and  to  the  extent  prescribed  by  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  President,  for  all  civilian  officers  and  employees 
of  the  Government  permanently  stationed  in  foreign  coun- 
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tries:  Provided,  That  the  availability  of  appropriations  made 
to  the  Department  of  State  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  shall  not  be  affected  hereby. 

Sec.  1104.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  paid 
to  any  person  for  the  filling  of  any  position  for  which  he  or 
she  has  been  nominated  after  the  Senate  has  voted  not  to 
approve  of  the  nomination  of  said  person. 

Sec.  1105.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 
this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  to  pay  in  excess  of  $4 
per  volume  for  the  current  and  future  volumes  of  the  United 
States  Code  Annotated  and  such  volumes  shall  be  purchased 
on  condition  and  with  the  understanding  that  latest  pub¬ 
lished  cumulative  annual  pocket  parts  issued  prior  to  the 
date  of  purchase  shall  be  furnished  free  of  charge,  or  in 
excess  of  $4.25  per  volume  for  the  current  or  future  volumes 
of  the  Lifetime  Federal  Digest. 

Sec.  1106.  Funds  made  available  by  this  or  any  other 
Act  for  administrative  expenses  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
of  the  corporations  and  agencies  subject  to  the  Government 
Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  841), 
shall  be  available,  in  addition  to  objects  for  which  such  funds 
are  otherwise  available,  for  personal  services  and  rent  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  examination 
of  budgets  and  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field; 
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services  in  accordance  with  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  the  objects 
specified  in  the  sections  of  this  title  under  the  head 
“Departments  and  agencies”,  all  the  provisions  of 
which  shall  be  applicable  to  the  expenditure  of  such 
funds  unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  Act  by  which 
they  are  made  available:  Provided ,  That  in  the  event  any 
functions  budgeted  as  administrative  expenses  are  subse¬ 
quently  transferred  to  or  paid  from  other  funds,  the  limita¬ 
tions  on  administrative  expenses  shall  be  correspondingly 
reduced. 

Sec.  1107.  No  part  of  any  funds  of  or  available  to  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation  shall  be  used  for 
the  purchase  or  construction,  or  in  making  loans  for  the 
purchase  or  construction  of  any  office  building  at  the  seat 
of  government  primarily  for  occupancy  by  any  department 
or  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any  cor¬ 
poration  owned  by  the  United  States  Government. 

Sec.  1108.  Funds  of  corporations  and  agencies,  subject 
to  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended, 
covered  by  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  Act  shall 
be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  1109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
H.  R.  7786 - 80 
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1  or  any  other  Act,  or  of  the  funds  available  for  expenditure 

2  by  any  corporation  included  in  this  or  any  other  Act,  shall 

3  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person  who  engages 

4  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or 

5  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees 

6  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 

7  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member  of  an  or- 

8  ganization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 

9  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided,  That  for 

10  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima 

11  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not 

12  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike 

13  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member 

14  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the 

15  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 

16  or  that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not  a  member 

17  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 

18  ernment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Provided 

19  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the 

20  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 

21  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right 

22  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 

23  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that 

24  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 

25  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts  employment  the  salary 
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or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation  or  fund 
contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony 
and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided 
further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to, 
and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing 
law:  Provided  further,  That,  as  applicable  to  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Agriculture  and  Interior,  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency 
work  involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of 
property,  and  the  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made 
to  such  persons  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services 
rendered  in  such  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit 
contemplated  by  this  section. 

Sec,  1110.  No  funds  made  available  by  this  or  any  other 
Act  shall  be  withdrawn  from  one  appropriation  account  for 
credit  to  another,  or  to  a  working  fund,  except  as  authorized 
by  law:  Provided,  That,  except  as  otherwise  specifically 
provided  by  law,  any  funds  so  withdrawn  and  credited  shall 
be  available  for  the  same  purposes,  and  subject  to  the  same 
limitations,  conditions,  and  restrictions,  as  provided  by  the 
Act  appropriating  such  funds:  Provided  further,  That  any 
such  withdrawal  and  credit  shall  be  made,  without  warrant 
action,  by  check :  Provided  further,  That  no  funds  withdrawn 
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and  credited  pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Act  of  June 
30,  1932,  as  amended  (47  Stat.  417;  31  U.  S.  C.  686), 
shall  be  available  for  any  period  beyond  that  provided  by  the 
Act  appropriating  such  funds. 

Sec.  1111.  Section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (31  U.  S.  0.  665),  is  hereby  further  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3679.  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  shall  make  or  authorize  an  expenditure  from  or  create 
or  authorize  an  obligation  under  any  appropriation  or  fund 
in  excess  of  the  amount  available  therein;  nor  shall  any 
such  officer  or  employee  involve  the  Government  in  any 
contract  or  other  obligation,  for  the  payment  of  money  for 
any  purpose,  in  advance  of  appropriations  made  for  such 
purpose,  unless  such  contract  or  obligation  is  authorized 
by  law. 

“(b)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
accept  voluntary  service  for  the  United  States  or  employ 
personal  service  in  excess  of  that  authorized  by  lawr,  except 
in  cases  of  emergency  involving  the  safety  of  human  life  or 
the  protection  of  property. 

“(c)  (1)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section, 
all  appropriations  or  funds  available  for  obligation  for  a  defi¬ 
nite  period  of  time  shall  be  so  apportioned  as  to  prevent  obli¬ 
gation  (490)or  expenditure  thereof  in  a  manner  which  would 
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indicate  a  necessity  for  deficiency  or  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  for  such  period;  and  all  appropriations  or  funds  not 
limited  to  a  definite  period  of  time,  and  all  authorizations  to 
create  obligations  by  contract  in  advance  of  appropriations, 
shall  be  so  apportioned  as  to  achieve  the  most  effective  and 
economical  use  thereof.  As  used  hereafter  in  this  section,  the 
term  ‘appropriation’  means  appropriations,  funds,  and  au¬ 
thorizations  to  create  obligations  by  contract  in  advance  of 
appropriations. 

“(2)  In  apportioning  any  appropriation,  reserves  may 
be  established  to  provide  for  contingencies,  or  to  effect  sav¬ 
ings  whenever  savings  are  made  possible  by  or  through 
changes  in  (491^  reepfirementsq  requirements  or  greater  effi¬ 
ciency  of  operations  (492)7-6?  ether  developments  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  date  on  which  such  appropriation  was  made 
available.  Whenever  it  is  determined  by  an  officer  desig¬ 
nated  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section  to  make  apportion¬ 
ments  and  reapportionments  that  any  amount  so  reserved 
will  not  be  required  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  concerned,  he  shall  recommend  the  rescission  of  such 
amount  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  Budget  and  Account¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  for  estimates  of  appropriations. 

“  ( 3 )  Any  appropriation  subject  to  apportionment  shall 
be  distributed  by  months,  calendar  quarters,  operating  sea¬ 
sons,  or  other  time  periods,  or  by  activities,  functions,  proj- 
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ects,  or  objects,  or  by  a  combination  thereof,  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate  by  the  officers  designated  in  subsection 
(d)  of  this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reappor¬ 
tionments.  Except  as  otherwise  specified  by  the  officer 
making  the  apportionment,  amounts  so  apportioned  shall 
remain  available  for  obligation,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  appropriation,  on  a  cumulative  basis  unless 
reapportioned. 

“  (4)  Apportionments  shall  be  reviewed  at  least  four 
times  each  year  by  the  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d) 
of  this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments, 
and  such  reapportionments  made  or  such  reserves  established, 
modified,  or  released  as  may  be  necessary  to  further  the 
effective  use  of  the  appropriation  concerned,  in  accordance 
with  the  purposes  stated  in  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection. 

“(d)  (1)  Any  appropriation  available  to  the  legisla¬ 

tive  branch,  the  judiciary,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  which 
is  required  to  be  apportioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  this 
section,  shall  be  apportioned  or  reapportioned  in  writing  by 
the  officer  having  administrative  control  of  such  appropria¬ 
tion.  Each  such  appropriation  shall  be  apportioned  not  later 
than  thirty  days  before  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  the  appropriation  is  available,  or  not  more  than  thirty 
days  after  approval  of  the  Act  by  which  the  appropriation 
is  made  available,  whichever  is  later. 
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“(2)  Any  appropriation  available  to  an  agency,  which 
is  required  to  be  apportioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  this 
section,  shall  be  apportioned  or  reapportioned  in  writing  by 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  head  of 
each  agency  to  which  any  such  appropriation  is  available 
shall  submit  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  information,  in 
such  form  and  manner  and  at  such  time  or  times  as  the 
Director  may  prescribe,  as  may  be  required  for  the  appor¬ 
tionment  of  such  appropriation.  Such  information  shall  be 
submitted  not  later  than  forty  days  before  the  beginning 
of  any  fiscal  }7ear  for  which  the  appropriation  is  available, 
or  not  more  than  fifteen  days  after  approval  of  the  Act  by 
which  such  appropriation  is  made  available,  whichever  is 
later.  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall 
apportion  each  such  appropriation  and  shall  notify  the  agency 
concerned  of  his  action  not  later  than  twenty  days  before 
the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  the  appropriation 
is  available,  or  not  more  than  thirty  days  after  the  approval 
of  the  Act  by  which  such  appropriation  is  made  available, 
whichever  is  later.  When  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
‘agency’  means  any  executive  department,  agency,  commis¬ 
sion,  authority,  administration,  board,  or  other  independent 
establishment  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
including  any  corporation  wholly  or  partly  owned  by  the 
United  States  which  is  an  instrumentality  of  the  United 
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States.  (493)Notbing  m  this  subsection  shall  be  se  con¬ 
strued  as  to  interfere  with  the  initiation,-  operation,  and 

funds  (other  than  funds  for  administrative  expenses)  avail¬ 
able  for  price  support,  surplus  removal,  and  related  opera¬ 
tions,  with  respect  to  agricultural  commodities  shall  be  subject 
to  apportionment  pursuant  to  this  section.  The  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  not  apply  (494 Jto  appropriations  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  or  to  any  corporation  which  obtains 
funds  for  making  loans,  other  than  paid  in  capital  funds, 
without  legal  liability  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

“(e)  ( 1 )  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment  which, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  officer  making  such  apportionment 
or  reapportionment,  would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a  de¬ 
ficiency  or  supplemental  estimate  shall  be  made  except  upon 
a  determination  by  such  officer  that  such  action  is  required 
because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the  trans¬ 
mission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative  con¬ 
trol;  or  (B)  emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human 
life,  the  protection  of  property,  or  the  immediate  welfare 
of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appropriation  has  been 
made  to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment  of,  or 
contributions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to 
individuals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in 
accordance  with  formulae  prescribed  by  law. 
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“(2)  In  each  case  of  an  apportionment  or  a  reappor¬ 
tionment  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  officer  making  such 
apportionment  or  reapportionment,  would  indicate  a  neces¬ 
sity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate,  such  officer 
shall  immediately  submit  a  detailed  report  of  the  facts  of 
the  case  to  the  Congress.  In  transmitting  any  deficiency 
or  supplemental  estimates  required  on  account  of  any  such 
apportionment  or  reapportionment,  reference  shall  be  made 
to  such  report. 

“  (f)  (495)('I )  The  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d) 
of  this  section  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments 
may  exempt  from  apportionments  (49 tijtrust  funds  and 
working  funds  expenditures  from  which  have  no  significant 
effect  on  the  financial  operations  of  the  Government,  working 
capital  and  revolving  funds  established  for  intra-govern- 
mental  operations,  receipts  from  industrial  and  power  opera¬ 
tions  available  under  law  and  any  appropriation  made 
specifically  for — 

“  (1)  interest  on,  or  retirement  of,  the  public  debt; 

“(2)  payment  of  claims,  judgments,  refunds,  and 
draw-backs ; 

“(3)  any  item  determined  by  the  President  to  be 
of  a  confidential  nature ; 

“(4)  payment  under  private  relief  Acts  or  other 
laws  requiring  payments  to  designated  payees  in  the 
total  amount  of  such  appropriation; 
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(497}‘Y<5J  grants  to  the  States  under  title  I,  IV,  or 
X  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  or  under  any  other  public 
assistance  title  in  such  Act. 

(498)ii-(A)-  contingent  expenses  of  4k e  Senate  or  el  4k e 
Sense  el  Bepresentatkvesr 

(499)‘Y'^J  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  appropriations  to  the  Senate  or  House  of 
Representatives  or  to  any  Member,  committee,  Office  (includ¬ 
ing  the  office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol),  officer,  or 
employee  thereof. 

“(g)  Any  appropriation  which  is  apportioned  or  reap¬ 
portioned  pursuant  to  this  section  may  be  divided  and 
subdivided  administratively  within  the  limits  of  such  appor¬ 
tionments  or  reapportionments.  The  officer  having  admin¬ 
istrative  control  of  any  such  appropriation  available  to  the 
legislative  branch,  the  judiciary,  or  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  the  head  of  each  agency,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  shall  prescribe,  by 
regulation,  a  system  of  administrative  control  (not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  any  (oOO^otber  accounting  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  by  or  pursuant  to  law)  which  shall  be  designed  to 
(A)  restrict  obligations  (oOl)or  expenditures  against  each 
appropriation  to  the  amount  of  apportionments  or  reappor¬ 
tionments  made  for  each  such  appropriation,  and  (B)  enable 
such  officer  or  agency  head  to  fix  responsibility  for  the 
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creation  of  any  obligation  (50 2 }or  the  making  of  any  ex¬ 
penditure  in  excess  of  an  apportionment  or  reapportionment. 

“(h)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
authorize  or  create  any  obligation  (503)or  make  any  ex¬ 
penditure  (A)  in  excess  of  an  apportionment  or  rearm  orti  Hy¬ 
men  t,  or  (B)  in  excess  of  the  amount  permitted  by  regulations 
prescribed  pursuant  to  subsection  (g)  of  this  section. 

“(i)  (1)  In  addition  to  any  penalty  or  liability  under 
other  law,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  who 
shall  violate  subsection  (a) ,  (b) ,  or  (h)  of  this  section  shall 
be  subjected  to  appropriate  administrative  discipline,  includ¬ 
ing,  when  circumstances  warrant,  suspension  from  duty  with¬ 
out  pay  or  removal  from  office;  and  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  who  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  violate 
subsection  (a),  (b) ,  or  (h)  of  this  section  shall,  upon  con¬ 
viction,  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  two  years,  or  both. 

“  (2)  In  the  case  of  a  violation  of  subsection  (a  ).  (b). 
or  (h)  of  this  section  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  an  agency, 
or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  head  of  the  agency  con¬ 
cerned  or  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
shall  immediately  report  to  the  President,  through  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  to  the  Congress  all 
pertinent  facts  together  with  a  statement  of  the  action  taken 
thereon.” 

Sec.  1112.  No  part  of  the  funds  of,  or  available  for 
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expenditure  by  any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this 
Act  (504),  including  the  government  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  shall  be  available  to  pay  for  annual  leave  accumulated  by 
any  (505 ^civilian  officer  or  employee  during  the  calendar 
year  1950  and  unused  at  the  close  of  business  on  (506)De- 
eember  44y  4-05Q  June  30,  1951 :  Provided,  That  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  not  apply  to  officers  and  employees  whose  post 
of  duty  is  outside  the  continental  United  States  (507):  And 
provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  apply  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  payment  of  compensation  for  accumulated  annual 
leave  in  the  case  of  officers  or  employees  who  leave  their 
civilian  positions  for  the  purpose  of  entering  upon  active 
military  or  naval  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  1113.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6 
of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the 
provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Secretary  of  State  may, 
in  his  absolute  discretion,  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
terminate  the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Department  of  State  or  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the 
United  States  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termination 
necessary  or  advisable  in  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act 
of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the  provisions  of 
any  other  law,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  may,  in  his 
absolute  discretion,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  terminate 
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the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termination 
necessary  or  advisable  in  the  best  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

(508)&Eer  1414.-  hie  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in 

f  Vti  \  of  clinll  ]  >  a  n  c*  rwl  frv  no  \  r  4  ]  i  /~w  rt  IV  011  CO  li  An  nf  a  n  tt 

Ml lo  lil  t  oilcl II  )j L  llolU  1 14  T7ti  V  Tl  1 U  L  U1 11  |  llocl  l  ll'Il  \7x  ct  1 1  y 

incumbent  appointed  to  any  civil  office  or  position  under 
the  United  States  Government-  which  may  become  vacant 
during  the  fiscal  year  beginning  on  July  U  49b0u  Provided; 

T 1 1  <n  f  4  1  i,  1 ii~tli  il  n  4 1  a  n  ol i  r>  1 1  n  a!  n nnl  yr 
JL  11  ct  1  l  II 115  lllllTl/lMl/Il  O Ilcll l  11 1/  l  ci  I  M./I  | 

-fa)-  to  not  to  exeeed  40  per  centum  of  all  such 
vacancies  in  any  agency  caused  by  separation  from 

-(h)-  to  positions  filled  from  within  the  agency,- 
-fe)-  to  offices  or  positions  required  by  law  to  be 
filled  by  appointment  of  the  President  by  and  with  the 

f>  /l  \ T 1  P A  Q  l fl  Ann  o  ai~>  f  4l 1  r\  01  r\ n  n  4  a 

till  v  iu  1  cl  1  i ll  u UiioL  11 1  ti/i  1 11  u  tjtrrttrt vj 

-ffif  to  scientific  and  teclmieal  positions  PH:  tllO 

A  IaIQ  1  Q  E D  AVAA/  Cj  A 1  1T1  1  Q £  1  A XX  O  IV  (\  1^  A  \  vni  Qij  ,Qat«tti  rk/-\n 

11 1  vjlIllU  _LJ11L  1  ^  V  l_  UllilllUSolUIl  cl II ll  till!  ill  lllLIL  Ul  l  V  ItloJ 

[a  1  in  11  nveoc1  /] Anf avo _  av  All) av  ni a^IiaoI 
^  l  J  tt/  111  It  o  1 1  j  y  ttutrtviiiy  Ur  U  l  111.  1  111  l  it  ll  cl  1  I  *  1 1  ijUIIIIUI  j 

1 11  d  ll  (ii  1 11  ^  orderlies^  in  the  Pubhe  Health  Service  and 
the  Ueterans-  Administration, ■ 

-fff  to  law  enforcement  officers,- 

-fg)-  to  temporary,  emergency,-  seasonal  or  coopera- 

f  1  \T  A 
ttvT 

-(h)-  to  commissioned?  commissioned  warranty  war- 
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rant7  a»d  enlisted  persennef  and  cadets  el  the  Geast 
Geaedj  and  the  undergraduates  el  the  United  States 
Military  and  ir'faval  Academies,  er 

-(if  te  any  ageney  in  the  legislative  er  jadiebd 
branches  el  the  Government;  or  the  manieiyal  govern¬ 
ment  el  the  district  el  Geb-imbkh 
Sec.  1114.  ( 1 )  Except  as  hereinafter  provided,  each 
appropriation,  reappropriation,  and  contract  authorization 
or  reauthorization,  made  by  this  Act  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  to  any  department  or  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  (including  funds  of 
Government  corporations  authorized  by  this  Act  for  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses),  is  hereby  reduced  by  10  per  centum. 

(2)  In  order  to  provide  for  the  most  effective  use  of 
appropriations  and  contract  authorizations  reduced  by  this 
section,  the  head  of  each  department  and  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  is  hereby  authorized 
to  make  adjustments  and  transfers  between  such  appropria¬ 
tions,  and  between  such  contract  authorizations,  within  his 
department  or  agency;  but  no  such  appropriation  or  contract 
authorization  shall  be  increased  under  the  authority  of  this 
section  to  an  amount  in  excess  of  that  provided  in  other 
chapters  of  this  Act. 

(3)  The  reductions  provided  for  in  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  the  following: 


479 


1  (a)  Title  II  of  chapter  IV;  chapter  X;  so  much  of 

2  title  I  of  chapter  X-B  as  is  contained  in  the  paragraphs 

3  headed  “Economic  Cooperation” ,  “ International  Children's 

4  Welfare  Work”,  and  “Mutual  Defense  Assistance” ;  and 

5  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  General  Services  Admin- 

6  istration  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Strategic 

7  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 ; 

8  (h)  Appropriations  in  title  I  of  chapter  VIII  for  the 

9  Executive  Office  of  the  President  under  the  headings  “ Com - 
pensation  of  the  President!' ,  “The  White  House  Office”, 

11  “Emergency  E und  for  the  President” ,  and  “Executive  Man- 

12  sion  and  Grounds” ; 


13  (c)  Appropriations  and  contract  authorizations  for  the 

11  atomic  energy  program; 

(d)  Trust  funds; 

(e)  Funds  of  Government  corporations  excluding  those 


15 

16 


17  made  available  in  this  Act  (1)  for  administrative  expenses 
13  and  (2)  by  appropriation  from  the  general  fund  of  the 
10  Treasury; 

20  (f)  Amounts  (other  than  under  the  Veterans  Adminis- 

21  tration )  for  furnishing  medical  and  hospital  services  and 

22  domiciliary  care,  excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses  not 
20  directly  connected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hospital, 
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dispensary,  or  clinic,  and  (2)  expenses  for  employee  health 
service  programs; 

(g)  Amounts  provided  in  this  Act  for  payment  of 
obligations  incurred  under  prior  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions,  and  obligated  balances  of  reappropriations ; 

(h)  Appropriations  of,  or  measured  by,  receipts ; 

(i)  Amounts  appropriated  by  this  Act  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  law  enforcement  agencies,  including  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Services,  the  Coast  Guard,  and  the 
Secret  Service ;  or  for  the  payment  of  compensation  and 
expenses  of  agents  and  auditors  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  and  such  other  officers  and  employees  of  other 
agencies  whose  duties  primarily  pertain  to  intelligence  opera¬ 
tions  ( including  funds  transferred  pursuant  to  section  6  (a) 
of  the  Act  of  June  20,  1049;  63  Stat.  211 )  or  to  the 
investigation,  apprehension,  prosecution,  or  detention  of 
persons  suspected  or  co7ivicted  of  offenses  against  the  criminal 
laws  of  the  United  States; 

(j)  Amounts  provided  for  any  program  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration,  excluding  (1)  administrative  expenses  not 
directly  connected  with  the  operation  of  a  specific  hospital, 
dispensary,  clinic,  or  facility,  and  (2)  expenses  for  em¬ 
ployee  health  service  programs; 
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(k)  Amounts  provided  for  payments  to  States  or  politi¬ 
cal  subdivisions  thereof; 

(l)  Amounts  provided  to  make  payment  of  or  con¬ 
tributions  toward  pensions,  retirement  and  disability  annui¬ 
ties  and  benefits,  employees’  death  or  injury  benefits,  or 
other  items  of  a  similar  nature;  and 

(m)  Appropriations  for  refunds,  awards,  and  indem¬ 
nities. 

(509)&e<7.  1115.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  no  part  of 
any  money  appropriated  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be 
used  during  any  quarter  of  such  fiscal  year  to  purchase 
typewriting  machines  (except  bookkeeping  and  billing  ma¬ 
chines)  at  a  price  which  exceeds  90  per  centum  of  the  lowest 
net  cash  price,  plus  applicable  Federal  excise  taxes,  accorded 
the  most-favored  customer  (other  than  the  Government,  the 
American  National  Bed  Cross,  and,  the  purchasers  of  type¬ 
writing  machines  for  educational  purposes  only)  of  the 
manufacturer  of  such  machines  during  the  six-month  period, 
immediately  preceding  such  quarter. 

(510  yS  EC.  1116.  No  payment  shall  be  made  from  appro¬ 
priations  in  this  Act  to  any  officer  on  the  retired  lists  of 
the  Regular  Army,  Regular  Navy,  Regular  Marine  Corps, 
Regular  Air  Force,  Regular  Coast  Guard ,  Coast  and  Geo¬ 
detic  Survey,  and,  Public  Health  Service  for  a  period  of 
two  years  after  retirement  who  for  himself  or  for  others 
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1  is  engaged  in  the  selling  of  or  contracting  for  the  sale  of 

2  or  negotiating  for  the  sale  of  to  any  agency  of  the  Depart- 

3  ment  of  Defense,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 

4  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health  Service  any  supplies  or  war 

5  materials. 

»  1 

0  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “General  Appropriation 
7  Act,  1951”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  May  10,  1950. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  August  4  (legi* 
lative  day,  July  20),  1950. 

Attest:  LESLIE  L.  BIFFLE, 

Secretary. 
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-  The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
aftd  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
tim^and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider  'tyas  laid  on  the  table. 

COLUMBIA  BASIN  PROJECT 

The  Cldtk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8345) 
to  amend  the  Columbia  Basin  Project 
Act  with  reference  to  recordable  con¬ 
tracts. 

There  being  ho  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  et&i.  That  the  Columbia 
Basin  Project  Act  (act*,  of  March  10,  1943, 
ch.  14,  57  Stat.  14)  be  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  adding  a  new  paragraph,  to  be  the 
second  paragraph  of  subsection  (c)  of  sec¬ 
tion  2,  as  follows: 

‘‘Notwithstanding  the  limitations  of  the 
preceding  paragraph  but  subject  to  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  “'prescribed 
therefor  by  the  Secretary,  the  privilege  of 
executing  recordable  contracts  is  hereby  ex¬ 
tended  as  follows:  (1)  To  any  landowner  as 
to  a  tract  of  land  to  which  he,  or  his  prede¬ 
cessor  if  he  holds  as  an  heir  or  devisee,  hMd 
legal  or  equitable  title  on  October  28,  1947? 
(ii)  to  any  landowner  as  to  a  tract  of  land 
as  to  which  he  has  held  legal  or  equitable 
title  for  not  less  than  10  years  (including 
the  period  of  holding  by  predecessors  where 
title  is  held  as  an  heir  or  devisee),  or  as  to 
which  he  furnishes  proof  in  writing  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  Secretary  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
transaction  and  consideration  paid  by  him 
(or  by  his  predecessor  where  title  is  held  as 
an  heir  or  devisee)  for  the  tract  and  as  to 
which  there  is  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  that 
the  transaction  was  bona  fide  and  for  a  con¬ 
sideration  not  in  excess  of  the  full  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value  of  the  tract,  valued  as  of  the  date 
of  that  transaction  without  reference  to  or 
Increment  by  reason  of  the  project.  Any 
such  recordable  contract  may  be  executed 
only  on  or  before  December  31,  1951,  or  on 
or  before  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
as  to  each  irrigation  block  in  which  the  lands 
are  situated,  such  date  to  be  approximately 
2  years  before  the  commencement  of  the 
development  period  for  that  block.” 

(2)  By  deleting  the  last  sentence  of  sub¬ 
division  (ii)  of  subsection  (e)  of  section  2. 

(3)  By  amending  subsection  (a)  of  section 
8  to  read  as  follows: 

‘‘Fraudulent  misrepresentation  as  to  the 
true  consideration  involved  in  the  convey¬ 
ance  of,  or  contract  to  convey,  any  freehold 
estate  in  land  covered  by  recordable  contract 
or  which  is  sought  to  be  covered  by  a  record¬ 
able  contract  under  subsection  2  (c)  hereof 
in  the  affidavits  required  or  which  may 
required  under  that  subsection  shall 
stitute  a  misdemeanor  punishable  by  affine 
not  exceeding  $500  or  by  imprisonment  not 
exceeding  6  months,  or  by  both  suchyflne  and 
imprisonment.” 

(4)  By  amending  the  second  ifentence  of 
subsection  (b)  of  section  4  tcyTead  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “In  addition,  land  sale^ffind  exchange 
contracts  shall  be  on  a  b^ls  that,  in  the 
Secretary’s  judgment,  provides  for  the  re¬ 
turn,  in  a  reasonable  perjfcd  of  years,  of  not 
less  than  the  appraisal  value  of  the  land 
and  improvements  thereon,  and  provides,  in 
the  case  of  any  lands  to  be  included  in  farm 
units,  for  the  application  of  provisions  sim¬ 
ilar  to  those  of  tire  recordable  contracts  pro¬ 
vided  under  subjection  2  (c)  hereof.” 

With  the/ollowing  committee  amend¬ 
ments: 

Page  ^line  7,  after  the  words  “Notwith¬ 
standing  the”,  insert  the  word  “time.” 

Page  2,  line  1,  delete  the  word  “predeces- 
sor "/ and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  :  “ancestors  or  devisors.” 

Page  2,  line  5,  delete  the  word  “predeces¬ 
sors,”  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “his  ancestors  or  devisors." 


Page  2,  line  9,  delete  the  word  “predeces¬ 
sor,”  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “ancestors  or  devisors.” 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ADMISSION  OF  CERTAIN  ALIENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1858)  to 
permit  the  admission  of  alien  spouses 
and  minor  children  of  citizen  members 
of  the  United  States  Armed  Forces. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  section  13  (c)  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  Act  of  1924,  as  amended  (8  U.  S.  C., 
213  (c)),  alien  spouses  or  unmarried  minor 
children  of  United  States  citizens  serving  in, 
or  having  an  honorable  discharge  certificate 
from  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
during  World  War  II  shall,  if  otherwise  ad¬ 
missible  under  the  immigration  laws,  be 
eligible  to  enter  the  United  States  with  non¬ 
quota  immigration  visas  issued  under  tha 
provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  the  ImmigiW- 
tibn  Act  of  1924,  as  amended  (8  U.  S.  C.dtVA 
(a)  V;  Provided,  That  in  the  cases  of  ,^uch 
alien  spouses  of  United  States  citizenjs  serv¬ 
ing  in,  or  having  an.  honorable  discharge  cer¬ 
tificate  from  the  Armed  Forces  of  Idle  United 
States  durjng  World  War  II,  the  marriage 
shall  have  occurred  before  90  difys  after  en¬ 
actment  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  coqjfnittee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  2,  line  5,  strik^ out  “90  days”  and 
Insert  “6  months.” 

The  committee  pfeiendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  wasyfrdered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  reajfthe  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table„ 

TRANSMUTATION  OF  GAMBLING  DE¬ 
VICES  IN  INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

ie  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3357)  to 
fohibit  transportation  of  gambling  de¬ 
vices  in  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BARING.  I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

CITY  OF  ALBUQUERQUE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3584)  to 
amend  the  act  of  June  9,  1906  (34  Stat. 
227),  entitled  “An  act  granting  land  to 
the  city  of  Albuquerque  for  public  pur¬ 
poses.” 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  approved 
June  9,  1906  (34  Stat.  227),  entitled  “An  act 
granting  land  to  the  city  of  Albuquerque  for 
public  purposes,”  is  hereby  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  thereto  the  following: 

“Sec.  2.  The  city  of  Albuquerque  is  author¬ 
ized  to  convey,  without  restrictions  as  to  use, 
not  to  exceed  one-half  of  the  acreage  pat¬ 
ented  under  this  act:  Provided,  however. 
That  all  the  proceeds  derived  from  such  sale 
or  sales  shall  be  used  for  the  construction  of 
a  public  auditorium,  erected  either  under 
the  sole  sponsorship  of  the  city  of  Albu¬ 
querque  or,  if  located  upon  land  owned  by 
the  University  of  New  Mexico,  as  a  joint 
project  with  that  university.” 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  8678)  was 
laid  on  the  table.  / 

AMENDMENT  OF  CENTRAL 
AGENCY  ACT  OF 

The  Clerk  called  the  jril  (S.  3875)  to 
amend  section  9  of  the  Central  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Act  of  1949. 

There  being  no  Objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  fgflows: 

Be  it  enacted,  tfic..  That  section  9  of  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  Act  of  1949  (act 
of  June  20,  19^f;  ch.  227,  sec.  9,  63  Stat.  212) 
is  hereby  attended  by  deleting  the  figure 
“$10,000”  ajld  substituting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  figure/*$13,100.” 

The  Joill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
timeywas  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
an$-a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  completes  the 
;  call  of  the  eligible  bills  on  the  Consent 
Calendar. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ASPINALL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  a  news  release. 

Mr.  HEDRICK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article  written  by  Soterios 
Nicholson,  which  appeared  in  the  June 
issue  of  the  Atlantis,  an  article  on 
Macedonia. 

Mr.  HUBER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  FERNOS-ISERN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  POULSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  from  the  Los  Angeles 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  Graham)  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  his  remarks  and  include 
an  editorial. 

Mr.  WITHROW  asked%nd  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial. 

Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article  by  Dr.  Lutz. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  t6  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  two  editorials. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  four  instances  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  HESELTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  SCUDDER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  two  newspaper  articles. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE  asked  and  was- given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks' and 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  O’KONSKI  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in 
three  instances. 
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Vr.  WADSWORTH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial  appearing  in 
the  Le'-Roy  Gazette-News  entitled  “An 
Open  Letter  To  the  President.” 

Mr.  D’EtyART  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  CHIPRRFIELD  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  RICH  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article  entitled  “Growth  of 
Marketing  and  Purchasing  Coopera¬ 
tives.”  \ 

Mr.  RAINS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial  appearing  in  the 
Montgomery  Advertiser. 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BATTLE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  HILL  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  address. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  article  on  America’s  most 
rugged  highway. 

Mr.  COUDERT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Michener)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

CONFERRING  JURISDICTION  ON  STATE  j 

OF  NEW  YORK  IN  ACTIONS  TO  WHICH  j 

INDIANS  ARE  PARTIES 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  return  for  imme¬ 
diate  consideration  to  Calendar  No.  658 
the  bill  (S.  192)  to  confer  jurisdiction 
on  the  courts  of  the  State  of  New  York 
with  respect  to  civil  actions  between  f 
Indians  or  to  which  Indians  are  parties. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Okla¬ 
homa? 

Mr.  O’SULLIVAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
oVij^ct 

APPOINTMENT*  OF  CONFEREES  ON  GEN¬ 
ERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  H.  R.  7786,  an 
act  making  appropriations  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  and  ask  for  a  conference  with 
the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees: 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House : 

Messrs.  Cannon,  Rabaut,  Norrell, 
Taeer,  and: 

on  Chap.  I,  Messrs.  Bates  of  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Yates,  Furcolo, 
Stockman,  and  Wilson 
of  Indiana; 


on  Chap.  II,  Messrs.  McGrath,  Kir- 
wan,  Andrews,  Can- 
field,  and  Scrivner; 
on  Chap.  Ill,  Messrs.  Rooney,  Flood, 
Preston,  Stefan,  and 
Clevenger; 

on  Chap.  IV,  Messrs.  Gary,  Fernandez, 
Passman,  Canfield,  and 
Coudert; 

on  Chap.  V,  Messrs.  Fogarty,  Hed¬ 
rick,  McGrath,  Scriv¬ 
ner,  and  Andersen; 

on  Chap.  VI,  Messrs.  Whitten,  Stig- 
ler,  Kruse,  Andersen, 
and  Horan; 

on  Chap.  VII,  Messrs.  Kirwan,  Jackson 
of  Washington,  Gore, 
Jensen,  and  Fenton; 
on  Chap.  VIII,  Messrs.  Thomas,  Gore, 
Andrews,  Case  of  South 
Dakota,  and  Phillips 
of  California; 

on  Chap.  IX,  Messrs.  Kerr,  Gore,  Hed- 
"RICK,  WlGGLESWORTH, 
and  Stefan; 

on  Chap.  X,  Messrs.  Mahon,  Sheppard, 
Sikes,  Plumley,  and 
WlGGLESWORTH ; 

on  Chap.  X-A,  Messrs.  Gore,  Hedrick, 
Passman,  Wiggles- 
worth,  and  Stefan; 
on  Chap.  X-B,  Messrs.  Gary,  Rooney, 
*  Bates  of  Kentucky, 
Wigglesworth,  and 
Stefan; 

on  Chap.  XI,  Messrs.  Gore,  Hedrick, 
Passman,  Wiggles¬ 
worth,  and  Stefan. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Will  the 
chairman  take  a  minute  to  explain  how 
the  conferees  will  operate  under  this  ar¬ 
rangement? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  ex¬ 
pect  to  go  to  conference  tomorrow  morn¬ 
ing  at  10  o’clock.  The  bill  will  be  taken 
up  by  chapters  seriatim.  As  a  chapter 
is  reached  the  entire  subcommittee  which 
wrote  that  particular  chapter,  and  which 
therefore  is  more  familiar  with  it  than 
anyone  else  on  the  committee,  along  with 
the  other  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  will  take  up  the  chapter  with  the 
Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  This 
means,  then,  that  the  four  Members  who 
were  first  named  will  sit  through  the 
entire  conference? 

Mr.  CANNON.  They  are  the  ranking 
members  on  the  central  subcommittee 
which  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  and 
will  sit  with  the  respective  subcommittees 
throughout  the  conference. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  And  the 
Members  who  are  assigned  to  a  particular 
chapter  will  receive  notification  as  their 
particular  chapter  is  approached? 

Mr.  CANNON.  When  a  chapter  is 
taken  up,  the  conferees  on  the  next  suc¬ 


ceeding  chapter  will  be  notified, 
hope  to  proceed  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible,  subject  always  to  the  approval 
of  the  managers  on  the  par^  of  the 
Senate. 

AUTHORiaiMQ-  FBDOBAb  i*QHIOTUmOD  W 

STATES  AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS  IN 

MAJOR  DISASTERS 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction 
Df  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call  up  a 
resolution  (H.  Res.  742)  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

]  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
jorder  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8396)  to  authorize  Federal 
^Assistance  to  States  and  local  governments  in 
jbiajor  disasters,  and  for  other  purposes.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  1 
hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  the 
Sill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
ommittee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
he  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
ave  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
hall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
.mendments  thereto  to  final  passage  with- 
iut  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
ecommit. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  California.  Mr. 

Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  I  yield. 

j  T  Ir.  WHITE  of  California.  Mr. 

Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  may  have 
until  midnight  tonight  to  file  reports  on 
the  bills  H.  R:  9194  and  H.  R.  9313. 
j  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  any  objection  whatever  to 
the  pending  rule  or  to  the  bill  which  the 
rule  makes  consideration  in  order. 

;  The  bill  provides  assistance  to  States 
and  local  governments  in  alleviating  suf¬ 
fering  from  damage  resulting  from  ma- 
or  disasters.  It  authorizes  the  Presi- 
lent  to  coordinate  all  Government 
.agencies  in  such  emergencies.  It  pro¬ 
vides  the  framework  for  the  Federal 
Government,  under  which  prompt  ac¬ 
tion  will  result  in  meeting  the  needs  of 
certain  areas.  It  establishes  a  general 
'Government  policy  in  respect  to  emer¬ 
gency  relief  in  future  disasters,  and  so 
fn. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth],  if  he 
Las  any  requests  for  time. 

’  Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  no  requests  for  time  on  this  side. 

|  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Well, 
fwill  the  gentleman  yield? 

'  Mr.  COX.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan/  This  is 
a  measure  for  relief  of  other  peoplewhere 
^distress  happens  in  peacetime? 

Mr.  COX.  This  is  for  relief  in  time  of 

Peace. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In  view 
'of  the  fact  that  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  marines  down  at  the  convention 
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or  interests  in  land  acquired  by  the 
Department  or  the  Department  of  the 
Inte^or,  as  the  case  may  be”  has  no  applica- 
acquisitions  for  reclamation  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  pfJRtion  of  section  355  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  ffist  above  quoted  was  enacted  on 
September  .  1841,  and  was,  of  course,  in 
effect  when  the  Acting  Attorney  General’s 
unpublished  opinion  of  March  24,  1904,  was 
given.  The  opinton  of  September  26,  1946, 
regards  the  pract^qe  which  developed  as  a 
result  of  the  earlier  Opinion  as  an  "erroneous 
construction”  of  the  Statute  which  could  not 
receive  the  further  acquiescence  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General.  A 

Pursuant  to  the  Attorn^  General’s  opin¬ 
ion  of  September  26,  1946,  as’Jimplemented  by 
a  letter  dated  June  17,  1948Nrom  Assistant 
Attorney  General  Vanech  to  the  chief  counsel 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, \he  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  now  requires  that  all  land 
acquisitions  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
be  referred  to  the  Lands  Division  of  the  Jus¬ 
tice  Department  for  examination  of  titles 
and  the  preparation  of  title  opinions. 

Two  courses  of  procedure  have  been  set  up. 
Under  one,  the  regional  counsel  for  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  makes  a  complete  pre¬ 
liminary  determination  as  to  validity  of  title 
and  arrangements  for  the  procurement  of 
curative  data,  and  then,  if  he  determines 
that  the  title  is  free  from  doubt  of  conse¬ 
quence,  prepares  a  closing  opinion  on  the 
basis  of  which  payment  is  made.  At  this 
stage  the  entire  file  is  referred  to  the  Lands 
Division  of  Justice  in  Washington  for  review 
and  the  preparation  of  a  final  opinion  by  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

Under  the  second  procedure  the  Bureau’s 
attorneys  obtain  the  basic  title  papers  and 
make  certain,  as  a  minimum  in  the  case  of 
abstracts,  that  they  are  sufficiently  complete 
and  current  to  enable  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  make  a  satisfactory  title  examina¬ 
tion.  The  case  is  then  referred  to  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  for  examination  and  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  a  preliminary  opinion.  When  the 
preliminary  title  opinion  has  been  prepared 
it  is  necessary  for  Bureau  attorneys  again  to 
handle  procurement  of  curative  papers  and, 
if  these  cannot  be  obtained,  to  propose  alter¬ 
native  couses  of  action  to  the  Department  of 
Justice.  When  title  defects  have  been  re¬ 
moved  in  a  manner  that,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Bureau  attorney,  meets  the  requirements 
of  Justice’s  preliminary  opinion,  payment  is 
made  to  the  vendor  and  the  documents  are 
returned  to  the  Department  of  Justice  for 
examination  and  issuance  of  a  final  opinion. 

Under  the  first  procedure,  so  far  as  the  de¬ 
termination  of  title  is  concerned,  any  review 
given  after  the  closing  of  the  transaction  by 
a  regional  counsel  of  the  Bureau  is  a  duplica¬ 
tion  of  effort.  Under  the  second  procedure, 
the  work  that  Bureau  attorneys  must/per¬ 
form  is  but  little  different  from  that/ which 
they  would  do  if  they  actually  prepared  the 
preliminary  opinions.  And  becausepttf  delays 
of  transmitting  papers  to  Washington  the 
second  procedure  of  necessity  results  in  some 
delay  in  the  closing  of  transactions. 

The  procedures  above  described  are  rela¬ 
tively  new.  They  became  Effective  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1948.  Delays  thus  J&: r  have  been  those 
that  are  naturally  to  be  expected  in  any  dras¬ 
tic  change  of  systems/'  When  the  new  pro¬ 
cedures  have  become/ familiar  to  all  Bureau 
attorneys  and  land r  officers  we  expect  that 
these  delays  wilL/ae  reduced  and  we  hope 
that  time  betwe^i  procurement  of  title  data 
and  closing,  wlple  somewhat  longer  than  un¬ 
der  Bureau  ntocedure,  will  not  be  objection¬ 
ably  so.  But  even  with  good  service,  we  think 
that  therywill  be,  and  inherently  so,  unnec¬ 
essary  'duplication  of  effort. 

The/Cetermination  of  the  validity  and  suf¬ 
ficiency  to  title  to  lands  or  interests  in  lands 
is,  as  every  Member  of  Congress  who  has  prac¬ 
ticed  law  knows,  essentially  a  local  matter, 
this  is  so  because  of  the  great  variation  in 


State  property  laws  and  in  locally  acceptable 
practices  in  regard  to  titles.  Attorneys  who 
devote  a  considerable  portion  of  their  time 
to  title  examinations  and  related  work  on  a 
particular  project  or  in  a  particular  area  are 
bound  to  become  experts  on  these  local  laws 
and  the  locally  acceptable  methods  of  cor¬ 
recting  title  defects.  They  also  acquire  a 
wealth  of  local  factual  information  and 
knowledge  as  to  local  title  practices  that  no 
centralized  office,  remote  from  the  areas 
where  the  lands  are  situated,  can  hopfe  to 
acquire.  Moreover,  efficient  handling  of  title 
matters  requires  that  the  examining  attor¬ 
neys  be  in  constant  contact  not  only  with 
the  administrative  officers  who  are  responsi¬ 
ble  for  the  appraisal  and  acquisition  of  land 
but  also  with  local  abstract  and  title  com¬ 
panies,  local  lawyers,  and  landowners  with 
whom  they  must  work  in  clearing  title.  Our 
limited  experience  thus  far  under  the  new 
Justice  procedures  have  shown  us  that  there 
is  a  tendency  for  Justice  attorneys  in  Wash¬ 
ington  to  impose  initially  requirements  that 
they  would  not  impose  were  they  thoroughly 
conversant  with  local  statutes  and  decisions 
and  other  pertinent  local  conditions. 

There  is,  however,  a  far  more  fundamental 
basis  for  objection  to  the  intervention  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  in  the  Bureau’s  land- 
acquisition  program.  Justice  attorneys  or f 
ally  attorney  not  working  closely  with  th# 
reclamation  program  simply  cannot  have  tjse 
samfe  full  understanding  of  the  problerqp  of 
Bureau  land  acquisition  as  the  attorney#  who 
are  wooing  every  day  in  the  reclamation 
field,  particularly  in  matters  involving  the 
Bureau’s  Construction  program. 

For  a  better  understanding  of  -  the  prob¬ 
lems  at  hand,  it  may  help  to  Illustrate,  by 
a  typical  large 'Reclamation  project,  the  rela¬ 
tion  between  thb  construction  program  and 
land  acquisition.  In  connection  with  the 
Columbia  Basin  project  iimhe  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  land-acquisition  officers  and  attor¬ 
neys  for  the  Bureau  Jttf  Reclamation  have 
heretofore  handled  jfnet  acquisition  of  all 
lands  purchased  foj^xhe  site  of  Grand  Coulee 
Dam  and  the  150-aiile  reservoir  created  there¬ 
by,  for  the  equalizing  dam  and  reservoir,  and 
for  O’Sullivan  0am  and  Reservoir.  There  re¬ 
main  to  be  acquired,  over  the  next  several 
years,  lands'and  interests  in  lands  for  Long 
Lake  Dan?/ and  the  reservoir  to  bfe  created 
thereby, ^ome  4,000  miles  of.  canals  and  lat¬ 
erals  of  which  probably  one-half  will  be  ac¬ 
quire^*  through  purchase  (the  other  half  be¬ 
ing  located  across  lands  subject  to  reserved 
right-of-way  provided  by  the  act  of  August 
I,  1890  (26  Stat.  371,  391) ) ,  and  many  miles 
"of  rights-of-way  for  roads,  transmission  lines, 
and  other  project  facilities.  The  lands  to  be 
acquired  lie  in  nine  counties. 

Similar  projects  may  be  found  in  each  of 
the  other  six  regions  of  the  Bureau.  Some 
of  the  larger  ones  are  the  Central  Valley 
project  in  California,  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project  in  Colorado,  and  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  Basin  program  in  the  States  of 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

Acquisitions  of  the  lands  needed  for  these 
works  present  several  problems  quite  unlike 
those  encountered  in  the  selection  and  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  sites  for  Federal  public  build¬ 
ings.  The  location  of  the  features  of  an 
irrigation  system  is  governed  by  the  topog¬ 
raphy  and  other  characteristics  of  the  areas 
to  be  crossed  and  to  be  irrigated.  A  canal 
system  sprawls  over  a  wide  expanse  and  it 
frequently  happens  that  a  given  portion  of 
a  canal  system  is  put  under  contract  to  be 
built  before  detailed  locations  can  be  deter¬ 
mined.  The  speed  of  the  acquisition  pro¬ 
gram  is,  therefore,  governed  by  that  of  the 
construction  program  and  must  be  handled 
so  as  not  to  delay  that  program. 

The  land-acquisition  program  presents  an¬ 
other  unusual  aspect.  In  most  situations 
the  acquisitions  are  of  but  part  of  an  own¬ 
er’s  holdings,  and  the  owner  is  one  with 


whom  this  Department  will  continue  to  have^ 
other  contractual  relations  for  many  years 
connection  with  the  operation  of  the  irrj  " 
tion  system.  It  is  of  more  than  usual 
portance,  therefore,  to  handle  all  phases  of 
the  original  acquisition  so  that  go/d  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  landowners  will  J0e  estab¬ 
lished  and  maintained. 

In  the  light  of  this  background  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  legal  work  inwrved  and  the 
special  problems  encountered  in  the  acqui¬ 
sition  program,  our  reasons/or  believing  that 
it  is  to  the  advantage  of  this  Department 
and  the  Government  aara  whole  to  permit 
the  continuation  of  o^r  past  title  examina¬ 
tion  procedures  wttlv'respect  to  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  qvquisltion  program  are 
these: 

1.  There  is  nj^d  to  have,  in  the  agency 
which  has  the^responsibility  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  Gjrese  complex  engineering  works, 
complete  ai^hinistrative  control  of  the  title- 
examiningi'procedure. 

This  need  for  administrative  control  is 
primarjly  because  of  the  direct  bearing  that 
sing  of  land  transactions  has  on  con¬ 
struction  schedules.  By  administrative  con¬ 
trol’  of  its  attorneys,  the  agency  which  has 
responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of 
bnstruction  schedules  can  direct  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  attorneys  to  title  matters  needing 
preferred  attention,  and  can  direct  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  essential  close-working  relation¬ 
ship  between  attorneys  and  land-acquisi¬ 
tion  officers  and  with  the  landowners.  Thl3 
control  was  afforded  under  the  procedure 
heretofore  employed  in  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  under  the  sanction  of  a  long-stand¬ 
ing  interpretation  of  the  Federal  reclamation 
law.  It  will  be  at  least  partially  lacking  un¬ 
der  the  procedure  now  required  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General. 

2.  The  work  can  be  done  more  expeditious¬ 
ly  and  with  less  expense  to  the  Government 
under  the  procedure  heretofore  employed 
than  that  necessary  under  the  procedures 
prescribed  pursuant  to  the ,  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral’s  opinion. 

This  Department  learned  long  ago  that 
the  efficient  and  expeditious  handling  of  title 
work  requires  delegation  of  final  title  respon¬ 
sibility  to  attorneys  in  the  field.  Such  at¬ 
torneys  can  handle  the  work  more  expedi¬ 
tiously  because  they,  in  preparing  the  pre¬ 
liminary  and  final  opinions,  have  direct  and 
immediate  access  to  all  the  acquiring 
agency’s  land-acquisition  files.  This  permits 
the  resolution  of  many  questions  without 
the  delays  attendant  on  correspondence. 
Expedition  in  the  closing  of  land  transac¬ 
tions  in  this  fashion  results  in  direct  sav¬ 
ings  in  cost  and  has  an  indirect  bearing  on 
success  in  negotiating  transactions  at  prices 
favorable  to  the  United  Staes. 

There  will,  moreover,  be  no  saving  to  the 
Government — in  fact,  there  will  be  added  ex- 
pense-*4n  having  the  sufficiency  of  titles 
passed  upon  finally  by  the  Department  of 
Justice,  fbr  it  will  be  necessary  for  Bureau  at¬ 
torneys  to  perform  substantially  the  same 
functions  that  they  now  perform  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  validity  of  titles.  The  Attorney, 
General  is  authorized,  and  it  is  his  practice,1 
to  call  upon  the  land-acquiring  agency  to 
‘‘procure  any  evidence  of  title  which  the 
Attorney  General  may  deem  necessary”  and 
the  expenses  incurred  in  complying  with  his 
requirements  are  charged  to  the  acquiring 
agency.  The  work  of  the  attorneys  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  in  other  words,  will 
largely  be  that  of  reviewing  cases  prepared 
by  Bureau  attorneys. 

The  reclamation  program  requires  the 
maintenance  of  a  staff  of  attorneys  in  each 
region  to  handle  other  important  legal  work 
without  regard  to  title  work.  The  title  load, 
however,  is  a  variable  one,  depending  on  the 
pace  of  the  construction  program.  It  ite  pos¬ 
sible,  therefore,  to  fit  the  title  load  into,  the 
other  legal  workloads  of  regional  legal  st*ff» 
and  thereby  maintain  a  high  degree  of  effi¬ 
ciency  in  the  use  of  attorneys.  This  is  t 
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point  of  economy  over  and  above  that  to  be 
realized  from  the  avoidance  of  unnecessary 
leg3l,  review. 

Sin^e  the  Congress  provides  counsel  to  var¬ 
ious  agencies  of  the  Government  to  permit 
the  handling  on  a  day-to-day  basis  on  the 
legal  aspefets  of  the  problems  of  those  agen¬ 
cies  and  h&e  provided  such  counsel  on  a 
regional  basi^in  connection  with  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamations  program,  it  would  seem  to 
be  poor  economVto  fall  to  take  full  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  services  of  those  counsel,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  matters,  so  essentially  local  in 
character  as  the  examination  of  title  to  land. 

3.  Bureau  regional  counsel  and  their  staff 
attorneys  have  demonsihjated  that  they  are 
competent  to  do  the  work,  and  are  well  or¬ 
ganized  and  trained  to  do 

The  record  of  Bureau  attorneys  in  handling 
title  work  is  not  open  to  question.  In  the 
40  years  and  more  that  they  have  been  han¬ 
dling  this  work  there  has  been  nb  instance, 

I  am  advised,  of  any  loss  attributable  to  title 
defects  in  lands  acquired  in  the  reclamation 
program.  Their  record  for  speed  in  handling 
the  work,  moreover,  is  excellent.  \ 

Bureau  attorneys  are  organized  on  a  "re¬ 
gional  basis.  It  has  been  our  policy,  as 
stated,  to  give  to  each  regional  counsel  finaU 
responsibility  for  title  matters,  thereby 
avoiding  bringing  such  matters  to  a  central 
office.  Since  these  regional  counsel,  of  ne¬ 
cessity,  must  be  acquainted  with  local  law 
on  land  and  water  rights  in  connection  with 
other  of  their  responsibilities,  they  are  better 
able  to  handle  title  matters  than  the  staff 
in  a  central  office.  Moreover,  it  will  be  ap¬ 
parent  to  you  from  the  description  of  the 
special  problems  of  the  Bureau’s  acquisition 
program,  that  the  attorneys  responsible  for 
title  examination  in  that  program,  to  do  the 
most  effective  job,  must  be  able  to  exercise 
judgment  in  the  application  of  technical 
rules  of  property  law.  That  judgment  can 
only  be  properly  exercised  by  attorneys  who, 
through  daily  work  with  the  Bureau’s  whole 
program,  know  the  various  factors  that  enter 
into  such  a  judgment. 

It  is  for  these  reasons — not  because  I  ques¬ 
tion  the  competency  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  handle  title  work  adequately,  effi¬ 
ciently,  and  economically — that  I  recommend 
the  enactment  of  S.  1606. 

If  the  bill  is  subject  to  amendment,  I 
should  like  to  suggest  that  it  be  amended 
in  order  to  accomplish  other  purposes  which, 
though  not  directly  related  to  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  validity  of  titles,  are  pertinent 
to  the  section  of  the  reclamation  law  with 
which  S.  1606  deals.  Section  7  of  the  act  of 
June  17,  1902,  authorizes  the  acquisition  of 
rights  or  property  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  that  act  and  payment  for  such  acquisi¬ 
tions  from  the  reclamation  fund.  The1  act 
of  June  17,  1902,  has  been  amended/many 
times  and  a  number  of  special  statues  have 
been  enacted  which  alter  or  increase'  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Secretary  pi  the  In¬ 
terior  in  connection  with  the  (instruction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  o I  reclamation 
projects.  Furthermore,  sonyg  projects  are 
financed  with  appropriation^  from  the  gen-  i 
eral  fund  of  the  Treasury  instead  of  the  I 
reclamation  fund.  In  ffcese  circumstances, 
it  is  desirable  that  th§  authority  to  acquire 
land  and  interests  in  land  be  explicitly  linked 
with  the  entire  body  of  reclamation  law  in¬ 
stead  of  with  the  initial  act  only,  and  that 
the  language  authorizing  payment  for  such 
acquisitions  do  not  refer  to  a  single  fund 
only.  To  accomplish  both  of  these  purposes 
as  well  as  the  purpose  of  S.  1606,  it  is  sug¬ 
gested  that',  following  the  enacting  clause, 
the  following  language  be  substituted  for 
that  of  J5.  1606: 

“That  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  17,  1902 
(32  Slat.  388,  389,  43  U.  S.  C.  421),  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

r  ‘Sec.  7.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
is  authorized  to  acquire  such  rights  or  prop¬ 
erty  as  he  determines  to  be  necessary  and 


desirable  for  the  construction  or  operation 
and  maintenance  of  projects  undertaken  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  act  and  acts  amendatory  there¬ 
of  or  supplementary  thereto.  Such  acquisi¬ 
tions  shall  be  at  prices  and  with  titles  satis¬ 
factory  to  him.’  ” 

Inasmuch  as  I  understand  that  your  com¬ 
mittee  wishes  an  immediate  report  on  this 
bill,  I  have  not  ascertained  from  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  its  relation  to 
the  program  of  the  President. 

Sinperely  yours, 

J.  A.  Krug, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  object  to  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard.  The  bill  will  go  over. 

EQUITIES  OF  PERMANENT  CLASSIFIED 
CIVIL  SERVICE  EMPLOYEES 

The  bill  (S.  660)  to  amend  the  act  of 
June  27,  1944,  Public  Law  359,  and  to 
preserve  the  equities  of  permanent 
classified  civil  service  employees  of  the 
United  States  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  requesting  a  conference  with  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments, 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  view  of 
the  numerosity  of  conferees,  the  Chair 
suggests  that  the  list  of  names  of  the 
conferees  be  inserted  in  the  Record 
without  being  read  at  this  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  list  of 
conferees  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  of 
conferees  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Chapter  I — District  of  Columbia:  Mr. 
Hill,  Mr.  O’Mahoney,  Mr.  McClellan, 
Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Wherry, 
and  Mr.  Young; 

Chapter  II — Legislative  Branch:  Mr. 
Ellender,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  McKellar, 
Mr.  Bridges,  and  Mr.  Cordon; 

Chapter  III — State,  Justice,  Com¬ 
merce,  and  the  Judiciary:  Mr.  McCar- 
ran,  Mr.  McKellar,  Mr.  Ellender,  Mr. 
Green,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Bridges, 
and  Mr.  Ferguson; 

Chapter  IV — Treasury  and  Post  Of¬ 
fice:  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Kilgore,  Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Johnston 
of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Cordon,  Mr. 
Bridges,  and  Mr.  Saltonstall; 

Chapter  V — Labor-Federal  Security: 
Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Russell, 
Mr.  Knowland,  and  Mr.  Gurney; 


Chapter  VI — Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment:  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
O’Mahoney,  Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Thomas 
of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Gurney, 

.  and  Mr.  Ferguson; 

Chapter  VII — Interior  Department: 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma, 
Mr.  O’Mahoney,  Mr.  Wherry,  and  Mr. 
Gurney; 

Chapter  VIII — Independent  Offices: 
Mr.  O’Mahoney,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Kellar,  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Mr.  Cordon,  and  Mr.  Salton¬ 
stall; 

Chapter  IX — Civil  Functions:  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Kellar,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr. 
Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
Gurney,  Mr.  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Cordon. 

Chapter  X — Defense  Establishment: 
Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mi’.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  O’Mahoney,  Mr. 
Tydinc-s,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Wherry. 

Chapter  X-A — General  Reductions  in 
Appropriations:  Mr.  McKellar,  Mr.  Hay¬ 
den,  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell,  Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Eridges,  Mr. 
Gurney,  Mr.  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Wherry; 

Chapter  X-B — Foreign  Aid:  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Kellar,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mi-.  Thomas  of 
Oklahoma,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  McCarran, 
Mr.  Eridges,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
and  Mr.  Wherry; 

Chapter  XI — General  Provisions:  Mr. 
McKellar,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Thomas  of 
Oklahoma,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  McCarran, 
Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
and  Mr.  Wherry. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield,  or  does  he  wish 
to  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wish  to  make  a 
statement. 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  met 
this  morning  and  adopted  unanimously 
a  resolution  with  respect  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  conferees.  I  ask  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  without  my  reading  it. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Meeting  of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Tuesday,  August  8,  1950,  to 

Consider  the  Appointment  or  Conferees 

on  the  General  Appropriation  Bill,  1951 

Senator  Russell  made  the  following  mo¬ 
tion,  which  was  agreed  to  unanimously  on 
a  voice  vote: 

"Resolved,  That  the  chairman  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  recommend  to  the 
Vice  President  the  appointment  of  conferees 
to  deal  with  each  chapter  of  the  general 
appropriation  bill,  1951,  on  the  same  basis 
on  which  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  were  appointed  in  the  calendar  year  1919 
to  deal  with  the  separate  bills  which  are 
identical  with  the  separate  chapters  in  the 
general  appropriation  bill,  1951,  that  the  ratio 
of  those  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
to  the  Conference  Committee  as  between 
the  two  parties  be  the  same  as  between  the 
two  parties  in  the  calendar  year  1949  (Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  4r-3;  Legislative,  3-2;  State, 
Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judiciary,  4-3; 
Treasury  and  Post  Office,  5-3;  Labor-Federal 
Security,  3-2;  Agriculture,  5-3;  Interior,  3-2; 
Independent  Offices,  4-3;  Civil  Functions, 
5-3;  National  Defense,  5-4;  Foreign  Aid,  5-4), 
that  the  individual  subcommittee  chairmen 
appoint  the  ranking  members  on  their  sub¬ 
committees  unless  any  Member  desires  to  be 
relieved  of  duty  on  the  conference,  in  whicU 
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case  the  subcommittee  chairman  is  to  ten¬ 
der  the  appointment  to  the  next  ranking 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  conference  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  on  each  chapter  of  the  bill  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  bind  the  full  committee  on  that 
chapter  but-  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
conference  all  of  the  conferees  sign  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  that  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Senate  conferees  on  chap¬ 
ters  X-A,  X-B,  and  XI,  the  same  policy  be 
followed  as  was  followed  on  the  foreign-aid 
appropriation  bill  in  the  calendar  year  1949.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Sitting  for  the 
moment  in  the  chair  of  the  minority 
leader,  I  understand  that  conferees  will 
be  appointed  for  each  chapter  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  the  same 
manner  that  conferees  were  appointed 
for  the  separate  appropriation  bills  in 
1949? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  is  not 
only  correct,  but  I  may  add  that  the  ratio 
in  which  they  were  appointed  in  1949  is 
exactly  the  same  ratio  as  today. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Am  I  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  conferees  on  each  one  of 
the  titles  are  to  reach  conclusive  agree¬ 
ments  subject  only  to  the  matters  com¬ 
ing  finally  before  the  full  committee? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  resolution  introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell] 
which  deals  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Under  the  rule 
the  agreements  are  final  and  can  be  re¬ 
opened  by  the  whole  committee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
completely  with  what  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  said  about  the  reso¬ 
lution.  As  I  understand,  the  conferees 
are  to  be  appointed  for  each  chapter,  and 
when  the  conferees  on  each  chapter  have 
reached  an  agreement,  that  is  the  final 
agreement  on  that  chapter,  except  of 
course  that  all  conferees  are  to  sign  the 
final  conference  report,  because  no  con¬ 
ference  report  could  be  agreed  to  unless 
the  majority  of'  the  Senate  conferees 
signed  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  order  that  it  may 
be  thoroughly  understood  by  all  Sena¬ 
tors,  I  should  like  to  read  the  resolution : 
Meeting  of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Tuesday,  August  8,  1950,  To 

Consider  the  Appointment  of  Conferees 

on  the  General  Appropriation  Bill,  1951 

Senator  Russell  made  the  following  mo¬ 
tion,  which  was  agreed  to  unanimously  on  a 
voice  vote: 

“ Resolved ,  That  the  chairman  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  recommend  to  the 
Vice  President  the  appointment  of  conferees 
to  deal  with  each  chapter  of  the  general  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  1951,  on  the  same  basis  on 
which  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
were  appointed  in  the  calendar  year  1949  to 
deal  with  the  separate  bills  which  are  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  separate  chapters  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  appropriation  bill,  1951,  that  the  ratio 
of  those  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  the  conference  committee  as  between 
the  two  parties  be  the  same  as  between  the 
two  parties  in  the  calendar  year  1949  (Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  4-3;  Legislative,  3-2;  Stats, 
Justice,  Commerce,  and  the  Judiciary,  4-3; 


Treasury  and  Post  Office,  5-3;  Labor-Federal 
Security,  3-2;  Agriculture,  5-3;  Interior,  3-2; 
Independent  Offices,  4-3;  Civil  Functions, 
5-3;  National  Defense,  5-4;  Foreign  Aid,  5-4), 
that  the  individual  subcommittee  chair¬ 
men  appoint  the  ranking  members  on  their 
subcommittees  unless  any  member  desires 
to  be  relieved  of  duty  on  the  conference,  in 
which  case  the  subcommittee  chairman  is  to 
tender  the  appointment  to  the  next  ranking 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  conference  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  on  each  chapter  of  the  bill  be  author¬ 
ized  to  bind  the  full  committee  on  that 
chapter  but  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
conference  all  of  the  conferees  sign  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  that  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Senate  conferees  on  chapters 
X-A,  X-B,  and  X-I,  the  same  policy  be  fol¬ 
lowed  as  was  followed  on  the  foreign-aid  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  in  the  calendar  year  1949.” 

That  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  plain, 
and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  accept  the 
plan.  I  have  read  it  into  the  Record  so 
that  Senators  may  be  familiar  with  it. 
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resident,  I  wonder 
ansas  will  with- 

I  Shall  be  glad  to 
parlNpientary  igr- 


CIVIL  SERVICE  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  A  parliamentary 
aquiry. 

“  Che  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  Will  state  it. 

Mi.\SCHOEFPEL.  Has  Calendar  No. 
692,  Senate  bill  660  been  called? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the 
last  bill  called,  and  the  Chair  has  not 
put  the  question  as  to  whether  there  is 
objection  to  rfes  consideration. 

Mr.  SCHOE&fEL.  I  desire  to  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
•from  Kansas  objects, 

Mr.  FREAR.  Mn 
if  the  Senator  from 
hold  the  objection. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL. 

Mr.  FREAR.  A 
quiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tfee  Senior 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  FREAR.  Is  it  permissibfttlfo  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment  from  the  the 

Senate  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  \om 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  JohnstonI? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  flrot  unlei 
the  Senate  agrees  to  consider  the  bill.1 
If  the  bill  goes  over,  the  Sfenator  may 
:  offer  the  amendment  and  have  it 
printed  and  lie  on  the  t 

Mr.  FREAR.  But  npt 
consideration? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 

'lent  consideration,  unless  the  objection 
to  present  consideration  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FREAR.  T/en  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  to  permit  the  bill  to  go  to 
the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  th</  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  that  the  bill  go  to  the 
foot  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  go¬ 
ing  to  t/e  foot  of  the  calendar,  but  I 
must  say  that  when  it  is  called  again  I 
shall  object. 

I  Mr/ FREAR.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent/that  the  bill  go  to  the  foot  of  the 
calendar,  and  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Kansas. 

/The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  bill  will  go  to  the  foot  of 
the  calendar. 


present 
Not  for  pres- 


WELFARE  OF  COAL  MINERS 
The  bill  (S.  1031)  amending  Pub~_ 
Law  49,  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  welfare  of  coal  miners, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Th</$enator 
I  from  New  Jersey  objects. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  \yfthhold  his 
objection? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Tf  gladly  with¬ 
hold  it.  / 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT*  The  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  is  recognized. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senators  /rom  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Myers],  from  /Illinois  [Mr.  Doug¬ 
las],  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr],  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  HAl],  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Langur],  and  from  Indiana 
ffMr.  Capehart}' joined  me  as  sponsors 
of  this  bill.  Itywas  favorably  and  unani¬ 
mously  reported  by  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel¬ 
fare.  The  able  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas]  find  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  \f/Lv.  Morse]  were  members  of 
the  subcommittee.  Through  an  extrav¬ 
agance  hf  generosity  the  honor  of  being 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  was  con¬ 
ferred  upon  me. 

e  full  committee,  with  not  more  than 
on/  dissenting  vote,  recommended  that 
thO  Senate  pass  the  bill — the  object  of 
ich  is  to  provide  additional  safety  for 
he  coal  miners  of  the  Nation.  The 
necessity  for  that  additional  safety  could 
not  be  exaggerated.  Since  the  Nation 
recently  began  to  defend  itself  against 
the  aggression  of  the  communistic 
hordes  of  northern  Korea,  more  have 
been  accidentally  killed  or  injured  in 
the  coal  mines  of  this  country  than  have 
been  killed  or  injured  on  the  battlefields 
of  the  war  in  which  we  are  now  en¬ 
gaged. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  distinguished 
Republican  Senators,  Mr.  Capehart,  of 
Indiana,  Mr.  Langer,  of  North  Dakota, 
and  Mr.  Morse,  of  Oregon,  may  be  able 
;o  prevail  upon  their  two  Republican 
lleagues,  who  during  the  past  year 
ha\e  again  and  again  prevented  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  bill,  to  withhold  their 
objections  today  in  order  that  this 
meritorious  measure  may  be  passed  by 
the  Senate  without  further  delay. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  tn'E  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
withhold  his  \pbjection  for  one  more 
moment?  V 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  gladly  with¬ 
hold  my  objection  A 

The  PRESIDING,  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chanO.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  is  recognizee^ 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah\  The  general 
objection  to  the  bill  while\t  was  being 
considered  by  the  committee,  as  ex¬ 
pressed  by  certain  mine  superintendents, 
was  that  the  country  was  making  good 
progress  in  providing  for  safety  in  the 
mines,  on  the  State  level,  and  that  there¬ 
fore  the  bill  was  unnecessary,  thaft/t 
might  cause  friction  between  State  a 
ministration  and  Federal  administra 
tion. 
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vMr,  President,  that  objection  is  not 
ari\  longer  valid.  In  view  of  the  fact 
thatSPractically  all  the  coal  mines  of 
the  country  are  becoming  mechanized, 
that  new  machinery  is  being  installed, 
and  newNpiethods  of  mining  are  being 
developed, Tf  is  perfectly  proper  and  ap¬ 
propriate  that  the  Government  should 
use  all  possible  facilities  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  miners. 

If  the  present  emergency  becomes 
more  universal,  our  Nation  being  de¬ 
pendent  upon  coal  for  its  primary 
energy,  we  all  know  a  great  number  of 
men  will  be  sent  into  the  mines. 

After  having  gone  through  all  the 
hearings  I  for  one  protest  vigorously 
against  postponement  of  action  and 
trust  the  Senate  will  not  stand  in  the 
way  of  providing  the  best  means  the 
Government  possibly  can  adopt  of  pro¬ 
tecting  the  lives  of  those  men  on  whom 
everyone  will  be  dependent. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  regret 
exceedingly  to  disagree  with  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely]  and  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas].  Penn¬ 
sylvania  has  been  mining  coal  for  much 
more  than  a  hundred  years.  We  have 
provided  in  our  State  law  for  every  pos¬ 
sible  safety  device  we  can  think  of.  The 
last  1,000,000  tons  of  coal  mined  in  our 
State  has  been  mined  without  a  fatality. 
Whatever  Federal  inspectors  come  into 
our  State  do  so  in  an  advisory  capacity. 
Dual  control  is  confusing.  If  the  bill 
were  enacted  I  believe  it  would  simply 
further  centralize  power  in  Washington. 
That  is  something  which  I  feel  is  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  development  of  our  indus¬ 
try  and  to  the  safety  of  our  people.  I 
regret  exceedingly  to  oppose  the  unani¬ 
mous  consent  request  for  consideration 
of  the  bill,  but  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Is  it  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator’s  view  that  proper 
safeguards  can  be  provided  at  the  local 
and  State  levels? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  will  answer  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  by  saying  yes,  ab¬ 
solutely.  I  believe  we  must  decentral¬ 
ize  such  matters  as  these.  The  States 
are  more  familiar  with  local  conditions, 
and  local  requirements  than  is  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  Enactment  of  the  bill 
into  law  would,  I  am  afraid,  destroy 
many  of  the  safety  devices  we  have  de¬ 
veloped  in  Pennsylvania  over  more  than 
100  years  of  activity. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  coauthor  of  the  bill  I  had  hoped  no 
objection  would  be  raised  to  it.  Con¬ 
siderable  coal  is  mined  in  Indiana,  and 
I  know  our  miners  and  the  people  of  In¬ 
diana  are  in  favor  of  the  bill.  I  feel 
we  should  take  whatever  steps  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  protect  the  miners.  Coal  mine 
accidents  are  very  serious.  It  seems  to 
me  that  Federal  inspection,  such  as  we 
are  now  talking  about,  would  simply  be 
a  plus,  an  addition  to  the  inspection  the 
States  themselves  make.  I  regret  ex¬ 
ceedingly,,  that  there  should  be  objection 
to  the  bftl.  I  recognize  the  position  of 
thosesmo  object  to  it,  and  I  know  they 
are  sincere  and  conscientious  in  their 
objection,  but  I  was  very  hopeful  the  bill 
might  be  passed  at  the  present  session  of 
Congress. 


Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  regret  exceedingly  that  I  am  in  the 
position  here  today  where  I  am  con¬ 
strained  to  object  by  request.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  very  much  the  remarks  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  the  remarks  made  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  withhold  his 
objection  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  inquire  what  other 
Senators  have  objected  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  objects 
to  it.  He  is  temporarily  absent  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  and  other  Senators  who 
have  spoken  in  favor  of  the  bill.  I  should 
like  to  read  into  the  Record  at  this  time 
what  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  said  to 
the  committee,  which  is  included  in  the 
committee  report: 

Because  of  this  lack  of  appropriate  in¬ 
vestigatory  powers,  hazardous  conditions  in 
many  mines  have  been  left  uncorrected,  and 
responsibility  for  many  of  the  disasters  ^iat 
have  taken  place  has  never  been  fixed./* 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Illinois  read  with 
greater  volume? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  reading  from  page 
1  of  the  report  No.  695. 

Power  to  make,  mandatory  inspections  of 
coal  mines,  both  at  periodic  intervals  and 
upon  the  occurrence  of  an  accident,  is  ab¬ 
solutely  necessary  if  the  Department  is  to 
carry  on  efficient  healt&i  and  safety  work,  for 
the  power  to  obtain  ihfortpation  is  necessarily 
basic  to  all  its  accident  apd  disease  preven¬ 
tion  activities.  The  progressive  increase  in 
the  inherent  hazards  of  coaly  mining  which 
growing  mechanization  of  thfe,  industry  has 
brought  about  makes  it  more  imperative  now 
than  ever  before  that  Federal  protection  be 
reinforced  and  extended  through  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  adequate  inspection  powers  ''and  en¬ 
largement  of  the  reporting  and  educational 
duties  to  which  these  powers  are  incident.1 

Mr.  President,  that  statement  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  regarding  the 
safety  and  security  of  the  miners  who 
go  into  the  bowels  of  the  earth  to  dig 
coal  is  an  important  one.  I  distinctly 
recall  what  happened  after  the  great 
mine  disaster  at  Centralia,  Ill.,  only  2 
or  3  years  ago.  A  committee  was  ap¬ 
pointed  at  that  time  by  the  United 
States  Senate  to  make  an  investigation 
into  that  mine  disaster.  But,  after  all, 
we  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
had  no  power  to  do  what  should  have 
been  done  in  the  way  of  proper  recom¬ 
mendations  from  the  Federal  standpoint 
in  an  endeavor  to  prevent  disasters  of  a 
similar  kind  in  the  future. 

It  may  be  true  that  some  States  have 
sufficient  safeguards  for  the  protection 
of  miners  who  go  into  the  earth  to  dig 
coal.  But  a  number  of  States  do  not 
provide  the  proper  kind  of  inspection 
and  examination  which  a  Federal  group, 
if  it  had  the  power,  could  make.  The 
bill  is  a  very  important  one  from  the 
standpoint  of  protection  of  the  miners 
from  accident  and  death. 

I  know  that  many  persons  do  not  like 
to  have  power  to  inspect  and  examine 
mines  centralized  in  Washington.  But 


I  undertake  to  say  that  there  are  many 
States  which  do  not  have  provisions  for 
properly  safeguarding  the  security  o/the 
miners.  Perhaps  they  do  not  ha/e  the 
money  to  provide  safeguards  for  those 
who  dig  coal.  It  is  my  earnest  jrfope  that 
the  bill  may  become  the  law  the  land. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Prudent,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Public  Welfare  whym  reported  the 
bill  I  wish  to  say  I  anystrongly  in  favor 
of  it.  I  also  come  from  a  coal  mining 
State.  Many  very  severe  accidents  have 
occurred  in  the  cq«El  mines  of  my  State. 
The  government'  and  the  people  of 
Montana  are  ytfry  much  in  favor  of  the 
bill.  I  believy  it  would  be  very  unwise 
not  to  pass  the  bill  now,  because  almost 
every  day/we  read  in  the  newspapers 
stories  of  serious  coal-mine  accidents. 
During  the  past  year  or  so  some  very  seri¬ 
ous  coal-mine  accidents  have  occurred 
in  Montana  mines.  I  hope  the  objection 
to  the  bill  will  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  appreciate  the  contributions  which 
have  been  made  to  the  discussion  of 
the  bill  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  wish  I  could  withhold 
objection.  Under  the  circumstances  I 
do  not  feel  I  can  do  so.  A  question  of 
honor  is  involved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion  is  heard.  The  bill  will  go  over. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  make  a  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  LANGER.  As  one  of  the  cospon¬ 
sors  of  the  bill,  I  announce  that  when 
the  call  of  the  calendar  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  I  shall  make  a  motion  to  consider 
the  bill.  As  the  majority  leader  has  just 
stated,  the  bill  is  a  very  important  one. 
I  believe  it  to  be  one  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  bills  on  the  calendar.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  miners  are  dying  because  mine 
owners  have  not  taken  proper  precau¬ 
tions  for  their  safety  or  because  proper 
State  laws  have  not  been  enacted,  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  would  be  a  shameful  thing  not  to 
pass  this  bill.  As  I  said, -I  intend  to  move 
that  the  bill  be  taken  up  after  the  cal¬ 
endar  has  been  called. 

'  Mr.  MYERS.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  will  be  rec¬ 
ognized  as  soon  as  the  next  bill  on  the 
calendar  has  been  announced.  There 
will  then  be  before  the  Senate  a  measure, 
and  the  Senator  can  address  himself  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  previous  bill  if 
he  so  desires! 

The  bill  (S.  Ifl76)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Juan  Antonio  Itevera,  Mrs.  Raul  Valle 
Antelo,  Mrs.  Jorgq  Diaz  Romero,  Mrs. 
Otto  Resse,  and  MrS.  Hugo  Soria  was  an¬ 
nounced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  .OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  '  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  \ 

Mr.  MYERS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
address  my  remarks  to  the  bilhwhich  has 
just  been  under  discussion.  As  one  of 
the  sponsors  of  the  bill,  I  share  the  views 
of  those  who  have  already .  spoken  in 
favor  of  it.  I  believe  Pennsylvania  has 
mine  safety  laws  which  probably  are 
much  further  advanced  than  the  mine 
safety  laws  of  many  other  States,  but  I 
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V  hundred  cents  worth  of  value  for  each 
of'the  billions  of  dollars  which  the  Con¬ 
gress  appropriates,  we  should  begin  this 
vital  reorganization  task  immediately, 
before  'tiny  additional  duties  relating  to 
war  controls,  such  as  food  rationing  and 
price  controls  go  into  effect. 

I  fear  that  if  we  grant  these  addi¬ 
tional  offices  to  the  Secretary  by  this 
separate  bill,  w'e.may  never  get  a  chance 
to  approve  a  plan  which  would  reorgan¬ 
ize  the  Department  along  efficient  op¬ 
erating  lines.  Kor  that  reason,  it  is  vital 
that  the  granting  of  any  additional  of¬ 
fices  be  linked  with  tlia,  reorganization 
of  the  Department  as  recommended  by 
the  Hoover  Commission.  In  my  opin¬ 
ion,  a  vote  for  this  bill  is  in  effect  a  vote 
against  the  Hoover  Commission  sugges¬ 
tions  since  the  only  practical  method  of 
achieving  those  results  is  to  turft.  down 
this  bill  in  order  that  a  complete  reor¬ 
ganization  plan  may  be  submitted ' -for 
congressional  consideration. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall,, 
not  detain  the  House  further  than  to 
observe  that  I  believe  the  Members 
understand  clearly  the  proposition  now 
being  submitted.  I  have  no  further 
comment  to  make. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Cooley]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen)  there  were — ayes  76,  noes  28. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley],  as 
amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Lanham,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  tl&t  Committee^ 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bjf 
(H.  R.  8850)  to  establish  two  additional 
offices  of  Assistant  Secretaries  of  /Agri¬ 
culture  and  office  of  an  Administrative 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and 
for  other  purposes,  pursuant  Xo  House 
Resolution  819,  he  reported  tttfe  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  an  /amendment 
adopted  by  the  Committeerof  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Und/fr  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  oryahe  amendment. 

The  amendment/vas  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER;  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  vAs  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  syxhird  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  tir 

The.J^PEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

'The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
/opposed  to  the  bill? 


Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am, 
Mr.  Speaker.  ^ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman 
qualifies. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Clerk  has  just  read  the  bill 
by  title,  which,  according  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  been  adopted,  should 
have  been  amended. 

The  SPEAKER.  An  amendment  to 
the  title  of  the  bill  cannot  be  offered  un¬ 
til  after  the  bill  has  passed,  which  the 
Chair  is  sure  will  be  done. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  August  H.  Andresen  moves  to  re¬ 
commit  the  bill,  H.  R.  8850,  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

'  .The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

'The  SPEAKER.  The  question  ii/on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEfiT  Mr. 
Speaker-,.  I  demand  the  yeas  a/d  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  or/(ered. 

The  question  was  taken/  and  there 
were — yeas  123,  nays  222, /lot  voting  85, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No. 

YEAS 

Gary 

Colder,  ,. 

GoodJRn  \ 

Gossett  * 

Gi/iam 

Jross 
winn 
ale 

Harden 
Herter 
Heselton 
Hoffman,  Ill. 


Allen,  Calif. 
Allen,  Ill. 
Andresen, 
August  H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 
Auehincloss 
Bates,  Mass. 
Beall 

Bennett,  irfTch. 
Bishop 
Boggs,  Bfel 
Boltons  Ohio 
Branpolett 
Brown,  Ohio 
Bjfson 
/rnes,  Wis. 
lamp 
r  Canfield 
Case,  N.  J. 
Case,  S.  Dak. 
Chiperfield 
Clevenger 
Cole,  N.  Y. 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Coudert 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Dague 
Davis,  Ga. 
Davis,  Wis. 
Donohue 
Eaton 
Ellsworth 
Elston  * 

Fallon 

Fenton 

Ford 

Fulton 

Gamble 


Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Allen,  La. 
Andersen, 
H.  Carl 
Aspinall 
Bailey 
Barden 
Baring 
Barrett,  Pa. 
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Nicholson 
Nixon 
Norblad 
O’Hara,  Minn, 
\  Pbilbin 


Phillips,  Calif. 
%lumley 
Fitter 
PoWson 
Ree^IU. 

Rees  \ 

Rich  \ 
Hoffman,  Mich.  Riehlmaa. 


Hull 
Jackson,  Calif. 
James 
Javits 
Jenison 
Jenkins 
Jennings 
Jonas 
Judd 
Kean 
Kearns 
Keating 
Kunkel 
LeCompte 
LeFevre 
Lodge 
Lovre 
McConnell 
McDonough 
Mack,  Wash. 
Macy 

Martin,  Mass. 
Merrow 
Meyer 
Michener 
Miller,  Md. 
Miller,  Nebr. 
Murray,  Tenn. 
Nelson 

NAYS— 222 

Bates,  Ky. 

Battle 

Beckworth 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Bentsen 

Biemiller 

Blatnik 

Bolling 

Bolton,  Md. 

Bonner 

Bosone 

Boykin 


Robeson  \ 
Rogers,  Mask 
Sadlak 

Sanborn  \ 

Scott,  Hardie  \ 

Scrivner 

Scudder 

Secrest 

Shafer 

Short 

Smith,  Wis. 

Stanley 

Stefan 

Taber 

Towe 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Wadsworth 

Weichel 

Wheeler 

Widnall 

Wigglesworth 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wolcott 

Wolverton 

Woodruff 


Breen 
Brooks 
Brown,  Ga. 
Buchanan 
Buckley,  HI. 
Buckley,  N.  Y. 
Burdick 
Burke 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Byrne,  N.  Y. 


Cannon 
Carlyle 
Carnahan 
Cavalcante 
Celler 
Chelf 
Chesney 
Christopher 
Clemente 
Cole,  Kans. 
Colmer 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Cox 
Crook 
Crosser 
Davenport 
Davies,  N.  Y. 
Dawson 
Deane 

DeGraffenriQ 
Delaney 
Denton 
Dollinge 
Doughjon 
Doyle 
Durham 
Ebatharter 
lott 
fngle,  Calif. 
Feighan 
Fisher 
Flood 
Forand 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Furcolo 
Garmatz 
Gathings 
Gilmer 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Granahan 
Granger 
Grant 
Green 
Guill 
Hardy 
Harris 
Hart 
Harvey 
Havenner 
Hays,  Ark. 
Hays,  Ohio 
Hedrick 
Heffernan 
Heller 
Herlong 
Hill 
Hobbs 
Hoeven 
Holifield 


Holmes  Patten 

Hope  Perkins  a 

Horan  Peters 

Howell  Picke 

Huber  Poa 

Irving  pq 

Jackson,  Wash.  Rfeston 

Jacobs  /rice 

Jensen  /priest 

Jones,  Ala.  f  Rabaut 

Jones,  Mo.  t  Rains 

Jones,  N.  Q.  Ramsay 

Karsten  Jl  Rankin 

Kee  /  Redden 

Kelley/Pa.  Rhodes 

KellsfN.  Y.  Ribicoff 

Kepfredy  Richards 

ogh  Rodino 

tng  Rogers,  Fla. 

Cirwan  Rooney 

Kruse  Roosevelt 

Lane  Sasscer 

Lanham  Saylor 

Larcade  Sheppard 

Lichtenwalter  Sikes 

Lind  Simpson,  Ill. 

Linehan  Sims 

Lucas  Smathers 

Lyle  Smith,  Va. 

Lynch  Spence 

McCarthy  Staggers 

McCormack  Steed 

McGuire  -  Stigler 

McKinnon  Stockman 

McMillan,  S.  C.  Sullivan 

McSweeney  Tackett 

Mack,  Ill.  Talle 

Madden  Tauriello 

Magee  Teague 

Mahon  Thomas 

Mansfield  Thompson 

Marsalis  Thornberry 

Marshall  Trimble 

Mills  Underwood 

Mitchell  Wagner 

Monroney  Walsh 

Morgan  Welch 

Morris  Whitaker 

Morton  White,  Calif. 

Multer  White,  Idaho 

Murdock  Whitten 

Murphy  Whittington 

Noland  Wickersham 

Norrell  Wier 

O’Brien,  Ill.  Willis 

O’Brien,  Mich.  Wilson,  Okla. 

O’Hara,  Ill.  Withrow 

O’Konski  Woodhouse 

O’Sullivan  Yates 

O’Toole  Young 

•Pace  Zablockl 

Passman 
Patman 

NOT  VOTING— 85 

Pfeiffer, 

William  L. 

Harrison  Phillips,  Tenn. 

tBoggs,  La.  Hebert  Powell 

YJrehm  Hinshaw  Quinn 

Hulwinkle  Johnson  Reed,  N.  Y. 

Carroll  Karst  Regan 

Chatham  Kearney  Rivers 

Chudbff  Keefe  Sabath 

Crawfo'td  Kerr  Sadowski 

Davis,  Tsnn.  Kilburn  St.  George 

D ’Ewart  \  Kilday  Scott, 

Dingell  \  Klein  Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Dolliver  \  Latham  Shelley 

Dondero  vMcCullocb  Simpson,  Pa. 

Douglas  "McGrath  Smith,  Kans. 

Engel,  Mich.  SfcGregor  Smith,  Ohio 

gvins  MoMilien ,  HI.  Sutton 

Fellows  Marojtntonio  Taylor 

Fernandez  Martfin  Iowa  Tollefson 

Fogarty  Mason  -.  Velde 

Gavin  Miles  \  Vinson 

Gillette  Miller,  Calif.  Walter 

Gore  Morrison  '  Werdel 

Gresorv  Moulder  Williams 

Ha°-en  Murray,  Wis.  k  Wilson,  Tex. 

Norton  Winstead 

Edwin  Arthur  O’Neill  wood 

Hall  Patterson 

Leonard  W.  Pfeifer, 

Halleck  Joseph  L. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re- 

j  0@‘t0cl 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 

pairs:  f  \ 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Hand  for,  with  Mr.  Morrison  againsk 
Mr.  Gavin  for,  with  Mr.  Karst  against. 


Anderson,  Calif. Hand 
Barrett,  Wyo.  Hare 
Blackney 
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Mr.  William  L.  Pfeiffer  for,  with  Mr.  Joseph 
L.  Pfeifer  against. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio  for,  with  Mr.  Quinn 
against. 

Mr.  Kearney  for,  with  Mr.  Dingell  against. 

Mr.  Hugh  D.  Scott,  Jr.,  for,  with  Mr.  Sadow- 
ski  against. 

Mr.  Taylor  for,  with  Mr.  Harrison  against. 

Mr.  Latham  for,  with  Mr.  McGrath,  against. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas  for,  with  Mr.  Klein 
against. 

Mr.  Crawford  for,,  with  Mr.  Walter  against. 

Mr.  Dondero  for,  with  Mr.  Vinson  against. 

Mr.  Blackney  for,  with  Mr.  Powell  against. 

Mr.  Fellows  for,  with  -Mrs.  Norton  against. 

Mr.  Kilburn  for,  with  Mrs.  Douglas  against. 

Mrs.  St.  George  for,  With  Mr.  Hebert 
against.  a 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
O'Neill  against.  \ 

Mr.  McGregor  for,  with  Mr.  Fog&^ty  against. 

Mr.  Gillette  for,  with  Mr.  Miles  against. 

Mr.  Leonard  W.  Hall  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  of 
California  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Sabath  with  Mr.  Anderson  of  Califor¬ 
nia. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Earrett  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Gore  with  Mr.  Brehm. 

Mr.  Regan  with  Mi%Reed  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Williams  with  Mr.  McCulloch. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  D’Ewart. 

Mr.  Winstead  with  Mr.  Dolliver. 

Mr.  Gregory  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Kilday  with  Mr.  Hinshaw. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  with  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Sutton  with  Mr.  Werdel. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Velde. 

Mr.  Fernandez  with  Mr.  Hagen. 

Mr.  Chudoff  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  Edwin 
Arthur  Hall. 

Mr.  Wheeler  changed  his  vote  froj 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

Mr.  Case  of  New  Jersey  changedj 
vote  from  “nay”  to  “yea.’ 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  anno,  need 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  \5<fts  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Spea  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  folJbws: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cooley:  Amend 
the  title  of  the  bill  to  ^ead  as  follows:  “to 
establish  an  additional  office  of  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

RETURN  OF  H.  R.  2854— MESSAGE  FROM 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 

STATES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read :  / 

To  the  flouse  of  Representatives: 

In  compliance  with  the  request  con¬ 
tained  in  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  (the  Senate  concurring 
therein),  I  return  herewith  H.  R.  2854, 
entitled  “An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wade 
H.  Noland.” 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  White  House,  August  23,  1950. 


LOUISE  PETERS  LEWIS— VETO  MESSA 
FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  (9NIOC.  NO.  694) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  veto  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States:/ 

To  the  House  of  Representatives : 


I  am  returning  herewith,  \ylthout  my 
approval,  H.  R.  7540  “For  the  relief  of 
Louise  Peters  Lewis.” 

On  October  12,  1949, 1  returned  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  enrolled  bill 
H.  R.  683  “For  the  relief  of  Louise  Peters  ] 
Lewis”  with  a  message,  setting  forth  the  i 
reasons  I  was  unable/to  give  it  my  ap‘- 
proval.  . ' 

H.  R.  7540  would  grant  the  same  relief 
In  slightly  different  language,  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  no  way  affecting  the  merits  | 
of  the  claim.  Despite  the  most  careful 
examination  of  this  bill  and  the  reports 
of  the  House  and  Senate  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  accompanying  it,  I  am 
unable  to  see  that  any  new  facts,  cir¬ 
cumstances,  or  reasoning  have  been  pre-  j 
sented  or  that  there  was  any  error  made  * 
in\onsidering  the  facts,  circumstances,  i 
or  Wagons  previously  presented  that  . 
would^ustify  different  action  on  my  part.  | 
;ly,  I  am  unable  to  give  my 
appi‘oval\p  this  bill. 

\  Harry  S.  Truman, 

he  WHiTkHousE,  August  23,  1950.  | 


The  objections  of  the 
ead  at  large  upon 


The  SPEAK  . 

President  will  b 
the  Journal. 

The  message  and\fhe  accompanying 
papers  are  referred  to  Vie  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.Nfcpeaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  thatNyhen  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourmto  meet 
at  11  o’clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  f 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  business  in  i 
order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  of  next  f 
week  may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  j 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas-  - 
sachusetts? 

— There  waa  no  objection.-— — -  ~ 

CONFERENCE  REPORT  ON  THE  GENERAL 
APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in 
order  at  any  time  during  this  week  to 
consider  the  conference  report  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  7786) ,  the  omnibus  appropri¬ 
ation  bill,  1951,  when  reported,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  clause  2,  rule 
xxvm. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  understand  that 
the.  measure  could  not  be  taken  up  to¬ 
day  anyway,  because  there  is  a  confer¬ 
ence  scheduled  for  tomorrow  morning 


which  would  have  to  be  disposed  of  prior 
to  the  report’s  being  taken  up. 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  true.  We  ex¬ 
pect  to  take  it  up  tomorrow  if  permission 
for  consideration  without  printing  in  the 
Record  is  secured  on  this  request. 

Mr.  TABER.  Some  questions  have 
been  raised  with  reference  to  certain 
chapters  on  which  an  agreement  has 
been  arrived  at.  Some  of  the  Members 
have  not  been  able  to  see  those  chapters 
to  know  exactly  what  was  done.  There 
are  one  or  two  where  language  changes 
are  involved,  and  the  membership  is 
quite  anxious  to  know  just  what  those 
changes  are  before  we  pass  on  them.  If 
this  request  is  to  go  through,  it  will  be 
necessary  that  these  printed  reports,  in¬ 
sofar  as  they  have  been  acomplished, 
be  made  available  to  the  membership 
right  away.  I  think  that  would  be  the 
way  to  proceed,  because  on  the  inde¬ 
pendent  offices  chapter,  and  one  or  two 
other  chapters,  there  is  quite  involved 
language  waiting,  and  I  would  think  that 
the  membership  should  be  supplied  with 
these  conference  reports  right  away  if 
we  are  going  to  agree  to  the  gentleman’s 
request. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  gentleman  under¬ 
stands  there  will  be  a  bill  ahead  of  us 
tomorrow,  the  GI  family  allowance  bill. 
We  will  necessarily  follow  that  bill,  and 
expect  to  have  the  complete  conference 
report  available  for  distribution  before 
it  is  called  up. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  For  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  House  as  well  as  for  my 
own  information  I  should  like  to  ask 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
after  the  conference  report  is  disposed 
of  to  bring  up  the  final  deficiency  bill 
carrying  the  emergency  appropriations 
and  those  asked  for  by  the  President? 

Mr.  CANNON.  We  expect  to  report 
that  bill  to  the  House  tomorrow  and 
take  it  up  the  following  day,  if  that  is 
agreeable. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  might  say  that 
under  those  circumstances  we  will  have 
a  Saturday  ses^jon.  I  wanted  the  in¬ 
formation  so  the  Members  could  be  ad¬ 
vised  and  govern  themselves  accord¬ 
ingly.  That  means  we  will  have  a  Sat¬ 
urday  session. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  be  willing  if 
these  language  items  in  the  report  that 
are  hanging  can  be  made  available  to 
the  members  of  the  committee  to  allow 
this  consent  request  to  go  through;  but 
I  do  think  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  are  entitled  to  see  just  what 
the  language  changes  are  ahead  of  time. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Without  getting 
into  the  colloquy  between  my  friend 
from  New  York  and  my  friend  from  Mis¬ 
souri  on  the  conference  report  or  any 
portion  of  it,  I  made  an  observation  a 
moment  ago  that  I  wish  to  qualify.  If 
we  dispose  of  these  two  matters  by  Fri¬ 
day,  then  the  situation  would  be  differ¬ 
ent  in  relation  to  Saturday.  I  do  not 
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feel,  if  we  dispose  of  the  conference  re¬ 
port  and  the  final  deficiency  bill  by  Fri¬ 
day  that  the  legislation  remaining  on 
the  program  would  call  for  a  Saturday 
session.  So  I  want  that  to  appear  in 
the  Record,  because  my  previous  state¬ 
ment  was  a  flat  statement  that  there 
would  be  a  Saturday  session.  There  will 
be  if  we  do  not  dispose  of  the  final  defi¬ 
ciency  apnropriation  bill. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  want 
to  ask  just  what  the  situation  is  regard¬ 
ing  the  printing  of  the  bill.  We  have 
for  the  first  time  a  one-package  budget 
which  means  that  we  bring  the  entire 
bill  with  all  of  its  10  or  more  chapters 
to  the  floor  at  one  time,  not  as  in  pre¬ 
vious  years,  each  department  separately. 
There  are  many  items  in  all  sections  in 
which  various  Members  of  the  House  are 
interested.  My  concern  is,  as  I  think 
expressed  already  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  about  printed  copies  of  the 
bill.  Will  there  be  printed  copies  of  the 
bill  and  printed  copies  of  the  report 
available  for  all  Members  of  the  House 
when  we  discuss  the  conference  report 
if  it  is  brought  in  under  the  request  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  inquiry  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  which  includes  the  in¬ 
quiry  of  the  gentleman  from  California, 
as  both  gentlemen  are  doubtless  aware, 
that  portion  of  the  conference  report 
on  the  chapter  dealing  with  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  appropriation  to  which 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  has  re¬ 
ferred,  is  already  in  print  and  will  be 
made  available  to  the  members  of  the 
committee  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  am 
not  asking  specifically  about  that.  Like 
all  other  Members  of  the  House,  there 
are  items  in  other  sections  of  the  bill 
that  we  will  not  see  until  the  conference 
report  comes  to  the  floor.  Will  there 
be  a  printed  copy  of  the  bill  and  printed 
copy  of  the  report  in  our  hands? 

Mr.  CANNON.  As  soon  as  sufficient 
copies  can  be  secured  from  the  Printing 
Office  they  will  be  made  immediately 
available  to  all  Members. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Several  subcommittees 
have  had  conferences  with  the  Senate 
and  we  have  come  to  agreements  on  the 
amounts  to  be  allowed  for  most  depart¬ 
ments.  But  there  .is  one  very  important 
item  that  has  not  yet  been  decided,  that 
is  the  question  of  the  percentage  cuts 
contained  in  the  Byrd-Bridges  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  by  the  Senate  which  calls 
for  a  10  percent  cut  in  some  departments 
of  the  Government,  and  the  Thomas- 
Taber-Jensen  amendments  which  also 
provided  for  reductions  in  the  cost  of 
government  which  was  passed  by  the 
House,  also  the  foreign  aid  item  has  not 
yet  been  agreed  to  in  conference.  Will 
the  conferees  come  to  a  meeting  of  minds 
as  to  what  those  percentage  cuts  shall 
be  and  will  that  all  be  included  in  the 


conference  report  as  it  comes  to  the 
House  under  the  request  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  has  just 
made  so  that  the  membership  of  the 
House  will  know  what  each  of  the  thou¬ 
sands  of  items  in  the  bill  are  to  receive 
when  we  consider  the  conference  report 
in  the  House? 

Mr.  CANNON.  We  meet  in  what  I 
trust  will  be  the  final  conference  tomor¬ 
row  morning.  At  that  time  the  matters 
to  which  the  gentleman  refers  will  be 
taken  up  and  disposed  of  and  will  be 
included  in  the  conference  report.  No 
report  will  be  brought  to  the  House  that 
is  not  complete  or  does  not  include  all 
chapters  of  the  bill.  The  material  and 
information  which  the  gentleman  desires 
will  be  carried  in  the  -report  when  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Of  course,  it  is  custo¬ 
mary  after  the  full  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  considers  a  bill  that  it  lay  over 
three  legislative  days  in  order  to  give  the 
Congress  and  the  American  people  an 
opportunity  to  know  what  is  in  the  bill. 
The  request  of  the  gentleman  would 
foreclose  the  Members  of  the  House  from 
having  any  time  to  study  the  bill  as  it 
comes  out  of  conference;  neither  will  it 
give  the  press  an  opportunity  to  inform 
the  American  people.  Time  is  not  so 
pressing  to  get  out  of  here  that  we  should 
be  in  such  haste  to  pass  this  bill  which 
amounts  to  considerably  over  $30,000,- 
000,000  without  full  consideration.  I 
think  the  Members  of  Congress  should 
know  exactly  what  is  in  the  conference 
report  when  it  comes  to  the  floor  instead 
of  bringing  it  to  the  floor  incomplete. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  3  days  to  which 
the  gentleman  refers  do  not  apply  to 
conference  reports.  That  applies  to  bills 
reported  originally  by  the  committee. 
Clause  2  of  rule  XXVIH,  and  that  is  the 
only  provision  that  affects  the  situation, 
provides  that  a  conference  report  shall 
be  printed  in  the  Record.  There  is  no 
other  provision  for  delay  and  none  is  cus¬ 
tomary  under  the  practice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  And  shall  lay  over  1 
day? 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  lies  over  1  day  when 
it  is  printed  in  the  Record.  That  is  why 
we  are  making  this  unanimous-consent 
request.  I  have  conferred  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York,  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  and  he  is  agreeable  to 
taking  up  the  conference  report  tomor¬ 
row  if  copies  are  provided  in  advance  to 
members  of  the  committee.  We  hope  to 
dispose  of  it  on  tomorrow,  and  on  the 
following  day  take  up  the  last  deficiency 
bill  and  dispose  of  that  in  1  day,  and  so 
complete  the  appropriation  program  for 
the  session. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  gentleman  will  ad¬ 
mit  that  unless  the  conferees  agree  on 
these  percentage  cuts  that  are  in  the 
general  provisions,  and  the  gentleman 
knows  the  amendments  that  were  offered 
in  the  House  and  Senate  and  passed  by 
the  House  and  Senate,  to  which  I  re¬ 
ferred,  along  with  the  foreign-aid  item, 
not  a  single  Member  of  Congress  will 
know  exactly  what  any  item  is  going  to 
receive  unless  it  is  agreed  to  by  the  con¬ 
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ferees  before  the  conference  report 
comes  to  the  House.  Let  us  take  an 
item  for  a  thousand  dollars,  as  an  ex¬ 
ample;  the  conferees  agree  under  the 
Taber  -  Thomas  -  Jensen  -  Byrd-Bridges 
amendments  that  the  item  should  be 
cut  5  percent,  so  the  amount  will  be  $950. 
But  the  Members  will  not  know  whether 
it  will  be  a  5-percent  cut  or  a  6-percent 
cut  or  a  10-percent  cut  or  no  cut,  so  we 
are  appropriating  in  the  dark  unless  the 
conferees  bring  in  a  complete  bill  on 
every  chapter  together  including  the 
proposed  percentage  cuts  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  can  assure  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  no  Member  of  the  House 
will  be  asked  to  pass  upon  this  confer¬ 
ence  report,  or  any  part  of  it,  until 
everyone  has  been  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  familiarize  himself  with  every 
feature  of  the  report. 

Mr.  TABER.  May  I  ask  one  more 
question?  Does  the  House  act  first  upon 
this  conference  report  or  does  the  Sen¬ 
ate? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  House  acts  first. 
We  have  the  papers  and  vote  first. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  very  carefully  to  the  colloquy  be¬ 
tween  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  the  gentleman  from  Iowa,  and  I 
failed  to  hear  or  understand  that  the 
deficiency  bill  will  be  printed  and  in  the 
hands  of  the  Members  of  this  House  be¬ 
fore  they  are  called  upon  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  will  be  reported  to¬ 
morrow  but  will  not  be  taken  up  until 
the  following  day.  Copies  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  my  friend  from  Idaho  'tomor¬ 
row,  and  he  will  have  from  then  until 
the  following  afternoon  to  study  the  bill 
in  detail. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  In  other  words, 
the  printed  copy  of  the  conference  re¬ 
port  and  the  printed  copy  of  the  de¬ 
ficiency  bill  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  and  can  be  studied 
by  them  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
vote? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Printed  copies  of  both 
will  be  available  to  all  Members  of  the 
House  tomorrow. 

Mr.  PIOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Is  it  not 
the  gentleman’s  opinion  that  whatever 
the  conference  report  may  contain,  it 
will  be  adopted;  that  there  is  no  use 
talking  about  it? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  trust  that  the  con¬ 
ference  report  will  be  so  satisfactory  to 
all  members  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  and 
to  all  Members  of  the  House  as  to  meet 
with  their  complete  approval. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  What 
the  gentleman  means  is  it  does  not  make 
any  difference  how  we  vote  over  there, 
the  conference  report  will  be  adopted 
anyway;  is  that  it? 
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Mr.  CANNON.  If  this  House  votes 
down  the  conference  report  it  will  not 
be  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

. . " 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous- consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7941) 
to  amend  and  supplement  the  Federal- 
Aid  Road  Act,  approved  July  11,  1916 
(39  Stat.  355),  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented,  to  authorize  appropriations  for 
continuing  the  construction  of  highways, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments  and  agrek^to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  «Iis- 
sissippi?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Whittington,  Buck-' 
ley  of  New  York,  Larcade,  Fallon,  Don- 
dero,  Cunningham,  and  McGregor. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES  IN  THE 
GOVERNMENT  SERVICE 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9430)  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  author¬ 
ize  certain  administrative  expenses  in  the 
Government  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,’’  approved  August  2,  1946  (60  Stat. 
806),  to  simplify  administration  in  the 
Government  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  will  be  glad  to.  This 
is  a  bill  that  came  before  our  commit¬ 
tee.  It  had  adequate  hearings  and  it 
was  voted  aut  unanimously  by  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  with  the  recom¬ 
mendation  that  it  be  passed. 

This  bill  is  entitled  a  bill  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  certs 
administrative  expenses  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  service,  and  for  other  purposes, ’’ 
approved  August  2,  1946  (60  Stat/ 806) , 
to  simplify  administration  in  Uffe  Gov¬ 
ernment  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 
The  bill  by  its  provisions  torches  upon 
the  question  of  transportation  and  travel 
for  civilians  in  Government: 

When  civilian  officers  and  employees  of 
the  United  States  are  jOn  duty  at  places 
designated  by  the  heads  of  their  respec¬ 
tive  departments  or  agencies  as  within  zones 
from  which  their  immediate  families  should 
be  evacuated  for  rnilitary  or  other  reasons 
which  create  imminent  danger  to  life  or 
property,  or  adverse  living  conditions  seri¬ 
ously  affecting  the  health,  safety,  or  accom¬ 
modations  of  said  families,  or  upon  trans¬ 
fer  or  assignment  to  duty  of  such  civilian 
officers  and  employees  to  places  where  their 
immediate  families  are  not,  for  the  afore¬ 
said  reasons,  permitted  to  accompany  them, 
their  immediate  families  and  household  goods 
may  be  transported  at  Government  expense, 
under  such  regulations  as  the  heads  of  their 
respective  departments  and  agencies  may 
prescribe. 


,  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  means  that  the  man  has  to 
five  up  to  his  year  contract  or  he  is 
Obliged  to  return  the  money  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury? 

|  Mr.  DAWSON.  That  is  right.  It 
makes  it  a  debt  that  is  recoverable. 

:  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How 
floes  that  differ  from  the  procedure  at 
the  present  time? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Well,  it  is  not  recover¬ 
able  now  by  law.  | 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  present  law  is  that  you 
have  to  live  3  years  abroad  before  the 
Government  will  pay  your  expenses 
back. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Different  depart¬ 
ments  have  entered  into  different  con¬ 
tracts.  Sometimes  it  provides  that  a 
person  shall  stay  for  the  period  of  a 
year,  particularly,  we  will  say,  in  Guam 
or  Okinawa  and  places  like  that,  where 
conditions  are  hazardous,  or  where  the 
hardships  are  many.  Then  if  they  break 
'•.  their  contract,  after  the  Government  has 
paid  their  expenses  there,  the  Govern- J 
ment  can  recover  the  money  that  it  pai f 
Thi$  bill  also  makes  provision  that  Jhe 
Government  may  enter  into  a  contract 
for  foHagn  service  up  to  3  years  with  the 
same  provision  of  travel  and  t^ke  care 
of  transportation.  If  the  parties  then 
violate  thehr  contracts  with  Jjhe  Govern¬ 
ment  then  tlje  Governmejft  is  not  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  travel. 

Mr.  MARTIN'of  Massachusetts.  Then 
all  this  does  is  td  hel^  the  Government 
recover  some  mon^ 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Jt'^ioes,  sir. 

Mr.  MARTIN  91  Massachusetts.  And 
nothing  else? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  No,  sif 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  And 
it  extendsbifrom  1  year  to  \  years  the 
period  igr  which  the  contract  can  be 
made? 

Mryt)AWSON.  It  makes  3  yekrs  the 
maxjtoum  in  which  the  Government 
mymt  enter  into  a  contract.  That  floes 
ft  mean  the  parties  have  to  return,  b\t 
means  they  can  still  go  for  anothef 
3  years  without  the  Government  paying  ’ 
their  transportation  back.  It  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  simplifying  the  contract  of  trans¬ 
portation  and  travel  and  simply  gives 
legislative  authority  to  what  has  been 
done  and  what  is  being  done  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  regulation. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Is 
this  a  unanimous  report  from  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  committee? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  This  was  a  unani¬ 
mous  report,  and  it  is  supported  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  Department 
of  the  Army,  and  by  the  Comptroller 
General. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  When 
the  gentleman  states  that  this  is  a  unan¬ 
imous  report,  what  he  means  is  that 
there  was  no  record  vote  against  the 
report. 

This  bill  has  some  merit — a  little.  Of 
course,  just  as  practically  all  legisla¬ 
tion  does  today,  it  opens  the  door  to  the 


payment  of  additional  sums  by  the  Go\^ 
ernment  to  individuals,  in  this  case  wjro 
are  in  the  Federal  employ.  That  is  ajlout 
what  it  amounts  to. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts  Will 
the  gentleman  explain  that  poi jix  a  little 
more  thoroughly? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  to 
how  it  opens  the  door? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Well,  it 
lets  a  new  class  of  employees  have  ex¬ 
penses  when  they  come  back.  But  I  will 
say  to  the  majority  leader - 

Mr.  MARTIN  jn  Massachusetts.  I  am 
on  the  minorit 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  will 
say  as  the  /finking  minority  member  of 
that  committee  that  I  can  see  nothing 
to  be  g/fined  by  opposing  it.  I  have 
noticed'' over  the  last  8  to  10  years  that 
this  type  of  legislation  which  always  in¬ 
creases  the  compensation  to  be  paid  Fed¬ 
eral  employees  goes  through,  and  I  have 
Earned  that  lesson.  You  know  what 
rthe  Bible  says  about  “kicking  against  the 
pricks,”  and  this  is  one  of  those  cases 
and  there  is  no  use,  and  I  am  not 
objecting. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  would  say  that 
what  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  says 
is  correct,  in  that  it  brings  a  new  class 
of  evacuees  under  the  obligation  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  pay 
for  their  transportation,  such  as  oc¬ 
curred  recently  in  Seoul,  where  civilian 
employees  of  the  Government  had  to  be 
evacuated.  This  provides  that  those 
people  will  be  given  transportation 
home.  We  feel  it  is  a  moral  right  that 
they  should  be  given  that  transportation 
home. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That 
is  a  little  different  from  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  first  stated.  He 
said  that  this  would  be  to  help  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  get  some  money. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  It  does  help  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  get  some  money  in  one  of  its 
provisions,  and  I  will  come  to  another 
revision  where  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  care  of  civilian  employees  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  who  are  in  areas  which  the 
Government  deems  dangerous,  either  for 
militant,  reasons  or  for  reasons  of  health 
or  hazantous  for  any  other  reason. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How 
much  monety^  will  this  cost  the  Govern¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  DAWSCV.  To  say  how  much  it 
would  cost,  I  Ciiuld  not  answer  that, 
because  I  do  not  contemplate  there  will 
be  any  additional  dost,  other  than  the 
expense  we  are  now^being  put  to  as  a 
result  of  now  doing  Vhat  this  would 
authorize  to  be  done,  ^his  gives  legis¬ 
lative  authority  to  cut  through  the  red 
tape  and  to  do  what  we  arKnow  doing. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How 
are  you  getting  the  money  to  dk  it  now? 
You  say  that  you  are  not  suppos«J  to  do 
it,  but  that  you  do  do  it.  How  af^  you 
doing  it? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  are  many 
things  that  are  done  through  red  tape 
where  the  authority  rests  generally  with- 
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Mr.  Cannon,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  Id.  R.  7786] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  "full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows : 
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CHAPTER  I.— DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  t*he  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  I  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  1 . 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Sidney  R.  Yates, 

Foster  Furcolo, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Lowell  Stockman, 

Earl  Wilson, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

Lister  Hill, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

K.  S.  Wherry, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  I  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  report  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  accom¬ 
panying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely : 

District  of  Columbia 

Amendment  No.  1 — Federal  contribution:  Appropriates  $9,800,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $11,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  The  conferees  are  in  unanimous  agreement  that  this  reduction 
shall  not  establish  a  precedent  for  future  annual  appropriations, Jbut  is 
recommended  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  because  of  the  emergency  situa¬ 
tion  now  facing  the  nation. 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Sidney  R.  Yates, 

Foster  Furcolo, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 
Clarence  Cannon, 
Lowell  Stockman, 

Earl  Wilson, 

John  Taber. 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

3 


CHAPTER  II.— LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  II  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  52. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  12,  13,  14,  19,  21,  22,  24, 
25,  27,  29,  30,  31,  32,  33,  34,  36,  37,  38,  40,  41,  42,  43,  44,  45,  50,  and 
53,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  11,  15,  16,  17,  18,  20,  23,  26,  28,  35,  39,  46,  47,  48,  49,  and 

51. 


Christopher  C.  McGrath, 
Michael  J.  Ivirwan, 
George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


Allen  J.  Ellender, 
Dennis  Chavez, 
Kenneth  McIvellar, 
Styles  Bridges, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  cotes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  tbe  Senate 
to  Chapter  II  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  tbe  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Legislative  Branch 

SENATE 

Amendments  Nos.  2-34:  Provide  appropriations  for  the  Senate, 
which  were  not  included  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House.  Of 
such  amendments,  those  numbered  11,  15,  16,  17,  18,  20,  23,  26,  and 
28  would  have  been  subject  to  points  of  order  if  considered  originally 
in  the  House,  and  therefore  are  reported  in  disagreement.  The  con¬ 
ference  report  recommends  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  with  the 
remainder  of  such  amendments. 

Amendment  No.  35 — Inquiries  and  investigations:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendments  Nos.  36-48:  Provide  for  or  pertain  to  appropriations 
for  the  Senate,  which  were  not  included  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  tbe 
House.  Of  such  amendments,  those  numbered  39,  46,  47,  and  48 
would  have  been  subject  to  points  of  order  if  considered  originally  in 
the  House,  and  therefore  are  reported  in  disagreement.  The  confer¬ 
ence  report  recommends  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  with  the 
remainder  of  such  amendments. 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL  EXPENDITURES 

Amendment  No.  49,  providing  funds  for  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures,  would  have  been  subject  to  a 
point  of  order  if  considered  originally  in  the  House,  and  therefore  is 
reported  in  disagreement. 

ARCHITECT  OF  THE  CAPITOL 

Amendment  No.  50 — Subway  Transportation,  Capitol  and  Senate 
Office  Building:  Appropriates  $2,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  51 — Senate  Office  Building:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment,  inasmuch  as  it  would  have  been  subject  to  a  point  of  order  if 
considered  originally  in  the  House. 

LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

Amendment  No.  52 — Editing  and  Publishing  the  Index-Digest  of 
Publications  of  the  Temporary  National  Economic  Committee:  Strikes 
out  the  Senate  proposal. 
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Amendment  No.  53 — Library  buildings,  salaries  and  expenses: 
Appropriates  $698,680  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $695,200 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 
Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Kabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CHAPTER  III.— DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE,  JUSTICE, 
COMMERCE,  AND  THE  JUDICIARY 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  III  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  55,  60,  62, 
63,  66,  73,  77,  79,  98,  102,  104,  105,  108,  110,  114,  and  118. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  56,  58,  64,  67,  69,  70,  71,  74,  75,  76,  78,  80, 
81,  82,  83,  85,  87,  88,  90,  91,  96,  99,  100,  101,  103,  109,  111,  112,  113, 
115,  and  116,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  54 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  54,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 77,800,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  57: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  57,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 6,500,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  59 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  59,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $54,449,297 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  61: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 2,900,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  65: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  65,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $508,000 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  84: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  84,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,350,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  80,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $98,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  89: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  89,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $16 ,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  93,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  95,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $5 ,150,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  97 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  97,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $11 ,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  106: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  106,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $34,897,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  117: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  117,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $995,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  68,  72,  92,  94,  and  107. 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Daniel  J.  Flood, 

Prince  H.  Preston, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House'. 

Pat  McCarran, 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Theodore  Francis  Green, 
Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate'. 


H.  Rept.  2991,  81-2- 


2 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  III  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  ac¬ 
companying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

Department  of  State 

Amendment  No.  54 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $77,- 
800,000,  instead  of  $77,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $78,300,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  55 — Representation  Allowances:  Appropriates 
$675,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $900,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  56 — Foreign  Service  Retirement  and  Disability 
Fund:  Provides  no  appropriation  or  language,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  appropriating  $2,233,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  57 — Buildings  Fund:  Appropriates  $6,500,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $8,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $5,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  58 — Emergencies  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Service:  Appropriates  $9,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $10,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  59 — Contributions  to  International  Organizations: 
Appropriates  $54,449,297,  instead  of  $55,178,297  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $53,753,067  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  reduction  in 
the  House  figure  applies  to  “International  Civil  Aviation  Organiza¬ 
tion”. 

Amendment  No.  60 — Missions  to  International  Organizations: 
Appropriates  $1,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  61 — International  Contingencies:  Appropriates 
$2,900,000,  instead  of  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,800,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  62  and  63 — International  Boundary  and  Water 
Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico:  Authorizes  the  purchase  of  4 
automobiles  for  replacement  only  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead 
of  the  purchase  of  8  automobiles  of  which  6  were  to  be  for  replacement 
only  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  64 — International  Boundary  and  Water  Commis¬ 
sion,  United  States  and  Mexico,  Construction:  Appropriates  $3,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $5,035,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  65 — American  Sections,  International  Commissions: 
Appropriates  $508,000,  instead  of  $500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  66 — American  Sections,  International  Commissions: 
Eliminates  the  Senate  proposal  to  make  $92,000  available  for  the 
examination  and  survey  of  the  Red  River  of  the  North  and  its  tribu¬ 
taries. 

Amendment  No.  67 — International  Information  and  Educational 
Activities:  Appropriates  $32,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $34,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  68 — International  Information  and  Educational 
Activities:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  69 — International  Information  and  Educational 
Activities:  Authorizes  the  transfer  of  not  to  exceed  $2,875,000  to 
other  appropriations  of  the  Department  of  State  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  70 — Philippine  Rehabilitation:  Appropriates 
$10,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $13,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  71 — The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs: 
Appropriates  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$5,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  72 — The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Department  of  Justice 

LEGAL  ACTIVITIES  AND  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  73 — Salaries  and  Expenses,  General  Administration: 
Appropriates  $2,175,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 

$2,125,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  74 — Salaries  and  Expenses,  General  Legal  Activities: 
Appropriates  $7,475,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 

$7,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  7 ^—Salaries  and  Expenses,  Antitrust  Division: 
Appropriates  $3,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 

$3,850,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  76 —Salaries  and  Expenses,  United  States  Attorneys 
and  Marshals:  Appropriates  $12,847,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $12,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  77 — Fees  and  Expenses  of  Witnesses:  Appropriates 
$1,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,250,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  78 — Salaries  and  Expenses,  Claims  of  Persons  of 
Japanese  Ancestry:  Appropriates  $1,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $4,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  79 — Salaries  and  Expenses,  Claims  of  Persons  of 
Japanese  Ancestry:  Makes  available  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $300,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

FEDERAL  PRISON  SYSTEM 

Amendment  No.  80 — Buildings  and  Facilities:  Appropriates  $800,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $900,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  81 — Buildings  and  Facilities:  Provides  $170,000 
cash  for  replacement  of  a  power  plant  at  the  U.  S.  Penitentiary, 
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Atlanta,  Georgia,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $270,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  82 — Buildings  and  Facilities:  Corrects  total  to 
conform  with  action  on  amendment  No.  81  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

OFFICE  OF  ALIEN  PROPERTY 

Amendment  No.  83 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Makes  available 
$4,150,000  for  the  general  administrative  expenses  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $4,240,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Department  of  Commerce 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Amendment  No.  84 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $1,350,- 
000,  instead  of  $1,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,400,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS 

Amendment  No.  85 — Seventeenth  decennial  census:  Appropriates 
$28,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $29,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  86 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $98,500,- 
000,  instead  of  $97,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $99,775,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  87 — Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities: 
Appropriates  $27,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$32,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  88 — Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities:  Pro¬ 
vides  $22,000,000  of  the  amount  contained  in  Amendment  No.  87  for 
liquidation  of  prior  contract  authorizations  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $26,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  89 — Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities:  Pro¬ 
vides  contract  authority  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $16,000,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $13,461,500  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $20,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  90 — Federal-aid  airport  program.  Federal  Airport 
Act:  Appropriates  $37,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$45,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  91 — Federal-aid  airport  program.  Federal  Airport 
Act:  Provides  $34,000,000  of  the  amount  contained  in  Amendment 
No.  90  for  liquidation  of  prior  contract  authority  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $42,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  92 — Air  navigation  development:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Amendment  No.  93 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $3,500,- 
000,  instead  of  $3,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $4,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  94 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

BUREAU  OF  FOREIGN  AND  DOMESTIC  COMMERCE 

Amendment  No.  95 — Departmental  Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appro¬ 
priates  $5,150,000,  instead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$5,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  96 — Field  Office  Service:  Appropriates  $2,155,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,050,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

PATENT  OFFICE 

Amendment  No.  97 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $11,500,- 
000,  instead  of  $11,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $11,530,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  PUBLIC  ROADS 

Amendment  No.  98 — General  Administrative  Expenses:  Restores  the 
House  language  which  provides  that  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000  to  be 
derived  from  the  administrative  funds  shall  be  available  for  continu¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  a  laboratory  for  testing  and  research  work. 

Amendment  No.  99 — Federal-aid  postwar  highways:  Appropriates 
$385,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $405,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  100 — Federal-aid  postwar  highways:  Corrects  the 
amount  to  conform  with  action  on  Amendment  No.  99  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

Amendment  No.  101 :  Provides  a  limitation  of  $700,000  for  improve¬ 
ments  to  buildings,  grounds  and  other  plant  facilities  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $540,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  102 — Operation  and  Administration:  Appropriates 
$1,270,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,430,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  103 — Radio  Propagation  and  Standards:  Appro¬ 
priates  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,100,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  104 — Construction  of  Laboratories:  Appropriates 
$500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $268,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  105 — Construction  of  Laboratories:  Authorizes 
contract  authority  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5,675,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

WEATHER  BUREAU 

Amendment  No.  106 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $24,- 
897,000,  instead  of  $24,447,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $24,- 
927,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  107 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 
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The  Judiciary 

CUSTOMS  COURT 

Amendment  No.  108 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $417,465 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $411,465  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

COURT  OF  CLAIMS 

Amendment  No.  109 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $575,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $587,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  110 — Repairs  and  Improvements:  Appropriates 
$10,700  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $140,700  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

OTHER  COURTS  AND  SERVICES 

Amendment  No.  Ill — Salaries  of  Clerks  of  Courts:  Appropriates 
$4,470,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $4,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  112 — Salaries  of  Criers:  Appropriates  $520,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $540,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  113 — Miscellaneous  Expenses:  Appropriates  $675,- 
<000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $725,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  114 — Travel  Expenses:  Appropriates  $725,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $650,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  115 — Administrative  Office  of  the  U.  S.  Courts: 
Appropriates  $520,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $530,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  116 — Repairs  and  Improvements,  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia:  Appropriates  $7,100 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $15,600  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  117 — Expenses  of  Referees:  Appropriates  $995,000 
to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund,  instead  of  $960,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,035,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Government  Corporations 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Amendment  No.  118 — The  Institute  of  Inter-American  A  fairs: 
Provides  not  to  exceed  $600,000  for  administrative  expenses  of  the 
funds  available  to  the  corporation,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead 
of  $767,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Daniel  J.  Flood, 

Prince  H.  Preston, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CHAPTER  IV.— TREASURY  AND  POST  OFFICE 
DEPARTMENTS 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  IV  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  134. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  120,  122,  123,  125,  127,  130,  131,  132,  and  133, 
and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  119: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  119,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,185, 000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  121: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  121,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 2,100,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  124: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  124,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 36,600,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  126: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  126,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,850,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  128: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  128,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,150,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  129: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  129,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $17,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

A.  M.  Fernandez, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Frederic  R.  Coudert, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Burnet  R.  Maybank, 

Carl  Hayden, 

H.  M.  Kilgore, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Olin  D.  Johnson, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  IV  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  accom¬ 
panying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

Treasury  Department 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATIVE  SERVICES 

Amendment  No.  119 — Salaries:  Appropriates  $1,185,000,  instead  of 
$1,160,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,207,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  120 — Miscellaneous  Expenses:  Appropriates  $308,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $300,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  ACCOUNTS 

Amendment  No.  121— Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $2,100, - 
000,  instead  of  $1,875,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,209,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  122 — Recoinage  of  Silver  Coins:  Strikes  out  House 
language  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT 

Amendment  No.  123 — Distinctive  Paper  for  United  States  Currency 
and  Securities:  Appropriates  $1,845,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $1,745,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  CUSTOMS 

Amendment  No.  124 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $36,- 
600,000,  instead  of  $36,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $36,- 
806,360  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Amendment  No.  125 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $245,- 
547,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $245,600,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  NARCOTICS 

Amendment  No.  126 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $1,850, - 
000,  instead  of  $1,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,908,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

17 

H.  Rept.  2991,  81-2 - 3 


18 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951 


BUREAU  OF  ENGRAVING  AND  PRINTING 

Amendment  No.  127 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $16,- 
835,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $15,500,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

SECRET  SERVICE  DIVISION 

Amendment  No.  128 —Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $2,- 
150,000,  instead  of  $2,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,250,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

COAST  GUARD 

Amendment  No.  129 — Acquisition,  Construction  and  Improvements: 
Appropriates  $17,000,000,  instead  of  $15,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $18,964,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Post  Office  Department 

Amendment  Nos.  130,  131,  and  132 — Deficiency  in  Postal  Revenues 
Delete  the  House  limitation  of  $401,500,000  as  the  maximum  amount 
which  can  be  drawn  from  the  Federal  Treasury  for  this  purpose  and 
inserts  language  allowing  the  use  of  an  indefinite  amount,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  133 — Transportation  oj  Mails:  Inserts  language  to 
allow  the  use  of  this  appropriation  for  payment  of  current  and  prior 
fiscal  year  settlements  with  foreign  countries,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 

Amendment  No.  134 — Administrative  Expenses:  Authorizes  not  to 
exceed  $26,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $26,700,000. 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

A.  M.  Fernandez, 

Otto  E.  Passman. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Frederic  R.  Coudert, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House - 


CHAPTER  V  —  DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  AND  FEDERAL 

SECURITY  AGENCY 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  \  of  the  bdi 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  othei  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  137,  141, 

ailThat  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  139,  144,  145,  146,  149,  154,  and  155,  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  135: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  135,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 

as  follows:  ,  .  .  .  . .  ,  ,, 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  mserted  hv  said  amendment 
insert  the  following:  forty-jive  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  winch 
seventeen  shall  be  for  replacement  only,  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  136: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  136,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 

^In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 5,466,700 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  138 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  138,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,97 1 ,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  140: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  140,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 

“Kef  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 9,800,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  143: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  143,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 
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Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment,  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  and  including  $200,000  jor  transfer  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  research  into  utilization  of  plant  material  and  vege¬ 
table  sources  of  cortisone ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  147: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  147,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,090,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  150: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  150,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $250,000;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  153: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  153,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 523,100 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  156: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  156,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 8,582,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  142,  148,  and  151. 

John  E.  Fogarty, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

William  F.  Ivnowland, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  V  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Federal  Security  Agency 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendments  Nos.  135  and  136 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriate 
$5,466,700,  instead  of  $5,666,700  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$5,066,700  as  proposed  by  the  House,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  forty-five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  instead  of  not  to  exceed 
sixty-five  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  not  to  exceed  seventeen 
proposed  by  the  House. 

OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION 

Amendment  No.  137 — Promotion  and  further  development  of  voca¬ 
tional  education:  Appropriates  $19,977,760  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $23,435,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  138 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $1,971,- 
500,  instead  of  $2,023,420  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $1,900,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  139 — Venereal  diseases:  Appropriates  $14,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $14,900,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  140 — Tuberculosis:  Appropriates  $9,800,000  in¬ 
stead  of  $9,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  $10,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  141 — Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction 
services:  Appropriates  $1,357,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
$2,107,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  142 — National  Institutes  of  Health,  operating 
expenses:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  143:  Restores  the  House  language  providing  for 
transfer  of  funds  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  research  into 
utilization  of  plant  material  and  vegetable  sources  of  cortisone,, 
modified  to  make  the  transfer  in  the  specific  amount  of  $200,000. 

Amendment  No.  144 — National  Cancer  Institute:  Appropriates1 
$20,686,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $20,086,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  145 — Mental  health  activities:  Appropriates 
$10,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $9,944,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 
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Amendment  No.  146 — National  Heart  Institute:  Appropriates 
$14,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $14,150,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  147 — Dental  health  activities:  Appropriates 
$2,090,000,  instead  of  $2,140,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,040,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  148 — Construction  of  research  facilities:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

saint  Elizabeth’s  hospital 

Amendment  No.  149 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates 
$2,005,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,948,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  150 — Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Federal 
Credit  Unions:  Appropriates  $250,000,  instead  of  $300,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  and  $200,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  151 — Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and 
Survivors  Insurance:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  152 — Salaries  and  expenses,  Children's  Bureau: 
Appropriates  $1,500,000  asproposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,510,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

Amendment  No.  153 — Salaries,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel: 
Appropriates  $523,100,  instead  of  $535,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $511,100  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendment  No.  154:  Inserts  a  separate  section  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  making  certain  appropriations  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
in  the  bill  available  for  travel  expenses  and  for  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  concerned  with  the  function  or  activity  for  which  any  such 
appropriation  is  made. 

Amendment  No.  155:  Corrects  a  section  number. 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 

Amendment  No.  156 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates 
$8,582,500,  instead  of  $8,615,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$8,550,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

John  E.  Fogarty, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CHAPTER  VI.— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  VI  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend^ 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  15 
170,  171,  174,  176,  185,  202,  203,  214,  and  229. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  158,  160,  161,  162,  164,  165,  167,  168,  169,  199, 
205,  206,  207,  210,  211,  213,  216,  218,  219,  226,  227,  228,  233,  235, 
236,  and  237,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

C 

Amendment  numbered  172: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  172,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,294,000) 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  173: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  173,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1,325,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  177: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  177,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,617,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  178: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  178,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $7,960,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  179: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  179,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,437,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  180: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  180,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $8,012,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  181: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  181,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 452,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  182: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  182,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,723,750; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  183: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  183,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,180,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  184: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  184,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $4,157,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  186: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  186,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $4,450,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  187: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  187,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,354,700; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  188: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  188,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,100,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  190: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  190,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $560,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  191: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  191,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,650,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  193: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  193,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,490,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  194: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  194,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $537,050; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  195: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  195,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,837,475; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  196: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  196,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,115,475; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  197: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  197,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $27 ,100,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  204: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  204,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $300,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  208: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  208,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 10,315,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  212: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  212,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,565, 175 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  217: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  217,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 2,118,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  220 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  220,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 8,550,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  221: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  221,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 82,500,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  222: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  222,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $65,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  225: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  225,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 28,500,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  230: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  230,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,161 ,800; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  231: 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  231,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,562,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  157,  166,  175,'  189,  192,  198,  200,  201,  209,  215,  223,  224, 
232,  234,  and  238. 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

William  G.  Stigler, 

Edward  H.  Kruse,  Jr., 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 


Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  Si, 

ass? "  T Tendments  “e^ 

support  of  the  GovernmSt  for 

of  the  efflctroPf'the0SoeS;-SUbmit  '‘r  followi“8  statement  in  explanation 
o  tne  ettect  ot  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  Hip  no 

ompanymg  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 
Department  of  Agriculture 
research  and  marketing  act 
Amendment  No.  157:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

H^rfdmentS^0S-  1^8.and  !59 — Economic  investigations:  Strikeout 
posed  byThe^Hi1361’^  eCOnom!c  research  on  farm  housing  as  pro- 

We^^^?72^nSJfPr0pnate  $n2^00’?00  as  Pr°P°sed  by  the 
a  ®  ’  *Pa?  °t  $2,720,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

ou  U  louseknm  i  ‘XpIg  1?r°  a-  lQl~CroP  <™d  livestock  estimates:  Strike 
as  proposed Collectl?n  of  data  on  farm  construction 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR,  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 

ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  162:  Corrects  language  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND,  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  CENTER 

Amendment  No.  163:  Restores  language  establishing  a  working 

capital  fund  as  proposed  by  the  House.  °  W011ang 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 

Sp^endTntiNr°.i64:  APPr°Priates  $280,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $260,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  7 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Amendment  No  165— Payments  to  States  and  Territories-  Inserts 
language  proposed  by  the  Senate  in  connection  with  he  transfer  of 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds.  iransier  oi 

in  dS^gTOmenf0'  m~Payments  t0  S*<*™  «<i  Territories:  Reported 
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Amendment  No.  167 — Payments  to  States  and  Territories:  Author¬ 
izes  $37,500  for  research  in  Alaska  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $27,500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  168 — Payments  to  States  and  Territories:  Appro¬ 
priates  $12,416,208  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $7,406,208 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  169  and  170 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Correct 
date  reference  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  appropriate  $237,500 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $252,500  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 


BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

Amendment  No.  171:  Appropriates  $1,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $1,763,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  172 — Animal  husbandry :  Appropriates  $2,294,000, 
instead  of  $2,319,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,250,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House.  The  amount  appropriated  includes  $19,000 
proposed  by  the  Senate  to  enable  the  Department  to  continue  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Morgan  Horse  Farm  until  the  State  Legislature  can  con¬ 
sider  a  proposal  for  State  of  Vermont  to  take  it  over.  It  is  agreed 
unanimously  by  the  conferees  of  both  Houses  that  this  activity  must 
be  disposed  of  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  1951. 

Amendment  No.  173 — Diseases  oj  animals:  Appropriates  $1,325,- 
000,  instead  of  $1,350,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $1,300,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  174 — Animal  disease  control  and  eradication:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $7,950,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $7,952,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Although  Senate  increase  is  eliminated, 
the  conferees  of  both  Houses  agree  that  the  Seattle  stockyards  should 
be  given  the  same  inspection  service  accorded  similar  stockyards 
throughout  the  country,  within  the  funds  approved. 

Amendment  No.  175 — Animal  disease  control  and  eradication:  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

Amendments  Nos.  176  and  177:  Eliminate  language  proposed  by 
the  Senate  authorizing  construction  of  housing  at  Beltsville  and  ap¬ 
propriate  $1,617,500,  instead  of  $1,735,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $1,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 

Amendment  No.  178:  Appropriates  $7,960,000,  instead  of 
$8,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $7,750,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House.  This  amount  provides  partial  restoration  of  House 
cut  below  1950  level  of  operation.  Funds  for  research  on  cortisone 
are  provided  in  Chapter  V  of  the  bill. 
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BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  179 — Field  crops:  Appropriates  $3,437,500,  instead 
of  $3,475,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $3,400,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  This  amount  includes  $30,000  for  research  on  new  types 
of  cotton. 

Amendment  No.  180— Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  Appro¬ 
priates  $3,012,500,  instead  of  $3,075,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $2,950,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  Funds  for  research  into 
new  sources  of  cortisone  are  included  in  Chapter  V  of  the  bill. 

Amendment  No.  181  —Forest  diseases:  Appropriates  $452,500, 
instead  of  $455,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $450,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  182 — Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  Appropriates 
$2,723,750,  instead  of  $2,767,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,680,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  183 — Agricultural  engineering:  Appropriates 
$1,130,000,  instead  of  $1,140,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$1,120,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Amendments  Nos.  184  and  185 — Insect  investigations:  Appropriate 
$4,157,500,  instead  of  $4,165,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$4,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  restore  House  language 
authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  the  Public  Health  Service  for 
studies  on  effects  of  insecticidal  and  fungicidal  residue  on  human 
health. 

Amendment  No.  186 — Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  Appropriates 
$4,450,000,  instead  of  $4,651,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$4,185,900  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  187 — Foreign  plant  quarantines:  Appropriates 
$2,354,700,  instead  of  $2,384,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,325,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  188 — Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and, 
plant  diseases:  Appropriates  $2,100,000,  instead  of  $2,350,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $850,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  The 
additional  contingency  funds,  which  are  provided  to  eliminate  future 
deficiencies,  are  to  be  released  only  after  both  committees  have 
approved  final  plans  for  their  use. 

Amendment  No.  189 — Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and 
plant  diseases:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

Amendment  No.  190 — Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Appropriates 
$560,000,  instead  of  $590,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $539,500 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  191 — Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Appropriates 
$1,650,000,  instead  of  $1,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$900,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  additional  contingency 
funds  of  $750,000  are  included  to  eliminate  as  far  as  possible  future 
deficiencies. 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951  31 

Amendment  No.  192 — Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendments  Nos.  193,  194,  195,  and  196 — White  pine  blister  rust: 
Appropriate  $3,490,000,  instead  of  $3,700,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $3,280,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  adjust  amounts 
to  be  transferred  to  the  three  agencies  which  carry  out  this  program. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  197 — National  forest  protection  and  management: 
Appropriates  $27,100,000,  instead  of  $29,320,500  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $26,890,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  198 — Cooperative  range  improvements:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  199— Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 
Appropriates  $3,030,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$2,995,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  200 — Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  201 — Forest  products:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  202 — Forest  resources  investigations:  Appropriates 
$880,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  203 — Forest  development  roads  and  trails:  Appro¬ 
priates  $10,348,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $12,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  204 — Acquisition  of  land  for  national  forests,  Weeks 
Act:  Appropriates  $300,000,  instead  of  $401,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  conferees  of 
both  Houses  agree  that  none  of  these  funds  shall  be  used  to  purchase 
lands  unless  they  are  located  entirely  within  national  forest  boundaries. 

Amendments  Nos.  205,  206,  and  207 — Farm  and  other  private 
forestry  cooperation:  Approve  corrections  proposed  by  the  Senate  in 
sublimitation  accounts. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Amendment  No.  208:  Appropriates  $10,315,000,  instead  of 
$9,880,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $10,750,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  Within  the  funds  available,  special  attention  shall  be 
given  to  the  areas  where  work  has  been  delayed. 

Amendment  No.  209:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  210:  Omits  surplus  heading. 

Amendment  No.  211 — Soil  conservation  operations:  Appropriates 
$52,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $52,900,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  212 — Land  utilization  and  retirement  of  submar gingl 
land:  Appropriates  $1,565,175,  instead  of  $1,665,175  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  and  $1,490,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  amount 
approved  includes  Senate  increase  for  the  San  Simon  Valley  project. 

Amendment  No.  213 — Water  conservation  and  utilization  projects: 
Appropriates  $500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $400,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 
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PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  214 — Conservation  and  use  oj  agricultural  land 
resources:  Appropriates  $282,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $283,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  215 — Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  216 — Sugar  Act:  Appropriates  $63,750,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $60,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  217 — Market  News  Service:  Appropriates  $2,118,- 
500,  instead  of  $2,187,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,050,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  amount  approved  includes  Senate 
increase  for  market  news  service  on  naval  stores. 

Amendment  No.  218 — Marketing  regulatory  acts:  Appropriates 
$3,495,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,550,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE 

Amendment  No.  219:  Appropriates  $7,204,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $6,854,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Aunendment  No.  220 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $8,550,- 
000,  instead  of  $8,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $8,150,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  221 — Loan  authorization:  Authorizes  rural  tele¬ 
phone  loans  in  the  amount  of  $32,500,000,  instead  of  $40,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $25,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 
The  conferees  agree  that  the  fees  for  engineering  aDd  legal  services  on 
the  larger  loans  should  be  reduced.  They  also  feel  that  standardiza¬ 
tion  of  plans  should  be  developed  to  make  possible  further  savings  to 
the  consumers.  In  addition,  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  is  expected  to  exercise  its  power  generation  authority  only  in  line 
with  its  announced  policy  and  the  law. 

farmers’  home  administration 

Amendment  No.  222 — Loan  authorization:  Authorizes  $65,000,000 
for  farm  tenancy  and  housing  loans,  instead  of  $71,350,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  and  $56,350,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  In 
addition,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  will  have  a  carry-over 
of  approximately  $7,000,000  from  1950  for  farm  housing  loans,  which 
will  make  a  total  of  $72,000,000  available  for  1951. 

Amendment  No.  223 — Loan  authorization:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  224 — Loan  authorization:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  225 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $28,- 
500,000,  instead  of  $29,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $27,- 
700,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 
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EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Amendments  Nos.  226,  227,  and  228 — Payments  to  States  and  Terri¬ 
tories:  Appropriate  $27,103,498  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$27,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  adjust  language  to  increase 
payments  to  Alaska  and  Puerto  Rico. 

Amendment  No.  229 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $900,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $915,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Amendment  No.  230:  Appropriates  $2,161,300,  instead  of  $2,179,- 
300  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,143,300  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

Amendment  No.  231:  Appropriates  $2,562,500,  instead  of  $2,675,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,450,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  232:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Amendment  No.  233:  Approves  language  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  234:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

TRAVEL  LIMITATION 

Amendment  No.  235:  Eliminates  language  proposed  by  the  House 
limiting  funds  for  travel  expenses,  in  view  of  Senate  substitute  in 
Amendment  No.  238. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Amendment  No.  236 — Administrative  expenses:  Authorizes  $16,- 
350,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $16,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  237 — Eestoration  of  capital  impairment:  Approves 
$66,698,457  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $170,515,131  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 


GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendment  No.  238:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

William  G.  Stigler, 
Edward  H.  Kruse,  Jr., 
Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House _ 
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CHAPTER  VII.— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  VII  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  239,  240, 
242,  245,  248,  250,  253,  256,  257,  258,  259,  266,  272,  280,  286,  287, 
291,  292,  299,  308,  and  309. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  241,  243,  244,  246,  247,  249,  255,  260,  261, 
264,  267,  269,  274,  276,  282,  290,  293,  294,  297,  298,  301,  303,  304, 
305,  and  307,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  251: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  251,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $700,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  252: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  252,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  Provided,  That  oj  appropriations  herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested  Oregon 
and  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant 
lands  shall  be  reimbursed  from  the  25  per  centum  referred  to  in  section  c, 
title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937,  of  the  special  fund  desig¬ 
nated  the  “  Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant  Fund ”  and  section  f  of 
the  Act  approved  May  2Jt)  1939,  of  the  special  fund  designated  the  “Coos 
Bay  Wagon  Road  Grant  Fund” ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  262: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  262,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $23,272,651 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  263: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  263,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  265: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  265,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,600,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  268: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  268,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by  said  amendment  insert  :  Provided, 
That  in  addition  to  the  amount  appropriated  herein,  tribal  funds  may  be 
advanced  to  Indian  tribes  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  purposes 
as  may  be  designated  by  the  governing  body  of  the  particular  tribe  involved 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary.  Any  tribal  funds  advanced  under  this 
authority  shall  be  reported  to  the  Congress  in  the  annual  Budget  for  the 
fiscal  year  1952;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  270: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  270,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $5,875,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  271: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  271,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $5,116,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  273 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  273,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $295,828,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  281: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  281,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $7,200,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  283: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  283,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  ( 5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  including  such  services  at 
rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per  day,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  296: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  296,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $7,400,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  310: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  310,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $30,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  254,  275,  277,  278,  279,  284,  285,  288,  289,  295,  300,  302, 
and  306. 

Michael  J.  Ivirwan, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Albert  Gore, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Fenton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Carl  Hayden, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  VII  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Department  of  the  Interior 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Amendment  No.  239 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates 
$2,315,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $2,100,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  240 — Standardization  of  geographic  names:  Pro¬ 
vides  no  appropriation,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  making 
an  appropriation  of  $14,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  241 — Enforcement  of  Connally  Hot  Oil  Act:  Appro¬ 
priates  $180,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  242 — Southeastern  power  marketing  area,  operation 
and  maintenance:  Appropriates  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  243  and  244 — Southwestern  Power  Administration, 
construction:  Appropriate  $8,620,000  and  provide  contractual  author¬ 
ity  of  $1,730,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  appropriating 
$10,350,000  and  providing  $6,000,000  contractual  authority  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  245 — Southwestern  Power  Administration,  operation 
and  maintenance:  Appropriates  $760,000  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $660,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

The  Southwestern  Power  Administration  is  expected  to  exercise  its 
power  generation  and  transmission  authority  only  in  line  with  its 
announced  policy  and  the  law. 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendments  Nos.  246  and  247 —Construction:  Appropriate 
$39,500,000  and  provide  contractual  authority  of  $20,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  appropriating  $41,500,000  and 
providing  contractual  authority  of  $21,750,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  248 — Operation  and  maintenance:  Appropriates 
$5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $4,500,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 
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BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Amendment  No.  249 — Management  of  lands  and  resources:  Appro¬ 
priates  $7,127,810  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,756,800, 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  250 — Management  of  lands  and  resources:  Elim¬ 
inates  the  Senate  proposal  to  include  express  authorization  to  expend 
funds  for  weed  control  on  the  revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad 
and  Coos  Bay  Road  lands,  since  such  express  authority  is  not  needed. 

Amendment  No.  251 — Construction:  Appropriates  $700,000,  instead 
of  $600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $800,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  252 — Administrative  provisions:  Provides  for  reim¬ 
bursement  of  all  expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested  Oregon 
and  California  Railroad  and  Coos  Bay  Road  lands  from  the  special 
funds  maintained  by  25%  of  the  receipts  from  such  lands.  Such 
reimbursement  for  current  expenses  is  to  be  made  entirely  from  25% 
of  current  year  receipts.  If  25%  of  current  receipts  is  inadequate 
also  to  reimburse  for  the  $700,000  appropriation  for  capital  expendi¬ 
tures  such  current  year  deficiency  can  be  made  up  from  later  receipts. 
This  modifies  the  reimbursement  proposal  of  both  Houses. 

Amendment  No.  253 — Range  improvements:  Eliminates  the  Senate 
proposal  to  insert  a  limitation  of  $350,000  on  expenditure  of  receipts. 

Amendment  No.  254 — Payments  to  states  ( Proceeds  of  sales): 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  255 — Payments  to  states  ( Proceeds  of  Sales):  Pro¬ 
vides  a  limitation  of  $20,000  on  such  payments  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  256 — Payment  to  Oklahoma:  Eliminates  the  Senate 
proposal  to  insert  a  limitation  of  $4,000  on  such  payment. 

Amendment  No.  257 — Leasing  of  grazing  lands:  Eliminates  the 
Senate  proposal  to  insert  a  limitation  of  $6,000  on  expenditure  of 
receipts. 

Amendment  No.  258 — Payments  to  states  {Grazing fees) :  Eliminates 
the  Senate  proposal  to  insert  a  limitation  of  $300  on  such  payments. 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

Amendment  No.  259 — Health ,  education  and  welfare  services:  Elim¬ 
inates  the  Senate  proposal  to  authorize  expenditure  for  research 
among  mixed  Indians  and  non-Indian  groups. 

Amendment  No.  260 — Health,  education  and  welfare  services: 
Appropriates  $40,252,328  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$37,929,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  261 — Resources  management:  Appropriates 
$10,814,576  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $10,542,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  262 — Construction:  Appropriates  $23,272,651, 
instead  of  $22,422,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $23,635,151  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  eliminates  the  sum  of  $500,000 
which  was  added  by  the  Senate  for  the  construction  of  roads  and 
trails,  but  restores  the  sum  of  $137,500  for  land  acquisition  which  was 
deleted  by  the  Senate.  The  restoration  of  $137,500  for  land  acquisi¬ 
tion  is  made  with  the  understanding  that  it  is  not  to  be  expendedTor 
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the  acquisition  of  privately  owned  land  to  be  held  in  trust  so  as  to 
extend  the  boundaries  of  Indian  reservations. 

Amendment  No.  263 — Construction:  Provides  contractual  authority 
of  $3,500,000,  instead  of  $2,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  264 — Restriction  on  land  acquisition:  Adopts  the 
proposal  of  the  Senate  to  limit  the  use  of  appropriations  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  for  Indians  in  specified  states. 

Amendment  No.  265 — General  administrative  expenses:  Appropriates 
$3,600,000,  instead  of  $3,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
$3,644,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  266 — Administrative  provisions:  Authorizes  the 
purchase  of  227  automobiles  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  250 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  267 — Tribal  funds:  Appropriates  $2,437,965  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,430,965  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  268 — Tribal  funds:  Authorizes  the  advancement  of 
tribal  funds  to  Indian  tribes  during  the  current  fiscal  year  upon  the 
designation  by  the  governing  body  of  the  tribe  and  approval  by  the 
Secretary,  and  requires  that  such  advances  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Congress  in  the  annual  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1952,  thus  reinstating 
with  modification  the  language  proposed  by  the  House  but  deleted  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  269 — Tribal  funds:  Inserts  a  limitation  upon  the 
use  of  tribal  funds  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  in  specified 
states,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Amendment  No.  270 — General  investigations:  Appropriates  $5,- 
875,000,  instead  of  $5,150,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $6,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  provides  $50,000  for  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  La  Prele  unit,  Wyoming. 

Amendment  No.  271 — General  investigations:  Provides  that  of  the 
appropriation  of  $5,875,000  for  general  investigations  the  amount  to 
be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  is  $5,116,000,  instead  of  $4,- 
400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $5,791,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  272 — Construction  and  rehabilitation:  Eliminates 
the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  authorize  emergency  re-construction  of 
the  La  Prele  unit,  Wyoming,  and  initiation  of  construction  on  the 
Kennewick  Division  of  the  Yakima  project,  Washington. 

Amendment  No.  273 — Construction  and  rehabilitation:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $295,828,000,  instead  of  $297,467,000  as  proposed  by  the  Idouse, 
and  $294,713,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  ratifies  the 
allocation  of  funds  for  construction  and  rehabilitation  as  set  forth  on 
pages  142  and  143  (and  for  the  Missouri  Basin  project,  on  pages  147, 
148,  149,  and  150)  of  Senate  report  No.  1941,  accompanying  H.  R. 
7786,  including  ratification  of  the  Senate  action  in  providing  $750,000 
to  initiate  the  work  on  the  Folsom  power  facilities,  Central  Valley 
project,  and  including  ratification  of  providing  $504,000  (increase  in 
appropriation  of  $228,000  together  with  $276,000  to  be  available 
through  reprograming  under  House  allowance)  for  construction  of 
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the  Brighton-Brush  transmission  line  and  substations,  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project,  but  with  the  following  exceptions  to  such  ratifica¬ 
tion: 

(a)  In  addition  to  $343,000  allowed  by  the  Senate  for  the  Fort  Peck 
project,  Montana,  $750,000  is  also  allowed  to  complete  construction 
of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line  and  substations.  This  is  in  lieu 
of  the  $1,400,000  allowed  by  the  House  and  of  the  entire  disallowance 
of  funds  for  this  line  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

(b)  The  additional  sum  of  $365,000  is  provided  for  the  Missouri 
Basin  project  to  construct  the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls  transmission 
line  and  substations. 

Amendment  No.  274 — Construction  and  rehabilitation :  Provides  that 
of  the  appropriation  of  $295,828,000,  the  sum  to  be  derived  from  the 
reclamation  fund  shall  be  $25,135,700  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $22,897,700  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  275 — Construction  and  rehabilitation  ( contract 
authority)-.  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  276 — Construction  and  rehabilitation:  Ratifies  the 
action  of  the  Senate  in  deleting  the  proposal  of  the  House  to  earmark 
$1,000,000  for  the  construction  of  specified  transmission  lines  in  South 
Dakota. 

Amendment  No.  277 — Construction  and  rehabilitation  ( language 
authorizing  South  Dakota  transmission  lines):  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  278 — Construction  and  rehabilitation  {restriction  on 
construction  of  Glendo  unit):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  279 — Construction  and  rehabilitation  ( restriction  on 
construction  of  Moorhead  Dam):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  280 — Construction  and  rehabilitation:  Eliminates 
the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  rescind  the  unused  portion  of  the  1950 
appropriation  for  construction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission  line 
and  substations,  Fort  Peck  project,  Montana. 

Amendment  No.  281 — General  administrative  expenses:  Appro¬ 
priates  $7,200,000,  instead  of  $7,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$7,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  282 —General  administrative  expenses:  Inserts  a 
provision  limiting  expenditures  for  information  work  to  not  more 
than  $150,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  283 — Administrative  provisions:  Provides  that  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  shall  be  available  for  services  authorized  under 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946,  including  such  services  at  rates 
for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per  day,  when  authorized  by  the 
Secretary.  This  modifies  the  proposals  of  both  Houses  in  this 
connection. 

Amendment  No.  284 — Administrative  provisions  ( administration  of 
interstate  compacts):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  285 — Administrative  provisions  ( payments  to  school 
districts):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  286 — Administrative  provisions:  Eliminates  the 
proposal  of  the  Senate  to  insert  a  provision  limiting  reimbursability 
of  certain  expenditures. 

Amendment  No.  287 — Administrative  provisions:  Authorizes  ex¬ 
penditures  for  studies  of  recreational  uses  of  reservoir  areas  pursuant 
to  law,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  authorizing  expenditures 
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for  such  studies  on  a  non-reimbursable  basis  and  with  an  express 
limit  on  expenditures  for  any  one  reservoir  area,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  288 — Administrative  provisions  ( Reimbursability 
of  certain  expenditures):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  289 — Transfer  of  Ephrata  Air  Force  Base:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  was  permitted  to  insert  in  the  Senate 
Hearings,  Part  I,  beginning  at  page  576,  a  statement  of  the  Bureau’s 
interpretation  of  some  of  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  7786  as  passed  by 
the  House.  Such  interpretation  should  be  considered  as  that  sought 
to  be  established  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  not  necessarily 
as  the  intent  of  Congress.  When  interpretation  is  necessary,  the 
Comptroller  General  should  resolve  questions  in  the  light  of  all 
relevant  factors. 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Amendment  No.  290 — Surveys,  investigations  and  research:  Appro¬ 
priates  $19,382,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $19,129,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

BUREAU  OF  MINES 

Amendments  Nos.  291  and  292 — Conservation  and  development  of 
mineral  resources:  Appropriate  $17,758,000  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $17,813,403  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  eliminate  the 
provision  proposed  by  the  Senate  to  authorize  the  reacquisition  of 
certain  properties  in  Montana. 

Amendment  No.  293 — Construction:  Appropriates  $1,268,100  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,372,600  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  294 — Administrative  provisions:  Authorizes  the 
purchase  of  150  automobiles  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
145  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  295 — Administrative  provisions  ( Transfer  of  land 
in  Minnesota):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  296 — Maintenance  and  rehabilitation  of  physical 
facilities:  Appropriates  $7,400,000,  instead  of  $7,250,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  and  $7,448,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  297 — Construction:  Appropriates  $19,667,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $20,542,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

This  action  on  amendments  Nos.  296  and  297  will  necessitate  some 
flexibility  to  permit  adjustment  of  items  originally  scheduled  under 
maintenance  and  rehabilitation  and  construction. 

Amendments  Nos.  298  and  299 — Construction:  Provide  that  of  the 
construction  appropriation  the  sum  for  liquidation  of  prior  obligations 
shall  be  $7,935,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $8,935,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House;  and  eliminate  the  proposal  of  the  Senate 
to  provide  $100,000  in  contract  authorization. 
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Amendment  No.  300 — Construction  ( Provision  regarding  Independ¬ 
ence  National  Historical  Park):  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  301 — General  administrative  expenses:  Appropriates 
$1,314,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,264,500  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  302 — Management  of  resources  (Payment  for  infor¬ 
mation)  :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  303 — Management  of  resources:  Appropriates 
$7,082,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $7,157,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  304 — - Investigations  of  resources:  Appropriates 
$4,125,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,900,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  305 — Construction:  Appropriates  $2,423,450  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,401,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  306 — Migratory  bird  conservation  fund:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

TERRITORIES  AND  ISLAND  POSSESSIONS 

Amendment  No.  307 — Administration  of  territories  and  possessions: 
Appropriates  $3,392,180  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,329,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  308 — Construction  of  roads,  Alaska:  Appropriates 
$20,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $18,883,212  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  309 — Claims,  Alaska  Road  Commission:  Provides 
no  appropriation  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  appropriating 
$12,893  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  310 — Construction,  Alaska  Railroad:  Appropriates 
$30,000,000,  instead  of  $31,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$28,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 
Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Albert  Gore, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Fenton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CHAPTER  VIII.— INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  VIII  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  316,  330, 
331,  340,  341,  343,  346,  350,  357,  359,  362,  and  371. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  311,  313,  314,  320,  321,  323,  324,  326,  327, 
328,  329,  332,  333,  334,  335,  336,  347,  360,  364,  365,  366,  368,  and 
372,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  312: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  312,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 187,750 ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  315: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  315,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by  said  amendment  insert  :  Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  or  contract  authori¬ 
zation  shall  be  used  in  connection  with  the  payment  of  a  fixed  fee  to  any 
contractor  or  firm  of  contractors  engaged  under  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
contract  or  contracts  at  any  installation  of  the  Commission,  where  that 
fee  for  community  management  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $90,000  per 
annum,  or  for  the  operation  of  a  transportation  system  where  that  fee  is 
at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $45,000  per  annum ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  317: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  317,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  inseit  $15 ,511 ,913; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  318: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  318,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 
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Tn  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 35,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  322  : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  322,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

Tn  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $3,891 ,695 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  325: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  325,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $300;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  339 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  339,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 78,500,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  344 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  344,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $9,000,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  348: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  348,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $190,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  349: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  349,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $43,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  351: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  351,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 11,000,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  352: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  352,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $38,000;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  355: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  355,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $6,230,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  356: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  356,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,700,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  358: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  358,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,179,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  367: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  367,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 881,750,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  369: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  369,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  per  centum  proposed  insert  5.5;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  370: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  370,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 
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In  lieu  of  the  per  centum  proposed  insert  9 ;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  319,  337,  338,  342,  345,  353,  354,  361,  363,  and  373. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Albert  Gore, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Francis  Case  (except  as 
to  amendment  363), 

John  Phillips  (except  as 
to  amendment  363), 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  VIII  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended 
in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  namely: 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

BUREAU  OF  THE  BUDGET 

Amendment  No.  311 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates 
$3,412,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,386,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

PHILIPPINE  ALIEN  PROPERTY  CUSTODIAN 

Amendment  No.  312 — Administrative  Expenses:  Appropriates 
$187,750,  instead  of  $160,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $215,500, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

American  Battle  Monuments  Commission 

Amendment  No.  313— Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $670,000, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $695,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  314 — Construction  oj  Memorials  and  Cemeteries: 
Appropriates  $8,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$8,680,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Amendment  No.  315 — Payment  o  f  Fees  to  Contractors:  Restores  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  House  bill,  amended  to  clarify  intent.  In  connection 
with  this  provision  the  conferees  wish  it  understood  that  they  are 
aware  that  these  contracts  contain  a  cancellation  clause  and  that  they 
are  expecting  the  Commission  to  take  immediate  advantage  of  that 
clause. 

Civil  Service  Commission 

Amendments  Nos.  316  and  317 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Authorize 
the  expenditure  of  $50,000  for  performing  the  duties  imposed  upon 
the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940  (Hatch  Act),  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $80,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and 
appropriate  $15,511,913,  instead  of  $15,261,913  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $15,761,913  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Commission  on  Renovation  of  the  Executive  Mansion 

Amendment  No.  318 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $35,000, 
instead  of  $20,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $50,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate.  Re-appropriation  of  unobligated  balances  totaling 
$30,000  provides  a  total  of  $65,000  for  this  purpose. 

Displaced  Persons  Commission 

Amendment  No.  319 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Amendments  Nos.  320  and  321 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Authorize 
the  expenditure  of  $256,500  for  travel  expenses  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $247,500as  proposed  by  theHouse;  and  appropriates 
$4,013,300  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,938,300  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Amendments  Nos.  322  and  323 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appro¬ 
priates  $3,891,695,  instead  of  $3,866,695  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,916,695  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  strikes  out  the  words 
“to  the  Bureau  of  Trade  Practice  Conferences”  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

General  Accounting  Office 

Amendments  Nos.  324  and  325 — Salaries:  Appropriate  $32,689,500, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $34,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House;  and  authorizes  the  expenditure  of  $300  for  newspapers  and 
periodicals,  instead  of  $600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

General  Services  Administration 

Amendment  No.  326 — Sites  and  Planning,  Public  Buildings  Outside 
the  District  of  Columbia:  Appropriates  $22,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $28,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  327,  328,  and  329 — Strategic  and  Critical  Mate¬ 
rials  Stock  Piling  Act:  Appropriate  $605,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead,  of  $633,608,240  as  proposed  by  the  House;  strikes 
out  the  provision  of  the  House  to  the  effect  that  not  to  exceed  $25,000,- 
000  may  be  expended  in  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of 
July  23,  1946  through  purchase  contracts  negotiated  with  operators 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  provides  a  contract  authorization  of 
$125,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $100,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House.  In  connection  with  this  activity  the  con¬ 
ferees  wish  to  go  on  record  as  being  in  accord  with  the  so-called  “buy 
American  policy”  which  was  enacted  in  1933.  The  conferees  are  of 
the  opinion  that  this  policy  should  continue  in  full  force,  and  that 
every  assistance  should  be  extended  by  the  government  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  our  domestic  sources  of  raw  materials.  We  point  out  that 
domestic  development  means  double  protection — a  stock  pile  imme¬ 
diately  acquired  and  the  source  of  supply  proved. 
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Amendments  Nos.  330  and  331 — Alaska  Public  Works:  Strike  out 
the  proposal  of  the  Senate  authorizing  a  contract  authorization  in 
the  amount  of  $4,000,000;  and  restores  the  provision  of  the  House 
requiring  that  a  certificate  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  the 
installation  of  such  facility  will  be  of  value  in  connection  with  national 
defense. 

Amendments  Nos.  332  and  333 —Advance  Planning  of  Non-Federal 
Public  Works:  Appropriate  $20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $28,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House;  and  provides  a 
contract  authorization  in  the  sum  of  $27,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $32,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  334 — Grants  for  Plan  Preparation,  Water  Pollution 
Control:  Appropriates  $750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $900,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  335 — Administrative  Expenses,  Water  Pollution 
Control:  Appropriates  $52,285  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$60,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  336 — Virgin  Islands  Public  Works:  Appropriates 
$1,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,300,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  337  and  338 — Public  Works  Advance  Planning: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  339 — Operating  Expenses:  Appropriates  $78,500,- 
000,  instead  of  $76,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $82,725,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  340 — Purchase  and  Distribution  of  Typewriters: 
Restores  the  two  paragraphs  contained  in  the  House  Bill  relating  to 
the  acquisition  and  distribution  of  typewriters. 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

Amendments  Nos.  341  and  342 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appro¬ 
priate  $4,200,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $4,900,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  reports  in  disagreement  the  proposal  of 
the  Senate  relating  to  expenses  of  inspections  of  projects  financed 
through  loans  to  educational  institutions  authorized  by  Title  4  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1950. 

PUBLIC  HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  343 — Annual  Contributions:  Appropriates 
$7,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $9,250,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  344 — Administrative  Expenses:  Appropriates 
$9,000,000,  instead  of  $8,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$11,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Amendment  No.  345 — General  Expenses:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  346 — Bailroad  Safety:  Appropriates  $1,000,000, 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,016,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  347 — Locomotive  Inspection:  Appropriates 
$718,600,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $700,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 

Amendment  No.  348 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates 
$190,000,  instead  of  $175,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $227,800 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 

Amendments  Nos.  349  and  350 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appro¬ 
priate  $42,500,000,  instead  of  $40,890,630  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $44,225,630  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  restores  the  provision 
of  the  House  providing  that  no  part  of  the  appropriation  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  operation  of  a  field  office  outside  the  continental  or 
territorial  limits  of  the  United  States. 

Amendment  No.  351 — Construction  and  Equipment:  Provides  a 
contract  authorization  of  $11,000,000,  instead  of  $10,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $12,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

National  Capital  Housing  Authority 

Amendments  Nos.  352  and  353 — Maintenance  and  Operation  of 
Properties:  Appropriate  $38,000,  instead  of  $35,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $39,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  reports  in 
disagreement  the  provision  of  the  Senate  waiving  the  provisions  of 
Section  507  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950. 

Philippine  War  Damage  Commission 

Amendment  No.  354 — Eligibility  of  Persons  Who  Collaborated  With 
the  Enemy:  Reported  in  disagreement.  Any  recommendation  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  committee  in  connection  with  this  amendment  should 
in  no  way  be  considered  justification  for  continuation  of  this  activity 
beyond  April  30,  1951,  the  statutory  termination  date  for  this  part 
of  the  program. 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

Amendment  No.  355 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $6,230,- 
000,  instead  of  $6,130,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $6,330  000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Smithsonian  Institution 

Amendment  No.  356 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $2,700,- 
000,  instead  of  $2,606,490  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,770,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  357- — Paleontological  Investigations:  Strikes  out 
the  provision  of  the  Senate  proposing  an  appropriation  of  $20,000. 

Amendment  No.  358— Salaries  and  Expenses ,  National  Gallery  of 
Art:  Appropriates  $1,179,000,  instead  of  $1,158,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $1,200,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Tariff  Commission 

Amendment  No.  359 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $1,290,- 
700  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,340,700  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

The  Tax  Court  of  the  United  States 

Amendment  No.  360 — Salaries  and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $826,- 
900,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $820,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

United  States  Maritime  Commission 

Amendment  No.  361 — Ship  Construction:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  362 — Operating-Differential  Subsidies:  Appro¬ 
priates  $26,450,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $30,108,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  363 — Limitation  on  Number  oj  Ships  Receiving 
Operating-Differential  Subsidy:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  364 — Maritime  Training:  Strikes  out  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  House  appropriating  $3,342,660,  and  inserts  the  proposal 
of  the  Senate  appropriating  $4,348,520  including  pay  of  cadet-midsliip- 
men  and  other  trainees  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  For  several  years 
there  has  been  disagreement  in  the  two  Houses  as  to  the  justice  and 
desirability  of  providing  the  $65  monthly  allowance  for  cadet-midship¬ 
men.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  similar  payments  are  made  to 
cadets  at  the  Military  Academy  and  midshipmen  at  the  Naval  Acad¬ 
emy.  It  also  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  obligation  to  serve  on 
the  part  of  the  two  latter  groups  is  greater  than  it  is  in  the  case  of 
cadets  attending  the  Maritime  Academy.  It  is  recommended  that 
the  subcommittees  of  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the  two 
Houses  having  the  subject  in  charge,  or  certain  members  thereof,  con¬ 
duct  a  study  of  the  problem  with  a  view  to  submitting  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  thereon  by  the  beginning  of  the  next  regular  session  of  the 
Congress. 

Amendment  No.  365 — State  Marine  Schools:  Strikes  out  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  House  containing  an  appropriation  of  $668,000  together 
with  an  unobligated  balance  of  not  to  exceed  $25,000,  and  inserts  the 
proposal  of  the  Senate  appropriating  $1,102,050,  including  pay  of 
cadet-midshipmen  at  $65  per  month. 

Amendment  No.  366 — Vessel  Overating  Functions:  Corrects  statute 
reference  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Veterans  Administration 

Amendment  No.  367 — Administration,  Medical,  Hospital  and  Domi¬ 
ciliary  Services:  Appropriates  $881,750,000,  instead  of  $875,847,795  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $887,621,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  368 — Limitation  on  Educational  and  Training  In¬ 
stitutions:  Strikes  out  the  proposal  of  the  House  regarding  the  eligi¬ 
bility  of  educational  institutions  for  the  training  of  veterans,  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  369  and  370 — Payment  for  Technical  and  Clerical 
Services  for  the  Preparation  of  Plans  and  Specifications:  Authorize  the 
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use  of  not  to  exceed  5.5  per  cent  of  appropriation  and  contract  au¬ 
thorizations,  instead  of  4  per  cent  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  6.7 
per  cent  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in  connection  with  projects  super¬ 
vised  by  the  Veterans  Administration;  and  authorizes  the  use  of  not 
to  exceed  9  per  cent  where  such  projects  are  under  the  supervision  of 
other  government  agencies,  instead  of  7  per  cent  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  10  per  cent  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

War  Claims  Commission 

Amendment  No.  371 — Administrative  Expenses:  Appropriates 
$600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $700,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

General  Provisions 

Amendment  No.  372 — Section  110:  Excepts  certain  corporations 
lrom  the  general  provisions  of  Title  I,  Chapter  VIII,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Title  II — Corporations 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 

Amendment  No.  373 — Public  Housing  Administration:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Albert  Gore, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Francis  Case 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 

John  Phillips 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 

John  Taber 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House* 


CHAPTER  IX.— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 

ARMY 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  IX  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  384  and  395. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  374,  375,  376,  377,  378,  382,  385,  386,  389, 
391,  392,  394,  396,  and  397,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  379: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  379,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 1,525,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  380: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  380,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by  said  amendment 
insert  the  following:  (for  replacement  only)  in  the  current  fiscal  year 
of  three  hundred  and  fifty  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  one  motorboat 
(to  be  acquired  from  surplus  stock  where  practicable )  and  the  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  one ,  to  be  acquired  from  surplus  stock  where  practicable ), 
maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  aircraft ;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  381: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  381,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  the 
following:  :  Provided  further,  That  the  various  appropriations  for  rivers 
and  harbors  and  flood  control  shall  be  available  for  payments  to  school 
districts  as  authorized  by  law,  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  383: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  383,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 198,811,500 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  387: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  387,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 383,408,250 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  390: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  390,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $66,422,400 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  393: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  393,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $432,000;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  388  and  398. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  H.  Kerr, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

Albert  Gore, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Karl  Stefan, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Kenneth  McKellar, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

John  C.  Stennis, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  IX  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely : 

Civil  Functions,  Department  of  the  Army 

QUARTERMASTER  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  374 — Cemeterial  Expenses:  Appropriates  $5,000,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $5,500,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  375 — Entombment  of  an  Unknown  American  Service¬ 
man,  World  War  II:  Deletes  provision  of  the  House  providing  funds 
incident  to  the  selection  and  burial  of  an  unknown  American  service¬ 
man  of  World  War  II,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

SIGNAL  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  376 — Alaska  Communication  System:  Appropriates 
$2,877,920  for  construction  in  Alaska  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $1,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  377 — Alaska  Communication  System:  Deletes  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  House  limiting  to  $28,000  construction  costs  per  housing 
unit  and  substitutes  provision  establishing  an  average  cost  of  $24,000 
per  unit,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  378 —Alaska  Communication  System:  Enlarges 
provision  of  the  House  pertaining  to  inclusion  of  equipment  in  housing 
units,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Amendment  No.  379 — Administrative  Expense  Limitation:  Author¬ 
izes  a  limitation  of  $1,525,000  instead  of  $1,450,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $1,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  380 — Administrative  Provisions:  Provides  for  the 
purchase  of  350  passenger  motor  vehicles,  one  motor  boat  and  one 
airplane  instead  of  only  350  passenger  motor  vehicles  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  500  passenger  motor  vehicles,  two  motor  boats  and 
one  airplane  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  381 — Administrative  Provisions:  Provides  for  pay¬ 
ments  to  school  districts. 

Amendment  No.  382 — Rivers  and  Harbors:  Provides  authority  for 
investigations  and  for  plans  and  specifications  for  authorized  projects, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  383— Rivers  and  Harbors:  Appropriates  $198,811,- 
500,  instead  of  $185,878,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $221,244,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount  agreed  upon  is  10  percent 
below  the  amount  approved  by  the  Senate.  The  Senate  had  approved 
$1,800,000  for  planning  and  $2,585,000  for  examinations  and  surveys, 
which  amounts  are  included  in  the  lump  sum  appropriation  for  rivers 
and  harbors.  Since  the  appropriation  has  been  reduced  10  percent 
below  the  Senate  figure,  the  amounts  for  planning  and  examinations 
and  surveys  are  likewise  reduced  by  the  amount  of  10  percent  below 
the  amounts  approved  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  384 — Old  Elver ,  Cleveland,  Ohio:  Deletes  provision 
of  the  Senate  providing  $75,000  for  dredging. 

Amendment  No.  385 — Alteration  of  Bridges  over  Navigable  Waters: 
Appropriates  $900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  386 — Flood  Control:  Corrects  language. 

Amendment  No.  387 — Flood  Control:  Appropriates  $383,408,250,  in¬ 
stead  of  $341,055,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $436,933,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount  agreed  upon  is  12  percent  below 
the  amount  approved  by  the  Senate.  The  Senate  had  approved 
$3,565,000  for  planning  and  $6,500,000  for  preliminary  examinations, 
surveys  and  contingencies  which  amounts  are  included  in  the  lump  sum 
appropriation  for  flood  control.  Since  the  appropriation  has  been 
reduced  12  percent  below  the  Senate  figure  the  amounts  for  planning, 
preliminary  examinations,  surveys  and  contingencies  are  likewise  re¬ 
duced  by  the  amount  of  12  percent  below  the  amounts  approved  by 
the  Senate. 

With  respect  to  Amendments  Nos.  383,  387,  390  and  393,  the  con¬ 
ferees  are  agreed  that  obligation  and  expenditure  of  funds  shall  be 
made  under  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  President  and  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  as  follows: 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  July  21,  1950. 

The  honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  In  my  message  of  July  19  to  the  Congress,  I 
announced  that  I  was  directing  the  executive  agencies — 

“*  *  *  to  conduct  a  detailed  review  of  Government  programs,  for  the 

purpose  of  modifying  them  wherever  practicable  to  lessen  the  demand  upon 
services,  commodities,  raw  materials,  manpower,  and  facilities  which  are  in 
competition  with  those  needed  for  national  defense.  The  Government,  as  well 
as  the  public,  must  exercise  great  restraint  in  the  use  of  those  goods  and  services 
which  are  needed  for  our  increased  defense  efforts.” 

In  order  to  adjust  the  programs  of  the  Federal  Government,  I  am  writing  to 
you  and  the  heads  of  the  other  agencies  whose  programs  involve  substantial  use 
of  materials  and  other  resources  needed  for  the  defense  effort.  Please  reexamine 
your  programs,  giving  particular  attention,  to  the  extent  applicable,  to  the 
following: 

(1)  All  civil  public  works,  both  direct  Federal  programs  and  grant-in-aid 
programs,  should  be  screened  with  the  objective,  as  far  as  practical,  of  defer¬ 
ring,  curtailing,  or  slowing  down  those  projects  which  do  not  directly  con¬ 
tribute  to  defense  or  to  civilian  requirements  essential  in  the  changed  inter¬ 
national  situation  set  forth  in  my  message. 

(2)  Consistent  with  the  restrictive  policy  already  in  force  for  housing 
credit,  other  credit  programs  should  be  tightened.  The  only  exceptions 
should  be  those  which  directly  contribute  to  meeting  our  defense  and  inter¬ 
national  responsibilities. 

(3)  Procurement  of  supplies  and  equipment  should  be  held  to  minimum 
amounts,  especially  purchases  of  motor  vehicles,  typewriters,  and  other 


57 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951 


equipment  using  critical  materials.  Inventories  should  be  reduced  to  the 
lowest  practical  levels,  and  excess  supplies  and  equipment  should  be  made 
available  immediately  to  the  General  Services  Administration. 

In  addition,  I  shall  expect  that  in  the  reexamination  of  the  programs  of  your 
agency  you  will  give  first  priority  to  those  activities  which  contribute  directly 
to  national  defense,  including  requests  of  other  agencies  for  assistance. 

I  am  asking  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  work  closely  with  you 
in  this  review  and  to  report  to  me  on  the  steps  which  you  have  taken  in  revising 
your  program  to  meet  these  objectives. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  Truman. 


Tentative  Criteria  for  Review  of  Civil  Works  Prooram  of  Corps  of 

Engineers  in  Accordance  With  the  President’s  Letter  of  July  21, 

1950 

The  civil-works  program  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  will  be  reviewed  to  insure 
that  no  new  projects  are  initiated  unless  they  make  an  important  contribution 
to  the  war  effort  and  that  only  those  projects  now  under  construction  which  meet 
one  or  more  of  the  following  specific  criteria  will  be  continued  during  the  period 
of  partial  mobilization. 

SPECIFIC  CRITERIA 

1.  .The  project  includes  the  development  of  power. 

2.  The  project  provides  industrial  or  municipal  water  supply  in  critical 
areas. 

3.  The  project  is  a  dam  and  reservoir  project  where  closure  is  under  way 
or  has  been  effected  and  should  be  completed  to  a  point  of  useful  operation. 

4.  The  project  is  an  important  harbor  or  waterway. 

5.  The  project  protects  important  industries  or  major  food-producing  areas. 

6.  The  project  can  be  completed  in  the  1951  working  season,  and  where 
termination  costs  would  constitute  an  appreciable  economic  loss,  the  work 
in  place  would  be  damaged  if  not  protected  and  if  relatively  small  amounts 
of  additional  work  will  make  the  project  fully  effective. 

7.  The  project  involves  almost  entirely  the  movement  of  earth  such  as 
channel  improvements  or  levees  and  does  not  compete  in  the  use  of  critical 
materials. 

8.  Maintenance  of  completed  projects,  advance  planning  of  selected  author¬ 
ized  projects  and  the  survey  program  should  be  continued. 

With  respect  to  those  projects  that  meet  the  above  criteria  for  continuation 
of  construction,  each  individual  feature  of  the  project  will  be  examined  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  it  can  be  deferred  without  detriment  to  the  major  purpose  of 
the  project  or  to  the  work  in  place. 

The  conferees  are  further  agreed  that  no  construction  or  planning 
of  anjr  new  project  appropriated  for  in  this  chapter  shall  be  started 
unless  certified  by  the  President  as  necessary  to  the  war  effort  and 
amounts  allowed  for  construction  herein  shall  be  available  for  reallo¬ 
cation  to  any  project  appropriated  for  in  this  chapter  as  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  find  necessary  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  war  effort  and 
to  maintain  economical  construction  schedules. 

Amendment  No.  388 — Mandan,  North  Dakota,  and  James  Biver: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  389 — Flood  Control  General  ( Emergency  Fund): 
Appropriates  $2,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,000,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  390 — Flood  Control,  Mississippi  Biver  and  Tribu¬ 
taries:  Appropriates  $66,422,400,  instead  of  j$65,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $66,778,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  391 — Emergency  Fund  for  Flood  Control  on  Tribu¬ 
taries  of  the  Alississippi  Biver:  Appropriates  $450,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 
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Amendment  No.  392 — Flood  Control,  Sacramento  Fiver,  Calijornia: 
Appropriates  $2,524,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,700,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  393 — Flood  Control,  Foseville,  Ohio:  Appropriates 
$432,000,  instead  of  $540,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  394 — Miscellaneous  Civil  Works:  Appropriates 
$16,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $12,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

UNITED  STATES  SOLDIERS’  HOME 

Amendment  No.  395 — Maintenance  and  Operation:  Appropriates 
$2,395,000  from  the  Soldiers’  Home  Trust  Fund  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $2,363,240  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

PANAMA  CANAL 

Amendment  No.  396 — Maintenance  and  Operation:  Appropriates 
$13,251,700  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $14,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  397 — Civil  Government:  Appropriates  $3,849,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,925,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  398 — General  Provisions:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  H.  Kerr, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

Albert  Gore, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

R.  B.  Wiggles  worth, 

Karl  Stefan, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 


CHAPTER  X.— DEFENSE 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  X  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  408,  409, 

441,  and  455. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  400,  401,  402,  403,  404,  405,  406,  407,  410, 

411,  412,  413,  414,  415,  416,  419,  420,  421,  422,  423,  424,  425,  426, 

427,  428,  429,  430,  431,  432,  433,  434,  435,  436,  437,  438,  439,  440, 

442,  443,  444,  445,  446,  447,  448,  449,  450,  452,  453,  454,  457,  458, 

459,  460,  461,  462,  463,  464,  465,  and  466,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  399,  417,  418,  451,  456,  and  467. 

George  Mahon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Robert  L.  F.  Sikes, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  X  of  the  bill  (Id.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  ac¬ 
companying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Title  I — Independent  Offices 

NATIONAL  SECURITY  RESOURCES  BOARD 

Amendment  No.  399 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  400 — Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $3,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Title  II — Department  of  Defense 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 

Amendment  No.  401— Salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $1 1,300, - 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $11,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  While  the  House  recedes  as  to  the  amount,  which  is 
$100,000  below  the  budget  estimates,  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  position 
of  the  House  as  stated  in  House  Report  No.  1797,  81st  Congress  pro¬ 
viding  no  funds  for  the  President’s  Committee  on  Religion  and  Welfare 
in  the  Armed  Forces. 

Title  III — Department  of  the  Army 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  ARMY 

Amendment  No.  402 — Contingencies  oj  the  Army:  Appropriates 
$51,878,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $51,978,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 


GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  403 — Field  Exercises:  Appropriates  $5,350,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $5,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  404 — Pay  of  the  Army:  Appropriates  $1,447,660,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,448,660,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  405 — Travel  of  the  Army:  Appropriates  $76,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $75,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 
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Amendment  No.  406 — Finance  Service:  Appropriates  $29,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $28,410,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

QUARTERMASTER  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  407 — Welfare  of  enlisted  men:  Appropriates 
$8,362,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $8,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  408 — Subsistence  of  the  Army:  Strikes  out  the 
phrase  “without  unduly  increasing  future  United  States  market 
prices”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  409 — Subsistence  of  the  Army:  Strikes  out  the  word 
“highly”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  410 — Regular  supplies  of  the  Army:  Appropriates 
$107,247,258  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $100,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  411 — Clothing  and  equipage:  Appropriates  $93,- 
853,365  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $90,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  412 — Incidental  expenses  of  the  Army:  Appropriates 
$101,998,313  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $95,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

TRANSPORTATION  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  413 — Transportation  Service,  Army:  Appropriates 
$289,960,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $290,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

SIGNAL  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  414 — Signal  service  of  the  Army:  Appropriates 
$158,248,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $157,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 


MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  415 — Medical  and  hospital  department:  Appro¬ 
priates  $54,883,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $54,913,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Amendment  No.  416 — Engineer  service,  Army:  Appropriates  $304, ~ 
187,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $300,176,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  417 — Engineer  service,  Army:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  418 — Military  construction,  Army:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  419 — Ordnance  service  and  supplies,  Army:  Appro¬ 
priates  $647,327,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $621,559,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 
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CHEMICAL  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  420 — Chemical  service,  Army:  Appropriates  $37,- 
300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $36,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

ARMY  TRAINING 

Amendment  No.  421 — Army  training:  Appropriates  $7,830,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $7,930,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

UNITED  STATES  MILITARY  ACADEMY 

Amendment  No.  422 — Maintenance  and  operation:  Appropriates 
$5,120,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $5,200,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

CIVILIAN  COMPONENTS 

Amendment  No.  423 — Army  National  Guard:  Appropriates  $210,- 
500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $212,400,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  A2A:— Organized  Reserves:  Appropriates,  $114,- 
525,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $115,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  425 — Army  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps: 
Appropriates  $24,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$25,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

DEPARTMENTAL  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Amendment  No.  426 — Office  oj  Secretary  of  the  Army:  Appropriates 
$3,368,271  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,265,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  427 — Office  of  Chief  of  Staff:  Appropriates  $6,576,- 
239  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,354,700  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  428 — Adjutant  General’s  Office:  Appropriates 
$9,777,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $9,477,400  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  429 — Office  of  the  Inspector  General:  Appropriates 
$203,880  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $197,600  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  430 — Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General:  Appro¬ 
priates  $595,375  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $577,100  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  431 — Office  of  the  Chief  of  Finance:  Appropriates 
$1,483,202  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,437,800  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  432 — Office  of  the  Quartermaster  General:  Appro¬ 
priates  $6,981,504  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,767,400 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  433 — Office  of  the  Chief  of  Transportation:  Appro¬ 
priates  $2,940,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,850,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 
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Amendment  No.  434 — Office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer:  Appropriates 
$2,455,821  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,379,600  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  435 — Office  of  Chief  of  Special  Services:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $58,636  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $56,800  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  436 — Office  of  the  Provost  Marshal  General:  Appro¬ 
priates  $116,038  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $112,500  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  437 — Office  of  the  Surgeon  General:  Appropriates 
$2,475,873  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,400,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  438 — Office  of  Chief  of  Engineers:  Appropriates 
$3,751,026  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,636,200  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  439 — Office  of  Chief  of  Ordnance:  Appropriates 
$4,137,696  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,776,400  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  440 — Office  of  Chief ,  Chemical  Corps:  Appropriates 
$817,707  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $792,700  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  441 — Office  of  Chief  of  Chaplains:  Appropriates 
$131,100  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $128,478  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  442 — Contingent  expenses,  Department  of  the  Army: 
Appropriates  $9,970,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$9,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Title  IV — Department  of  the  Navy 

Amendment  No.  443 — Navy  Personnel,  General  expenses:  Appro¬ 
priates  $60,533,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $60,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  444 — Military  Personnel,  Marine  Corps:  Appro¬ 
priates  $200,923,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,301,700 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  445 — Marine  Corps  Troops  and  Facilities:  Appro¬ 
priates  $82,354,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $80,699,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  446 — Aircraft  and  facilities:  Appropriates  $532,- 
226,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $536,226,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  447 — Ships  and  facilities:  Appropriates  $411,- 
782,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $415,282,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  448 — Ordnance  and  facilities:  Appropriates  $181,- 
665,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $177,088,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  449 — Medical  Care:  Appropriates  $37,862,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $38,212,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  450 — Civil  Engineering:  Appropriates  $34,778,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $35,178,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 
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Amendment  No.  451 — Public  Works:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  452— Research:  Appropriates  $43,083,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $43,383,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  453 — Service-wide  supply  and  finance:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $209,292,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  454 -Service-wide  operations:  Appropriates  $99,- 
281,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $94,261,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  455 — Island  Governments:  Appropriates  $1,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,785,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Title  V — Department  of  the  Air  Force 

Amendment  No.  456 — Acquisition  and  construction  of  real  property: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  457 — Maintenance  and  operation:  Appropriates 
$1,027,662,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,010,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  458 — Air  National  Guard:  Adds  words  “or  State- 
owned”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  459 — Air  National  Guard:  Strikes  out  words  “State 
or”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  460 — Air  National  Guard:  Strikes  out  word 
“thereof”  and  adds  words  “of  a  State”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  461 — Salaries  and  expenses,  administration:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $58,545,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $55,- 
620,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendment  No.  462:  Strikes  out  Section  626  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  463:  Corrects  section  number. 

Amendment  No.  464:  Corrects  section  number. 

Amendment  No.  465:  Corrects  section  number. 

Amendment  No.  466:  Corrects  section  number. 

Amendment  No.  467:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

George  H.  Mahon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Robert  L.  F.  Sikes, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Richard  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


CHAPTER  X-A.— GENERAL  REDUCTIONS  IN  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS  AND  CONTRACT  AUTHORIZATIONS 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  X-A  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  468,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Kenneth  McIvellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Styles  Bridges  (except 
amendment  508), 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
Chapter  X-A  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  ac¬ 
companying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

Amendment  No.  468:  Strikes  out  provision,  proposed  by  the  House 
to  reduce  appropriations  by  $600,000,000,  in  view  of  action  on  amend¬ 
ment  No.  508. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  X-B  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  479. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  470,  484,  487,  and  489,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  469: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered.  469,  and.  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert: 
CHAPTER  X- A— FOREIGN  AID 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  471,  472,  473,  474,  475,  476,  477,  478,  480,  481,  482,  483, 
485,  486,  and  488. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  X-B  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of 
such  amendments,  namely: 

Foreign  Aid 

Amendment  No.  469 — Foreign  Aid:  Corrects  title  of  chapter. 

Amendment  No.  470 — Funds  Appropriated  to  the  President:  Inserts 
title. 

Amendments  Nos.  471,  472,  473,  474,  475,  476,  and  477 — Economic 
Cooperation:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  478 — Assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Korea:  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  479 — International  Children’s  Welfare  Work: 
Deletes  provision  of  the  Senate  appropriating  $12,500,000. 

Amendments  Nos.  480,  481,  482,  and  483 — International  Develop¬ 
ment:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  484 — Mutual  Defense  Assistance:  Appropriates 
$1,678,023,729  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  485  and  486 — Government  and  Relief  in  Occupied 
Areas:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  487 — Department  of  State:  Inserts  title. 

Amendment  No.  488 — Government  in  Occupied  Areas  of  Germany: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  489 — Aid  to  Palestine  Refugees:  Appropriates 
$27,450,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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CHAPTER  XI.— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  Chapter  XI  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  491,  492, 
494,  and  509. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  490,  495,  496,  497,  498,  499,  500,  501,  502,  503, 
504,  505,  506,  507,  and  510,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  493: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  493,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by  said  amendment 
insert  the  following:  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  so  construed  as 
to  interfere  with  the  initiation,  operation,  and  administration  of  agricul¬ 
tural  price  support  programs  and  no  funds  ( other  than  funds  for  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses)  available  for  price  support,  surplus  removal,  and 
available  under  Section  32.  of  the  Act  of  August  2f,  1935,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)),  with  respect  to  agricultural  commodities  shall  be 
subject  to  apportionment  pursuant  to  this  section. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  508: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  508,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by  said  amendment 
insert: 

Sec.  Ill  If..  Appropriations,  reappropriations,  contract  authorizations 
and  reauthorizations  made  by  this  Act  for  departments  and  agencies  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  government  shall,  without  impairing  national 
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70  GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951 

defense,  be  reduced  in  the  amount  of  not  less  than  $550,000,000  through 
the  apportionment  procedure  provided  for  in  Section  1111  of  this  Act. 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Styles  Bridges  (except 
amendment  508), 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  Chapter  XI  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  ac¬ 
companying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

section  nil 

Amendment  No.  490:  Adds  clarifying  language  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  491  and  492:  Reinstate  language  of  the  House 
relating  to  reserves  to  be  established  in  apportionment  of  funds. 

Amendment  No.  493:  Provides  that  funds  available  for  price  sup¬ 
port  programs  and  available  under  section  32  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  shall  not  be  subject  to  apportionment. 

Amendment  No.  494 :  Strikes  out  a  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  exempt 
appropriations  for  transportation  of  mail  from  apportionment. 

Amendments  Nos.  495  and  496:  Add  clarifying  language  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  497:  Exempts  funds  under  Titles  I,  IV,  and  X  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  from  apportionment. 

Amendments  Nos.  498  and  499:  Exempt  funds  of  the  House, 
Senate,  and  Architect  of  the  Capitol  from  apportionment. 

Amendments  Nos.  500,  501,  502,  and  503:  Add  clarifying  language 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


SECTION  1112 

Amendments  Nos.  504,  505,  506,  and  507:  Limit  the  annual  leave 
provision  to  civilian  employees,  extend  the  limiting  date  to  June  30, 
1951,  includes  the  District  of  Columbia  government  within  the  provi¬ 
sion  and  exempts  personnel  inducted  into  military  service,  all  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

SECTION  1114 

Amendment  No.  508:  Provides  for  reduction  of  $550,000,000  in 
appropriations  and  authorizations  carried  in  the  bill. 

SECTION  1115 

Amendment  No.  509:  Strikes  out  a  provision  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  limit  the  price  paid  for  typewriters  in  view  of  the  fact  a  similar 
provision  had  been  included  in  Chapter  VIII  of  the  bill. 
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SECTION  1116 

Amendment  No.  510:  Prohibits,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  pay¬ 
ment  of  retired  military  personnel  who  engaged  in  selling  supplies  to 
the  Government. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ivarl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

o 
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3 ILLS  INTRODUCED 

lS/SHOUSING  LOANS,  S.  4091,  by  Sen*  Maybank,  to  strengthen  the  national  defense  W 
^affording  further  relief  to  persons  in  the  military  service  of  the  U.  S. 
through  the  suspension  of  the  enforcement  of  civilian  liabilities  or  obliga¬ 
tions  secured  by  hone  mortgages  or  by  similar  security  arising  out  of  the  own¬ 
ership  of  certain  residential  real  property;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
(n*  l344l):.  Sen.  I-Iaybank  inserted  a  statement  expaining  the  bill  (mp/*  1344).- 
2) . 

19.  C0FF33.  E.^E,  9520,  by  Rem .  Burnside,  ¥»  Va. ,  to  aid  in  the  promotion  and  dpv- 

elopncnt  of  Coffee  production  throughout  the  world;  to  Foreign  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  (p*  13592) 

H.  R.  952S, h^y  Rep*  Angcll,  Oreg. ,  relating  to  the  prevention  of  unreason¬ 
able  and  unconscionable  spcculr tion  and  profiteering  in  coffee,  and  relating 
to  the  stabilization  of  the  price  of  coffee  to  consumers  /it  a  reasonable  lev¬ 
el;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  (p,  13592)* 


I 


0,  FOREIGN  TRADE,  H.  R.  95^-fbto  provide  for  an  ad  valorem,  duty  on  the  importa¬ 
tion  of  shrimp;  to  Nays  aijd  Means  Committee  (p.  13592)  ♦ 

IS  III  APPENDIX 


21.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Ren.  No  1. and,  Ir.d.Y  inserted  Sec/ctary  Bramvant s  recent  Carlisle, 

Ind. ,  speech,  "Farmers  'in  a.  Changing  No  rid”/  discussing  the  progress  of  agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  benefits  o*f  farm  credit,  prige- support,  and  production-adjustment 
programs  (pip,  A639Q-2)  • 


&  a.  New  York  Tines  article  urging  dis- 
p'ersons  of  foreign  countries  (p. 


22.  SURPLUS . FOODS .  Rep*  Fulton,  Pa*,  ins 
tribution  of  sumlus  commodities  to 

A6371).  ;  '  '  .  J 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep*  Gwinn,  N*  % ,  criticized  the  disposition  of 
surplus  CCC  commodities  at  a  lbjf€  to  the'  Government  while'  the  Army  buys  foods 
on  the  open  market  (p,  A6402) . 

J5*  FOREST  ROADS.  Son*  Morse  inserted  an  IntcrnrtionruVWo.odworkcr  editorial  urging 
the  building  of  e.ccess  roads  to  forest  timber  (p.  ‘  ~N 

/  x, 

24,  TAXAT ION.  Rep .  Flood,  ,  '  iiiscftcd' a ) Philadelphia  (?e;)  Inquirer  article 
favoring  an -excess-profits  tax,  to  provide  equity  in  e  chronic  controls ,  in 
defense  ncasuros,  ah<i  in  tax 'Laws  (nn*  A63$7“S) . ' 


25.  EXPENDITURES.  Rep*  Rich,  Pea.,  inserted ‘.a  News  Bulletin  .article  criticizing 
Government  expenditures  '(pp.  A6400-l). 


S.  Rem.  EeFevfc,' IT.’  'Y* ,  inserted  a  Now  York  Herald\T r ibune  edi- 
g  economic  controls  (mp.  A5393-4) .  ■  \  ' 


26.  EMERGENCY  PON) 

tor  ini  favouring 

27.  COMMODITY^  EXCHANGES.  Son.  Gillette  inserted  nevrepaper  .articles  discussing 
speculation  'in  the  synthet  ic  and  natural  rubber  markets  (mp.  A63UO,  Ac  3  U  3”*  4)  •  • 

t  oGc 

COMMITTED  HEARINGS  A11T0UNCIMENTS  for  Aug*  25s  Contract  ■renegotiation,  K.  Ways  a.  nd 
Means ( Cooper ,  Sol.  Off.,  and  Somers,  CCC,  to -testify)  (ex.);  Conferences  on  def-* 
'production  and  Federal-Aid  Road  bills  (ex*);  E.  Public  Lands,  M*  R.  55^6 ,  Pal¬ 
isades  Dan  and  reservoir  project,  Idaho;  and  S.  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
lit  tee,  freight  absorption  and  mr  icing  nractices.  f 
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Conference  Report  —  Agricultural  Appropriations  for  1951 
(Reported  August  24,  1950) 

Funds  and  Principal  Language  Changes 


Increases  and  Decreases 

Amend¬ 
ment 
No . 

Item 

Senate 

Compared" 

with 

House 

Conference 
Report 
Compared 
wi  th 

House  Bill 

157  & 
166 

RESEARCH  AMD  MARKETING-  ACT  OE  1946: 

House  consolidated  funds  for  sections  10a  and  10b 
of  the  Act  with,  regular  appropriations  for  the 

research  agencies  which  have  been  performing  the 
work  by  allotment  from  the  RMA  appropriation. 
Senate  concurred  and  also  transferred  the  appro- 
priation  for  Section  9>  Title  I,  to  the  Office  of 
Experiment  Stations.  Conferees  report  amendments 

-$5,000,000 

in  disagreement  . . . 

* 

158 

BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS: 

Economic  investigations: 

House  committee  report  earmarked  $15*000  for 
economic  research  on  farm  housing  and  farm  con¬ 
struction.  Senate  disapproved  such  earmarking 
and  deleted  the  words  ”farm  structures”  from  the 
language.  Conferees  agree  with  views  .of  the 

Senate 

House 

" 

Senate  . . . . . . . 

struck 

recedes 

159 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level 

Senate 

of  operations  . . . . . . 

+30,000 

recedes 

Provision  for  State  estimates  on  farm  production 

Senate 

expenditures  and  net  farm  income . . . . 

+90,000 

recedes 

l6o‘ 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates: 

Language  authorizing  collection  of  data  on  farm 

construction  as  provided  by  title  V  of  the 

Senate 

House 

l6i 

Housing  Act  of  1949  . 

struck 

recedes 

Restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level'  of, 
operations . . . . 

+179 .000 

+$179,000 

162 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION: 

OEEICE  OE  THE  ADMINISTRATOR: 

Language  revised  by  deleting  ” Advisory  Committee” 

%  V 

S  enat e 

.  House 

and  inserting  ”advisory  committees”  ........... 

inserted 

agrees 

163. 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND,  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 

CENTER: 

Senate  deleted  language  and  funds  establishing 

* 

•  a  non- expendable  working  capital  fund. 

Senate  ' 

• 

Conferees  agree  with  views  of  the  House  ...... 

\  :  .  ;  '  •  .  •  .  .  .  ... 

-300,000 

recedes 

164 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS *0E  'ALASKA  ..... 

+20  ,000 

+20,000 

*  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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Increases  and  Decreases 

Amend- 

•  .  . 

Senate 

Conference 

ment 

Fo. 

Item 

Compe.red 

with 

Report 

Compared 

■  •  . 

House 

with 

House..  Bill 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS: 

y 

Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 

, 

Rico: 

165 

Senate  inserted  the  words  "where  applicable" 

. 

pertaining  to 'payments  made  to  States,  Hawaii, 

Senate  . 

Hougse 

Alaska.,  and  Puerto  Rico  . 

inserted 

recedes 

166 

Senate  inserted  language  transferring  section  9 

,, 

• 

funds  in  the  amount  of  $5*000,000  from  the  SMA 

r 

appropriation.  (See  amendment  Ho.  157)  . 

+5,000,000 

*  . 

167  & 

16s 

M9 

Alaska,  Station ‘Act  of  June  20,  1936 . 

Salaries  and  expenses:  • 

Senate  corrected  date  of  Department  of  Agriculture 

+10,000 

+10,000 

Organic  Act  which  was  erroneously  shown  in 

House  Bill  . .  . .  . . .  . . . . . . . 

Senate 

inserted 

House 

agrees 

Senate 

170 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of 

research  with  States  . 

+15,000 

recedes 

BUREAU;  0?  HUMAN  NUTRITION  ADD  HOME  ECONOMICS: 

171 

Restoration  of  House  cut  below  the  1950  level  of 

Senate 

operations . . . 

+263,200 

recedes 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY:  . r" 

172 

Animal  husbandry:  • 

Research  on  light  horse  breeding  at  the  U.  S. 

. 

Morgan  Horse  Farm,  Middlebury,  Vermont. 

Conferee  report  states  that  it  is  agreed 
unanimously  by  the  conferees  of  both  houses  that 

•  •  ’ 

> 

the  Morgan  Horse'  Farm  must  be  disposed  of  by  the 
end  of  the  fisca.l  yean  1951  . 

+19,000 

+19,000 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  repairs, 

: 

reconditioning,  and  replacement  of  research 
.  facilities  and  equipment •  . .V. '' 

'  ’  +50,000 

+25,000 

173 

Diseases  of  animal fe; 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  repairs, 

174 

reconditioning,  Sind  replacement  of  research 
facilities  and  equipment  . 

+50,000 

+25; 000 

Animal  ;disease  control  and  eradication: 

, 

Public  stockyards  '  inspection  service  at  Seattle,' 

Senate 

Washington . .: . 

+2,500 

recedes 

175 

Language  authorizing  not  to  exceed  $30,000 

(Budget  estimate  '$4o, 000)  for  the  acquisition  of 
land  and  construction  of  four  buildings  for 
inspection  of  livestock  at  Canadian  border  ports 
of  entry.  Conferees  report  amendment  in 

Senate 

..disagreement  .....  v.\  .  . . . . . 

struck 

* 

*  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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Amend- 


Incr eases 


ment 

No. 


BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY: 


Senate 


Item 


Compared 
wi  th 
House 


and  Decreases 

: Conf  erence 
:  Report 
:  Compared 
:  with 

tHouse  Bill 


176 

& 

177 


House  deleted  funds  and  language  authorizing  not  ; 
to  exceed  $100,000  for  construction  of  ten  or  : 
more  housing  units  fop  employees, and  $25,000  for  I 
alterations  to  the  physiological  laboratory  at  l 
the  Agricultural  Research  Center.  Senate  re-  : 
stored  that  part  of  the  language  authorizing  the  : 
construction  of  ten  or  more  housing  units  for  : 
employees.  Conferees  agreed  to  delete  Senate  : 
language  authorizing  construction  of  the  housing  : 
units  for  employees  . . . : 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  repairs  and  : 
reconditioning  of  physical  facilities  at  field  : 
stations  . . .  : 


I 

l 


+100,000 


Senate 

recedes 


+35,000 


+17,500 


:  BUREAU'  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ALU)  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY:  :  : 

178  :  Cortisone  research  (House  provided  SlUo,000'a,g  a  :  : 

:  transfer  from  Public  Health  Service).  Conferees  :  : 

:  agree  with  views  of  the  House  to  provide  funds  :  :  Senate'. 

:  by  transfer  from  the  Public  Health  Service  .  :  +140,000:  recedes 

:  Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  below  I95O  level  :  ‘  : 

:  of  operations  . :  +6l0,000j  +210,000 


179 


ISO 


1S1 


BUREAU -OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL  :  : 

ENGINEERING:  •  :  . 

Field  crops:  •  • 

Research  on  American-Egyptian  extra-long  staple  :  : 

cotton  and  development  of  new  hybrid  cottons  :  : 

of  the  American  upland  type . :  +*K>,000:  +30,000^ 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  repairs  and:  .  : 

reconditioning  of  physical  facilities  at  field  :  : 

stations  . . .  •  +35,000:  +7,500 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  '  ’  :  ♦ 

Cortisone  research  (House  provided  $60,000  as  a  :  : 

transfer  from  Public  Health  Service).  Con-  :  • 

f erces  agree  with  views  of  the  House  to  provide:  :  . 

funds  by  transfer  from  the  Public  Health  :  ;  Senate 

Service . :  +60,000:  recedes 

Research  on  gladiolus  and  for  partial  rcstora-  :  : 

tion  of  House  cut-  for  repairs  and  recondition-  :  : 

ing  of  physical'  facilities  at  field  stations  .  :  +65,000:  +62,500 

Forest  diseases:  '  •  . 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  repairs  and:  : 

reconditioning  of  physical  facilities  at  field  :  : 

stations  . .  +5,000:  +2,500 
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Amend¬ 

ment 

Ho. 

Increases  and  Decreases 

•  .  Item 

Senate 

Compared 

with 

House 

Conference 
Report 
Compared 
with  ’ 
House  Bill 

182 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 
ENGINEERING:  Cont. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation: 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut: 

For  repairs  and . reconditioning  of  physical 
facilities  at  field  stations  and  to  accelcr- 

I83 

ate  the  preparation  of  soil  naps  . . . . 

Agricultural  engineering: 

+  87,500 

+P.750 

:  Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  farm  elec- 

• 

) 

trification  Research  . 

v  J 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT .  QUARANTINE: 

+20,000 

+10,000 

184 


185  ’ 


186 


187 


) 


188 


189 


190 


Insect  investigations:  *  * 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut: 

To  strengthen'  research  program  at  selected  lo- 
■  cations  and  for  investigations  of  new  chemicals 
and  methods  for  protecting  men  and  animals 

against  injurious  insect- pests  . . 

House  inserted  language  requiring  the  transfer 
of  $50 ,000  to-  Public  Health  Service.  Senate 
deleted  language,'  Conferees-  -agreed  to  restore 

House  language  . . . . 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control! 

Restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level  of 
operations,  excluding  pay  adjustment  costs  ..«• 
Foreign  plant  quarantines: 

Restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level  of 

operations  .  : . . . 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and 
plant  diseased: 

Partial  restoration  of  contingency  fund  deleted 
]by  House.  Conferee  report  states  that  the 
'additional  Contingency  funds  are  to  be  re¬ 
leased  only  after  both  committees  have  approv¬ 
ed  final  plans  for  their  use  . 

House  deleted  language  pertaining  to  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  contingency  fund.  Senate  restored 
language  revised  to  make  contingency  fund 
available  for  fiscal  year-  1951  only  instead  of 
‘until  December  31*  1951*  nnd  to  eliminate  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  purchase  of  airplanes.  Conferees 
'report  amendment  in-  disagreement  .. . . 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS: 

«•  • 

Gtypsy  .and  brown- tail  moths*. 

Restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level  of 
operations  . . . . 


+  65,000 


Senate 

struck 


+465,100 


+59,400 


+1,500,000 


Senate 

restored 


+  50,500 


+57,500 


Senate 

recedes 


+264,100 


+29,700 


+1,250,000 


+20,500 


Reported  in  disagreement 
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Amend- \ 

ment  . . 

♦ 

Eo..  : 


Item 


Increases 


decreases 


Senate 

Compared 

with 

House 


Conference 

Report 

Compared 


with 

House  Bill 


191 


1'92 


193 


194 

195 

196 


197 


19S 


199 


200 


Cont. 


CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS: 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act: 

.  Partial  restoration  of  contingency  fund  deleted 
by  the  House.  Conferee  report  states  that  the 
additional;  contingency  funds  are  included  to 
eliminate  as  far  as  possible  future  deficiencies 
House  deleted  language  pertaining  to  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  contingency  fund.  Senate  restored 


+1,000,000 


.  +750,000 


language  revised  to  make  contingency  fund  avail¬ 
able  for  fiscal  'year  ’1951  -only  -instead  of  until 
.  December  31,  195i»  and  to  eliminate  reference  to 
the  purchase  of  airplanes.  Conferees  report 

.  amendment  in  disagreement  . . 

.White  pine  blister  rust: 

.  Restoration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level  of 
operations  . 

;  Control  operations  by  Department  of  Interior  ... 

.  Control  operations ' by  Forest  Service  ........... 

,  Leadership,  general  coordination  of  program,  and 
.  cooperative  control ■ operations  by  Bureau  of 

;  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  . . 

Conferee  report-  states-  that  amounts-  .to.  bo. 

.  transferred  to  the  three  agencies  which  carry 
,  -  (  out  this  program  are  to  be  adjusted  within 
revised'  t’otal. 


Senate 

restored 


+420,000 
+56,600 
+  219,350 


+210,000 


); 


) 


FOREST  SERVICE: 

.  Salaries  arid  exprens-es: .  . 

;  National  forest  protection  and  management: 

Senate  partially  restored  House  cut  to  provi-de 
$250,013  for  pay  adjustment  costs-  and 
$2,lgO,4S7  for  management  and  development 

.  activities  on  the  national  forests  . . . 

.  C,o operative  range  improvements: 

,  S e nat e  inserted ■ a  new- item* appropriating  re¬ 

ceipts^  for  the  construction  end  maintenance  of 
range  improvements  (Budget  Amendment  submitted 
after  Bill  was  passed  by  House).  Conferees 

report  amendment  in  disagreement  . . . 

Forest  ana  range  management  investigations: 
Additional  research  at  the  Bartlett  Experimental 
Forest  in  Few  Hampshire  .......... 

jle.nate  inserted  language  providing  that  $55,000 
shall  be  available  for  investigations  and  ex¬ 
periments  at  the  Bartlett  Experiment al  Forest.- 
,  Conferees  report  amendment  in  disagreement  ... 


+144,050 


)  +210,000 


( 


+2,430,500 


+210,000 


+750,000: 


+35,000: 


+35,000 


Senate 
inserted.  : 


*  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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: Increases  and  Decreases 


Amend-' 

ment 

Mo. 

r  1 

1  .  •  Item 

Senate 

Compared 

with 

House 

Conference 

Report 

Compared 

with 

House  Bill 

FOREST  SERVICE:-  Cont. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Cont, 

Forest  products*  ■  .  -  . .  • 

201 

Senate  inserted  language  providing  for  the  es-  t 

* 

tablishment  of  a  forest  utilization  unit  in 
•the  Southwest,  Conferees  report  amendment  in 
di sagreement  * . . 

Senate 

inserted 

* 

202 

Forest  resources  investigations:  . 

To  continue  present  rate  of  forest  surveys  .... 

+120,000 

Senate 

recedes 

203  t  Forest  development  roads  and  trails  . . 

+1,652,000 

Senate 

204 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests  (Weeks 

Act): 

Dor  restoration  of  acquisition  program  to  1950 

recedes 

level  of  operations.  Conferee  report  states 
•that  conferees  of  both  Houses  agree  that  none 
•of  these  funds  shall  be  used  to  purchase  lands 

;  : 

’unless  they  a,re  located  entirely  within  nation¬ 
al  forest  boundaries  ......................... 

+  301,000 

+  200,000 

Fahm  and  other  private  forestry  cooperation: 

Senate  changed  amounts  of  limitations  for  the 
purpose  of  making  limitations  in  the  Bill  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  program  amounts  approved  by 

205 

)  206 

207 

208 

209 


■the  House. 

Cooperative  -Parra  Forestry 

Act  (IT or ri s~Do xey)  . . 

■Clark-McHary*  Act: 

■  Section  4 


•  •  ♦  * 


Section  5 


Revised  Amounts 

$7S5.034 
*  •  449,200-  - 
65,766  ■' 


FLOOD  COFTROL:  : 

Senate  reduction  to  defer  installation  of  works  of 
improvement •  Conferee  -report  states  that  within 
the  funds  available,  special  attention  shall  be 
given  to  the  areas  where  work  has  been  delayed  , 
Senate  inserted'  language  authorizing  not  to  exceed 
$7', 880,000  of  'the  amount  made  available  by  the 
Bill  for  gully  control,  floodwater  detention  and  : 
flbodwater  structures  authorized  by  Section  13 
of-  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944. 
Conferees  report  amendment  in  disagreement  . .... 


-870,000 


Senate 

inserted 


House 

agrees 

House 

agrees 

House 

agrees 


-4'35 ,000 


*  Reported  in  disagreement. 
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Amend¬ 

ment 

No* 

.  .  *■ 

{Increases  and  Decreases 

Item 

* 

S  .  '  .  .  .  .  , 

Senate 

Compared 

with 

House 

Conference 

Report 

Compared 

with 

House  Bill 

210 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE: 

Hou.se  inserted  the  centerheading  w  SALARIES  AND 

Senate 

Ho^se 

EXPENSES"  . 

struck 

recedes 

211 

Soil  conservation  operations: 

Reduction  in  amount ..  allowed  by  House  for  assist¬ 
ance  to  new  soil  conservation  districts  esti- 
0  »  '  • 

mated  to  be  organized  in  1951  . . 

-500,000 

-500,000 

212 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  STUB  MARGINAL 

; 

LAND:  ’  . 

,  For  construction  on  San  Simon  Valley  project  ... 

+75,175 

+75,175 

Fqr  improvement  of  undeveloped  project  lands  ... 

+100,000 

Senate 

recedes 

213 

WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZATION  PROJECTS . 

+100,000 

+100,000 

214 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION: 
CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND 
RESOURCES: 

Conservation  .payments  to  farmers  . . 

+500,000 

« 

« 

• 

Senate 

recedes 

215 

Senate  deleted  language  permitting  payments  to 
.the  Soil  Conservation  Service  for  technical 

services,  of  not  to  exceed  5  Per  centum  of  the 
.allocation  for  the  Agricultural  Conservation 
Program  for  .any  county.  Conferees  report 

Senate 

amendment  in  disagreement  . . 

struck 

* 

216 

SUGAR  ACT:  ;  _  . 

Conditional  payments  to  sugar  growers  on  the  1950 

sugar  crop  . . . . 

+3,750,000 

+3,750,000 

MARKETING  SERVICES: 

217 

Market  news  service: 

■ 

F.or  establishing  market  news  on  naval  stores  .. 

+12,000 

+12,000 

T.o  implement  .the  first  year  of  a  program  for 

: 

development  of  market  news  and  reporting  serv- 

+56,500 

ices  in  the  critical  marketing  areas  . . 

.  +125,000 

21  g 

Marketing  regulatory  acts: 

Senate  reduction  to  eliminate  increase  to  carry 

; 

out  the  second  year  of  the  three-year  program 

.to  post  and  supervise  all  eligible  stockyards. 

-55,000 

-55,000 

219 

FEDIRAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION: 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  to  provide  for 

adequate  servicing  of  insurance  contracts  and  : 

- 

for  loss  adjustment  work . . . .  : 

+350,000 

+350,000 

*  Reported  in  disagreement 
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Amend¬ 
ment 
No .. 


220 

221 


222 

223 


224 


225 


226 

227 

•  «  t  \ 

228 
229 

230 


231 


RURAL  ELECTRIF*  CATION  AD  MI  NI S  TPATION : 

Salaries  and  'expenses  (Rural  telephone  program)  . 
Loan  authorization  (Rural  telephone  program)  .... 

FARMERS  1  HOME  ADMINISTRATION: 

('  • 

Loan  authorizations: 

:Earn  housing  leans  .*.... ....... ................. 

: Senate  inserted  language  authorizing  distribution 
"of  $3,500,000  farm  ownership  loans  without  re- 
.  gard  to  farm  population  and  prevalence  of  ton- 
:  ancy.  Conferees  report  amendment  in  disagrpe- 

•  ment  . . . . . . . 

:  House  eliminated  language  on  a  .point  .of  order 

;  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 

•  make  loans  under  public-debt  transaction  auth- 
:  orities..  ‘Senate  restored  language.  Conferees 

di s agreement  . . . , 


•  report  amendment  in 

•Salaries  and  expenses: 

.  Partial  restoration  to  provide  for  increased 

:  activities  coh’t'emplated  under  the  farm  housing 

loan  program . . 

* 

EXTENSION  SERVICE: 

Payments  tq  States: 

Senate  restored  Budget  language  and  House  cut  for 
the  further  development  of  cooperative  extension 
work  in  Alaskh.  ~ Conferees  agree  with  views  of 
the  S  ena,t  e  . . . . r. 

Senate  inserted  language  and  partially  restored 
House  cut  for  the  further  development  of  exten¬ 
sion  programs  in  Puerto  Rico.  Conferees  agree 
with  views  of  the  Senate  . . . . . 

Toted  for  payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska, 

and  Puerto  Rico  . . . . . 

Salaries  and  expenses  . . . . . 


OFFICE  OF  ,TKE  SECRETARY: 

Senate  increase  provided  $30,000  for  pay  adjust¬ 
ment  costs  in  the  Secretary’s  immedia-te  office, 
and  $6,000  to  meet  increased  workload  in  the 
Office  qf  Hearings  Examiners  . . 


OFFICE  OF' THE  SOLICITOR: 

Partial  restoration  of  House  cut  for  increased 
activities  contemplated  in  the  farm  housing  and 
rural  telephone  programs  (see  Nos.  221  and  222). 


Increases  and  Decreases 


Senate 
Compared 
wi  th 
House 


+  600,000 
+15,000,000 


+15,000,000 


Senate 

inserted 


Senate 

restored 


+1,300,000 


+32,150 


+71,348 


Conf  erence 
Report 
Compared 
with 

House.Bill 


+^00,000 
+  7-,  500,000 


+  8,650,000 


+  800,000 


+32,150 


+71,3^ 


+103 ,498*-  +103,498 

+15,000i  Senate 
I  recedes 

t 


+3b,000 


+  225,000 


+18,000 


+112,500 


*  Reported  in  disagreement. 


Amend¬ 

ment 

Ho. 


232 


233 

234 


235 


236 

237 


238 


493 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR:  Conti  ' ' 

House  deleted  language  on  point  of  order  providing 
for  certain  transfers  to  this  appropriation  not 
to  exceed  $212,700,  Senate  inserted  .revised 


language  with/  limitation  of  $207 ,000' on  total 
amount  of  transfers  to  this  appropriation. 
Conferees  report'  amendment"  in  disagreement  ... 


OFFICE  OF  I  INFORMATION: 


Senate  inserted  language  to  restrict  exhibits  and 
motion  picture  work  to  programs  authorized  by 

Congress  ............  F.  i . .'.' . 

Hopse  deleted 'language  on  point  of  order  author¬ 
izing  transfer  of  agency  funds  to  the  Office  of 
Information  to  prepare  and  distribute  exhibits 
and  motion  pictures.  Senate  restored  language 
vrith  amendments' 'to  restrict '  informational  activi¬ 
ties  to  programs  authorized  by  Congress.  Con¬ 
ferees  report,  amendment  in  disagreement  . . 


House  inserted'  pro  vision'  heThii  ng  toll  mi  tat  ion  -  on 
travel  expenses.  Senate  struck  and  substituted 


revised  language  under  Title  IV  (See  No.  23S) 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION: 

Administrative  expense  limitation . . . 

Senate  reduced  the  amount  required  by  CCC  for 
restoration  of”  capital  'impairment  from  ‘  '  '  ' 

$170 *5^5 >T3T  to  $66,693,457  in  conformance  with 
appraisal  committee  report  (S.  Doc.  l6l,  Slst 
Congress)  . . .' . . .V . . 


Increases  and  Decreases 


GENERAL  PROVISIONS  ('TITLE  IV) : 

Senate  inserted  language  providing  for  depositing 
$791,883  of  the'  funds  appropriated 'fot  travel 
into  the  surplus  fund  of  the  Treasury.  (See  No. 

235)»  Conferees  report  amendment  in  disagreement: 

1  T  ■  1 


CHAPTER  XI -GENERAL  PROVISIONS: 

Nous e  inserted  language  exempting  price  support 
funds  from  apportionment.  Senate  revised  lang¬ 
uage  to  also  exompt '"from "dpportionnent  funds  for 
surplus  removal  and  related  operations  \d.th 
respect  to  agricultural  commodities.  '  ‘ 


*  Reported  in  disagreement. 


Senate 
Compared 
with 
Ho  use 


: Conference 
:  Report 
Compared 
with 

House  Bill 


Senate 

inserted 


Senate 

inserted 


Senate 

restored 


Senate 

struck 


+350 ,000 


Senate 

revised 


Senate 

inserted 


1:  • 


House 

agrees 


House 

recedes 


+350,000 


House 

agrees 
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■ 
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and  Decreases 

Amend¬ 

ment 

No. 

Item 

Senate 

Compared 

with 

House 

: Conference 
:  Report 
:  Compared 
:  with 

: House  Bill 

t 
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CHAPTER  ^-GENERAL  PROVISIONS:  Cent. 

Conferees  agreed  on  revised  language,  as  follows: 

"Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  interfere  with  the  initia¬ 
tion,  operation,  and  administration  of 
agricultural  price  support  programs  and 
no  funds  (other  than  funds  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses)  available  for  price  support, 
surplus  removal,  and  available  under  section 
32  of  the  Act  of  August  2.4,  1935  >  as  amended 
(7  TJ.S.C.  612  (c)) ,  with  respect  to  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  shall  be  subject  to  appor¬ 
tionment  pursuant  to  this  section,11; 


Senate 

inserted 


50S 


In  lieu  of  Chapter  X-A  (Taber- Thomas  amendment) 
and  the  Byrd-B  ridges  amendment ,  the  Conf  erees 
have  agreed  to  the  following  amendment: 


:  "Sc-c,  iy.4.j,  App  ropriations,  reappropriations,  :  : 

S  contract  authorizations  and  reauthorizations  :  : 

:  made  by  this  Act  for  departments  and  agencies  :  • 

:  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  government  :  : 

:  shall,  without  impairing  national  defense,  :  : 

:  be  reduced  in  the  amount  of  not  less  than  :  : 

#  $550*000*000  through  the  apportionment  pro-  :  : 

:  cedure  provided  for  in  Section  1111  of  this  J  : 

:  Act.";  :  : 

In  addition  to  the  changes  by  the  conferees  relating  to  Agriculture,  the  follow¬ 
ing  are  among  the  changes  made  by  the  conferees  in  other  chapters:  Provides  ($605,- 
000,O0Qv(Senate  figure;  House,  $633,608,2i;0)  f°r  stockpiling  of  strategic  and  crit- 
ical  materials,  and  provides  contract  authorizations  of  $125,000,006  (Senate  figure; 
House,  $100,000,000),  In  connection  with  this  item,  the  conference  report  states: 
"The  conferees  xvish  to  go  on  record  as  being  in  accord  with  the  so-called  Tbuy- 
American  policy*  which  was  enacted  in  1933*  The  conferees  are  of  the  opinion  that 
this  policy  should  continue  in  full  force,  and  that  every  assistance  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  Government  to  the  development  of  our  domestic  sources  of  raw  materi¬ 
als." 

Regarding  the  flood-control  and  rivers-and-harbors  appropriations,  the  report 
states:  "The  conferees  are  further  agreed  that  no  construction  or  planning  of  any 

new  project  appropriated  for  in  this  chapter  shall  be  started  unless  certified  by 
the  President  as  necessary  to  the  war  effort  and  amounts  allowed  for  construction 
herein  shall  be  available  for  reallocation  to  any  project  appropriated  for  in  this 
chapter  as  the  Corps  of  Engineers  find  necessary  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  war 
effort  and  to  maintain  economical  construction  6bhedules." 

The  items  for  ECA  and  the  point-4  program  were  reported  in  disagreement. 

The  provision  inserted  by  the  Senate  establishing  a  formula  for  determining  the 
price  that  may  be  paid  in  the  purchase  of  typewriters  by  the  Government  was  deleted. 
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legislation,  and  the  matter  of 
gty  may  be  worked  out,  as  was  indi- 
by  one  of  the  previous  speakers  by 
moving  some  of  the  military  planes  out 
of  Bolling  Field  and  the  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  anci  when  we  realize  also  that  when 
it  comes  to  defending  the  Capital,  it  will 
not  be  the  long-range  bombers  that  will 
be  used  for  defense,  but  the  defense 
fighters  and  intercepter  planes,  and 
when  we  realize  the  fact  that  the  defense 
fighters  and  intercepter  planes  can  go 
to  and  from  a  continental  type  of  air 
field  without  difficult^,  you  realize  why 
it  is  well  to  settle  that\question  by  the 
adoption  of  this  amendment. 

At  this  hour  when  Members  are  con¬ 
stantly  coming  into  the  well  Of  the  House 
and  saying  they  are  going  to  defer  non- 
essential  and  nondefense  itemshwe  can, 
by  adopting  my  amendment,  moot  the 
arguments  that  have  been  advanced  in 
that  respect. 

We  can  save  a  vast  amount  of  money 
because  the  amount  of  land  necessary  to 
purchase  the  width  of  the  runways  and 
the  length  of  the  runways  is  vastly  dif¬ 
ferent  between  the  international  type 
and  the  continental  type  of  airfield. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Fallon]  briefly. 

Mr.  FALLON.  The  gentleman  an¬ 
swered  the  question  I  was  going  to  ask 
him  as  to  the  difference  of  cost  between 
the  two  types  of  construction. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  It  would  make  a  vast 
difference. 

Mr.  FALLON.  I  had  one  further  ob¬ 
servation,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit, 
with  regard  to  the  time  element  of 
traveling  between  the  Friendship  Airport 
and  the  city  of  Washington.  I  think  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  had  in  mind  the 
old  road  rather  than  the  new  road,  for 
when  the  new  highway  is  constructed  it 
will  greatly  facilitate  travel. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  And  in  that  same 
connection  I  call  attention  to  the  after¬ 
noon  traffic  going  across  the  bridges  into 
Virginia.  If  to  accommodate  my  friend 
from  Virginia  you  locate  the  airport  be¬ 
yond  the  metropolitan  area  think  of  the 
difficulty  to  be  encountered  in  bucking  • 
the  traffic  across  the  bridges  into  Wash¬ 
ington. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkan¬ 
sas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Do  I  understand*  the 
gentleman  to  tell  us  that  the  amendment 
would  restrict  the  type  and  class  of  air¬ 
port  that  the  CAA  could  construct  to 
take  care  of  the  additional-traffic  into 
the  metropolitan  Washington  area? 

Mr.  SASSCER.  That  ,is  in  substance 
correct.  It  would  authorize  the  building 
of  a  continental  type  airport  rather  than 
international  airport. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Would  the  gentleman 
explain  the  difference  between  the  con¬ 
tinental  type  and  the  international  type? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  has  expired. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  may  proceed  for  three 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to/the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
•  Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  SASSCER.  I  can  cover  the  sub¬ 
ject  in  one  minute  without  taking  three. 
As  I  understand,  the  continental  type 
airport  is  the  type  of  field  adequate  for 
traffic  between  various  cities  within  the 
continential  limits  of  the  United  States. 
The  international  type  of  airport  such 
as  the  one  in  Baltimore  with  is  long  run¬ 
ways  is  geared  to  international  traffic. 

I  think  there  is  probably  little  justifi¬ 
cation  for  the  international  type  air¬ 
port  here.  I  can  readily  see  in  a  flight 
from  New  York  or  Pittsburgh  to  Wash¬ 
ington  a  person  might  not  want  to  loss 
the  five  or  ten-minute  differential  be¬ 
tween  an  airport  in  this  area  and  the 
one  at  Friendship;  but  a  person  coming 
from  London,  Paris,  Singapore,  or  some 
great  distance  would  find  that  the  added 
ten  minutes  would  make  relatively  no 
difference. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Could  the  gentleman 
tell  the  committee  what  the  length  of 
the  runways  in  the  airport  at  Friendship 
is? 

Mr.  SASSCER.  Yes;  it  think  they  are 
a  little  under  10,000  feet. 

’-Mr.  HARRIS.  About  9,000  feet,  I 
understand.  f 

Mk  SASSCER.  Yes. 

Mr/IIARRIS.  And  the  runwaysMiere 
at  Washington  and  in  New  York  are 
something,  like  seven  thousand  feet. 

Mr.  SASJgCER.  I  think  that  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  HARRIS,  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
international  airport  takes  care  of  the 
same  size  and  type  of  traffic  that  flies  in 
from  San  Franca^co,  or  continental 
flights  in  here  comi^f  from  London  and 
other  places  overseas? 

Mr.  SASSCER/'’  As  I  understand,  the 
national  airport®  sort  of betwixt  and  be¬ 
tween,  that  it, is  probably  more  adequate 
for  intercity/fiying,  but  a  little  less  than 
good  for  continental  flying. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  But  it  is  a  fact  that 
flights v.ffom  across  the  water  corhe  into 
the  Washington  National  Airport  almost 


What  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
has  said  might  be  true  today  but  cer¬ 
tainly  not  true  tomorrow  or  2  years  from 
now,  or  3  years  hence,  or  5  years  hOnce. 

Our  purpose  is  to  undertake  to  give 
some  degree  of  security  to  avjAtion  in 
this  area  as  it  grows  in  the  fpture.  We 
all  know  that  it  is  going  to  grbw  rapidly. 
In  my  opinion  there  woujid  be  certain 
conflicts  that  would  occur  and  probably 
prove  very  costly.  For  Example,  a  com¬ 
pany  such  as  America^#  Airlines  or  TWA 
which  operates  both-Continental  and  in¬ 
ternational  flights/fnight  want  to  have 
the  headquarters  division  at  a  given  city 
in  order  that  jib  might  more  econom¬ 
ically  carry  emits  operation.  It  is  pos¬ 
sible  that  _,,£his  kind  of  amendment 
would  con^pel  them  to  have  a  part  of 
their  maihtenance  building,  equipment, 
and  c^ews  in  one  airport  area  and 
a  part  in  another,  and  perhaps  to 
maintain  two  sets  of  each.  I  think  it  is 
unworkable  and  in  the  long  run  would 
3t  enable  Congress  to  meet  this  prob- 
but  will  make  it  more  complex.  We 
lo  have  one  international  airport  at 
Baltimore.  Who  here  can  say  that  we 
may  not  in  3  or  5  years  from  now  need 
two  airports  to  take  care  of  interna¬ 
tional  transportation?  No  one  at  the 
present  time  is  in  position  to  say  that 
10  years  hence  we  may  not  need  in  this 
area  two  airports  to  accommodate  in¬ 
ternational  transportation. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Is  it  not  true  also 
that  this  country  does  not  now  have  in 
operation  jet-transport  planes,  while 
Great  Britain  and  Canada  are  making 
fast  progress  in  that  field?  Would  it 
not  be  rather  unwise  for  us  to  put  a  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  development  of  that  kind 
of  an  airport  when  in  all  probability  we 
will  need  long  runways  to  accommodate 
jet  transports? 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  Certainly,  if  you 


daily.'  Is  not  that  right? 

Mr.  SASSCER.  That  is  right.  i  want  to  solve  the  problem  the  way  to 

/  Mr.  HARRIS.  It  would  be  necessary^  “J*®  do^  ^  ^  ^ 

for  a  municipal  airport  which  might  be  • Gharris  '  Mr  Chairman  will  the 
constructed  within  the  area  of  Friend-  ^r.  ^RIS.  -Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 

ship  Airport  to  take  care  of  traffic  that 
might  come  in  from  overseas  as  well  as 


traffic  that  might  come  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  I  think  that  is  about 
the  limitation.  This  field  is  either  nec¬ 
essary  or  not  necessary.  If  it  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  international  traffic  then 
there  is  no  justification  for  building  a 
duplication  of  the  international  field  at 
Friendship  which  can  be  reached  in  a 
few  minutes  longer.  Personally  I  see  no 
justification,  with  the  National  Airport 
adequate  for  continental  flying,  for 
building  it.  They  can  move  opt  some  of 
this  military  air  traffic. 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  are  really  trying 
to  solve  the  problem  as  far  as  air  trans¬ 
portation  is  concerned  as  it  relates  to 
the  District  of  Columbia  area,  I  certainly 
feel  the  House  would  be  making  a  great 
mistake  to  put  a  limiting  amendment 
like  this  into  the  legislation. 


Mr.  BECKWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
the  development  of  various  types  of  air¬ 
craft  thebe  is  required  longer  runways? 
For  instance,  the  B-36’s  and  the  C-97’s 
require  approximately  8,0C0-  or  9,000- 
foot  runways.X  Who  knows  but  what  it 
might  become ‘'necessary  to  use  these 
transport  facilities,  both  at  Friendship 
and  any  other  airport  developed  around 
here?  With  the  restrictive  language 
you  may  very  likely  Wohibit  the  con¬ 
struction  of  something  fciat  will  be  very 
badly  needed.  \ 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  It  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  very  ill  we  seek  to  (jure.  One 
of  the  things  that  has  been  emphasized 
about  the  National  Airport  is  that  it  has 
some  600  acres  only,  yet  is  not  subject  to 
being  enlarged.  Why  do  you  wah,t  to 
enlarge  -it?  In  order  to  accommodate 
additional  traffic  and  perhaps  larger  and 
faster  planes.  In  order  to  have  long 
runways  to  meet  this  problem  it  is  con- 
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r  airport,  I  be- 
a  while  ago,  is 


templated  perhaps  4,000  acres  of  land 
where  the  site  is  to  be  located  will  be 
sought,  certainly  if  not  sought  immedi¬ 
ately  to  have  the  kind  of  option  that  will 
assureVthat  much  acreage  if  needed. 

■  This  s<m  of  amendment  would,  in  a 
sense,  beapntrary  to  the  idea  of  seeking 
adequate  land  for  the  necessary  enlarge¬ 
ments  from  \me  to  time. 

Mr.  GROSS)®  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yields 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  IoSa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Thiko 
lieve  the  gentleman  sa 
to  be  self-sustaining?  \ 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  ItSs  hoped  it  will 
be,  but  no  one  can  guarantee  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  are  we  going  to 
do  with  the  present  facilities  at  the 
National  Airport?  \ 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  It  is  cdlitem- 
plated  they  will  be  in  full  use  all  along. 

Mr.  GROSS.  With  a  $14,000,000  Sfr- 
port  located  close  by?  S, 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  It  is  certainly  * 
contemplated  it  will  be  needed  itiid 
needed  badly.  It  is  needed  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wonder  if  it  would 
not  be  more  advisable  for  the  House  to¬ 
day  to  vote  on  authorization  of  funds  to 
provide  bomb  shelters  here  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  rather  than  to  author¬ 
ize  funds  for  a  commercial  airport  which 
may  not  be  completed  for  some  years? 

Here  is  the  reason  I  emphasize  that; 
We  are  about  to  perpetrate  a  devastating 
job  on  civilian  defense  here  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  if  we  approve  tomorrow 
or  next  day  the  recommendations  of  the 
House  Appropriations  Committed  in  a 
bill  reported  out  today  carrying  $17,000,- 
000,000  supplemental  funds,  all  but 
$1,000,000,000  of  which  are  for  national 
defense. 

There  is  an  item  in  that  bill  under  the 
caption  “Office  of  Civilian  Defense  for 
the  District  of  Columbia.”  The  District 
of  Columbia  Commissioners,  with  the 
backing  of  W.  Stuart  Symington,  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  National  Security  Resources 
Board,  charged  with  preparing  national 
plans  for  civilian  defense,  asked  for  the 
meager  sum  of  $290,000.  This  request 
was  cut  to  $30,000 — $30,000  for  the  Office 
of  Civilian  Defense  for  the  fiscal  year 
1951.  This  is  the  Nation’s  Capital.  Oh, 

I  wonder  if  it  is  realized  how  damaging 
such  action,  if  approved  by  the  House, 
will  be  in  the  various  States  in  the  Union, 
the  48  States  now  looking  to  our  National 
Government  for  advice  and  counsel  in 
this  matter  of  civilian  defense  against 
atomic  bombs  and  poison  gas  attack? 

Think  of  it— $30,000  for  our  Nation’s 
Capital.  It  Is  most  unfortunate,  and  I 
hope  that  'the  House  tomorrow  or  the 
next  day,  acting  on  this  bill,  will  see  to 
it  that  the  full  amount  is  restored.  It  is 
most  necessary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland  [Mr.  SasscerI. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair 
[Mr.  Murdock],  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com¬ 
mittee,  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (S.  456)  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction,  protection,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  a  public  airport  in  or 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  821, 
he  reported  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put 
them  en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  and  was  read  the  third  time, 
Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mf. 
peaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentlemajs  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill?  / 

MrS^BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  am,  Mr. 
Speake 

The  SHAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motio\to  recommit. 

The  ClerlKp'ead  as  follows: 

Mr.  Byrnes'®!  Wisconsin  moves  to  re¬ 
commit  the  bill  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign^  Cpmmerce  for  further 
study  and  investiganton. 

Mr.  McCORMACEL  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  qua^tion  on  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  ^as  ordered. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  MrVSpeaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that\he  further 
consideration  of  this  bill  be  postponed 
until  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  it’om 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
at  11  o’clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  LANE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  10  min¬ 
utes  today  following  the  legislative  pro¬ 
gram  and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 

CHOCTAW  NATION  OF  INDIANS  IN 
OKLAHOMA 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6209)  to 
authorize  the  commutation  of  the  an¬ 
nual  appropriation  for  fulfilling  various 
treaties  with  the  Choctaw  Nation  of  In¬ 
dians  in  Oklahoma,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto, 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment 
as  follows : 

Page  3,  after  line  13,  insert: 

“Sec.  5.  The  approval  of  the  coafmutation 
as  provided  In  section  2  and  thW  deposit  to 
the  credit  of  the  Choctaw  Nation  of  the 
amount  specified  in  sectional  shall  consti¬ 
tute  a  full  and  complete  .discharge  of  all 
rights,  claims,  and  demaafes  of  any  nature 
whatsoever,  whether  tangible  or  intangible 
and  whether  or  not  cognizable  in  law  or  in 
equity,  against  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  any  of  the  annuity  provisions  of  the  trea¬ 
ties  referred  to  infection  1.” 

The  SPEAIpCR.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  the  gentleman  from  Okla¬ 
homa?  Jf 

There  Was  no  objection. 

/The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 

Amotion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
ta)Ae. 

UNITED  STATES  MILITARY  RESERVATION 
AT  FORT  SCHUYLER,  N.  Y. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  210)  to 
authorize  the  conveyance  of  a  portion  of 
the  United  States  Military  Reservation 
at  Fort  Schuyler,  N.  Y„  to  the  State  of 
New  York  for  use  as  a  maritime  school, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  8,  after  "direction”,  insert 
“together  with  such  easements  for  highway 
or  other  purposes,  over  that  portion  of  such 
reservation  which  is  not  herein  authorized  to 
be  conveyed  to  the  State  of  New  York,  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  proper  use  and 
enjoyment  of  the  portion  so  conveyed  and  as 
may  be  determined  by  agreement  between 
the  Secretary  'of  the  Navy  and  the  appro¬ 
priate  officials  of  the  State  of  New  York.” 

Page  2,  line  13,  strike  out  “or”  and  insert 
“and.” 

Page  2,  line  16,  strike  out  all  after  “edu¬ 
cation”  down  to  and  including  “park”  in 
line  18. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
je  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas? 
Tr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Sp^ker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  unoerstand  this  has  unanimous  ap¬ 
provals 

Mr.  fCLDAY.  Yes;  in  accordance 
with  the  direction  of  the  committee  of 
which  a  quotum  was  present. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
withdraw  my  Sfservation  of  objection, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER. \ls  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  tl%  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  object!? 

The  Senate  amendmeSis  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  Vid  on  the 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  may  have  until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report 
on  the  general  appropriation  bill. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
are  as  follows : 

Conference  Report  (H.  Repp.  No.  2991) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7783)  making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

'Chapter  I.  District  of  Columbia 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  I  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  1. 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Sidney  R.  Yates, 

Foster  Furcolo, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Noruell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Lowell  Stockman, 

Earl  Wilson, 

-  John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Lister  Hill, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

K.  S.  Wherry, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  op 

the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  Chapter  I  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  report  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Amendment  No.  1 — Federal  contribution: 
Appropriates  $9,800,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $11,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate.  The  conferees  are  in  unanimous 
agreement  that  this  reduction  shall  not 
establish  a  precedent  for  future  annual  ap¬ 
propriations,  but  is  recommended  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951  because  of  the  emergency 
situation  now  facing  the  nation. 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Sidney  R.  Yates, 

Foster  Furcolo, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 
Lowell  Stockman, 

Earl  Wilson, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  II.  Legislative  Branch 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  IX  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
fc?  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 


other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  52. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  12,  13,  14,  19, 
21,  22,  24,  25,  27,  29,  30,  31,  32,  33,  34,  36, 
37,  38,  40,  41,  42,  43,  44,  45,  50,  and  53,'  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  11,  15,  16, 
17,  18,  20,  23,  26,  28,  35,  39,  46,  47,  48,  49, 
and  51. 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 
Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Dennis  Chavez, 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part 
of  the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  II  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
80,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

legislative  branch 
Senate 

Amendments  Nos.  2-34:  Provide  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Senate,  which  were  not  included 
in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House.  Of  such 
amendments,  those  numbered  11,  15,  16,  17, 
18,  20,  23,  26,  and  28  would  have  been  subject 
to  points  of  order  if  considered  originally 
in  the  House,  and  therefore  are  reported  in. 
disagreement.  The  conference  report  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  with 
the  remainder  of  such  amendments. 

Amendment  No.  35 — Inquiries  and  investi¬ 
gations:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendments  Nos.  36-48:  Provide  for  or 
pertain  to  appropriations  for  the  Senate, 
which  were  not  included  in  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House.  Of  such  amendments,  those 
numbered  39,  46,  47,  and  48  would  have  been 
subject  to  points  of  order  if  considered  orig¬ 
inally  in  the  House,  and  therefore  are  re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement.  The  conference  re¬ 
port  recommends  that  the  House  recede  and 
concur  with  the  remainder  of  such  amend¬ 
ments. 

Joint  Committee  on  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures 

Amendment  No.  49,  providing  funds  for 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Nonessential  Fed¬ 
eral  Expenditures,  would  have  been  subject 
to  a  point  of  order  if  considered  originally 
in  the  House,  and  therefore  is  reported  in 
disagreement. 

Architect  of  the  Capitol 

Amendment  No.  50 — Subway  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Capitol  and  Senate  Office  Building: 
Appropriates  $2,600  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  51 — Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing:  Reported  in  disagreement,  inasmuch  as 


it  would  have  been  subject  to  a  point  of 
order  if  considered  originally  in  the  House. 
Library  of  Congress 

Amendment  No.  52 — Editing  and  Publish¬ 
ing  the  Index-Digest  of  Publications  of  the 
Temporary  National  Economic  Committee: 
Strikes  out  the  Senate  proposal. 

Amendment  No.  53 — Library  buildings, 
salaries  and  expenses:  Appropriates  $693,680 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $695,200 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 
Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  III.  Departments  of  State,  Justice, 
Commerce  and  the  Judiciary 

The  Committee  of  Conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  III  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  55,  60,  62,  63,  66,  73,  77,  79, 
98,  102,  104,  105,  108,  110,  114,  and  118. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  56,  58,  64,  67,  69,  70,  71,  74,  75,  76,  78, 
80,  81,  82,  83,  85,  87,  88,  90,  91,  96,  99,  100,  101, 
103,  109,  111,  112,  113,  115,  and  116,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  54 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  54,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$77,800,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  57:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  57,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$6,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  59 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  59,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$54,449,297”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  61:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,900,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  65 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  65,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$508,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  84,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,350,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  86,  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows! 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$98,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  89 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  89,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$16,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  93,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$3,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  95,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$5,150,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  97 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  97,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$11,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  106:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  106,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$24,897,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  117:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  117, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$995,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  68,  72,  92, 
94,  and  107. 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Daniel  J.  Flood, 

Prince  H.  Preston, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stepan, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Pat  McCarran, 

Kenneth  McKellar, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Theodore  Francis  Green, 
Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  III  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Amendment  No.  54 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $77,800,000,  instead  of 
$77,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$78,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  55 — Representation  Al¬ 
lowances:  Appropriates  $675,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $900,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 


Amendment  No.  56 — Foreign  Service  Re¬ 
tirement  and  Disability  Fund:  Provides  no 
appropriation  or  language,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  appropriating  $2,233,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  57 — Buildings  Fund:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $6,500,000,  instead  of  $8,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $5,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  58 — Emergencies  in  the 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service:  Appro¬ 
priates  $9,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $10,600,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  59 — Contributions  to  In¬ 
ternational  Organizations :  Appropriates 
$54,449,297,  instead  of  $55,178,297  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $53,753,067  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate.  The  reduction  in  the 
House  figure  applies  to  “International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization”. 

Amendment  No.  60 — Missions  to  Inter¬ 
national  Organizations:  Appropriates  $1,600,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
$1,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  61 — International  Contin¬ 
gencies:  Appropriates  $2,900,000,  instead  of 
$3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,800,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  62  and  63 — Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  and  Water  Commission, 
United  States  and  Mexico:  Authorizes  the 
purchase  of  4  automobiles  for  replacement 
only  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
the  purchase  of  8  automobiles  of  which  6 
were  to  be  for  replacement  only  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  64 — International  Bound¬ 
ary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States 
and  Mexico,  Construction:  Appropriates 
$3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $5,035,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  65 — American  Sections, 
International  Commissions :  Appropriates 
$508,000,  instead  of  $500,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $600,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  66 — American  Sections, 
International  Commissions:  Eliminates  the 
Senate  proposal  to  make  $92,000  available  for 
the  examination  and  survey  of  the  Red  River 
of  the  North  and  its  tributaries. 

Amendment  No.  67 — International  Infor¬ 
mation  and  Educational  Activities:  Appro¬ 
priates  $32,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $34,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  68 — International  Infor¬ 
mation  and  Educational  Activities :  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  69 — International  Infor¬ 
mation  and  Educational  Activities:  Author¬ 
izes  the  transfer  of  not  to  exceed  $2,875,000 
to  other  appropriations  of  the  Department  of 
State  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  70 — Philippine  Rehabili¬ 
tation:  Appropriates  $10,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $13,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  71 — The  Institute  of  Inter- 
American  Affairs:  Appropriates  $5,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $5,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  72 — The  Institute  of  Inter- 
American  Affairs:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Legal  activities  and  general  administration 

Amendment  No.  73 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
General  Administration:  Appropriates  $2,- 
175,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
$2,125,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  74 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
General  Legal  Activities:  Appropriates  $7,- 
475,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $7,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  75 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
Antitrust  Division:  Appropriates  $3,750,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,- 
850,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 
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Amendment  No.  76 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
United  States  Attorneys  and  Marshals:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $12,847,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $12,600,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  77 — Fees  and  Expenses  of 
Witnesses:  Appropriates  $1,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,250,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  78 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
Claims  of  Persons  of  Japanese  Ancestry:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $1,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $4,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  79 — Salaries  and  Expenses, 
Claims  of  Persons  of  Japanese  Ancestry: 
Makes  available  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for 
administrative  expenses  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $300,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Federal  prison  system 

Amendment  No.  80— Buildings  and  Facili¬ 
ties:  Appropriates  $800,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $900,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  81— Buildings  and  Facili¬ 
ties:  Provides  $170,000  cash  for  replacement 
of  a  power  plant  at  the  U.  S.  Penitentiary, 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $270,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  82 — Buildings  and  Facili¬ 
ties:  Corrects  total  to  conform  with  action  on 
amendment  No.  81  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Office  of  alien  property 

Amendment  No.  83 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Makes  available  $4,150,000  for  the 
general  administrative  expenses  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $4,240,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Amendment  No.  84 — Salaries  and  Expen¬ 
ses:  Appropriates  $1,350,000,  instead  of  $1,- 
300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,- 
400,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Amendment  No.  85 — Seventeenth  decen¬ 
nial  census:  Appropriates  $28,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $29,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Amendment  No.  86 — Salaries  and  Expen¬ 
ses:  Appropriates  $98,500,000,  instead  of  $97,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $99,- 
775,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  87 — Establishment  of  air- 
navigation  facilities:  Appropriates  $27,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$32,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  88 — Establishment  of  air- 
navigation  facilities:  Provides  $22,000,000  of 
the  amount  contained  in  Amendment  No.  87 
for  liquidation  of  prior  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$26,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  89 — Establishment  of  air- 
navigation  facilities:  Provides  contract  au¬ 
thority  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $16,000,- 
000,  instead  of  $13,461,500  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  90 — Federal-aid  airport 
program.  Federal  Airport  Act:  Appropriates 
$37,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $45,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  91 — Federal-aid  airport 
program.  Federal  Airport  Act :  Provides  $34,- 
000,000  of  the  amount  contained  in  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  90  for  liquidation  of  prior  contract 
authority  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $42,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  92 — Air  navigation  devel¬ 
opment:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Amendment  No.  93 — Salaries  and  Expen¬ 
ses:  Appropriates  $3,500,000,  instead  of  $3,- 
400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $4,000,- 
400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  94 — Salaries  and  Expenses: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce 

Amendment  No.  95 — Departmental  Salaries 
and  Expenses:  Appropriates  $5,150,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $5,300,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  96 — Field  Office  Service: 
Appropriates  $2,155,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  Instead  of  $2,050,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

-  Patent  Office 

Amendment  No.  97 — Salaries  and  Expenses: 
Appropriates  $11,500,000,  instead  of  $11,300,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $11,530,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Public  Roads 

Amendment  No.  98 — General  Administra¬ 
tive  Expenses:  Restores  the  House  language 
which  provides  that  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000 
to  be  derived  from  the  administrative  funds 
shall  be  available  for  continuing  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  laboratory  for  testing  and  re¬ 
search  work. 

Amendment  No.  99 — Federal-aid  postwar 
highways:  Appropriates  $385,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $405,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  100 — Federal-aid  postwar 
highways:  Corrects  the  amount  to  conform 
with  action  on  Amendment  No.  99  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Amendment  No.  101:  Provides  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  $700,000  for  improvements  to  build¬ 
ings,  grounds  and  other  plant  facilities 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $540,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  102 — Operation  and  Ad¬ 
ministration:  Appropriates  $1,270,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,430,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  103 — Radio  Propagation 
and  Standards:  Appropriates  $3,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,100,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  104 — Construction  of 
Laboratories:  Appropriates  $500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $268,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  105 — Construction  of 
Laboratories:  Authorizes  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5,675,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $3,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Weather  Bureau 

Amendment  No.  106 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $24,897,000,  instead  of 
$24,447,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$24,927,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  107 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

THE  JUDICIARY 

Customs  court 

Amendment  No.  108 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $417,465  as  proposed  by 
the  House, -instead  of  $411,465  as  proposed 
by  till  Senate. 

Court  of  Claims 

Amendment  No.  109 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $575,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $537,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  110 — Repairs  and  im¬ 
provements:  Appropriates  $10,700  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $140,700  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Other  courts  and  services 

Amendment  No.  Ill — Salaries  of  clerks  of 
courts:  Appropriates  $4,470,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $4,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  112 — Salaries  of  criers: 
Appropriates  $520,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $540,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 


Amendment  No.  113 — Miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $675,00  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $725,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  114 — Travel  expenses: 
Appropriates  $725,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $650,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  115— Administrative  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  United  States  Courts:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $520,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $530,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  116 — Repairs  and  im¬ 
provements,  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  District  of  Columbia:  Appro¬ 
priates  $7,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $15,600  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  117 — Expenses  of  ref¬ 
erees:  Appropriates  $995,000  to  be  derived 
from  the  referees’  expense  fund,  instead  of 
$960,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
$1,035,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Department  of  State 

Amendment  No.  118 — The  Institute  of 
Inter-American  Affairs:  Provides  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $600,000  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  funds  available  to  the  corporation,  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $767,500 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Daniel  J.  Flood, 

Prince  H.  Preston, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

Cliff  Clevenger, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  IV.  Treasury  and  Post  Office 
Departments 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  IV  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  134. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  120,  122,  123,  125,  127,  130,  131, 
132,  and  133,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  119:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  119,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,185,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  121 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  121,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,100,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  124 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  124,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$36,600,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  126 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  126,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,850,000”  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  128:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
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ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  128,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,150,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  129:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  129,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$17,000,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

A.  M.  Fernandez, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

Frederic  R.  Coudert, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Burnet  R.  Maybank, 

Carl  Hayden, 

H.  M.  Kilgore, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Olin  D.  Johnston, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  chapter  IV  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
80,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  Administrative  Services 

Amendment  No.  119 — Salaries:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $1,185,000,  instead  of  $1,160,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $1,207,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  120 — Miscellaneous  ex¬ 
penses  :  Appropriates  $303,500  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $300,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Bureau  of  Accounts 

Amendment  No.  121 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $2,100,000,  instead  of 
$1,875,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,- 
209,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  122 — Recoinage  of  silver 
coins:  Strikes  out  House  language  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt 

Amendment  No.  123 — Distinctive  paper  for 
United  States  currency  and  securities:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $1,845,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $1,745,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

Amendment  No.  124 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $36,600,000,  instead  of 
$36,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$36,806,360  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 

Amendment  No.  125 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $245,547,500  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $245,600,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Bureau  of  Narcotics 

Amendment  No.  126 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $1,850,000,  instead  of 
$1,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,908,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 

Amendment  No.  127 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $16,835,000  as  proposed 
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by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $15,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Secret  Service  Division 

Amendment  No.  128 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $2,150,000,  instead  of 
$2,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $2,- 
250,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Coast  Guard 

Amendment  No.  129 — Acquisition,  Con¬ 
struction  and  Improvements:  Appropriates 
$17, 000, COO,  instead  of  $15,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $18,964,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  Nos.  130,  131,  and  132 — De¬ 
ficiency  in  Postal  Revenues :  Delete  the  House 
Limitation  of  $401,500X00  as  the  maximum 
amount  which  can  be  drawn  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Treasury  for  this  purpose  and  inserts 
language  allowing  the  use  of  an  indefinite 
amount,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  133 — Transportation  of 
Mails:  Inserts  language  to  allow  the  use  of 
this  appropriation  for  payment  of  current 
and  prior  fiscal  year  settlements  with  for¬ 
eign  countries,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

RECONSTRUCTION  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

Amendment  No.  134 — Administrative  Ex¬ 
penses:  Authorizes  not  to  exceed  $26,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $26,700,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

A.  M.  Fernandez, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

G.  Canfield, 

F’rederic  R.  Coudert, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  V.  Department  of  Labor  and 
Federal  Security  Agency 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  V  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  137, 141,  and  152. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  139,  144,  145,  146,  149,  154,  and  155, 
and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  135:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  135, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the 
following:  “forty-five  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  of  which  seventeen  shall  be  for  re¬ 
placement  only’’;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  136:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  136,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$5,466,700”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  138:  That  the 

■House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  138,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$1,971,500”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  140:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 

amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  140,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 


follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$9,800,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  143:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  143,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by 
said  amendment,  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
“and  including  $200,000  for  transfer  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  research  into 
utilization  of  plant  material  and  vegetable 
sources  of  cortisone”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  147:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  147,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$2,090,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  150 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  150,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$250,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  153 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  153,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$523,100”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  156:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  156,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$8,582,500”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  142,  148, 
and  151. 

_  John  E.  Fogarty, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House 
Dennis  Chavez, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

William  F.  Knowland, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  chapter  V  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  .  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

Amendments  Nos.  135  and  136 — Salaries 
and  expenses:  Appropriate  $5,466,700,  in¬ 
stead  of  $5,666,700  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $5,066,700  as  proposed  by  the  House,  in¬ 
cluding  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  45  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles,  instead  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  65  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  not  to 
exceed  17  proposed  by  the  House. 

Office  of  Education 

Amendment  No.  137 — Promotion  and  fur¬ 
ther  development  of  vocational  education: 


Appropriates  $19,977,760  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $23,435,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  138 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $1,971,500,  instead  of 
$2,023,420  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$1,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Public  Health  Service 

Amendment  No.  139 — Venereal  diseases: 
Appropriates  $14,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $14,900,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  140 — Tuberculosis:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $9,800,000  instead  of  $9,600,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  $10,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  141 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,  hospital  construction  services:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $1,357,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $2,107,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  142 — National  Institutes 
of  Health,  operating  expenses:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  143 — Restores  the  House 
language  providing  for  transfer  of  funds  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  research 
into  utilization  of  plant  material  and  vege¬ 
table  sources  of  cortisone,  modified  to  make 
the  transfer  in  the  specific  amount  of 
$200,000. 

Amendment  No.  144  —  National  Cancer 
Institute:  Appropriates  $20,686,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $20,086,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  145— Mental  health  activ¬ 
ities:  Appropriates  $10,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $9,944,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  146— National  Heart  In¬ 
stitute:  Appropriates  $14,750,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $14,150,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  147.— Dental  health  ac¬ 
tivities:  Appropriates  $2,090,000,  instead  of 
$2,140,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,040,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  148 — Construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Saint  Elisabeth’s  Hospital 

Amendment  No.  149 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $2,005,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,948,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Social  Security  Administration 

Amendment  No.  150— Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions: 
Appropriates  $250,000,  instead  of  $300,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $200,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  ' 

Amendment  No.  151— Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  In¬ 
surance:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  152 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,  Children’s  Bureau:  Appropriates 
$1,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead 
of  $1,510,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

Amendment  No.  153— Salaries,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel:  Appropriates  $523,100, 
instead  of  $535,100  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  $511,100  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

General  provisions 

Amendment  No.  154:  Inserts  a  separate 
section  proposed  by  the  Senate,  making  cer¬ 
tain  appropriations  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  in  the  bill  available  for  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  for  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  function  or  ac¬ 
tivity  for  which  any  such  appropriation  is 
made. 

Amendment  No.  155:  Corrects  a  section 
number. 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Amendment  No.  156 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $8,582,500,  instead  of 
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$8,615,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $8,- 
550,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

John  E.  Fogarty, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Christopher  C.  McGrath, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Errett  P.  Scrivner, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  Housp. 

Chapter  VI.  Department  of  Agriculture 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  VI  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  “making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,”  having  met,  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  159,  163,  170,  171,  174,  176, 
185,  202,  203,  214,  and  229. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  158,  160,  161,  162,  164,  165,  167,  168,  169, 
199,  205,  206,  207,  210,  211,  213,  216,  218,  219, 
226,  227,  228,  233,  235,  236,  and  237,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  172:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  172, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,294,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  173 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  173,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,325,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  177 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  177,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,617,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  178:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  178,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$7,960,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  179:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  , 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  179,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$3,437,500”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  180 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  180,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$3,012,500”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  181:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  181, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$452,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  182 :  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  182, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,723,750”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  183:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 


amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  183, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed 
by  said  amendment  insert  “$1,130,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  184:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  184, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$4,157,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  186:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  186, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$4,450,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  187:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  187, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed 
by  said  amendment  insert  “$2,354,700”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  188:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  188, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,100,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  190 :  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  190, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$560,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  191 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  191,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,650,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  193 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  193,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$3,490,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  194 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  194,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$537,050”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  195 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  195,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,837,475”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  196:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  196,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,115,475”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  197 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  197,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$27,100,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  204 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  204,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$300,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  208 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  208,  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$10,315,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  212 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  212,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,565,175”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  217:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  217,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,118,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  220:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  220,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$8,550,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  221:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement'  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  221, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$32,500,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  222:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  222, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$65,000,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  225:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  225, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$28,500,000”;  and  the 
'Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  230 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  230, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  jyi  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,161,300”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same.  * 

Amendment  numbered  231 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  231, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2,562,500”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  157,  166, 
175,  189,  192,  198,  200,  201,  209,  215,  223,  224, 
232,  234,  and  238. 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

William  G.  Stigler, 

Edward  H.  Kruse,  Jr. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell 
Clarence  Cannon, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Pat  McCahran, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Milton  R.  Young, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the 
Part  of  the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  VI  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
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June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer¬ 
ence  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely : 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Research  and  Marketing  Act 

Amendment  No.  157 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 

Amendments  Nos.  158  and  159 — Economic 
investigations:  Strike  out  House  language  to 
permit  economic  research  on  farm  housing 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  appropriate 
$2,600,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead 
of  $2,720,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  160  and  161 — Crop  and 
livestock  estimates:  Strike  out  House  lan¬ 
guage  authorizing  collection  of  data  on  farm 
construction  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
appropriate  $2,904,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $2,725,000  as  proposed  by 
thte  House. 

Office  of  the  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Research  Administration 

Amendment  No.  162:  Corrects  language  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Working  capital  fund,  agricultural 
research  center 

Amendment  No.  163:  Restores  language 
establishing  a  working  capital  fund  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska 

Amendment  No.  164:  Appropriates  $280,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $260,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

Amendment  No.  165 — Payments  to  States 
and  Territories:  Inserts  language  proposed 
by  the  Senate  in  connection  with  the  transfer 
of  Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds. 

Amendment  No.  166 — Payments  to  States 
and  Territories:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  167 — Payments  to  States 
and  Territories:  Authorizes  $37,500  for  re¬ 
search  in  Alaska  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $27,500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  168 — Payments  to  States 
and  Territories:  Appropriates  $12,416,208  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $7,406,- 
208  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  169  and  170 — Salaries 
and  expenses:  Correct  date  reference  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  and  appropriate  $237,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
$252,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home 
Economics 

Amendment  No.  171:  Appropriates  $1,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,- 
763,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

Amendment  No.  172 — Animal  husbandry: 
Appropriates  $2,294,000,  instead  of  $2,319,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,250,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  amount  ap¬ 
propriated  includes  $19,000  proposed  by  the 
Senate  to  enable  the  Department  to  con¬ 
tinue  operation  of  the  Morgan  Horse  Farm 
until  the  State  Legislature  can  consider  a 
proposal  for  State  of  Vermont  to  take  it 
over.  It  is  agreed  unanimously  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  of  both  Houses  that  this  activity  must 
be  disposed  of  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
1951. 

Amendment  No.  173 — Diseases  of  animals: 
Appropriates  $1,325,000,  instead  of  $1,350,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $1,300,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  174 — Animal  disease  con¬ 
trol  and  eradication:  Appropriates  $7,950,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $7,952,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Although 
Senate  increase  is  eliminated,  the  conferees 
of  both  Houses  agree  that  the  Seattle  stock¬ 


yards  should  be  given  the  same  inspection 
service  accorded  simiTar  stockyards  through¬ 
out  the  country,  within  the  funds  approved. 

Amendment  No.  175 — Animal  disease  con¬ 
trol  and  eradication:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 

Amendments  Nos.  176  and  177 :  Eliminate 
language  proposed  by  the  Senate  authorizing 
construction  of  housing  at  Beltsville  and  ap¬ 
propriate  $1,617,500,  instead  of  $1,735,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $1,600,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial 
Chemistry 

Amendment  No.  178:  Appropriates  $7,960,- 
000,  instead  of  $8,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $7,750,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House.  This  amount  provides  partial  res¬ 
toration  of  House  cut  below  1950  level  of 
operation.  Funds  for  research  on  cortisone 
are  provided  in  Chapter  V  of  the  bill. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry 

Amendment  No.  179- — Field  crops:  Appro¬ 
priates  $3,437,500,  instead  of  $3,475,000  as 
proposed  by  the.  Senate  and  $3,400,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  This  amount  includes 
$30,000  for  research  on  new  types  of  cotton. 

Amendment  No.  180 — -Fruit,  vegetable,  and 
specialty  crops:  Appropriates  $3,012,500,  in¬ 
stead  of  $3,075,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $2,950,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 
Funds  for  research  into  new  sources  of  corti¬ 
sone  are  included  in  Chapter  V  of  the  bill. 

Amendment  No.  181 — Forest  diseases:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $452,500,  instead  of  $455,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $450,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  182 — Soils,  fertilizers,  and 
irrigation:  Appropriates  $2,723,750,  instead  of 
$2,767,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,680,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  183 — Agricultural  engi¬ 
neering:  Appropriates  $1,130,000,  instead  of 
$1,140,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$1,120,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

Amendments  Nos.  184  and  185. — Insect  in¬ 
vestigations:  Appropriate  $4,157,500,  instead 
of  $4,165,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$4,100,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  re¬ 
store  House  language  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  funds  to  the  Public  Health  Service  for 
studies  on  effects  of  insecticidal  and  fungi¬ 
cidal  residue  on  human  health. 

Amendfnent  No.  186 — Insect  and  plant-dis¬ 
ease  control:  Appropriates  $4,450,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $4,651,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $4,185,900  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  187 — Foreign  plant  quar¬ 
antines:  Appropriates  $2,354,700,  instead  of 
$2,384,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$2,325,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  188 — Control  of  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $2,100,000,  instead  of  $2,350,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $850,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  The  additional  contin¬ 
gency  funds,  which  are  provided  to  eliminate 
future  deficiencies,  are  to  be  released  only 
after  both  committees  have  approved  final 
plans  for  their  use. 

Amendment  No.  189 — Control  of  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases:  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

Control  of  forest  pests 

Amendment  No.  190 — Gypsy  and  brown- 
tail  moths:  Appropriates  $560,000,  instead 
of  $590,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$539,500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  191 — Forest  Pest  Control 
Act:  Appropriates  $1,650,000,  instead  of 
$1,900,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$900,000  as  proposed  by  the  House.  The  ad¬ 
ditional  contingency  funds  of  $750,000  are 
included  to  eliminate  as  far  as  possible  fu¬ 
ture  deficiencies. 

Amendment  No.  192 — Forest  Pest  Control 
Act:  Reported  in  disagreement. 


Amendments  Nos.  193,  194,  195,  and  196 — 
White  pine  blister  rust:  Appropriate  $3,490,- 
000,  instead  of  $3,700,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $3,280,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  adjust  amounts  to  be  transferred 
to  the  three  agencies  which  carry  out  this 
program. 

Forest  Service 

Amendment  No.  197 — National  forest  pro¬ 
tection  and  management:  Appropriates  $27,- 
100,000,  instead  of  $29,320,500  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  and  $26,890,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  198 — Cooperative  range 
improvements:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  199 — Forest  and  range 
management  investigations :  Appropriates 
$3,030,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $2,995,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  200 — Forest  and  range 
management  investigations :  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  201 — Forest  products: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  202 — Forest  resources  in¬ 
vestigations :  Appropriates  $880,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  203 — Forest  development 
roads  and  trails:  Appropriates  $10,348,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $12,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  204 — Acquisition  of  land 
for  national  forests,  Weeks  Act :  Appropriates 
$300,000,  instead  of  $401,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  and  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House.  The  conferees  of  both  Houses  agree 
that  none  of  these  funds  shall  be  used  to 
purchase  lands  unless  they  are  located  en¬ 
tirely  within  national  forest  boundaries. 

Amendments  Nos.  205,  206,  and  207 — Farm 
and  other  private  forestry  cooperation:  Ap¬ 
prove  corrections  proposed  by  the  Senate  in 
sublimitation  accounts. 

Flood  Control 

Amendment  No.  208:  Appropriates  $10,- 
315,000,  instead  of  $9,880,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate  and  $10,750,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  Within  the  funds  available,  spe¬ 
cial  attention  shall  be  given  to  the  areas 
where  work  has  been  delayed. 

Amendment  No.  209:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Amendment  No.  210.  Omits  surplus  head¬ 
ing. 

Amendment  No.  211 — Soil  conservation 
operations:  Appropriates  $52,400,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $52,900,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  212 — Land  utilization  and 
retirement  of  submarginal  land:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $1,565,175,  instead  of  $1,665,175*  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  and  $1,490,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  The  amount  approved 
includes  Senate  increase  for  the  San  Simon 
Valley  project. 

Amendment  No,  213 — V/ater  conservation 
and  utilization  projects:  Appropriates  $500  - 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration 

Amendment  No.  214 — Conservation  and  use 
of  agricultural  land  resources:  Appropriates 
$282,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  in¬ 
stead  of  $283,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  215 — Conservation  and  use 
of  agricultural  land  resources:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  216— Sugar  Act:  Appro¬ 
priates  $63,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $60,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  217— Market  News  Service: 
Appropriates  $2,118,500,  instead  of  $2,187,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $2,050,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House.  The  amount  ap- 
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proved  includes  Senate  increase  for  market 
news  service  on  naval  stores. 

Amendment  No.  218 — Marketing  regulatory 
acts:  Appropriates  $3,495,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,550,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Federal  crop  insurance 

Amendment  No.  219:  Appropriates  $7,204,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$6,854,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Amendment  No.  220 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $3,550,000,  instead  of 
$8,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$3,150,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  221 — Loan  authorization: 
Authorizes  rural  telephone  loans  in  the 
amount  of  $32,500,000,  instead  of  $40,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and  $25,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House.  The  conferees  agree 
that  the  fees  for  engineering  and  legal  serv¬ 
ices  on  the  larger  loans  should  be  reduced. 
They  also  feel  that  standardization  of  plans 
should  be  developed  to  make  possible  fur¬ 
ther  savings  to  the  consumers.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  is  expected  to  exercise  its  power  genera¬ 
tion  authority  only  in  line  with  its  an¬ 
nounced  policy  and  the  law. 

Farmers’  Home  Administration 

Amendment  No.  222 — Loan  authorization: 
Authorizes  $65,000,000  for  farm  tenancy  and 
housing  loans,  instead  of  $71,350,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  and  $56,350,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  In  addition,  the 
Farmers’  Home  Administration  will  have  a 
carry-over  of  approximately  $7,000,000  from 
1950  for  farm  housing  loans,  which  will  make 
a  total  of  $72,000,000  available  for  1951. 

Amendment  No.  223 — Loan  authorization: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  224 — Loan  authorization: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  225 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $28,500,000,  instead  of 
$29,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$27,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Extension  Service 

Amendments  Nos.  226,  227,  and  228— Pay¬ 
ments  to  States  and  Territories:  Appropri¬ 
ate  $27,103,493  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $27,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  adjust  language  to  increase  payments  to 
Alaska  and  Puerto  Rico. 

Amendment  No.  229 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $900,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  instead  of  $915,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Amendment  No.  230:  Appropriates  $2,161,- 
3C0,  instead  of  $2,179,300  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $2,143,300  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Office  of  the  Solicitor 

Amendment  No.  231:  Appropriates  $2,562,- 
500,  instead  of  $2,675,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  and  $2,450,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  232:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Office  of  Information 

Amendment  No.  233:  Approves  language 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  234:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Travel  limitation 

Amendment  No.  235:  Eliminates  language 
proposed  by  the  House  limiting  funds  for 
travel  expenses,  in  view  of  Senate  substitute 
in  Amendment  No.  233. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

Amendment  No.  236 — Administrative  ex¬ 
penses:  Authorizes  $16,350,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $16,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 


Amendment  No.  237 — Restoration  of  capi¬ 
tal  impairment :  Approves  $66,698,457  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $170,515,131 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

General  provisions 

Amendment  No.  238:  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

William  G.  Stigler, 

Edward  H.  Kruse,  Jr., 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

Managers  on  the  Fart  of  the  House. 

Chapter  VII.  Department  op  the  Interior 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  VII 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full 
and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom¬ 
mend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  239,  240,  242,  245,  248,  250, 
253,  256,  257,  258,  259,  263,  272,  280,  286,  287, 
291,  292,  299,  308,  and  3C9. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  241,  243,  244,  243,  247,  249,  255, 
260,  261,  264,  267,  269,  274,  276,  282,  290,  293, 
294,  297,  298,  301,  303,  304,  305,  and  307,  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  251:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  251, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$700,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  252:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its-  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  252,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert 
“Provided,  That  of  appropriations  herein 
made  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Managament 
expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revest¬ 
ed  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and  re¬ 
conveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands 
shall  be  reimbursed  from  the  25  per  centum, 
referred  to  in  section  c,  title  II,  of  the  Act 
approved  August  28,  1937,  of  the  special  fund 
designated  the  ‘Oregon  and  California  Land 
Grant  Fund’  and  section  4  of  the  Act  ap¬ 
proved  May  24,  1939,  of  the  special  fund  des¬ 
ignated  the  ‘Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  Grant 
Fund’  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  262:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  262,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  -of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$23,272,651”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  263 :  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to«the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  263,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$3,500,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  265:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  265,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$3,600,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  268:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  268,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
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follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by 
said  amendment,  insert  “ :  Provided,  That  in 
addition  to  the  amount  appropriated  herein, 
tribal  funds  may  be  advanced  to  Indian  tribes 
during  the  current!  fiscal  year  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  as  may  be  designated  by  the  governing 
body  of  the  particular  tribe  Involved  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary.  Any  tribal  funds 
advanced  under  this  authority  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Congress  in  the  annual  Budget 
for  the  fiscal  year  1952”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  270:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  270, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$5,875,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  271 :  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  271, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$5,116,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  273 :  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  273, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$2§5,828,COO”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  281:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  281,  find 
agree  to  the  .same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$7,200,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  283:  That  the 

House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  283,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert  “not 
to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  including  such  services  at 
rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per 
day,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  296:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  296,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$7,400,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  310:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  310,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$30,000,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  254,  275, 
277,  278,  279,  284,  285,  288,  289,  295,  300,  302, 
and  306. 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Albert  Gore, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Een  F.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Fenton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House.  , 
Carl  Hayden, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
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of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  Chapter  VII  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
*1783)  making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  rec¬ 
ommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Amendment  No.  239 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $2,315,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $2,100,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  240— Standardization  of 
geographic  names:  Provides  no  appropria¬ 
tion,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
making  an  appropriation  of  $14,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  241 — Enforcement  of  Con- 
nally  Hot  Oil  Act:  Appropriates  $180,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  242 — Southeastern  power 
marketing  area,  operation  and  maintenance: 
Appropriates  $150,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $100,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  243  and  244 — South¬ 
western  Power  Administration,  construction : 
Appropriate  $8,620,000  and  provide  contract¬ 
ual  authority  of  $1,730,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  appropriating  $10,350,- 
000  and  providing  $6,000,000  contractual  au¬ 
thority  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  245 — Southwestern  Power 
Administration,  operation  and  maintenance: 
Appropriates  $760,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $660,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

The  Southwestern  Power  Administration 
Is  expected  to  exercise  its  power  generation 
and  transmission  authority  only  in  line  with 
its  announced  policy  and  the  law. 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

Amendments  Nos.  246  and  247 — Construc¬ 
tion:  Appropriate  $39,500,000  and  provide 
contractual  authority  of  $20,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  appropriat¬ 
ing  $41,500,000  and  providing  contractual 
authority  of  $21,750,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  248 — Operation  and  main¬ 
tenance:  Appropriates  $5,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $4,500,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Amendment  No.  249 — Management  of 
lands  and  resources:  Appropriates  $7,127,810 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,756,- 
800,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  250 — Management  of 
lands  and  resources:  Eliminates  the  Senate 
proposal  to  include  express  authorization  to 
expend  funds  for  weed  control  on  the  re¬ 
vested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and 
Coos  Bay  Road  lands,  since  such  express  au¬ 
thority  is  not  needed. 

Amendment  No.  251 — Construction:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $700,000,  instead  of  $600,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $800,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  252— Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Provides  for  reimbursement  of  all 
expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested 
Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and  Coos 
Bay  Road  lands  from  the  special  funds  main¬ 
tained  by  25%  of  the  receipts  from  such 
lands.  Such  reimbursement  for -current  ex¬ 
penses  is  to  be  made  entirely  from  25% 
of  current  year  receipts.  If  25%  of 
current  receipts  is  inadequate  also  to  re¬ 
imburse  for  the  $700,000  appropriation  for 
capital  expenditures  such  current  year  de¬ 
ficiency  can  be  made  up  from  later  receipts. 
This  modifies  the  reimbursement  proposal 
of  both  Houses. 


Amendment  No.  253 — Range  improve¬ 
ments  :  Eliminates  the  Senate  proposal  to  in¬ 
sert  a  limitation  of  $350,000  on  expenditure 
of  receipts. 

Amendment  No.  255 — Payments  to  states 
(proceeds  of  sales) :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  255 — Payments  to  states 
(proceeds  of  sales) :  Provides  a  limitation  of 
$20,000  on  such  payments  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  256— Payment  to  Okla¬ 
homa  :  Eliminates  the  Senate  proposal  to  in¬ 
sert  a  limitation  of  $4,000  on  such  payment. 

Amendment  No.  257 — Leasing  of  grazing 
lands:  Eliminates  the  Senate  proposal  to 
insert  a  limitation  of  $6,000  on  expenditure 
of  receipts. 

Amendment  No.  258— Payments  to  states 
(Grazing  fees):  Eliminates  the  Senate  pro¬ 
posal  to  insert  a  limitation  of  $300  on  such 
payments. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Amendment  No.  259 — Health,  education 
and  welfare  services:  Eliminates  the  Senate 
proposal  to  authorize  expenditure  for  re¬ 
search  among  mixed  Indians  and  non-Indian 
groups. 

Amendment  No.  260 — Health,  education 
and  welfare  services:  Appropriates  $40,252,- 
328  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$37,929,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  261 — Resources  manage¬ 
ment:  Appropriates  $10,814,576  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $10,542,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  262 — Construction:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $23,272,651,  instead  of  $22,422,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $23,635,151  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  action  elim¬ 
inates  the  sum  of  $500,000  which  was  added 
by  the  Senate  for  the  construction  of  roads 
and  trails,  but  restores  the  sum  of  $137,500 
for  land  acquisition  which  was  deleted  by 
the  Senate.  The  restoration  of  $137,500  for 
land  acquisition  is  made  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  it  is  not  to  be  expended  for 
the  acquisition  of  pfTVately  owned  land  to  be 
held  in  trust  so  as  to  extend  the  boundaries 
of  Indian  reservations. 

Amendment  No.  263 — Construction:  Pro¬ 
vides  contractual  authority  of  $3,500,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $2,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  264— Restriction  on  land 
acquisition:  Adopts  the  proposal  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  limit  the  use  of  appropriations  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights  for  In¬ 
dians  in  specified  states. 

Amendment  No.  265 — General  administra¬ 
tive  expenes:  Appropriates  $3,600,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $3,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
and  $3,644,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  266— Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Authorizes  the  purchase  of  227  au¬ 
tomobiles  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead 
of  250  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  267 — Tribal  funds:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $2,437,965  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $2,430,965  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  268 — Tribal  funds:  Au¬ 
thorizes  the  advancement  of  tribal  funds  to 
Indian  tribes  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
upon  the  designation  by  the  governing  body 
of  the  tribe  and  approval  by  the  Secretary, 
and  requires  that  such  advances  shall  be 
reported  to  the  Congress  in  the  annual 
budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1952,  thus  rein¬ 
stating  with  modification  the  language  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  but  deleted  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  269— Tribal  funds:  In¬ 
serts  a  limitation  upon  the  use  of  tribal 
funds  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water 
rights  in  specified  states,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Amendment  No.  270 — General  investiga¬ 
tions:  Appropriates  $5,875,000,  instead  of  $5,- 


150,000  as  proposed'  by  the  House  and  $6,- 
500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  This  ac¬ 
tion  provides  $50,000  for  investigation  of  the 
La  Prele  unit,  Wyoming. 

Amendment  No.  271 — General  investiga¬ 
tions:  Provides  that  of  the  appropriation  of 
$5,875,000  for  general  investigations  the 
amount  to  be  derived  from  the  reclamation 
fund  is  $5,116,000,  instead  of  $4,400,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $5,791,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  272 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation:  Eliminates  the  proposal  of  the 
Senate  to  authorize  emergency  reconstruc¬ 
tion  of  the  La  Prele  unit,  Wyoming,  and  in-' 
itiation  of  construction  on  the  Kennewick 
Division  of  the  Yakima  project,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Amendment  No.  273 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation:  Appropriates  $295,828,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $297,467,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  $294,713,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate.  This  action  ratifies  the  allocation 
of  funds  for  construction  and  rehabilitation 
as  set  forth  on  pages  142  and  143  (and  for 
the  Missouri  Basin  project,  on  pages  147,  148, 
149,  and  150)  of  Senate  report  No.  1941,  ac¬ 
companying  H.  R.  7786,  including  ratifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  action  in  providing  $750,- 
000  to  initiate  the  work  on  the  Folsom  power 
facilities,  Central  Valley  project,  and  includ¬ 
ing  ratification  of  providing  $504,000  (in¬ 
crease  in  appropriation  of  $228,000  together 
with  $276,000  to  be  available  through  re¬ 
programing  under  House  allowance)  for  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Brighton-Brush  transmis¬ 
sion  line  and  substations,  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  project,  but  with  the  following 
exceptions  to  such  ratification: 

(a)  In  addition  to  $343,000  allowed  by  the 
Senate  for  the  Fort  Peck  project,  Montana, 
$750,000  is  also  allowed  to  complete  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Havre — Shelby  transmission  line 
and  substations.  This  is  in  lieu  of  the 
$1,400,000  allowed  by  the  House  and  of  the 
entire  disallowance  of  funds  for  this  line  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

(b)  The  additional  sum  of  $365,000  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  Missouri  Basin  project  to  con¬ 
struct  the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls  trans¬ 
mission  line  and  substations. 

Amendment  No.  274 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation:  Provides  that  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $295,828,000,  the  sum  to  be  derived 
from  the  reclamation  fund  shall  be  $25,135,- 
700  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$22,897,700  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  275 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation  (contract  authority) :  Reported 
In  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  276 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation:  Ratifies  the  action  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  in  deleting  the  proposal  of  the  House  to 
earmark  $1,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
specified  transmission  lines  in  South  Dakota. 

Amendment  No.  277 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation  (language  authorizing  South 
Dakota  transmission  lines) :  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  278 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation  (restriction  on  construction  of 
Glendo  unit) :  Reported- in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  279 — Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation  (restriction  on  construction  of 
Moorhead  Dam)  :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  280— Construction  and  re¬ 
habilitation:  Eliminates  the  proposal  of  the 
Senate  to  rescind  the  unused  portion  of  the 
1950  appropriation  for  construction  of  the 
Havre -Shelby  transmission  line  and  substa¬ 
tions,  Fort  Peck  project,  Montana. 

Amendment  No.  281 — General  administra¬ 
tive  expenses:  Appropriates  $7,200,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $7,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $7,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  282 — General  administra¬ 
tive  expenses:  Inserts  a  provision  limiting 
expenditures  for  information  work  to  not 
more  than  $150,000,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  283 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Provides  that  not  to  exceed  $100,000 
shall  be  available  for  services  authorized  un¬ 
der  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946, 
including  such  services  at  rates  for  indi¬ 
viduals  not  to  exceed  $100  per  day,  when 
authorized  by  the  Secretary.  This  modifies 
the  proposals  of  both  Houses  in  this  con¬ 
nection. 

Amendment  No.  284 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions  (administration  of  interstate  com¬ 
pacts)  :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  285 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions  (payments  to  school  districts) :  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  286 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Eliminates  the  proposal  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  insert  a  provision  limiting  reimbursa- 
bility  of  certain  expenditures. 

Amendment  No.  287 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Authorizes  expenditures  for  studies 
of  recreational  uses  of  reservoir  areas  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  in¬ 
stead  of  authorizing  expenditures  for  such 
studies  on  a  non-reimbursable  basis  and 
with  an  express  limit  on  expenditures  for 
any  one  reservoir  area,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  288 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions  (Rsimbursabillty  of  certain  expendi¬ 
tures)  :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  289 — Transfer  of  Ephrata 
Air  Force  Base:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  was  permitted 
to  insert  in  the  Senate  Hearings,  Part  I,  be¬ 
ginning  at  page  576,  a  statement  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  interpretation  of  some  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  H.  R.  7786  as  passed  by  the  House. 
Such  interpretation  should  be  considered  as 
that  sought  to  be  established  by  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  and  not  necessarily  as  the 
intent  of  Congress.  When  interpretation  is 
necessary,  the  Comptroller  General  should 
resolve  questions  in  the  light  of  all  relevant 
factors. 

Geological  Survey 

Amendment  No.  290 — Surveys,  investiga¬ 
tions  and  research:  Appropriates  $19,382,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $19,- 
129,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Amendments  Nos.  291  and  292 — Conser¬ 
vation  and  development  of  mineral  re¬ 
sources:  Appropriate  $17,758,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  instead  of  $17,813,403  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate;  and  eliminate  the  pro¬ 
vision  proposed  by  the  Senate  to  authorize 
the  reacquisition  of  certain  properties  in 
Montana. 

Amendment  No.  293 — Construction:  Ap- 
\  propriates  $1,268,100  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $1,372,600  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  294 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions:  Authorizes  the  purchase  of  150  au¬ 
tomobiles  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  145  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  295 — Administrative  pro¬ 
visions  (Transfer  of  land  in  Minnesota): 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

National  Park  Service 

Amendment  No.  296 — Maintenance  and  re¬ 
habilitation  of  physical  facilities:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $7,400,000,  instead  of  $7,250,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  and  $7,448,100  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  297 — Construction:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $19,667,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $20,542,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  • 

This  action  on  amendments  Numbered  296 
and  297  will  necessitate  some  flexibility  to 
permit  adjustment  of  items  originally  sched¬ 
uled  under  maintenance  and  rehabilitation 
and  construction. 

Amendments  Nos.  298  and  299 — Construc¬ 
tion:  Provide  that  of  the  construction  ap¬ 
propriation  the  sum  for  liquidation  of  prior 


obligations  shall  be  $7,935,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $8,935,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House;  and  eliminate  the  proposal  of 
the  Senate  to  provide  $100,000  in  contract 
authorization. 

Amendment  No.  300- — Construction  (Pro¬ 
vision  regarding  Independence  National  His¬ 
torical  Park) :  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  301 — General  administra¬ 
tive  expenses:  Appropriates  $1,314,500  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,264,500  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Amendment  No.  302 — Management  of  re¬ 
sources  (Payment  for  information)  :  Reported 
In  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  303 — Management  of  re¬ 
sources:  Appropriates  $7,082,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $7,157,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  304 — Investigations  of  re¬ 
sources:  Appropriates  $4,125,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,900,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

.  Amendment  No.  305 — Construction:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $2,423,450  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $2,401,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

'Amendment  No.  306 — Migratory  bird  con¬ 
servation  fund:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Territories  and  island  possessions 

Amendment  No.  307 — Administration  of 
territories  and  possessions:  Appropriates  $3,- 
392,180  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $3,329,500  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  308 — Construction  of 
roads,  Alaska:  Appropriates  $20,400,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $18,883,212 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  309 — Claims,  Alaska  Road 
Commission:  Provides  no  appropriation  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  appro¬ 
priating  $12,893  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  310— Construction,  Alaska 
Railroad:  Appropriates  $30,000,000,  instead 
of  $31,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$28,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Michael  J.  Kirwan, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Albert  Gore, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Ben  F.  Jensen, 

Ivor  D.  Fenton, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  VIII.  Independent  Offices 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  VIII  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  316,  330,  331,  340,  341,  343, 
346,  350,  357,  359,  362,  and  371. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  311,  313,  314,  320,  321,  323,  324,  326,  327, 
328,  329,  332,  333,  334,  335,  336,  347,  360,  364, 
365,  366,  368,  and  372,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  312:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  312,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$187,750”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  315:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  315,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by  said  amend¬ 


ment  insert  “:  Provided  further,  That  no  part 
of  the  foregoing  appropriation  or  contract 
authorization  shall  be  used  in  connection 
with  the  payment  of  a  fixed  fee  to  any  con¬ 
tractor  or  firm  of  contractors  engaged  under 
a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  contract  or  contracts 
at  any  installation  of  the  Commission,  where 
that  fee  for  community  management  is  at  a 
rate  in  excess  of  $90,000  per  annum,  or  for 
the  operation  of  a  transportation  system 
where  that  fee  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $45,000 
per  annum”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  317:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  317,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$15,511,913”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  318:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  318,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$35,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  322 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  322,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$3,891,695”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  325:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  325, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said 
amendment  insert  “$300”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  339 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  339,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$78,500,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  344:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  344, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$9,000,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  348:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  348, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$190,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  349 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  349,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$42,500,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  351:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  351,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$11,000,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  352:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  352,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “$38,000”;  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  355:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  355, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
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said  amendment  insert  “$6,230,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  356:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  356,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,700,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  358 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  358,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  "$1,179,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  367 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  367,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$881,750,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  369 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  369,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  per  centum  proposed  insert 
“5  5”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  370:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  370,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  per  centum  proposed  insert 
“9”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  319,  337, 
338,  342,  345,  353,  354,  361,  363,  and  373. 

Albert  Thomas, 

Albert  Gore, 

George  Andrews, 

Loins  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Francis  Case 

(except  as  to  amendment  363) , 
John  Phillips 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 
John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

PIomer  Ferguson, 

/  Guy  Cordon, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  op  the  Managers  on  the  Part 
•  op  the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  Chapter  VIII  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  namely: 

executive  office  op  the  president 
Bureau  of  the  Budget 
Amendment  No.  311 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $3,412,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,386,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House.  > 

Philippine  Alien  Property  Custodian 
Amendment  No.  312 — Administrative  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $187,750,  instead  of 
$160,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $215,- 
600,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

AMERICAN  BATTLE  MONUMENTS  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  313 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $670,000,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $695,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 


Amendment  No.  314 — Construction  of  Me¬ 
morials  and  Cemeteries:  Appropriates  $8,- 
500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$8,680,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  315 — Payment  of  Fees  to 
Contractors :  Restores  provision  in  the  House 
bill,  amended  to  clarify  intent.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  provision  the  conferees  wish  it 
understood  that  they  are  aware  that  these 
contracts  contain  a  cancellation  clause  and 
that  they  are  expecting  the  Commission  to 
take  immediate  advantage  of  that  clause. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Amendments  Nos.  316  and  317 — Salaries 
and  Expenses:  Authorize  the  expenditure  of 
$50,000  for  performing  the  duties  imposed 
upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of  July  19, 
1940  (Hatch  Act),  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  $80,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
and  appropriate  $15,511,913,  instead  of  $15,- 

261.913  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $15,- 

761.913  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

COMMISSION  ON  RENOVATION  OP  THE  EXECUTIVE 
MANSION 

Amendment  No.  318— Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $35,000,  instead  of 
$20,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $50,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Re-appropria¬ 
tion  of  unobligated  balances  totaling  $30,000 
provides  a  total  of  $65,000  for  this  purpose. 

DISPLACED  PERSONS  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  319— Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Amendments  Nos.  320  and  321 — Salaries 
and  Expenses:  Authorize  the  expenditure  of 
$256,500  for  travel  expenses  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $247,500  as  proposed 
by  the  House:  and  appropriates  $4,013,300  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,938,300 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Amendments  Nos.  322  and  323 — Salaries 
and  Expenses :  Appropriates  $3,891,695,  in¬ 
stead  of  $3,866,695  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $3,916,695  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
and  strikes  out  the  words  "to  the  Bureau  of 
Trade  Practice  Conferences”  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Amendments  Nos.  324  and  325 — Salaries: 
Appropriate  $32,689,500,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $34,500,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House;  and  authorizes  the  expenditure 
of  $300  for  newspapers  and  periodicals,  in 
stead  of  $600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  326 — Sites  and  Planning, 
Public  Buildings  Outside  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Appropriates  $22,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $28,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  327,  328,  and  329 — - 
Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling 
Act:  Appropriate  $605,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $633,608,240  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House;  strikes  out  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  House  to  the  effect  that  not  to 
exceed  $25,000,000  may  be  expended  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  purposes  of  the  act  of 
July  23,  1946  through  purchase  contracts 
negotiated  with  operators  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  provides  a  contract  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  $125,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $100,000,000'  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  In  connection  with  this  activity 
the  conferees  wish  to  go  on  record  as  being 
in  accord  with  the  so-called  "buy  Amer¬ 
ican  policy”  which  was  enacted  in  1933.  The 
conferees  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  policy 
should  continue  in  full  force,  and  that  every 
assistance  should  be  extended  by  the  gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  development  of  our  domestic 
sources  of  raw  materials.  We  point  out  that 
domestic  development  means  double  protec¬ 


tion — a  stock  pile  immediately  acquired  and 
the  source  of  supply  proved. 

Amendments  Nos.  330  and  331 — Alaska 
Public  Works :  Strike  out  the  proposal  of  the 
Senate  authorizing  a  contract  authorization 
in  the  amount  of  $4,000,000;  and  restores  the 
provision  of  the  House  requiring  that  a  cer¬ 
tificate  from  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that 
the  installation  of  such  facility  will  be  of 
value  in  connection  with  national  defense. 

Amendments  Nos.  332 -and  333 — Advance 
Planning  of  Non -Federal  Public  Works:  Ap¬ 
propriate  $20,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $28,000,000  as  proposed  by  th$ 
House;  and  provides  a  contract  authorization 
in  the  sum  of  $27,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $32,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  334 — Grants  for  Plan 
Preparation,  Water  Pollution  Control:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $750,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $900,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  335 — Administrative  Ex¬ 
penses,  Water  Pollution  Control:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $52,285  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in¬ 
stead  of  $60,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  336 — Virgin  Islands  Public 
Works:  Appropriates  $1,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,300,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  337  and  338 — Public 
Works  Advance  Planning:  Reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  339 — Operating  Expenses: 
Appropriates  $78,500,000,  instead  of  $76,500,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $32,725,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  340 — Purchase  and  Dis¬ 
tribution  of  Typewriters :  Restores  the  two 
paragraphs  contained  in  the  House  Bill  re¬ 
lating  to  the  acquisition  and  distribution  of 
typewriters. 

HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

Amendments  Nos.  341  and  342 — Salaries 
and  Expenses :  Appropriate  $4,200,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House,  instead  eft  $4,900,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  reports  in  dis¬ 
agreement  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  relat¬ 
ing  to  expenses  of  inspections  of  projects 
financed  through  loans  to  educational  insti¬ 
tutions  authorized  by  Title  4  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1950. 

Public  Housing  Administration 

Amendment  No.  343— Annual  Contribu¬ 
tions:  Appropriates  $7,500,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  instead  of  $9,250,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  344 — Administrative  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $9,000,000,  instead  of 
$8,750,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$11,500,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  345— General  Expenses: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  346 — Railroad  Safety:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $1,000,000,  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $1,016,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  347 — Locomotive  Inspec¬ 
tion:  Appropriates  $718,600,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $700,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

MOTOR  CARRIER  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  348 — Salaries  and  Expen¬ 
ses:  Appropriates  $190,000,  instead  of  $175,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $227,800  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR 
AERONAUpiCS 

Amendments  Nos.  349  and  350 — Salaries 
and  Expenses:  Appropriate  $42,500,000,  in¬ 
stead  of  $40,890,630  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $44,225,630  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
and  restores  the  provision  of  the  House  pro¬ 
viding  that  no  part  of  the  appropriation  shall 
be  available  for  the  operation  of  a  field  office 
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outside  the  continental  or  territorial  limits 
of  the  United  States. 

Amendment  No.  351— Construction  and 
Equipment:  Provides  a  contract  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  $11,000,000,  instead  of  $10,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $12,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

Amendments  Nos.  352  and  353 — Mainte¬ 
nance  and  Operation  of  Properties:  Appro¬ 
priate  $"8,000,  instead  of  $35,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $39,600  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate;  and  reports  in  disagreement  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Senate  waiving  the  provisions 
of  Section  507  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950. 

PHILIPPINE  WAR  DAMAGE  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  354 — Eligibility  of  Persons 
Who  Collaborated  With  the  Enemy:  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement.  Any  recommenda¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  committee  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  amendment  should  in  no  way 
be  considered  justification  for  continuation 
of  this  activity  beyond  April  30,  1951,  the 
statutory  termination  date  for  this  part  of 
the  program. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  355 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $6,230,000,  instead  of 
$6,130,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$6,330,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

Amendment  No.  356 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $2,700,000,  instead  of 
$2,606,190  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$2,770,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  357 — Paleontological  In¬ 
vestigations:  Strikes  out  the  provision  of 
the  Senate  proposing  an  appropriation  of 
$20,000. 

Amendment  No.  358 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses,  National  Gallery  of  Art:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $1,179,000,  instead  of  $1,158,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $1,200,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  359— Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $1,290,700  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $1,340,700  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

THE  TAX  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Amendment  No.  360 — Salaries  and  Ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $826,900,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  -$§30,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

UNITED  STATES  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  361- — Ship  Construction: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  362 — Operating-Differ¬ 
ential  Subsidies:  Appropriates  $26,450,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $30,108,000 
as  proposal  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  363 — Limitation  on  Num¬ 
ber  of  Ships  Receiving  Operating-Differential 
Subsidy:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  364 — Maritime  Training: 
Strikes  out  the  provision  of  the  House  ap¬ 
propriating  $3,342,660,  and  inserts  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  Senate  appropriating  $4,348,520 
including  pay  of  cadet-midshipmen  and 
other  trainees  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
For  several  years  there  has  been  disagree¬ 
ment  in  the  two  Houses  as  to  the  justice  and 
desirability  of  providing  the  $65  monthly 
allowance  for  cadet-midshipmen.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that  similar  payments  are 
made  to  cadets  at  the  Military  Academy  and 
midshipmen  at  the  Naval  Academy.  It  also 
has  been  pointed  out  that  the  obligation  to 
serve  on  the  part  of  the  two  latter  groups  is 
greater  than  it  is  in  the  case  of  cadets  at¬ 
tending  the  Maritime  Academy.  It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  subcommittees  of  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Appropriations  of  the  two  Houses 
having  the  subject  in  charge,  or  certain 
members  thereof,  conduct  a  study  of  the 
problem  with  a  view  to  submitting  a  recom¬ 
mendation  thereon  by  the  beginning  of  the 
next  regular  session  of  the  Congress. 


Amendment  No.  365— State  Marine 
Schools:  Strikes  out  the  proposal  of  the 
House  containing  an  appropriation  of  $668,- 
000  together  with  an  unobligated  balance  of 
not  to  exceed  $25,000,  and  inserts  the  propo¬ 
sal  of  the  Senate  appropriating  $1,102,050, 
Including  pay  of  cadet-midshipmen  at  $65 
per  month. 

Amendment  No.  366 — Vessel  Operating 
Functions:  Corrects  statute  reference  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  367 — Administration,  Med¬ 
ical,  Hospital  and  Domiciliary  Services:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $831,750,000,  instead  of  $875,847,- 
795  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $887,621,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  368 — Limitation  on  Edu¬ 
cational  and  Training  Institutions:  Strikes 
out  the  proposal  of  the  House  regarding  the 
eligibility  of  educational  institutions  for  the 
training  of  veterans,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  369  and  370 — Payment 
for  Technical  and  Clerical  Services  for  the 
Preparation  of  Plans  and  Specifications:  Au¬ 
thorize  the  use  of  not  to  exceed  5.5  per  cent 
of  appropriation  and  contract  authorizations, 
instead  of  4  per  cent  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  6.7  per  cent  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
in  connection  with  projects  supervised  by 
the  Veterans  Administration;  and  authorizes 
the  use  of  not  to  exceed  9  per  cent  where  such 
projects  are  under  the  supervision  of  other 
government  agencies,  instead  of  7  per  cent 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  10  per  cent  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

WAR  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

Amendment  No.  371- — Administrative  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $600,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  instead  of  $700,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Amendment  No.  372— Section  110:  Ex¬ 
cepts  certain  corporations  from  the  general 
provisions  of  Title  I,  Chapter  VIII,  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Title  II.  Corporations 

HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

Amendment  No.  373- — Public  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Aleert  Thomas, 

Aleert  Gore, 

George  Andrews, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

V/.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 
Francis  Case 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 
John  Phillips 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 
John  Taber 

(except  as  to  amendment  363), 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Jlouse. 

Chapter  IX.  Civil  Functions,  Department 
of  the  Army 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  IX 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  384  and  395. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  374,  375,  376,  377,  378,  382,  385, 
386,  389,  391,  392,  394,  396,  and  397,  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  379 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  379, 
and  agree  to  the  same  With  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
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said  amendment  Insert  "$1,525,00”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  380:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  380, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the 
following  “(for  replacements  only)  in  the 
current  fiscal  year  of  three  hundred  and 
fifty  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  one  motor- 
boat  (to  be  acquired  from  surplus  stock 
where  practicable)  and  the  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  one,  to  be  acquired  from  surplus 
stock  where  practicable),  maintenance,  re¬ 
pair,  and  operation  of  aircraft”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  381:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  diagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  381, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed 
by  said  amendment,  insert  the  following 
•‘■.  Provided  further.  That  the  various  appro¬ 
priations  for  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood 
control  shall  be  available  for  payments  to 
school  districts  as  authorized  by  law”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  383:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  383, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$198,811,500”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  387:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  387, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “383,408,250”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  390 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  390, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by 
said  amendment  insert  “$66,422,400”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  393:  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  393, 
and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in 
said  amendment  insert  “$432,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in 
disagreement  amendments  numbered  388 
and  393. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  H.  Kerr, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

Albert  Gore, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

Karl  Stefan, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Kenneth  McKellar, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

John  C.  Stennis, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Guy  Cordon, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  IX  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely; 
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CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

Quartermaster  Corps 

Amendment  No.  374 — Cemeterial  Expenses: 
Appropriates  $5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $5,500,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  375 — Entombment  of  an 
Unknown  American  Serviceman,  World  War 
XI:  Deletes  provision  of  the  House  providing 
funds  incident  to  the  selection  and  burial  of 
an  unknown  American  serviceman  of  World 
War  II,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

SIGNAL  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  376 — Alaska  Communica¬ 
tion  System:  Appropriates  $2,877,920  for  con¬ 
struction  in  Alaska  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $1,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  377 — Alaska  Communica¬ 
tion  System:  Deletes  provision  of  the  House 
limiting  to  $28,000  construction  costs  per 
housing  unit  and  substitutes  provision  es¬ 
tablishing  an  average  cost  of  $24,000  per  unit, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  378 — Alaska  Communica¬ 
tion  System :  Enlarges  provision  of  the  House 
pertaining  to  inclusion  of  equipment  in 
housing  units,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Amendment  No.  379 — Administrative  Ex¬ 
pense  Limitation:  Authorizes' a  limitation  of 
$1,525,000,  instead  of  $1,450,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $1,600,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  380 — Administrative  Pro¬ 
visions:  Provides  for-  the  purchase  of  350 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  one  motor  boat 
and  one  airplane,  instead  of  only  350  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  500  passenger  motor  vehicles,  two  motor 
boats  and  one  airplane  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  381 — Administrative  Pro¬ 
visions:  Provides  for  payments  to  school 
districts. 

Amendment  No.  382— Rivers  and 'Harbors: 
Provides  authority  for  investigations  and  for 
plans  and  specifications  for  authorized  proj¬ 
ects,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  383 — Rivers  and  harbors: 
Appropriates  $198,811,500  instead  of  $185,- 
878,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $221,- 
244,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The 
amount  agreed  upon  is  10  percent  below  the 
amount  approved  by  the  Senate.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  had  approved  $1,800,000  for  planning  and 
$2,585,000  for  examinations  and  surveys, 
which  amounts  are  included  in  the  lump  sum 
appropriation  for  rivers  and  harbors.  Since 
the  appropriation  has  been  reduced  10  per¬ 
cent  below  the  Senate  figure,  the  amounts  for 
planning  and  examinations  and  surveys  are 
likewise  reduced  by  the  amount  of  10  per¬ 
cent  below  the  amounts  approved  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  384 — Old  River,  Cleveland, 
Ohio:  Deletes  provision  of  the  Senate  pro¬ 
viding  $75,000  for  dredging. 

Amendment  No.  385 — Alteration  of  bridges 
over  navigable  waters:  Appropriates  $900,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,000,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  386 — Flood  control:  Cor¬ 
rects  language. 

Amendment  No.  387 — Flood  control:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $383,408,250,  instead  of  $341,055,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $436,933,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  amount 
agreed  upon  is  12  percent  below  the  amount 
approved  by  the  Senate.  The  Senate  had 
approved  $3,565,000  for  planning  §hd  $6,500,- 
000  for  preliminary  examinations,  surveys, 
and  contingencies  which  amounts  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  lump  sum  appropriation  for 
flood  control.  Since  the  appropriation  has 


been  reduced  12  percent  below  the  Senate 
figure  the  amounts  for  planning,  preliminary 
examinations,  surveys,  and  contingencies^-® 
likewise  reduced  by  the  amount  of  12  per¬ 
cent  below  the  amounts  approved  by  the 
Senate. 

With  respect  to  amendments  Nos.  383,  387, 
S90,  and  393,  the  conferees  are  agreed  that 
obligation  and  expenditure  of  funds  shall  be 
made  under  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the  letter 
of  the  President  and  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
as  follows: 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  July  21,  1950, 
The  honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  In  my  message 
of  July  19  to  the  Congress,  I  announced  that 
I  was  directing  the  executive  agencies 
“*  *  *  to  conduct  a  detailed  review  of 

Government  programs,  for  the  purpose  of 
modifying  them  wherever  practicable  to 
lessen  the  demand  upon  services,  commodi¬ 
ties,  raw  materials,  manpower,  and  facilities 
which  are  in  competition  with  those  needed 
for  national  defense.  The  Government,  as 
well  as  the  public,  must  exercise  great  re¬ 
straint  in  the  use  of  those  goods  and  services 
which  are  needed  for  our  increased  defense 
efforts.” 

In  order  to  adjust  the  programs  of  the 
Federal  Government,  I  am  writing  to  you 
and  the  heads  of  the  other  agencies  whose 
programs  involve  substantial  use  of  mate¬ 
rials  and  other  resources  needed  for  the  de¬ 
fense  effort.  Please  reexamine  your  pro¬ 
grams,  giving  particular  attention,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  applicable,  to  the  following: 

(1)  All  civil  public  works,  both  direct  Fed¬ 
eral  programs  and  grant-in-aid  programs, 
should  be  screened  with  the  objective,  as  far 
as  practical,  of  deferring,  curtailing,  or  slow¬ 
ing  down  those  projects  which  do  not  di¬ 
rectly  contribute  to  defense  or  to  civilian  re¬ 
quirements  essential  in  the  changed  inter¬ 
national  situation  set  forth  in  my  message. 

(2)  Consistent  with  the  restrictive  policy 
already  in  force  for  housing  credit,  other 
credit  programs  should  be  tightened.  The 
only  exceptions  should  be  those  which  di¬ 
rectly  contribute  to  meeting  our  defense  and 
international  responsibilities. 

(3)  Procurement  of  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  should  be  held  to  minimum  amounts, 
especially  purchases  of  motor  vehicles,  type¬ 
writers,  and  other  equipment  using  critical 
materials.  Inventories  should  be  reduced  to 
the  lowest  practical  levels,  and  excess  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  should  be  made  avail¬ 
able  immediately  to  the  General  Services 
Administration. 

In  addition,  I  shall  expect  that  in  the  re¬ 
examination  of  the  programs  of  your  agency 
you  will  give  first  priority  to  those  activities 
which  contribute  directly  to  national  de¬ 
fense,  including  requests  of  other  agencies 
for  assistance. 

I  am  asking  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  to  work  closely  with  you  in  this 
review  and  to  report  to  me  on  the  steps  which 
you  have  taken  in  revising  your  program  to 
meet  these  objectives. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  Truman. 

Tentative  Criteria  for  Review  of  Civil 

Works  Program  of  Corps  of  Engineers 

in  Accordance  With  the  President’s  Let¬ 
ter  of  July  21,  1950 

The  civil-works  program  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  will  be  reviewed  to  insure  that  no 
new  projects  are  initiated  unless  they  make 
an  important  contribution  to  the  war  effort 
and  that  only  those  projects  now  under  con¬ 
struction  which  meet  one  or  more  of  the 
following  specific  criteria  will  be  continued 
during  the  period  of  partial  mobilization. 


specific  criteria 

1.  The  project  includes  the  development  of 
power. 

2.  The  project  provides  industrial  or  mu¬ 
nicipal  water  supply  in  critical  areas. 

3.  The  project  is  a  dam  and  reservoir  proj¬ 
ect  where  closure  is  under  way  or  has  been 
effected  and  should  be  completed  to  a  point 
of  useful  operation. 

4.  The  project  is  an  important  harbor  or 
waterway. 

5.  The  project  protects  important  indus¬ 
tries  or  major  food-producing  areas. 

6.  The  project  can  be  completed  in  the 
1951  working  season,  and  where  termination 
costs  would  constitute  an  appreciable  eco¬ 
nomic  loss,  the  work  in  place  would  be  dam¬ 
aged  if  not  protected,  and  if  relatively  small  ‘ 
amounts  of  additional  work  will  make  the 
project  fully  effective. 

7.  The  project  involves  almost  entirely  the 
movement  of  earth  such  as  channel  improve¬ 
ments  or  levees  and  does  not  compete  in  the 
use  of  critical  materials. 

8.  Maintenance  of  completed  projects,  ad¬ 
vance  planning  of  selected  authorized  proj¬ 
ects,  and  the  survey  program  should  be  con¬ 
tinued. 

With  respect  to  tiose  projects  that  meet 
the  above  criteria  for  continuation  of  con¬ 
struction,  each  individual  feature  of  the 
project  will  be  examined  to  determine 
whether  it  can  be  deferred  without  detri-* 
ment  to  the  major  purpose  of  the  project 
or  to  the  work  in  place. 

The  conferees  are  further  agreed  that  no 
construction  or  planning  of  any  new  project 
appropriated  for  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
started  unless  certified  by  the  President  as 
necessary  to  the  war  effort  and  amounts  al¬ 
lowed  for  construction  herein  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  reallocation  to  any  project  appro¬ 
priated  for  in  this  chapter  as  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  find  necessary  to  meet  the  exi¬ 
gencies  of  the  war  effort  and  to  maintain 
economical  construction  schedules. 

Amendment  No.  388 — Mandan,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  James  River :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  389 — Flood  Control 
General  (Emergency  Fund):  Appropriates 
$2,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead 
of  $3,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  390 — Flood  Control,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  and  Tributaries:  Appropriates 
$66,422,400  instead  of  $65,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $66,778,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  391 — Emergency  Fund  for 
Flood  Control  on  Tributaries  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River:  Appropriates  $450,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  392 — Flood  Control,  Sacra¬ 
mento  River,  California:  Appropriates  $2,524,- 
500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$2,700,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  393 — Flood  Control,  Rose¬ 
ville,  Ohio:  Appropriates  $432,000,  instead 
of  $540,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  394 — Miscellaneous  Civil 
Works:  Appropriates  $16,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $12,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

united  states  soldiers’  home 

Amendment  No.  395 — Maintenance  and 
Operation:  Appropriates  $2,395,000  from  the 
Soldiers’  Home  Trust  Fund  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $2,363,240  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

PANAMA  CANAL 

Amendment  No.  396 — Maintenance  and 
Operation:  Appropriates  $13,251,700  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $14,500,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 
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Amendment  No.  397 — Civil  Government: 
Appropriates  $3,849,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $3,925,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  398 — General  Provisions: 
Reported  in  disagreement. 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  H.  Kerr, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

Albert  Gore, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

W.  P.  Norrell, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Karl  Stefan, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  X.  Defense 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  X  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  408,  409,  441,  and  455. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  400,  401,  402,  403,  404,  405,  406,  407,  410, 
411,  412,  413,  414,  415,  416,  419,  420,  421,  422, 

423,  424,  425,  426,  427,  428,  429,  430,  431,  432, 

433,  434,  435,  436,  437,  438,  439,  440,  442,  443, 

444,  445,  446,  447,  448,  449,  450,  452,  453,  454, 

457,  458,  459,  460,  461,  462,  463,  464,  465,  and 

466,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  399,  417, 
418,  451,  456,  and  467. 

George  Mahon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Robert  L.  P.  Sikes, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House, 
Elmer  Thomas, 

Carl  Hayden, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  X  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

TITLE  I - INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

National  Security  Resources  Board 

Amendment  No.  399 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  400 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $3,500,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

TITLE  II - DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

Amendment  No.  401 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses:  Appropriates  $11,300,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senare,  Instead  of  $11,000,000  as  pro¬ 


posed  by  the  House.  While  the  House  re¬ 
cedes  as  to  the  amount,  which  is  $100,000  be. 
low  the  budget  estimates,  the  Senate  agrees 
to  the  position  of  the  House  as  stated  in 
House  Report  No.  1797,  81st  Congress  pro¬ 
viding  no  funds  for  the  President’s  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Religion  and  Welfare  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

TITLE  III - DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

Amendment  No.  402 — Contingencies  of  the 
Army:  Appropriates  $51,878,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $51,978,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

General  Staff  Corps ^ 

Amendment  No.  403 — Field  Exercises:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $5,350,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $5,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  404 — Pay  of  the  Army: 
Appropriates  $1,447,660,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,448,660,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  405 — Travel  of  the  Army: 
Appropriates  $76,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $75,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  406 — Finance  Service: 
Appropriates  $29,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $28,410,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

QUARTERMASTER  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  407 — Welfare  of  enlisted 
men:  Appropriates  $8,362,500  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $8,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  408 — Subsistence  of  the 
Army:  Strikes  out  the  phrase  “without  un¬ 
duly  increasing  future  United  States  market 
prices”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  409 — Subsistence  of  the 
Army:  Strikes  out  the  word  “highly”  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  410 — Regular  supplies  of 
the  Army:  Appropriates  $107,247,258  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $100,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  411 — Clothing  and  equi¬ 
page:  Appropriates  $93,853,365  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $90,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  412 — Incidental  expenses 
of  the  Army:  Appropriates  $101,998,313  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $95,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

TRANSPORTATION  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  413 — Transportation  Serv¬ 
ice,  Army:  Appropriates  $289,960,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $290,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

SIGNAL  CORPS 

Amendment  No.  414 — Signal  service  of  the 
Army:  Appropriates  $158,248,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $157,500,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  415 — Medical  and  hos¬ 
pital  department:  Appropriates  $54,883,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $54,- 
913,000,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Amendment  No.  416 — Engineer  service, 
Army:  Appropriates  $304,187,500  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $300,176,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  417- — Engineer  Service, 
Army:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  418— Military  construc¬ 
tion,  Army:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT 

Amendment  No.  419 — Ordnance  service 
and  supplies.  Army:  Appropriates  $647,327,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$621,559,0Q0  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Chemical  Corps 

Amendment  No.  420 — Chemical  service, 
Army:  Appropriates  $37,300,000  as  proposed 
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by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $36,000,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Army  training 

Amendment  No.  421— Army  training.  Ap¬ 
propriates  $7,830,000  as  proposed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  instead  of  $7,930,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

United  States  Military  Academy 

Amendment  No.  422— Maintenance  and 
operation:  Appropriates  $5,120,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $5,200,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Civilian  components 

Amendment  No.  423— Army  National 
Guard:  Appropriates  $210,500,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $212,400,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  424— Organized  Reserves: 
Appropriates  $114,525,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $115,000,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  425— Army  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers’  Training  Corps:  Appropriates  $24,900,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$25,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Department  salaries  and  expenses 

Amendment  No.  426— Office  of  Secretary  of 
the  Army:  Appropriates  $3,368,271  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,265,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  427 — Office  of  Chief  of 
Staff :  Appropriates  $6,576,239  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,354,700  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  428 — Adjutant  General’s 
Office :  Appropriates  $9,777,200  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $9,477,400  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  429 — Office  of  the  Inspec¬ 
tor  General:  Appropriates  $203,880  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $197,600  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  430 — Office  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General:  Appropriates  $595,375  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $577,100 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  431 — Office  of  the  Chief 
of  Finance:  Appropriates  $1,483,202  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $1,437,800  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  432 — Office  of  the  Quar¬ 
termaster  General:  Appropriates  $6,981,504 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $6,767,- 
400  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  433 — Office  of  the  Chief 
of  Transportation:  Appropriates  $2,940,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,850,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  434 — Office  of  the  Chief 
Signal  Officer:  Appropriates  $2,455,821  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,379,600 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  435 — Office  of  Chief  of 
Special  Services:  Appropriates  $58,636  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $56,800 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  436 — Office  of  the  Provost 
Marshal  General:  Appropriates  $116,038  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $112,500 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  437 — Office  of  the  Surgeon 
General:  Appropriates  $2,475,873  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,400,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  438 — Office  of  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers:  Appropriates  $3,751,026  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,636,200  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  439 — Office  of  Chief  of 
Ordnance:  Appropriates  $4,137,696  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $3,776,400  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  440 — Office  of  Chief, 
Chemical  Corps:  Appropriates  $817,707  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $792,700 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  441 — Office  of  Chief  of 
Chaplains:  Appropriates  $131,100  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  $128,478  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 
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Amendment  No.  442 — Contingent  ex¬ 
penses,  Department  of  the  Army:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $9,970,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $9,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 

House. 

TITLE  IV - DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Amendment  No.  443 — Navy  Personnel, 
General  expenses:  Appropriates  $60,533,000 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $60,- 
000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  444 — Military  Personnel, 
Marine  Corps:  Appropriates  $200,923,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,301,- 
700  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  445 — Marine  Corps  Troops 
and  Facilities:  Appropriates  $82,354,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $80,699,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  446 — Aircraft  and  facili¬ 
ties:  Appropriates  $532,226,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate,  instead  of  $536,226,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  447 — Ships  and  facilities: 
Appropriates  $411,782,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $415,282,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  448 — Ordnance  and  facili¬ 
ties:  Appropriates  $181,665,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $177,088,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  449 — Medical  Care:  Ap¬ 
propriates  $37,862,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $38,212,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  450 — Civil  Engineering: 
Appropriates  $34,778,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $35,178,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  451 — Public  Works:  Re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  452 — Research:  Appropri¬ 
ates  $43,083,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $43,383,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  453 — Service-wide  supply 
and  finance:  Appropriates  $209,292,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $200,000,- 
000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  454 — Service-wide  opera¬ 
tions:  Appropriates  $99,281,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $94,261,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  455 — Island  Governments: 
Appropriates  $1,500,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  instead  of  $1,785,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

TITLE  V - DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Amendment  No.  456— Acquisition  and 
construction  of  real  property:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  457 — Maintenance  and  op¬ 
eration:  Appropriates  $1,027,662,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $1,010,000,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  458 — Air  National  Guard: 
Adds  words  “or  State-owned”  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  459 — Air  National  Guard: 
Strikes  out  words  “State  or”  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  460 — Air  National  Guard: 
Strikes  out  word  “thereof”  and  adds  words 
“of  a  State”  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  461 — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,  administration:  Appropriates  $58,- 
545,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$55,620,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


Amendment  No.  462:  Strikes  out  Section 
626  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Amendment 

number. 

No. 

463: 

Corrects 

section 

Amendment 

number. 

No. 

464: 

Corrects 

section 

Amendment 

number. 

No. 

465: 

Corrects 

section 

Amendment 

number. 

No. 

466: 

Corrects 

section 

Amendment  No.  467 :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

George  H.  Mahon, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Robert  L.  F.  Sikes, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Richard  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  X-A.  General  Reductions  in  Appro¬ 
priations  and  Contract  Authorizations 
The  comnjittee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  X-A 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  468,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Ctto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 

Styles  Bridges 

(except  amendment  508), 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  X-A  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  sub¬ 
mit  the  following  statement  in  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer¬ 
ence  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely : 

Amendment  No.  468 :  Strikes  out  provision, 
proposed  by  the  House  to  reduce  appropria¬ 
tions  by  $600,000,000,  in  view  of  action  on 
amendment  No.  508. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Chapter  X-B.  Foreign  Aid 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  X-B 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  479. 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  470,  484,  487,  and  489,  and  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  469 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  469,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  Insert  “CHAPTER  X-A — FOR¬ 
EIGN  AID”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  471,  472, 
473,  474,  475,  476,  477,  478,  480,  481,  482,  483, 
485,  486,  and  488. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahcney, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Kenneth  S.  Wherry, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  Chapter  X — B  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompany¬ 
ing  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

FOREIGN  AID 

Amendment  No.  469,  Foreign  Aid:  Corrects 
title  of  chapter. 

Amendment  No.  470,  Funds  Appropriated 
to  the  President :  Inserts  title. 

Amendments  Nos.  471,  472,  473,  474,  475, 
476,  477,  Economic  Cooperation:  Reported 
in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  478,  Assistance  to  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea:  Reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  479,  International  Chil¬ 
dren’s  Welfare  Work:  Deletes  provision  of 
the  Senate  appropriating  $12,500,000. 

Amendments  Nos.. 480,  481,  482,  483,  Inter¬ 
national  Development :  Reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  484,  Mutual  Defense  As¬ 
sistance:  Appropriates  $1,678,023,729  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  485  and  486,  Government 
and  Relief  in  Occupied  Areas:  Reported  in 
disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  487,  Department  of  State: 
Inserts  title. 

Amendment  No.  488,  Government  in  Occu¬ 
pied  Areas  of  Germany:  Reported  in  disa¬ 
greement. 

Amendment  No.  489,  Aid  to  Palestine  Refu¬ 
gees:  Appropriates  $27,450,000  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

J.  Vaughan  Gary, 

John  J.  Rooney, 

Joe  B.  Bates, 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  Wigglesworth, 

John  Taber, 

Manager  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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Chapter  XI.  General  Provisions 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  chapter  XI  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  491,  492,  494  and  509. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  490,  495,  496,  497,  498,  499,  500,  501,  502, 
503,  504,  505,  506,  507  and  510,  and  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  493 :  That  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  493,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the 
following:  “Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall 
be  so  construed  as  to  interfere  with  the  ini¬ 
tiation,  operation,  and  administration  of  ag¬ 
ricultural  price  support  programs  and  no 
funds  (other  than  funds  for  administrative 
expenses)  available  for  price  support,  sur¬ 
plus  removal,  and  available  under  section  32 
of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ) ,  with  respect  to  agricultural 
commodities  shall  be  subject  to  apportion¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  this  section.”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  508 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment pi  the  Senate  numbered  508,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  in¬ 
serted  by  said  amendment  insert  “Sec.  1114. 
Appropriations,  reappropriations,  contract 
authorizations  and  reauthorizations  made  by 
this  Act  for  departments  and  agencies  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  government  shall, 
without  impairing  national  defense,  be  re¬ 
duced  in  the  amount  of  not  less  than  $550,- 
000,000  through  the  apportionment  procedure 
provided  for  in  Section  1111  of  this  Act.”; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Kenneth  McKellar, 

Elmer  Thomas, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Pat  McCarran, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Styles  Bridges 

(except  amendment 
508), 

Chan  Gurney, 

Homer  Ferguson, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
the  House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  Chapter  XI  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786) 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  name¬ 
ly: 

SECTION  1111 

Amendment  No.  490:  Adds  clarifying  lan¬ 
guage  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


Amendments  Nos.  491  and  492:  Reinstates 
language  of  the  House  relating  to  reserves  to 
be  established  in  apportionment  of  funds. 

Amendment  No.  493:  Provides  that  funds 
available  for  price  support  programs  and 
available  under  section  32  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  shall  not  be  subject  to  ap¬ 
portionment. 

Amendment  No.  494:  Strikes  out  a  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  Senate  to  exempt  appropriations 
for  transportation  of  mail  from  apportion¬ 
ment. 

Amendments  Nos.  495  and  496:  Add  clari¬ 
fying  language  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  497:  Exempts  funds  under 
Titles  I,  IV,  and  X  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  from  apportionment. 

Amendments  Nos.  498  and  499:  Exempt 
funds  of  the  House,  Senate,  and  Architect  of 
the  Capitol  from  apportionment. 

Amendments  Nos.  500,  501,  502,  and  503: 
Add  clarifying  language  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

SECTION  1112 

Amendments  Nos.  504,  505,  506,  and  507: 
Limit  the  annual  leave  provision  to  civilian 
employees,  extend  the  limiting  date  to  June 
30,  1951,  includes  the  District  of  Columbia 
government  within  the  provision  and  ex¬ 
empts  personnel  inducted  into  military  serv¬ 
ice,  all  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

SECTION  1114 

Amendment  No.  508:  Provides  for  reduc¬ 
tion  of  $550,000,000  in  appropriations  and 
authorizations  carried  in  the  bill. 

SECTION  1115 

Amendment  No.  509:  Strikes  out  a  pro¬ 
vision  proposed  by  the  Senate  to  limit  the 
price  paid  for  typewriters  in  view  of  the  fact 
a  similar  provision  had  been  included  In 
Chapter  VIII  of  the  bill. 

SECTION  1116 

Amendment  No.  510:  Prohibits,  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate,  payment  of  retired  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  who  engaged  in  selling  sup¬ 
plies  to  the  Government. 

Louis  C.  Rabaut, 

W.  F.  Norrell, 

E.  H.  Hedrick, 

Otto  E.  Passman, 

C.  C.  McGrath, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Karl  Stefan, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

John  Taber, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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SPECIAL  ORDER 
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The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or¬ 
der  of  the  House  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr..  Holifield]  is  recognized 
or  10  minutes. 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
narks  on  two  subjects.) 

[Mr.  HOLIFIELD  addressed  the  House. 
3is  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in 
he  Appendix.] 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or- 
ler  of  the  House  the  gentleman  from 
/Vashington  is  recognized  for  20  minutes. 

(Mr.  MITCHELL  asked  and  was  given 
jermission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
narks.  ) 

[Mr.  MITCHELL  addressed  the  House, 
lis  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MITCHELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  20 
ninutes  on  Tuesday  next,  following  the 
egislative  program  and  any  special  or¬ 
ders  heretofore  entered. 


The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or 
der  of  the  House  the  gentleman  fro 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lane]  is  recognizi 
for  10  minutes. 

(Mr.  LANE  asked  and  was  given 
misison  to  revise  and  extend  h 
marks.) 

KICK  RED  RUSSIA  OUT  OF  ,UN 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a®  we  go¬ 
ing  to  let  Communist  Russia  Wreck  the 
UN,  and  with  it  any  hopes  fot  collective 
ction  to  halt  aggression  anywhere  and 
jat  any  time?  That  is  exactly  what  the 
(conspirators  at  the  Kremlin  have  been 
•trying  to  do  ever  since  tide  UN  organi¬ 
zation  was  established,  Better  to  kick 
•them  out  and  keep  them  out  until  they 
■demonstrate  by  their' actions  that  they 
(have  abandoned  forever  their  mad 
dreams  of  world  conquest. 

When  we  alone  possessed  the  A-bomb, 
we  came  forward  with  a  plan  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  control,  to  be  administered  by 
the  UN,  which  would  protect  all  nations 
from  this  terrible  weapon.  Why  did 
Russia  refuse?  Because  the  fanatics  of 
the  Politburo  were  looking  forward  to 
the  day  when  they  would  also  have  this 
weapon  in  superior  quality,  which  they 
would  then  use  to  blackmail  or  crush 
all  other  nations  into  submission. 

I  j.  Why  have  the  Russians  taken  so  many 
walks? 

Why  have  they  used  the  paralyzing 
power  of  the  veto  more  than  40  times? 

All  the  evidence  is  in,  and  from  it  we 
draw  certain,  inescapable  conclusions. 

Russia  is  a  totalitarian  state,  with  a 
total  disregard  of  the  rights  of  other 
states. 

It  is  now  clear  that  her  purpose  in 
joining  the  UN  was  not  to  cooperate  but 
to  sabotage. 

The  Russians  will  not  play  ball  in  this 
league,  unless  they  are  permitted  to  win 
every  game. 

It  is  only  on  rare  occasions,  such  as 
the  time  the  Russians  were  absent  and 
the  United  States  took  concerted  action 
'to  condemn  and  oppose  the  invasion  of 
South  Korea  that  the  UN  has  been  able 
,o  make  any  progress. 

S^ll  other  steps  to  halt  Russian  expan¬ 
sionism  have  been  undertaken  on  the  in¬ 
itiative  of  the  United  States  and  with 
the  cooperation  of  some  other  nations. 
These  effective  measures  could  not  have 
been  put'into  operation  through  the  in¬ 
strumentality  of  the  United  Nations  be¬ 
cause  the  Russians  would  have  vetoed 
such  action. 

I  say,  therefore,  that  the  UN  itself 
is  in  danger  as  lorte  as  the  present  regime 
in  Russia  is  permitted  to  represent  that 
country  in  the  United  Nations. 

It  is  the  bull  in  china  shop  of 
diplomacy,  and  this  metaphor  is  open  to 
several  interpretations.  \ 

Foremost  is  the  fact  tha\the  UN  will 
degenerate  into  a  sounding  board  of 
echoes,  incapable  of  service  tcMhe  cause 
of  peace  until  it  cleans  its  house  of  the 
wrecker  known  as  red  Russia.  \ 

After  exercising  every  forbearance, 
after  giving  the  Soviet  Union  every  op¬ 
portunity  to  mend  its  ways,  we  find' it 
openly  contemptuous  of  all  those  civil^ 
ized  standards  of  behavior  among  na-\ 
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tions  that  are  honestly  trying  to  stop 

aggression. 

Why  are  we  sacrificing  our  young  men 
in  Korea? 

Whj^ere  we  diverting  so  much  money 
and  effort  to  defense  in  a  way  that  will 
call  for  sacrifices  from  all  of  us? 

Everyone’Spows  that  the  answer  is 
the  clear  anokpresent  danger  from  red 
Russian  imperialism. 

Why,  then,  ardour  leaders  so  timid  in 
calling  this  menack  by  its  true  name? 

Why  do  they  honor  with  debate,  in 
the  Security  Council, ^hat  nation  whose 
avowed  purpose  is  to  destroy  us? 

Diplomacy  has  its  ch^ished  fictions, 
but  none  more  tragic  than  this  hope,  this 
illusion,  that  somehow  communism  will 
reform  or  collapse.  \ 

I  would  like  to  see  the  Coinmunists 
repent  sincerely  or  be  cast  out  \by  the 
Russian  people,  but  to  anticipate  imther 
is  beyond  the  most  wishful  of  thinking. 

We  are  faced  with  an  ugly  and  pe^ff- 
ous  fact  that  must  be  dealt  with  cour¬ 
ageously. 

Russia  has  walked  out  of  the  UN  before 
as  a  threat  to  the  UN. 

This  time  it  must  be  ejected  on  the 
UN’s  terms. 

The  motley  crew  of  Communist  sym¬ 
pathizers,  fellow  travelers,  confused 
idealists,  and  the  faint  of  heart  gen¬ 
erally  will  wring  their  hands  claiming 
that  this  will  ruin  the  UN. 

I  say  that  such  action  will  save  it  from 
ruin. 

Without  Red  Russia  we  shall  have  the 
majority  of  nations  in  this  world  work¬ 
ing  together  to  build,  not  destroy,  an  in¬ 
ternational  organization  genuinely  dedi¬ 
cated  to  peace.  There  is  no  place  in 
such  a  body  for  any  nation  that  engages 
in  the  cynical  and  deadly  practice  of 
undermining  the  security  and  the  sov¬ 
ereignty  of  any  other  nation.  Aggres¬ 
sion  is  not  limited  to  direct  attack.  Rus¬ 
sia  is  employing  the  devious  tactics  of 
arming  and  encouraging  satellites  to 
attack  a  neighbor  or  by  the  expedient 
of  boring  from  within.  Stripped  of  their 
deceits,  the  world  recognizes  these  eva¬ 
sive  maneuvers  for  what  they  really  are, 
definite  acts  of  aggression. 

I  am  not  advocating  a  preventive  war 
against  Communist  Russia. 

But  I  share  the  rising  tide  of  resent¬ 
ment  felt  by  most  people  who  have  Ob¬ 
served  the  deliberate  and  arrogant  sabo¬ 
tage  of  the  UN  by  a  succession  of  dele¬ 
gates  from  Moscow,  even  as  the  Polit¬ 
buro,  with  an  ill-concealed  hand,  is  stir¬ 
ring  up  trouble  all  over  the  globe. 

The  UN  must  be  saved  from  slow 
strangulation.  Free  it  from  the  grip  of 
Stalin’s  agents  who  would  destroy  it  by 
every  throttling  pressure  from  veto  to 
filibuster,  to  a  twistmg  of  every  fact, 
and  deliberate  suffocation  by  lies  and 
propaganda. 

The  time  has  tome  for  us  to  seize  the 
initiative  and  put  an  end  to  such  law¬ 
lessness.  / 

I  believe, '  that  this  Congress  should 
pass  a  resolution  of  censure  against  the 
leaders  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

And  I  further  propose  that  our  dele¬ 
gates  to  the  United  Nations  be  instructed 
to  take  action  leading  to  the  disqualifica¬ 
tion  cf  the  Soviet  Union  as  a  member 
of  the  UN  because  the  Soviet  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  forfeited  its  right  to  par¬ 


ticipate  in  the  deliberations  of  the  world 
assembly  by  its  persistent  sabotage  of 
that  organization. 

The  masters  of  Red  Russia  are  the 
aggressors  against  all  the  people  of  this 
earth,  including  their  own. 

They  must  be  banished  from  the 
United  Nations  before  they  ruin  it. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  JUDD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two  in¬ 
stances,  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
material. 

Mr.  MCDONOUGH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remarks 
which  were  made  by  the  Resident  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Puerto  Rico,  Dr.  A.  Fernos- 
Isern,  on  July  4,  be  inserted  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  of  the  Record,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  Public  Printer  esti¬ 
mates  the  cost  to  be  $246. 

The  SPEAKER.  Notwithstanding  the 
cost  and  without  objection,  the  extension 
vinay  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  irwthe 
Appendix  of  today’s  Record.] 

Mr.  ^ABLOCKI  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  extraneous  matter.  / 

Mr.  RANf^N  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  rewe  and  extend  the  remarks 
he  made  in  Conamittee  oj-'the  Whole. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  l\|f .  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  .-Insert  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  for  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Van  ZandT}  a  speech  that  he 
made. 

The  SPEAKER;.  Is  trNue  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- . 
sachusetts?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 


instances  and  include  appropriate  ma¬ 
terial. 

Mr.  FULTON  asked  and  was  giveiyper- 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  aura  in¬ 
clude  a  letter  to  the  New  York  Tunes. 

Mr.  HESELTON  asked  and  sms  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  the  re¬ 
marks  he  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  and  include  extranaous  matter. 

Mrs.  BOLTON  of  Ohi^aasked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  her  remarks 
and  include  a  newspaper  article. 


SENATE  BII 


REFERRED 


[The  matter  referred  to  appei^s  in  the 
Appendix  of  today’s  Record.] 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Sgk 
unanimous  consent  that  at  the  conclr 
$ion  of  the  legislative  business  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1  may  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  1  hour  on  the  eleventh 
anniversary  of  the  invasion  of  Poland. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  further  revise  my 
remarks  made  on  August  22,  1950,  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  on  page  A6313 
beginning  with  the  word  “people”  in  the 
last  line  of  paragraph  6  in  column  1,  by 
adding:  “I  think  potatoes  and  some 
other  highly  perishable  vegetables 
should  not  have  the  benefit  of  any  sup¬ 
port  prices.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  the  re¬ 
marks  he  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  DOYLE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 


Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  takeiyfrom  the  Speaker’s  table 
and,  under  thaTrule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  1192.  An/act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Basque  aliejre;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  2324/An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Balsam/to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2348.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carlo  Fava; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

2922.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chieko 
rata;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
S.  3018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  W.  F.  Stei- 
rtier;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3037.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nicholas 
Yialouris  (also  known  as  Nicholas  Gialouris 
or  Nicolaos  Gialouris  or  Nick  Yialouris) ;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3121.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mario 
Juan  Bias  Besso-Pianetto;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3136.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  transfer  to  the  town  of 
Mills,  Wyo.,  a  sewage  system  located  in 
such  town;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands. 

S.  3250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marne 
Post  No.  28,  American  Legion,  New  Martins¬ 
ville,  W.  Va.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

S.  3254.  An  act  to  provide  for  designation 
of  the  United  States  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  Hospital  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  as  the 
Euffalo  Veterans’  Memorial  Hospital;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

S.  3321.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zena 
(Zenobia)  Symeonides;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3434.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mikiko 
Anzai;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3546.  An  act  to-extend  the  Act  of  June 
6,  1933  (48  Stat.  113),  as  amended,  to  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

S.  3672.  An  act  to  amend  section  3  (c)  of 
le  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  so  as  to 
make  the  exclusion  from  such  act  of  tempo- 
rarjtamployees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  inapplicable  to  such  em- 
ployeesWith  one  or  more  years  of  service;  to 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice. 

S.  3768.  A^act  to  authorize  payments  by 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  on  the 
purchase  of  alUomobiles  or  other  convey¬ 
ances  by  certaiiVdisabled  veterans,  and  for 
other  purposes;  flA.  the  Committee  on  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs. 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  Authorize  the  President 
to  appoint  Col.  Helvy  A.  Byroade  as 
Director  of  the  BureauSnf  German  Affairs, 
Department  of  State,  without  affecting  his 
military  status  and  perquisites;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

S.  3910.  An  act  relating  to  tSe  assignment 
of  surplus  clerks  in  the  Postal  ^Transporta¬ 
tion  Service;  to  the  Committee  oncost  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

S.  3917.  An  act  for  the  relief  of^Basilio 
Gorgone;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3965.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  Uijon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the 
Lamm  Lumber  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


August  25, 1950 

Mr.  Cannon  submitted  the  following  concurrent  resolution;  which  was  con¬ 
sidered  and  agreed  to 


CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  ( the  Senate 

2  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 

3  in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R.  7786,  the  General  Appropriation 

4  Bill,  1951,  is  authorized  and  directed  to  correct  chapter  and 

5  section  numbers. 


a 

o 

g 

& 

(f  d 
^  © 

O'  02 
p  H 

P  to 
p!  OI 

P  M 
CTQ  CO 
'-J  Cl 
CD  O 
a> 

Pj 


c 

o 

rt- 

P  pd 

o 

d  o 

3  2. 

25 

o-  £. 

2  P 

3  &Q 

ri 

a 

S'  8 

50 

w 

c-t- 

tr*  *-* 

Pd 

Vi 

©  $ 

CJ 

m 

£  K 

*  ■  ^  .A, 

2S 

i -j  o 

o  i- 

Q 

> 

a 

1 — ‘ 

tr  o 

R  Hs 

a 

a 

i— .  O 

S-  ^ 

tn 

O 

% 

r-  ?» 

O 

>-+»  p- 

w  * 

O 

W£ 

a 

*  Cl. 

cj  w 

CO  CO 

cs  2- 

o 

o' 

ss 

p 

00 

M 

CD 

tOH 

®  o 

B  g 

CB  2! 

g  o 
o  R) 
13  H 
20 
20 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


13637 


Ids 


me  Baber  patrons  on  some  basis  related  to 
their  sales  to  or  purchases  from  the  corpora¬ 
tion  during  the  taxable  year,  if  (A)  the  allo¬ 
cation  or  distribution  is  conditional  (i)  upon 
profits  or  margins  being  earned  by  the  cor¬ 
poration  from  all  its  operations  or  a  class  of 
its  operations  during  its  fiscal  year,  or  (ii) 
upon  income  attributable  to  the  resale  of 
the  producer’s  product  along  with  products 
or  a  class  br  classes  of  products  of  some  other 
producers  less  any  deductions  determination 
of  which  is, 'Within  the  discretion  of  the  cor¬ 
poration,  or  (B)  the  amount  of  the  alloca¬ 
tion  or  distribution  can  be  determined  only 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  the  profits, 
margins,  or  Income  earned,  or  (C)  the 
amount  of  the  allocation  or  distribution  can 
be  determined  only  after  declaration  or  pay¬ 
ment  of  dividends  on  any  cl^fss  of  stock  of 
the  corporation  or  only  after  the  fixing  of 
sums  to  be  transferred  to  capital,  reserves,  or 
surplus. 

“  ‘(6)  Member  of  cooperative  corporation: 
For  the  purposes  of  this/chapter,  a  person, 
shall  be  considered  a  member  of  a  coopera¬ 
tive  corporation  only  if  (-such  person  is  en¬ 
titled  to  exercise  voting  rights  and  meets 
such  requirements  for  membership  as  are 
prescribed  by  the  cooperative.* 

"(c)  Information  retlirns  required  of  co¬ 
operatives:  The  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
amended  by  inserting  between  section  148 
and  149  a  new  section  as  fallows: 

“  ‘Sec.  148A.  Information  by  cooperatives. 

*“(a)  Payments  of  patronage  dividends, 
refunds,  or  rebates :  Every  association  organ¬ 
ized  and  operated  as  a  cooperative  shall,  when 
required  by  the  Commissioner!  render  a  cor¬ 
rect  return,  duly  verified  under  oath,  of  its 
payments  of  ,  patronage  dividi 
or  refunds,  stating  the  name 
of  each  member  in  the  associati 
amount  of  payments  paid  to  € 
and  patron. 

“‘(b)  Accumulated  earnings 
When  requested  by  the  Commissioi 
association  organized  and  operated 
operative  shall  forward  to  him  a\correct 
statement  of  accumulated  earning!  and 
profits,  including  patronage  dividem 
bates,  or  refunds  allocated  to,  but 
in  cash  to,  members  and  patrons,  am 
names  and  addresses  of  members  and 
who  would  be  entitled  to  the  same  if  divided 
or  distributed,  and  the  amounts  that  wotpd 
be  payable  to  each.’ 

;  "(d)  Taxable  years  to  which  applicabli 
The  amendments  and  repeals  made  by  thii 
section  shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect 
to  taxable  years  beginning  after  June  30, 

ORDER  FOR  CONSIDERATION  OF  CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT  ON  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

ON  MONDAY 

Mr.  MORSE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  May  I  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mc- 
Kellar]  ,  when  he  intends  to  bring  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  omnibus  appro¬ 
priation  bill? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
a  privileged  matter.  If  there  is  no  ob¬ 
jection,  I  see  no  reason  why  we  cannot 
bring  it  up  right  away. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  would  appreciate  it 
if  it  were  brought  up  on  Monday.  There 
are  several  Senators  whom  I  should  like 
to  see  on  the  floor  when  the  report  is 
brought  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  if  he  is  willing 
to  agree  that  we  take  up  the  conference 
report  on  the  appropriation  bill  on  Mon¬ 


rebates, 
nd  address 
and  the 
member 


profits : 

every 
|s  a  co¬ 


day.  I  think  consideration  of  it  will  re¬ 
quire  only  a  few  moments.  I  have  been 
assured  by  the  leaders  that  it  will  take 
only  a  short  time.  If  it  takes  any  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  time,  we  can  defer 
action  on  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  a 
privileged  matter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Why  can  we  not  act 
upon  it  now? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it 
would  be  perfectly  agreeable  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  have 
the  Senate  act  upon  it  now;  but,  several 
Senators  are  not  now  on  the  Senate  floor 
who  should  be  here  when  discussion  is 
had  of  the  report.  I  am  not  sure  that 
they  can  be  brought  back  to  the  floor  so 
late  in  a  Friday  session.  While  I  am  in 
total  agreement  with  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  that  consideration  of  the  report 
will  not  take  much  time,  I  believe  we 
should  defer  action  until  Monday,  unless 
the  Senator  should  wish  to  ask  for  a 
quorum  call  and  get  the  absent  Senators 
back  to  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No,  Mr.  President,  I 
would  not  ask  for  a  quorum  call  this  late 
in  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  there  are  11  chapters  to  the  bill. 
There  were  subcommittees  which  dealt 
with  each  chapter,  and  the  chairmen 
of  those  subcommittees  ought  to  be 
present.  I  think  they  should  be  notified 
before  we  proceed  to  consider  the  re¬ 
port.  In  my  judgment  it  will  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  notify  all  of  them  so  they  can 
be  here  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  merely  appre¬ 
hensive  that  we  may  get  into  a  long 
discussion  of  the  budget  on  Monday. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  not. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But,  of  course,  the 
conference  report  is  a  privileged  mat¬ 
ter,  and  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  to  bring  it  up. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  very  kind 
of  the  Senator.  I  appreciate  -it  very 
much. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  when  the  Senate  meets  on 
Monday  the  unfinished  business  be  tem¬ 
porarily  laid  aside,  and  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  consideration  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  the  omnibus  appropria¬ 
tion  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

X^V®TTO5Pnnf5f!rCT^f,E!BER!SirijroTWAK  J? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
submitting  a  concurrent  resolution  pro¬ 
viding  tnat  there  be  a  thorough  inves¬ 
tigation? of  the  entire  Federal  judiciary. 
Ef  the/iacts  in  the  Bridges  case  are  as 
they  Aave  been  stated  to  me,  Judges 
Wilham  Orr  and  William  Healy  should 
3e  Impeached  and  thrown  out  of  office. 
Ef/on  the  other  hand,  the  facts  are  oth- 
vise,  those  judges  should  be  retained, 
luring  the  last  18  years  there  have  been 
ippointed  too  many  judges  who  have 


Simply  been  politicians,  some  of  them 
utterly  devoid  of  the  attributes  of  a 
good,  fair,  honest  judge.  Some  of  them 
were  members  of  subversive  organiza¬ 
tions  before  they  were  appointed.  Oth¬ 
ers  have  simply  been  political  hacks'with 
enough  influence  to  be  appointed  and 
confirmed.  Certainly  all  of  us  are  fa¬ 
miliar  with  one  case,  argued  upon  this 
floor,  which  stinks  to  high  heay'en.  Also, 
we  should  find  out  whether  jndges  who 
fre  not  even  citizens  of  the  United 
States  have  been  appointed.  If  there 
are  any  judges  who,  whil&our  boys  are 
dying  on  the  field  of  battle,  to  protect 
the  skins  of  all  our  peojfle,  are  sympa¬ 
thizers  with  Russian  communism,  the 
quicker  this  committed  to  be  composed 
of  representatives  of  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate,  finds  that  out  a/d  the  quicker  steps 
kre  taken  to  impeach  and  get  rid  of 
&11  judges  of  that  /ort,  the  better. 

•  I  hope,  Mr.  P/esident,  that  we  may 
have  prompt  aotion  on  this  concurrent 
resolution,  and/that  sufficient  money  be 
given  to  the  /ommittee  so  that  a  fair, 
honest,  impartial,  and  thorough  investi¬ 
gation  can^me  made  immediately,  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  entitled  to  have  on 
the  bench  good,  fair,  honest,  capable 
judges  /ho  believe  in  the  American  sys¬ 
tem  of/government. 

Thg  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con. 
ftes.  4.03 ) ,  submitted  by  Mr.  Lancer,  was 
received  and  referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee'  on  the  Judiciary,  as  follows; 

*  Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring) ,  That  a  joint  com¬ 
mittee  of  six  be  appointed,  three  by  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  three  by  the  chairman  of  the  Judi¬ 
ciary  Committee  of  the  House,  to  make  a 
thorough  investigation  of  the  entire  Fed¬ 
eral  judiciary  with  a  view  to  ascertaining 
Whether  any  of  the  Federal  judges  are  Com¬ 
munists,  sympathizers  of  Russian  commu¬ 
nism,  believers  in  Marxism  system  of  govern¬ 
ment,  members  of  subversive  organizations, 
whether  they  are  real  Americans  and  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  still  fit,  because 
of  age  or  otherwise,  to  properly  conduct  their 
duties  as  Federal  judges  of  the  United  States 
Government,  with  full  authority  to  recom¬ 
mend  impeachment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
call  attention  to  an  article  entitled 
•‘Court  Rules  2  to  1— Bridges  Free— 
Prosecutor  Says  ‘God  Help  America’— 
Will  Quit.”  The  article  appears  on  the 
front  page  of  today’s  issue  of  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Post.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  article  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Bridges  Free — Prosecutor  Says  “God  Help 
America”— Will  Quit  * 

San  Francisco,  August.  24. — CIO  Longshore 
Leader  Harry  Bridges  today  was  ordered  freed 
in  $25,000  bail  pending  his  appeal  on  a  per¬ 
jury  conviction,  and  in  Washington  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  special  prosecutor  who  had  han¬ 
dled  the  Bridges'  case,  F.  Joseph  Donohue, 
announced  he  would  resign  Friday. 

He  would  not  amplify  his  remarks  except 
to  say: 

"God  help  America.” 

The  $25,000  bail  was  the  amount  Australia- 
born  Bridges  had  furnished  while  awaiting 
decision  on  his  appeal  from  a  Federal  CoWt 
conviction  and  sentence  of  5  years’  imprison^ 
ment  on  August  5. 
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He  was  convicted  in  April  of  perjury  and 
conspiracy  to  defraud  at  the  time  he  ob¬ 
tained  his  United  States  citizenship  in  1945. 
A  jury  found  he  lied  when  he  swore  he  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Bridges  will  be  freed  after  papers  in  the 
case  are  signed  at  10  a.  m.  Friday. 

In  a  2  to  1  ruling  the  Court  of  Appeals 
held  that  the  Government’s  effort  to  jail 
Bridges  was  “novel  and  startling.” 

Voting  for  Bridges’  release  on  bail  were 
Judges  William  18.  Orr  and  William  Healy. 
Judge  Clifton  Mathews  dissented. 

“It  is  our  purpose  neither  to  minimize,  on 
the  one  hand,  nor  to  exaggerate,  on  the 
other,  the  possible  implications  of  Bridges’ 
utterances  as  disclosed  in  the  Government 
showing,”  the  majority  opinion  said. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  also 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a  part, of 
my  remarks,  a  marked  portion  of  page 
19  of  the  hearings  before  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  on  September  27, 1949, 
on  the  nomination  of  Judge  Mintoii. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in. 
the  Record,  as  follows : 

From  1900  to  1909  there  were  seven  Repub¬ 
licans  and  two  Democrats  on  the  Supreme 
Court.  From  1910  to  1916  there  were  six  Re¬ 
publicans  and  three  Democrats.  From  1917 
to  1921  there  were  five  Republicans  and  four 
Democrats.  From  1922  to  1932  there  were 
six  Republicans  and  three  Democrats.  From 
1933  to  1937  there  were  five  Republicans  and 
four  Democrats.  In  1938  there  were  four 
Republicans  and  five  Democrats.  In  1939 
and  1940  there  were  three  Republicans  and 
six  Democrats.  From  1941  to  1946  there 
were  two  Republicans  and  seven  Democrats, 
and  for  the  last  3  years  there  has  been  one 
Republican  and  eight  Democrats.  That  just 
shows  that  we  are  losing  the  equitable  bal¬ 
ance  by  continually  receiving  what  some¬ 
body  has  termed  “appointment  of  govern¬ 
ment  by  cronies.” 

Senator  Ferguson.  The  last  three  appoint¬ 
ments  were  all  Democrats. 

Senator  Jenner.  And  the  picture  is  much 
worse  than  that.  That  is  referring  only  to 
the  Supreme  Court.  When  you  get  into  the 
breakdown  of  actual  judges,  Mr.  Truman 
has  carried  on  the  Roosevelt  tradition  of  ap¬ 
pointing  political  partisans  to  the  bench,  and 
of  the  192  Federal  judges  appointed  since 
1933,  up  to  date,  184  of  the  192  have  been 
Democrats,  and  only  8  Republicans. 

PROTECTION  OF  INTERNAL  SECURITY 

OF  THE  UNITED  STATES— PERMISSION 

TO  SUBMIT  MINORITY  VIEWS  DURING 

RECESS 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  me  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  permission  for 
myself  and  some  of  my  colleagues  to  file 
with  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  minority 
views  on  the  so-called  McCarran  bill. 
Senate  bill  4037,  to  protect  the  internal 
security  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes.  ’  It  is  the  so-called  anti¬ 
communist  bill,  which  now  is  on  the 
Senate  Calendar. 

The  reason  for  making  this  request  is 
in  order  that  the  minority  views  may  be 
submitted  and  printed.  The  delay  in 
submitting  them  arises  from  the  facta 
that  we  were  unable  to  obtain  the  ma¬ 
jority  report  on  the  bill  until  so  late  that 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  complete  the 
minority  views  until  tomorrow. 


Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  minority  views  may  be  filed 
tomorrow,  during  the  recess  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  if  the  Senate  is  not  in  session  at 
that  time,  in  order  that  the  minority 
views  may  be  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  consent  is  granted. 

THE  RAILROAD  STRIKE 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  remarks  in  reference  to  the 
pending  railway  case. 

As  the  Senate  knows,  the  press  ticker 
has  informed  us  this  afternoon  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  issued 
an  order  seizing  the  railroads  of  the 
country  at  5  p.  m.  next  Sunday  and 
placing  their  operation,  or  token  opera¬ 
tion,  under  the  Army. 

I  think  the  action  of  the  President  is 
a  great  mistake  and  an  unfortunate 
precedent  to  establish  in  this  national 
emergency.  I  do  not  think  it  should 
have  occurred  until  all  other  possible 
procedures  for  settlement  of  the  case 
had  been  completely  exhausted.  I  most 
Tespectfuly  say  that  I  do  not  think  all 
possible  procedures  had  been  exhausted. 

I  happen  to  be  one  who  believes- that 
labor  disputes  should  be  kept  away  from 
the  White  House  if  there  is  any  possible 
way  of  doing  so.  I  think  labor  disputes 
in  this  country  should  be  settled  by  pro¬ 
cedures  and  machinery  outside  of  the 
White  House  except  in  those  rare  in¬ 
stances  when  no  other  course  is  avail¬ 
able.  However  judging  from  the  past 
experience  we  have  bad  I  recognize  that 
there  are  rare  emergency  occasions  when 
it  becomes  necessary  for  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  take  jurisdiction  of 
the  case.  Nevertheless*  when  that  is 
done,  I  think  it  is  very  Important  that 
before  the  president  takes  any  so-called 
enforcement  action  in  respect  to  the  dis¬ 
pute — ajxd  seizure  is  that  kind  of  ac¬ 
tion — the  White  House  should  hand 
down  a  decision  in  accordance  with  what 
it  thinks  a  fair  settlement  of  the  dispute 
should  be.  I  think  the  American  people 
are  entitled  to  know  that.  I  think  the 
American  people  are  entitled  to  know  thft 
facts  about  any  labor  dispute  which  re¬ 
sults  in  action  as  drastic  and  significant 
as  is  the  action  taken  today  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  in  the  railway 
case. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it 
is  very  important  that  labor  and  indus¬ 
try  recognize  that  whenever  a  case  goes 
to  the  White  House  it  is  to  be  expected 
that  the  White  House  will  finally  render 
on  that  case  a  decision  in  behalf  of  the 
American  people.  Under  such  circum¬ 
stances  it  is  to  be  expected  that  the  White 
House  will  make  clear  to  both  sides  to 
the  dispute  that  their  failure  to  settle 
the  case  by  the  peaceful  procedures 
which  are  available  to  them  is  not  going 
to  stop  their  Government  at  the  executive 
level  from  calling  upon  them,  as  the  last 
step  in  the  case,  to  abide  by  a  fair  deci¬ 
sion  in  respect  to  the  issues. 

That  has  not  been  done  in  this  case, 
Mr.  President,  and  that  is  why  I  think 
the  order  of  seizure  is  a  very  bad  prece¬ 
dent. 

Let  us  consider  some  of  the  steps  in 
this  case.  I  shall  not  pass  judgment  on 


the  merits  of  the  respective  positions  of 
the  parties  on  the  various  issues,  be¬ 
cause  I  have  not  studied  the  record. 
Nevertheless,  all  of  us  are  familial*  with 
some  of  the  steps  of  procedure  which 
have  been  followed  in  this  ease.  We 
know  that  the  dispute  is  of  mahy  months’ 
standing — in  fact,  some  17  months.  We 
know  that  it  involves  wages  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  employment.  We  know  that  an 
emergency  board’s  report  was  handed 
down  on  those  issues?  and  we  know  that 
the  brotherhoods — for  their  own  rea¬ 
sons,  and  I  am  Ret  going  to  pass  judg¬ 
ment  on  the  propriety  of  their  reasons — 
refused  to  accept  the  recommendations 
of  the  Emergency  Board.  They  had  a 
right,  under’  the  law,  to  refuse  to  accept 
those  recdmmendations;  and  that  re¬ 
fusal  on  their  part  came  prior  to  the 
Korean  war. 

Under  the  Railway  Labor  Act  they 
were  entitled  to  30  days  for  further  ne¬ 
gotiations,  after' their  refusal  to  accept 
the  recommendations  of  the  Emergency 
Board.  The  history  of  the  Railway  Labor 
Act,  its  spirit  and  intent — yes,  its  very 
language — leaves  no  room  for  doubt  that 
it  was  planned  under  that  act  that  if 
during  the  so-called  cooling-off  period 
of  30  days  following  the  issuance  of  an 
Emergency  Board’s  report  the  parties 
could  not  negotiate  a  settlement  between 
them,  either  side  would  then  be  free  to 
resort  to  economic  action  by  way  either 
of  a  strike  or  a  lock-out. 

In  this  case,  the  brotherhoods  made 
perfectly  clear  that  they  would  not  ac¬ 
cept  those  recommendations.  Again  I 
am  not  going  to  render  a  judgment  here 
this  afternoon  on  the  wisdom  of  their 
decision.  I  only  wish  to  point  out  that 
they  had  the  right  to  reach  that  con¬ 
clusion  if  they  wanted  to.  They  would 
have  had  a  right  to  strike  under  the 
Railway  Labor  Act.  Then  a  new  condi¬ 
tion  developed  which  did  not  exist  dur¬ 
ing  the  17  months  of  negotiations  on  this 
case.  It  was  a  condition  which  was  not 
in  the  picture  when  the  Emergency 
Board  held  its  hearings  and  made  its 
recommendations.  That  new  condition 
was  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  war.  In 
my  judgment,  Mr.  President,  that 
changed  things  materially.  It  placed 
new  obligations,  I  think,  on  both  parties 
to  the  dispute.  Those  obligations  are 
great  moral  obligations,  great  patriotic 
obligations.  I  think  as  the  result  of  the 
outbreak  of  the  Korean  war  both  sides 
owed  a  duty  to  the  American  people  to 
reach  a  settlement  by  way  of  the  peace¬ 
ful  procedures  of  mediation  and  concili¬ 
ation.  They  did  not  do  it.  A  strike  was 
threatened,  and  then  the  brotherhoods — 
and  I  want  to  be  very  careful  to  under¬ 
state  this  situation,  but  by  way  of  that 
understatement,  nevertheless,  to  report 
it  accurately — I  think  it  is  an  under¬ 
statement  to  say  that  at  that  point  the 
brotherhoods  sent  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  a  telegram  which  made 
very  clear  that  if  the  case  were  not  set¬ 
tled  on  a  basis  which  they  considered  to 
be  fair,  and  if  the  President  of  the  United 
States  did  not  order  the  railroads  seized 
by  the  Government,  they  would  call  a 
strike.  I  think,  by  way  of  interpretation 
of  their  message  to  the  White  House  it 
is  fair  to  say  that  they  had  the  right  to 
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ROSETTE  SELINA  ROMANO 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7095) 
for  the  relief  of  Rosette  Selina  Romano, 
a  minor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
Rosette  Selina  Romano,  native  and  citizen  of 
Italy,  shall  be  considered  to  be  the  native- 
born  daughter  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Antonio 
Romano,  United  States  citizens. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  “native-born 
daughter”  and  insert  “alien  natural-born 
child.” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


State  shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  make  appropriate  deduction  of  two 
numbers  from  the  quota  for  Poland. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

“That,  notwithstanding  the  residence,  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (1)  of  subsection 
2  (c)  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  1951),  Mrs.  Olga 
Kowalik  and  her  daughter,  Czeslawa  Kowa- 
lik,  residing  at  a  Polish  refugee  camp  located 
at  Tengerum  Arusha,  Tanganyika,  East 
Africa,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  eligible  dis¬ 
placed  persons  as  defined  in  section  2  (c)  of 
the  said  act.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHRISTINA  SHALFEIEFF 
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printed  in  full  in  the  Congressional 
Record  for  this  morning,  and  that  the 
ireading  of  it  at  this  time  would  merely 
consume  time  unnecessarily,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  further  reading 
of  the  statement  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  does  this  bill  contain  any 
funds  for  the  arming  of  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  nations? 

Mr.  CANNON.  There  is  $1,200,000,- 
,000. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  $1,600,000,000. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Four  hundred  million 
dollars  of  it  is  for  the  liquidation  of  con¬ 
tracts.  The  principal  amount  for  that 
purpose  is  carried  in  the  deficiency  bill 
which  will  follow  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  RICH.  But  you  do  have  in  this 
|  bill  $1,600,000,000  for  the  arming  of  these 
;  North  Atlantic  Pact  nations? 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  is  $1,200,000,000. 
Four  hundred  million  dollars  is  for  the 
^liquidation  of  contracts. 

Mr.  RICH.  Several  days  ago  we  made 
l  a  request  on  the  floor  of  the  House  that 
(any  bill  which  came  back  here  for  our 
:own  support  should  not  contain  any 
"money  for  the  arming  of  these  North 
f  Atlantic  Pact  nations.  I  just  want  you 
J  to  know  it  makes  no  difference  what  is 
)in  the  bill — I  am  against  it,  because  I 
'■  believe  in  principle  that  that  is  the  wrong 
thing.  If  we  are  going  to  get  peace  in 
•  this  world,  you  cannot  do  it  by  arming 
!  everybody.  I  just  want  you  to  know  that. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  certain  this  con- 
|  ference  report  meets  with  the  warm  ap- 
i  proval  of  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania, 
because  it  effects  unprecedented  re¬ 
trenchments. 

Mr.  RICH.  No,  it  cannot  meet  with 
.my  approval,  because  neither  the  com- 
.  mittee  nor  anybody  should  bring  a  bill 
here  which  is  to  arm  ourselves  and  for 
the  support  of  the  departments  of  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  contain  gifts  which  go  to 
arm  any  foreign  country.  I  am  against 
it  to  the  nth  degree  and  I  want  you  to 
know  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  When  we  have  friends 
and  depend  upon  them  to  help  us,  it  is 
‘yimperative  that  we  see  that  they  have  in 
Tbeir  hands  the  implements  with  which 
tc^piake  that  help  effective. 

Mt.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  rkht  to  object,  I  would  like  to  have 
some  information  on  this  civil  functions 
section  of  the  bill.  The  appropriation, 
as  I  understand  it,  was  increased  from 
$185,878,000Vto  $221,244,500,  is  that  cor¬ 
rect?  V 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  budget  estimate 
for  that  chapter  was  $334,867,500.  It 
passed  the  House  with  a  drastic  reduc¬ 
tion  to  the  sum  Of  $630,820,000.  The 
Senate  raised  it  to  $763,464,620.  But  in 
conference  we  again  reduced  it  to  $087,- 
043,270,  which  is  $147,000,000  less  than 
the’ budget  and  $56,000,000  kss  than  the 
Senate  figures. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  reading  from  a 
tabulation  which  I  will  include  Hdth  my 
remarks  in  the  Congressional  Re<%d. 

Mi-.  RANKIN.  I  am  looking  aMe 
bill.  It  seems  to  me  these  bills  oughf  to 
be  so  written  that  the  Members  of  Con-, 
gress  could  examine  them  and  find  out 
what  is  in  them. 


JOSEPH  UMBERTO  MONTALBAN-TROY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8136) 
for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Umberto  Montal- 
ban-Troy. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  In  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  immigration  laws,  Joseph 
Umberto  Montalban-Troy,  of  Boise,  Idaho, 
shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  his 
actual  entry  into  the  United  States,  upon 
the  payment  by  him  of  the  visa  fee  of  $10 
and  the  head  tax  of  $8. 

Sec.  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized  and  di¬ 
rected  to  instruct  the  proper  quota-control 
officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  non¬ 
preference  category  of  the  first  available 
Canadian  immigration  quota. 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  the  said  Joseph  Umberto  Mont¬ 
alban-Troy  may  be  naturalized  as  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  by  taking  the  oath  of 
allegiance,  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  the 
naturalization  laws,  before  any  court  having 
jurisdiction  of  the  naturalization  of  aliens. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  “visa  fee  of  $10 
and  the  head  tax  of  $8”  and  insert  “required 
visa  fee  and  head  tax.” 

Page  2,  line  2,  strike  out  “Canadian.” 

Page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word  “quota”  in¬ 
sert  “for  Italy.” 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  ’ 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon-  ■ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MRS.  OLGA  KOWALIK  AND  CZESLAWA  ' 
KOWALIK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9144)  ■ 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Olga  Kowalik  and 
Czeslawa  Kowalik. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding  } 
any  provision  of  the  immigration  laws  pre-  . 
scribing  annual  quotas,  the  aliens  Mrs.  Olga 
Kowalik  and  Czeslawa  Kowalik  shall  be 
granted  admission  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  if  otherwise  admissible 
under  the  immigration  laws.  Upon  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  such  aliens  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence,  the  Secretary  of 


The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9434) 
for  the  relief  of  Christina  Shalfeieff. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws, 
Christina  Shalfeieff  shall  be  held  and  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of  the  date  of  her  last  entry  into  the 
United  States,  upon  payment  of  the  re¬ 
quired  head  tax  and  visa  fee.  Upon  the 
enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  offi¬ 
cer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  appro¬ 
priate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  such 
quota  is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  was  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  That- completes  the 
call  of  the  Private  Calendar. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILIy  1951 
Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cldl  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (Ek  R. 
7786)  making  appropriations  for 
support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal, 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  of  the  nlanagers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of 
the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tithe  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
|  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
f  Missouri?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  tji'e  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  August 
24,  1950.)  / 

Mr.  TABER  A  interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  statement) .  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  our  commit¬ 
tee  if  it  woifld  not  be  possible  to  agree 
to  dispense  with  the  further  reading  of 
the  statement  at  this  time.  It  has  been 
printed  in  the  Record  and  is  available  to 
all  Members.  It  is  almost  impossible 
for  th#1  Members  to  hear  as  the  Clerk 
reads/ and  I  do  not  see  that  it  serves 
any  useful  purpose  to  have  it  read  now. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  heartily 
concur  in  the  suggestion  of  the  gentle - 
vpe.n  from  New  York,  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  conference  report  has  been 
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Mi'.  CANNON.  It  is  written  as  they 
have  always  been  written. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No;  it  is  not,  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  is  written  precisely 
as  such  bills  have  always  been  written. 
Furthermore  it  is  accompanied  by  a  re¬ 
port  and  a  statement  by  the  House  man¬ 
agers.  I  trust  the  gentleman  will  find 
time  to  peruse  the  bill  and  the  report 
and  we  will  have  additional  tabulations 
in  the  Record  for  further  analysis. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  You  have  this  amend¬ 
ment  No.  383  under  civil  functions, 
which,  as  I  understand  it,  gives  the  ad¬ 
ministration  the  right  to  use  this  money 
on  any  projects  which  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Congress,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  That  includes  the  Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee,  and  also  the  Demop- 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker  we  pre¬ 
sent  here  the  most  complete  and  compre¬ 
hensive  resume  of  annual  Federal  ex¬ 
penditures  ever  presented  at  one  time 
since  the  adoption  of  the  budgetary  sys¬ 
tem. 

The  estimate  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  by  the  President  for  the  entire 
operation  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951  aggregated  $38,452,358,- 
148.  We  submit  a  conference  report  to¬ 
day  providing  $36,153,490,425.  In  other 
words,  the  conference  report  which  we 
submit  today,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  we  are  unexpectedly  at  war,  is  $2,- 
288,867,723  below  the  budget  estimates, 
an  unprecedented  reduction  in  a  war 
budget. 

Summarizing  the  whole  fiscal  situa- 


general  appropriation  bill  for  expendi¬ 
tures  of  $36,153,490,425;  we  carry  in  the 
deficiency  appropriation  bill,  reported 
yesterday,  and  which  we  hope  to  take  up 
in  the  House  today,  $16,771,184,479. 
These  two  bills  with  the  permanent  ap¬ 
propriations  of  $6,557,462,804  which, 
under  the  statutes  are  automatic,  in¬ 
cluding  such  items  as  interest  on  the 
national  debt,  aggregate  $59,482,037,708. 
In  brief,  we  are  spending  for  the  fiscal 
year  for  all  purposes,  as  projected  at  this 
date,  a  total  budget  of  $59,482,037,708, 
or  in  round  figures,  $60,000,000,000. 

At  this  point  I  shall  insert  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  comparative  tables  indicating  House 
and  Senate  action  and  agreements  in 
conference  in  relation  to  the  budget 
estimates: 


tion,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  provide  in  this 

Comparison  of  conference  agreement  with  budget  estimates 


olis  Dam,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  Presiden 
certify  that  all  projects  are  esser 
national  defense  before  he  can 
money  on  them. 

t  must 

Budget  estimate 

Conference 

agreement 

Difference 

spend  Appropriations - - - 

Contract  authority . . . . . — - . 

Borrowing  authority . . — . - . 

$35,  581, 208, 648 
2,  261, 149,  500 
610, 000, 000 

$33,  934,  345,  425 
2, 170, 146, 000 
599, 000, 000 

-$1,646,863,223 
-91, 004, 500 
-11,000,000 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis-  General  reduction  . - . 

38, 452, 358, 148 

36, 703, 490, 425 
-550, 000, 000 

-1, 748, 867, 723 
-550. 000, 000 

souri  [Mr.  Cannon]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Net  total . . . . . . . . . . 

38, 452, 358, 148 

36, 153, 490, 425 

-2,298,867,723 

Appropriations,  1951 

Budget  estimate 

Passed  by  House 

Passed  by  Senate 

Conference 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
budget 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
House 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
Senate 

Chapter  I.  District _ _ _ _ 

Chapter  II.  Legislative - . - - - 

Chapter  III.  State,  Justice _ _ _ _ 

Chapter  IV.  Treasury,  Post  Office - - 

Chapter  V.  Labor,  Federal  Security . . 

Chapter  VI.  Agriculture . 

Chapter  VII.  Interior . . . . 

Chapter  VIII.  Independent  offices . .  . 

Chapter  IX.  Civil  functions . . 

Chapter  X.  Defense _ _ _ 

Chapter  XI.  Foreign  aid... . . 

$12, 000, 000 
87, 820,  747 
1,185,612,897 
2,  813,  379, 100 
2,  463, 008,  500 
810,  626, 946 
674, 971,  .505 
8, 466, 982,  724 
834, 867, 500 
13, 376, 865, 000 
4,  855, 073,  729 

$10,800,000 
56, 322,  450 
1, 110,870,462 
2,  754, 105,  000 
2,271.099,  614 
764, 032,  701 
622, 134, 130 
8,  021,  827, 007 
630, 820, 000 
12,  910,  702,  300 

$12, 000, 000 
69,308,211 
1, 066,  260,  732 
2,760,305, 360 
2,  276,  842,  274 
780, 336,  504 
617, 061,  433 
8, 018, 289, 977 
763,  404,  620 
13,294,581,821 

4,  599, 873, 729 

$10. 800. 000 
69, 180, 211 

1, 065,  627,  962 
2,  757,  846,  000 
2,  272,  428,  614 
773,  208. 924 
620, 396, 325 
7,  996, 140,  947 
687,  043,  271* 
13,294,299,443 
4, 387, 373, 729 

-$1,200,000 
-18,  640,  536 
-119.984,935 
'  -55,533,100 
-190,  579,  886 
-37,  418, 022 
-54,  575, 180 
-470, 841,  777 
-147, 824,  230 
-82, 565, 557 
-467,  700, 000 

+$12, 857,  761 
-45,  242,  500 
+3,741,000 
+1, 329, 000 
+9, 176, 223 
-1,737,805 
-25,  686,  060 
+56, 222,  870 
+383,  597, 143 
4,  387,  373,  729 

-$1,200,000 
-128,000 
-632,  770 
-2, 459, 360 
-4. 413. 660 
-7, 127, 580 
+3, 334, 892 
-22, 149, 030 
-76. 421, 750 
-282, 378 
-212,500,000 

Total . 

35, 581, 208,  648 

29, 152, 713, 664 

34, 258, 324, 661 

33, 934, 345, 425 

-1,646,863,223 

+4,781,631,761 

-323, 979. 236 

Bill  as  passed  House,  $29,152,713,664;  estimates  not  considered  by  House,  +$5,248,427,480;  total,  $34,401,141,144,  conference  total,  $33,922,445,425,  difference, 

Contract  authorisations 


-$478,695,719. 


Budget  estimate 

Passed  by  House 

Passed  by  Senate 

Conference 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
budget 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
House 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
Senate 

♦ 

$91, 036, 500 

$58, 786, 500 

$69, 650, 000 

$62, 325, 000 

— $28,  711,500 

+$3,  538, 500 

-$7,325,000 

Chapter  IV.  Treasury,  Post  Office _ 

161, 211, 000 

154, 288, 000 

154,  288, 000 

154, 288, 000 

-6,  923, 000 

Chapter  VII.  Interior _ 

44, 750, 000 
578, 367, 000 

38, 250, 000 
510,  517,  000 

37, 870, 000 
537, 017, 000 

36, 230, 000 
531, 517, 000 

-8,  520, 000 
-46, 850,  000 

-2,  020,  000 
+21, 000, 000 

-1,640,000 
-5, 500,000 

Chapter  VIII.  Independent  OfficeSi . . 

Chpater  IX.  Civil  functions.. . . 

1, 385, 785, 000 

1,385,785,000 

1, 385, 785, 000 

1, 385, 785, 000 

Chapter  XI.  Foreign  aid _ 

Total _ _ _ _ _ 

2, 261, 149, 500 

2,147,626,000 

2, 184, 610, 000 

2, 170, 145, 000 

-91, 004,  600 

+22, 518, 500 

-14,465,000 

Bill  as  passed  the  House,  $2,147,626,500;  estimates  not  considered  by  the  House,  $300,000,000;  total,  $2,4^7,626,500;  conference  amount,  $2,170,145,000;  difference,  $277,481,500. 

Borrowing  authority 


Budget  estimate 

Passed  by  House 

Passed  by  Senate 

Conference 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
budget 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
House 

Conference  as 
compared  with 
Senate 

Chapter  VI.  Agriculture . . . . 

Chapter  X-B.  Foreign  aid . . . 

$610, 000, 000 

$520, 350, 000 

$550, 350, 000 
100, 000, 000 

$536,500,000 
62, 500, 000 

— $73, 500, 000 
+62, 500, 000 

+$16, 150, 000 
+62, 500, 000 

— $14,  036, 000 
-37, 500. 000 

Total . 

610, 000, 000 

520, 350, 000 

659, 350, 000 

599, 000, 000 

-11, 000, 000 

+78, 650, 000 

-51, 536, 000 
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Due  to  the  fact  that  we  are  now  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  war  which  is  taxing  our  re¬ 
sources,  and  which  necessarily  disor¬ 
ganizes  routine  and  requires  complete 
readjustment  of  all  budgetary  processes, 
it  is  impossible  to  draw  didactic  com¬ 
parisons  with  former  years  or  budgets. 

It  is  to  be  noted,  however,  that  in  one 
respect  this  is  one  of  the  most  extraor¬ 
dinary  conference  reports  ever  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  House  in  the  fiscal  history 
of  the  Nation,  in  that  it  reflects  the 
most  complete  agreement  between  the 
two  Houses  ever  reported  on  the  annual 
supply  bills  since  the  adoption  of  the 
budgetary  system. 

This  voluminous  bill,  consisting  of 
nearly  500  pages,  embracing  expendi¬ 
tures  for  every  branch  of  the  Federal 
Government,  comprising  thousands  of 
items,  provides  for  the  operation  of  the 
Government  in  both  peace  and  war. 
The  House  and  the  Senate  conferees 
have  reached  complete  agreement  upon 
every  item  with  the  exception  of  one 
small  provision.  No  record  of  such 
complete  agreement  between  House  and 
Senate  managers  and  between  the  two 
Houses  is  to  be  found  in  the  previous 
annals  of  the  committee  or  the  Congress. 

Of  course,  we  bring  back  to  the  House 
in  technical  disagreement  those  items 
which  under  the  rules  cannot  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  a  conference  report  but  must 
be  submitted  for  a  separate  vote,  but  on 
all  of  them  there  was  complete  accord 
by  the  several  committees  of  conference. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  What  is  the  one  item 
In  disagreement? 

Mh  CANNON.  The  $130,000  which 
the  other  body  inserted  in  the  bill  for 
the  Bird  Dog  Committee  which  both 
Houses  agreed  should  be  liquidated  at 
the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1950,  and  which  they  now  attempt  to 
continue  regardless  of  the  agreement. 
It  is  all  the  more  unjustifiable  and  un¬ 
tenable  because  it  attempts  to  support  a 
joint  committee  with  expenditures  from 
the  contingent  fund  of  one  House — char¬ 
acterized  by  their  own  majority  leader 
as  an  absurd  proposal. 

With  that  single  exception  there  is 
complete  agreement  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  two  Houses  on  every  item 
in  the  omnibus  bill. 

Incidentally  less  time  was  spent  in 
actual  conference  between  the  two 
Houses  on  this  bill  than  has  been  spent 
in  conference  on  the  annual  supply 
bills  within  the  recollection  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  staff. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  On  page  212  of  the 
bill  there  is  provided  $350,000,000  for 
rural  electrification.  That  is  right,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  And  also  $40,000,000 
for  the  rural  telephone  program. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Thirty-two  million  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Thirty-two  million  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Yes.  The  House  fig¬ 
ure  on  that,  as  the  gentleman  will  note 
on  page  212,  amendment  No.  221,  if  he 


has  the  bill  with  the  Senate  amendments 
before  him,  was  $25,000,000.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  increased  the  figure  to  $40,000,000. 
In  conference  we  agreed  upon  $32,- 
500,000. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  There  is  no  restriction 
in  this  bill  on  these  rural  power  asso¬ 
ciations’  building  steam  plants  where 
necessary,  is  there? 

Mr.  CANNON.  None  whatever.  On 
the  contrary,  we  included  in  the  bill, 
both  in  the  chapter  on  Agricultural  ap¬ 
propriations  and  the  chapter  on  Interior 
appropriations,  explicit  provision  nul¬ 
lifying  any  effort  on  the  part  of  reports 
to  the  other  body  to  establish  restric¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  There  was  some 
question  that  generating  plants  could  be 
established  only  when  it  could  show  that 
the  co-ops  could  not  obtain  power  at  a 
reasonable  cost  elsewhere.  The  other 
body  attempted  to  put  that  language  in. 
That  has  been  stricken;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  CANNON.  If  the  gentleman  read 
the  statement  of  the  managers  on 
amendment  No.  221,  he  will  find  a  com¬ 
plete  exposition  of  that  subject.  The 
language  to  which  the  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  was  included  in  the  committee 
report  to  the  other  body,  but  in  confer¬ 
ence  we  adopted  language  which  so  clari¬ 
fies  the  situation  that  there  is  no  pos¬ 
sibility  of  any  interpretation  which  could 
be  construed  as  limitation. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  This  language, 
then,  will  let  the  Administrator  decide 
that  question  of  reasonable  rates. 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  That  also  applies  to  the 
construction  of  transmission  lines,  does 
it  not? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are 
two  features  of  this  conference  report 
which  may  be  especially  noted.  In  the 
consideration  of  estimates  of  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  defense  pro¬ 
gram,  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war, 
both  committees,  meeting  separately  and 
meeting  in  conference,  resolved  every 
doubt  in  favor  of  liberality  and  adequacy 
on  war  expenditures  and  preparations 
for  national  defense. 

On  the  other  hand,  just  as  insistently, 
if  not  more  so,  the  committee  attempted 
to  resolve  every  doubt  on  nondefense 
items  against  the  proposed  expenditure. 
And  I  am  but  relating  the  circumstances 
when  I  say  that  every  nickel  of  the  $2,- 
300,000,000  which  we  saved  through  re¬ 
duction  of  appropriations  is  stained  with 
blood  and  sweat,  because  we  had  to  fight 
to  hold  it  from  the  clutch  of  voracious 
interests  which  sought  to  spend  it,  and 
more,  on  nondefense  projects,  which 
could  make  no  possible  contribution  to 
the  winnings  of  the  war  or  the  avoidance 
of  future  wars. 
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The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  has 
consumed  10  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  will  take  five  addi¬ 
tional  minutes,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  country  is  in  the  gravest  danger. 
That  is  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
military  authorities.  We  are  today  in 
danger  not  merely  of  war,  but  of  ex¬ 
termination.  We  carry  the  largest  debt 
men  ever  dreamed  of  and  we  face  the 
heaviest  expenditure  ever  required  of  a 
nation.  In  addition  to  that  our  national 
revenues  are  declining.  For  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30  last,  the  Federal 
Government  collected  in  revenues 
$1,500,000,000  plus,  less  than  collected 
the  previous  year. 

At  the  same  time  the  sale  of  Govern¬ 
ment  bonds  is  declining.  For  the  last 
month  more  bonds  were  cashed  than 
were  sold.  So  in  time  of  great  national 
danger,  with  declining  revenues,  with 
mounting  expenditures,  increasing  diffi¬ 
culty  in  floating  Government  loans, 
there  are  interests  in  the  country  which 
insist  on  spending  money  for  unneces¬ 
sary  nondefense  purposes.  They  fought 
bitterly  to  the  last  ditch  for  expendi¬ 
tures  which  even  if  we  had  no  debt  and 
if  we  were  not  at  war  would  be  unwar¬ 
ranted.  With  the  debt  which  we  are 
carrying  and  with  the  war  which  we  are 
now  waging,  and  with  the  possibility  of 
other  and  more  terrible  wars  in  the  fu¬ 
ture,  we  barely  saved  $2,000,000,000. 
It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  Nation  will 
realize  that  we  cannot  have  business  as 
usual  or  politics  as  usual — that  all  must 
sacrifice  and  lessen  the  pressure  on  Con¬ 
gress  for  projects  which  can  be  elimi¬ 
nated  or  deferred. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  add  that  it  is  fortu¬ 
nate  that  we  were  proceeding  this  year 
under  the  one-package  appropriation 
bill.  Had  we  not  had  the  omnibus  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  this  year — had  we  been 
reporting  out  every  week  or  two  separate 
supply  bills,  most  of  them  would  have 
become  law  months  ago  and  the  pro¬ 
grams  they  implemented  would  have 
been  in  effect  long  before  the  war  opened. 
But  with  all  appropriations  in  one  bill, 
we  were  in  position  to  readjust  plans 
and  expenditures  to  meet  the  changed 
conditions  thrust  upon  us  by  the  war. 
As  it  is,  every  expenditure  has  been  re¬ 
considered  and  readjusted.  All  plans 
and  programs  have  been  brought  down 
to  date.  The  funds  which  under  the  old 
system  would  have  already  been  spent 
and  committed  to  peacetime  purposes 
and  conditions  are  now  available  for  the 
needs  of  the  day  and  the  hour.  The  om¬ 
nibus  appropriation  bill  is  one  of  the  few 
fortuitous  features  of  this  unhappy  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of 
my  time  and  now  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  before  us  the 
conference  report  on  the  general  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  I  am  not  going  to  do  much 
more  than  to  describe  some  of  the  ma¬ 
jor  items  that  are  involved  and  to  per¬ 
haps  answer  any  questions  that  may 
be  raised  with  reference  to  them. 

There  is  complete  agreement  on  most 
items  with  reference  to  amount.  There 
are  three  or  four  items  in  disagreement 
that  will  probably  require  some  little 
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discussion,  although  I  do  not  think  that 
it  should  take  too  long. 

As  far  as  the  regular  departments  are 
concerned,  the  only  items  where  I  was 
particularly  disappointed  in  the  result 
were  the  Agricultural  chapter  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  chapter 
where  too  often  the  high  figure  of  either 
House  or  Senate  has  been  taken.  This 
resulted  in  those  chapters  being  away 
above  the  highest  figures  in  almost  every 
case.  But  in  most  of  the  other  chapters 
we  did  reasonably  well. 

In  connection  with  the  items  at  the 
end  of  the  bill,  which  were  put  in  by 
the  Senate,  it  was  necessary  to  yield  to 
the  Senate  on  most  of  the  items  relating 
to  the  military  because  of  the  war  sit¬ 
uation.  In  connection  with  the  items 
relating  to  foreign  relief,  the  conference 
reports  back  an  agreement  upon  $2,250,- 
000,000  for  ECA.  That  is  a  very  liberal 
figure,  but,  everything  considered,  I 
think  we  should  be  glad  we  were  able  to 
get  a  $200,000,000  reduction  from  the 
Senate  figure. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  The  gentleman  might 
state  that  there  was  an  effort  to  reduce 
that  more  than  we  did. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  We  reserved  some  of 
it. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  Of 
course,  there  is  a  situation  there  that  is 
very  distressing.  In  yesterday’s  Times- 
Herald  there  was  an  article  which  I 
think  would  be  profitable  for  the  House 
to  read.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  insert  the  article  at 
this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  article  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Marshall  Plan  Press  Agents  Given  Freb 
Visits  to  Europe 
(By  Philip  Wardin) 

Young  Americans  can  join  the  Navy  and 
see  the  world  through  a  porthole  but  if  they 
prefer  luxury  they  can  become  Marshall  plan 
press  agents  at  a  good  salary  and  see  the 
world  first  class,  with  expenses  paid  by  the 
taxpayers. 

A  survey  reveals  that  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration  information  office  has 
been  giving  several  of  its  employees  free 
visits  to  Europe  and  the  Middle  East  this 
summer. 

Robert  Mullen,  director  of  ECA  informa¬ 
tion,  left  yesterday  on  a  tour  of  Europe.  He 
originally  mapped  a  $7,500  round-the-world 
trip,  but  later  postponed  part  of  it — a  visit 
to  the  Orient — until  fall. 

Mullen  has  sent  an  heiress  to  the  J.  P. 
Morgan  banking  fortune  to  London  for  a 
convention  of  clubwomen — to  get  new  propa¬ 
ganda  material  on  the  Marshall  plan  to  in¬ 
fluence  American  clubwomen. 

He  sent  an  inexperienced  youth,  hired  as 
a  "picture  expert”  tripping  to  Paris  and 
London  to  see  the  sights  and  get  new  pictures 
for  propaganda  purposes  here. 

Despite  the  fact  that  ECA  now  has  73 
American  press  employees  in  Paris  alone  and 
56  more  in  the  various  16  Marshall  plan  mis¬ 
sions  in  Europe  plus  222  Europeans  on  these 
staffs,  ECA  sent  a  former  woman  reporter  to 


Paris  last  week  to  get  "human  interest" 
stories  for  a  clubwoman  propaganda  pam¬ 
phlet. 

Although  the  ECA  press  Information  office 
In  Paris  has  a  chief  who  gets  about  $20,000 
a  year  in  salary  and  expense  money,  and  has 
a  large  number  of  highly  paid  former  re¬ 
porters  on  his  staff,  the  ECA  here  sent  a 
man  from  Washington  to  show  a  group  of 
editors  about  Europe. 

Several  others  from  the  Washington  Office 
have  gone  to  Europe  this  summer  on  simi¬ 
lar  assignments. 

Mullen  now  has  48  persons  on  his  Wash¬ 
ington  staff  drawing  salaries  totaling  $280,- 
000  a  year.  Among  these  are  the  Morgan 
heiress,  an  ex-bullfighter,  the  daughter  of 
a  famous  symphony  conductor,  and  a  score 
of  graduates  from  the  defunct  war  agencies 
of  World  War  II. 

He  recently  separated  a  noted  Negro  World 
War  II  Air  Force  pilot  who  achieved  some 
success  as  an  author  from  his  Washington 
staff  and  dispatched  him  to  Formosa  at  $15,- 
000  a  year  to  direct  Marshall  plan  press  in¬ 
formation  there. 

The  American  press  agents  for  ECA  will 
draw  $673,000  in  salaries  this  year. 

Now,  it  is  perfectly  apparent  that  they 
can  get  along  with  much  less  money. 
They  saved  $115,000,000  more  out  of  last 
year’s  appropriation  than  they  told  us 
they  would  when  they  were  before  us  on 
this  side. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  further,  that  news¬ 
paper  article  is  a  very  good  argument 
for  the  argument  we  have  been  making 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  time  and  time 
again  that  we,  who  are  endeavoring  to 
spread  the  truth  about  America  through¬ 
out  the  world,  should  have  one  informa¬ 
tion  service  rather  than  having  to  scatter 
our  shots  in  three  or  four  different  direc¬ 
tions.  We  have  three  or  four  different 
information  services  from  the  United 
States,  and  unless  we  concentrate  and 
coordinate  this  effort  to  tell  the  truth 
about  our  aims,  you  are  going  to  have  a 
situation  like  this  happen  right  along 
and  America  will  become  the  laughing 
stock  of  the  world. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  On  top 
of  that  extra  balance  that  they  had  left, 
the  expenditures  for  the  fiscal  year  pe¬ 
riod  down  to  a  couple  of  days  ago  when 
I  saw  the  Treasury  statement,  were  run¬ 
ning  $115,000,000  as  against  $360,000,000 
for  the  corresponding  period  a  year  ago. 
That  indicates  that  a  cutaway  beyond 
the  figure  that  I  have  named,  and  that 
has  been  made,  would  be  justifiable.  It 
indicates  that  there  is  considerable 
velvet  in  there. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Would  the  gentleman 
care  to  express  his  opinion  as  to  the  re¬ 
duction  in  the  amount  of  moneys  to  be 
accorded  to  the  Franco  government  of 
Spain. 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  that  will  come  up 
for  discussion  separately  when  that 
amendment  in  disagreement  is  reached, 
and  I  would  rather  not  spend  my  time 
on  it  now,  because  I  do  not  have  enough 
time  to  justify  doing  it  in  both  places. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  th® 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 


Mr.  JAVTTS.  Will  there  be  an  ex¬ 
planation  also  of  the  cut  in  the  point  4 
funds? 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes.  The  item  was  cut 
$11,900,000,  and  that  is-in  the  conference 
report. 

There  are  two  or  three  other  things 
that  need  explanation.  In  the  first 
place,  they  could  not  possibly  spend  any¬ 
where  near  the  $15,000,000  in  addition 
to  the  $8,000,000  that  they  have  under 
the  South  America  operation,  and  in  the 
second  place,  the  outfit  operating  in 
South  America  is  bringing  America  into 
disrepute  instead  of  creating  good  will 
in  South  America,  and  it  was  felt  that  a 
reduction  of  that  kind  would  be  helpful 
and  would  perhaps  create  a  spirit  of  try¬ 
ing  to  do  better  instead  of  having  a  great 
lot  of  throw-away  money  without  get¬ 
ting  any  results.  The  situation  in  South 
America  has  been  very  bad  for  a  long 
time,  and  this  other  set-up  is  not  even 
organized  and  in  shape  so  that  they  can 
move  in  an  intelligent  way  at  all.  I 
think  that  is  about  all  I  care  to  say  on 
that. 

The  item  for  the  children’s  fund  was 
cut  out.  It  was  not  authorized  by  law. 
Furthermore,  that  fund  had  $24,000,000 
remaining  from  last  year.  There  seemed 
to  be  pretty  general  unanimity  among 
the  House  conferees  on  that  point. 

There  are  a  good  many  other  items  in¬ 
volved  here.  I  believe  I  should  spend  a 
minute  on  the  items  with  reference  to 
chapter  IX.  That  relates  to  rivers,  har¬ 
bors,  and  flood  control.  The  rivers  and 
harbors  items  were  reduced  $22,000,000, 
or  perhaps  a  little  bit  more,  below  the 
figure  recommended  by  the  other  body. 
On  flood  control  it  is  approximately 
$54,000,000  below  the  Senate  figure.  In 
each  case  that  is  a  little  above  the  House 
figure,  but  it  was  a  settlement  because 
the  engineers  had  reported  that  the 
President  was  going  to  impound  all  of 
that  amount  of  $74,000,000  anyway. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Will  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  explain  under  what  con¬ 
ditions  the  new  emergency  flood  control 
projects  which  were  put  in  by  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  other  body  can  get  approval 
so  that  they  may  proceed  with  the  work? 

Mr.  TABER.  They  must  have  a  cer¬ 
tification  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  it  is  necessary  for  the 
war  effort.  That  is  the  rule.  I  would 
not  expect  any  project  unless  it  were 
really  necessary  and  would  contribute  in 
some  way  to  the  war  effort,  to  be  ap¬ 
proved.  That  is  our  understanding. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  If  a  flood  control  proj¬ 
ect  which  protects  railroad  yards  over 
which  as  much  as  18  million  tons  of  coal 
are  shipped  per  year,  and  if  it  is  shown 
that  coal  is  used  constantly  in  the  de¬ 
fense  program,  do  you  think  that  sort  of 
program  might  be  approved? 

Mr.  TABER.  Of  course  I  would  not  be 
able  to  tell  what  the  President  would  do, 
but  that  would  be  an  element  which  I 
would  consider  very  important  to  think 
about. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 
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The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 

question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  con- 

fpvpnnp  vpnnvt 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 

For  and).  Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  am,  Mr. 

Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 

Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit. 

CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 

Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.] 
One  hundred  and  eighty-nine  Members 
are  present,  not  a  quorum. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 


lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 

[Roll  No.  254] 

Bailey 

Hall, 

Pfeifer, 

Barden 

Edwin  Arthur 

Joseph  L. 

Barrett,  Wyo. 

Hall, 

Pfeiffer, 

Beall 

Leonard  W. 

William  L. 

Blemiller 

Halleck 

Plumley 

Blackney 

Hand 

Poulson. 

Boggs,  La. 

Hare 

Powell 

Bolling 

Hebert 

Quinn 

Brehm 

Hlnshaw 

Regan 

Bui  winkle 

Jacobs 

Rivers 

Burdick 

Johnson 

Sabath 

Chatham 

Kearney 

Sadowskl 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Keefe 

Scott, 

Crawford 

Klein 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Dawson 

Kunkel 

Smith,  Kans. 

Dingell 

Latham 

Smith,  Ohio 

Dondero 

Lichtenwalter 

Sutton 

Eaton 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Towe 

Engel,  Mich. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Wadsworth 

Fellows 

Mason 

Werdel 

Furcolo 

Miles 

Williams 

Gillette 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Gilmer 

Morrison 

Winstead 

Gore 

Gregory 

Hagen 

Murray,  Wis. 
Norton 

O’Neill 

Withrow 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  359 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1951 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Marcantonio]  . 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Marcantonio  moves  to  recommit  the 
conference  report  on  H.  R.  7786  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  with  instructions  to  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  incor¬ 
porate  in  the  conference  report  the  following 
provision:  At  the  end  of  chapter  XI,  titled 
“General  Provisions,”  add  the  following: 

“None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this 
act  shall  be  paid  to  any  person,  firm,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  corporation  which  refuses  equality 
in  employment  to  any  person  because  of  race, 
color,  or  creed.” 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a 
point  of  order  against  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  mo¬ 
tion  is  not  in  order  for  two  reasons: 
In  the  first  place,  the  proposed  instruc¬ 


tions  to  the  House  managers  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  the  motion  propose  action 
which  is  not  within  their  province,  they 
direct  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  change  the  conference  report, 
an  action  which  can  be  taken  only  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  second  point  is  that  the  provi¬ 
sion  which  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  seeks  to  add  to  the  conference  re¬ 
port  does  not  appear  in  either  the  House 
bill  or  the  Senate  bill.  It  is  therefore 
not  in  conference.  It  is  not  in  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  two  Houses.  For  either 
reason,  the  motion  to  recommit  is  not 
in  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcantonio!  de¬ 
sire  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Yes,  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er.  As  to  the  first  point  that  has  been 
raised,  only  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  are  directed  by  this  mo¬ 
tion  to  do  certain  things.  This  motion 
does  not  direct  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate.  Therefore,  if  this 
motion  were  adopted,  the  House  would 
not  be  going  beyond  its  power  or  beyond 
its  province.  It  would  certainly  be  act¬ 
ing  within  its  jurisdiction  in  instructing 
its  own  conferees. 

The  second  question  raised  is  whether 
or  not  this  is  a  matter  which  can  be 
discussed  and  taken  up  at  a  conference 
between  the  two  Houses.  The  conten¬ 
tion  is  made  that  this  language  was  not 
contained  in  either  one  of  the  two  bills. 
That  is  true,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  that  is 
not  the  test  to  be  applied.  Assuming 
that  these  conferees  had  incorporated 
this  language  in  the  conference  report, 
would  the  language  then  be  subject  to 
a  point  of  order?  Obviously  not,  be¬ 
cause  it  would  be  germane.  It  would 
be  language  which  both  Houses  had  the 
power  to  incorporate.  Therefore,  the 
conference  had  the  power  to  incorporate 
this  language,  and  since  the  conferees 
had  the  power  to  incorporate  this  lan¬ 
guage,  certainly  the  House  has  the  power 
to  instruct  its  own  conferees  to  have 
this  language  incorporated. 

What  is  more,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
dealing  here  with  a  negative  limitation. 
This  is  a  limitation  on  funds  which  is 
something  that  the  members  of  the  con¬ 
ference  can  at  any  time  put  in  a  con¬ 
ference  report.  We  have  had  conference 
reports  here  time  and  time  again,  par¬ 
ticularly  on  appropriation  bills,  which 
contained  limitations  of  various  sorts, 
either  a  limitation  of  amount,  or  of 
scope,  or  of  duties,  and  various  other 
types  of  limitations,  none  of  which  had 
been  either  in  the  Senate  or  in  the 
House  bill.  The  precedents  are  ample 
on  this  point. 

If  the  conferees  could  do  it,  why  can¬ 
not  the  House  ask  the  conferees  to  do 
it? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  would  the  Speaker  permit  a 
brief  observation? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  hear 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  merely  wish  to  make  the  ob¬ 
servation  that  the  conferees  do  not  have 
the  power  to  include  in  a  bill  something 


which  is  not  in  conference.  This  subject 
was  not  in  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  ready 
to  rule.  Without  passing  on  the  first 
point  raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  the  Chair  will  rule  on  the  second 
point  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri.  The  point  of  order  is  that  this 
matter  was  not  incorporated  in  the  bill 
when  it  passed  the  House,  nor  was  it  in 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  other  body.  The 
motion  to  recommit  calls  upon  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  to  do  something 
which  the  House  itself  does  not  have  the 
power  to  do,  namely  to  amend  its  own 
bill  after  its  passage.  This  matter,  not 
being  in  either  the  House  version  or  the 
Senate  version  of  the  bill,  the  Chair 
holds  that  the  point  of  order  is  well  taken 
and  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the 
conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  most  of 
the  items  reported  in  disagreement  are 
merely  formal  matters  on  which  there  is 
general  agreement.  They  are  technical¬ 
ities  reported  back  in  compliance  with 
the  rule,  and  as  their  individual  consid¬ 
eration  would  consume  a  great  deal  of 
time,  without  any  corresponding  advan¬ 
tage,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
following  amendments  be  considered  en 
bloc: 

Chapter  II:  Amendments  11,  15,  16, 
17,  18,  20,  23,  26,  28,  39,  46,  47,  48,  49, 
and  51; 

Chapter  III:  Amendments  94  and  107 ; 

Chapter  V:  Amendments  142, 148,  and 
151;.- 

,  Chapter  VI:  Amendments  157,  166, 
20j,^223,  and  224; 

''"’’Chapter  VII:  Amendments  254,  278, 
279,  285,  295,  300,  302,  and  306; 

Chapter  VIII:  Amendments  342  and 
353; 

Chapter  IX:  Amendment  398; 

Chapter  X:  Amendments  417,  418,  451, 
and  456; 

Chapter  X-B:  Amendments  474,  478, 
481,  482,  483,  485,  486,  and  488. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object,  this  is  only  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  keeping  the  Record  straight; 
is  any  one  of  these  amendments  the 
amendment  providing  for  a  loan  to 
Franco? 

Mr.  CANNON.  No.  That  is  sub¬ 
mitted  in  a  separate  amendment. 

Mr.  YATES.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  do  any  of  these 
amendments  include  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  under  the  point  4  program? 

Mr.  CANNON.  No ;  these  amendments 
are  likewise  submitted  separately. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  whether 
the  amendments  enumerated  in  this  list 
are  amendments  on  which  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  House  and  on  the 
part  of  the  other  body  are  in  unanimous 
agreement? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  and  the  managers  on 
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the  part  of  the  Senate  are  all  in  com¬ 
plete  and  unanimous  agreement  on  the 
amendments  included  in  the  request. 

Mr.  RICH.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  do  any  of  the 
amendments  read  affect  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration  funds  that 
have  been  added  to  this  bill  that  were 
not  considered  in  the  House? 

Mr.  CANNON.  No;  they  do  not. 

Mr.  RICH.  Have  you  agreed  to  the 
fact  that  you  are  going  to  give  this 
$100,000,000  to  Spain? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  will  come  up  in 
a  separate  amendment. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  the  $1,678,000,000  for 
arming  these  foreign  countries?  When 
you  talk  about  peace  and  you  are  pre¬ 
paring  for  war - 

Mr.  CANNON.  No  such  provision  is 
included  in  the  amendments  enumerated. 

Mr.  RICH.  That  comes  up  later? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Either  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  or  later. 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  the  House  going  to  agree 
to  that? 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  will  be  for  the 
House  to  determine. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  hope  not. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Page  4,  line  1,  insert: 

“For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  at  rates  of  compensation  to  he  fixed 
by  him  in  multiples  of  $5  per  month,  $50,370.” 

Page  4,  line  11,  insert: 

“SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

“For  professional  and  clerical  assistance  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business, 
$88,645,  authorized  by  Senate  Resolution  272, 
agreed  to  May  26,  1950,  at  rates  of  compensa¬ 
tion  to  be  fixed  hereafter  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Legislative  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1946,  approved  August  2,  1946, 
as  amended,  with  respect  to  standing  com¬ 
mittees.” 

Page  4,  line  18,  insert: 

“conference  committees” 

Page  4,  line  19,  insert: 

“For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference 
of  the  Majority,  at  rates  of  compensation  to 
be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  committee, 
$30,280.” 

Page  4,  line  22,  insert: 

“For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference 
of  the  Minority  at  rates  of  compensation 
to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  com¬ 
mittee,  $30,280.” 

Page  5,  line  5,  insert: 

"office  of  sergeant  at  arms  and  doorkeeper 

“For  office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Door- 
Keeper,  including  three  in  lieu  of  two  assist¬ 
ant  chief  telephone  operators  at  $2,400  each 
and  33  in  lieu  of  26  telephone  operators  at 
$1,800  each,  $1,028,205.” 

Page  5,  lime  15,  Insert: 

“Legislative  reorganization:  For  salaries 
and  expenses,  legislative  reorganization,  in¬ 
cluding  the  objects  specified  in  Public  Law 
663,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  $100,000.” 

Page  6,  line  1,  insert: 

“Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy: 
For  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Atomic  Energy,  including  the 
objects  specified  in  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth 
Congress,  $160,135.” 

Page  6,  line  11,  insert: 

“Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce:  To  enable  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  to  engage 
by  contract  the  services  of  private  firms  or 
corporations  for  making  a  survey  of  cer¬ 


tificated  interstate,  overseas,  and  foreign  air- 
carrier  operations,  with  a  view  to  drafting 
legislation  requiring  the  separation  of  mail 
compensation  from  any  Federal  subsidy  pay¬ 
ments,  $200,000.” 

Page  8.  line  13,  insert: 

“Senate  restaurants:  For  repairs,  improve¬ 
ments,  equipment,  and  supplies  for  Senate 
kitchens  and  restaurants,  Capitol  Building 
and  Senate  Offioe  Building,-  including  per¬ 
sonal  and  other  services,  to  be  expended 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  United  States 
Senate,  $42,500.” 

Page  9,  line  11,  insert: 

“The  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  secure  suitable  office  space  in 
post  office  or  other  Federal  buildings  in  the 
State  of  each  Senator  for  the  use  of  such 
Senator  and  in  the  city  to  be  designated  by 
him:  Provided,  That  in  the  event  suitable 
space  is  not  available  in  such  buildings  and 
a  Senator  leases  or  rents  office  space  else¬ 
where,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized 
to  approve  for  payment,  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  vouchers  covering  bona 
fide  statements  of  rentals  due  in  an  amount 
not  exceeding  $900  per  annum  for  each 
Senator.” 

Page  9,  after  line  21,  insert: 

“Commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  1949 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  protect  the  funds  of  his 
office  by  purchasing  insurance  in  an  amount 
necessary  to  protect  said  funds  against  loss. 
Premiums  on  such  insurance  shall  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate, 
upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion.” 

Page  10,  line  4,  insert: 

“Salaries  or  wages  paid  out  of  the  fore¬ 
going  items  under  ‘Contingent  expenses  of 
the  Senate’  shall  Ije  computed  at  basic  rates 
as  authorized  by  law,  plus  increased  and 
additional  compensation  as  provided  by  the 
'‘Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,’  as 
amended,  and  the  ‘Second  Supplemental  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1950.’  ” 

Page  19,  line  8,  insert: 

“Joint  Committee  on  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures 

“For  an  amount  to  enable  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal 
Expenditures  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  it  by  section  601  of  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1941  (55  Stat.  726),  to  remain  available 
during  the  existence  of  the  committee,  $20,- 
000,  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate.” 

Page  22,  line  12,  insert: 

“Senate  Office  Building:  For  maintenance, 
miscellaneous  items  and  supplies,  including 
furniture,  furnishings,  and  equipment,  and 
for  labor  and  material  incident  thereto,  and 
repairs  thereof;  for  purchase  of  waterproof 
wearing  apparel  and  for  personal  and  other 
services,  including  four  female  attendants  in 
charge  of  ladies’  retiring  rooms  at  $1,500 
each  and  one  at  $1,560,  for  the  care  and 
operation  of  the  Senate  Office  Building;  to  be 
expended  under  the  control  and  supervision, 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol;  in  all, 
$643,900.” 

Page  94,  line  14,  after  “annum”  insert  "and 
such  employees  may  be  appointed  without 
regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949.” 

Page  80,  line  5,  after  “$3,400,000”  insert 
“ Provided ,  That  the  Departments  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  to 
transfer  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  with¬ 
out  charge,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for  replace¬ 
ment  only).,  aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  surplus  to  the  needs  of  such  De¬ 
partments.” 

Page  150,  line  2,  after  “including”  insert 
“grants  of  adrenocorticotripic  hormone 
(ACTH),  cortisone,  and  other  chemical  sub¬ 
stances,  a.id  for.” 
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Page  152,  line  16,  after  “$1,375,000”  insert 
“ Provided ,  That  the  Surgeon  General  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe  not  to  exceed  25,000  square  feet  of 
land  presently  included  in  the  site  of  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  to  the  Bethesda 
Fire  Department,  a  body  corporate  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  for  the  purpose  of  erect¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  a  fire  station  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  the  facilities  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health  and  for  the  ad¬ 
jacent  community:  Provided  further.  That 
such  terms  and  conditions  may  include  an 
agreement  by  the  Surgeon  General  to  pay  to 
such  department  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  33  J4  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  station  but  not  to  exceed 
$20,000,  to  be  charged  to  the  maximum  limits 
■of  costs  set  out  in  this  paragraph.” 

Page  156,  line  19,  after  “fund”  insert  “of 
which  not  more  than  $404  shall  be  available 
for  payment  in  advance  when  authorized  by 
the  Federal  Security  Administrator  for  dues 
or  fees  for  library  membership  in  organiza¬ 
tions  whose  publications  are  available  to 
members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower 
than  to  the  general  public.” 

Page  168,  strike  out  all  after  line  3  over  to 
and  including  line  17,  page  157,  and  insert: 

“To  enable  the  Secretary  to  improve  and 
develop,  independently  or  through  coopera¬ 
tion  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and 
others,  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural 
products  under  the  provisions  of  title  II  of 
the  act  of  August  14,  1946,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1621-1629) ,  hut  including  the  objects 
for  which  funds  are  available  for  titles  II 
and  III  of  such  act  of  August  14,  1946,  $6,000,- 
000 :  Provided,  That  not  less  than  $650,000  of 
this  amount  shall  be  available  for  contracts 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
205  of  said  act:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau, 
office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such 
amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of 
the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Information,  shall 
not  exceed  those  which  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine),  and  any  such  amounts  shall  he  in 
addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  other¬ 
wise  made  available  to  other  appropriation 
items  of  the  Department:  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shell¬ 
fish  or  any  product  thereof,  except  for  the 
support  of  equitable  transportation  rates  be¬ 
fore  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such 
rates  and  for  development  of  foreign  mar¬ 
kets.” 

Page  175,  line  24,  strike  out  “$2,863,708” 
and  insert  “Sections  3  and  5,  $2,863,708,  and 
sections  9  and  11  of  said  act  as  added  by  the 
act  of  August  14,  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  427h, 
427j ) ,  including  administration  by  the  Office 
-of  Experiment  Stations  in  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  $5,000,000,  no 
part  of  which  latter  amount  shall  be  used 
for  beginning  construction  of  any  building 
costing  in  excess  of  $15,000,  except  that  a 
poultry  breeding  house  may  be  constructed 
at  Purdue  University  at  a  cost  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  of  not  to  exceed  $29,000.” 

Page  196,  line  11,  after  “$1,300,000”  insert 
“of  which  $30,000  shall  be  made  available 
for  the  establishment  of  a  forest  utilization 
service  unit  in  the  Southwest.” 

Page  214,  line  6,  after  “$56,350,000”  in¬ 
sert  “of  which  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000  of 
the  amount  available  for  the  purposes  of 
title  I  and  section  43  of  the  Bankhead-Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  may  he  dis¬ 
tributed  to  States  and  Territories  without 
regard  to  farm  population  and  prevalence  of 
tenancy,  in  addition  to  the  amount  other¬ 
wise  distributed  thereto,  for  loans  in  rec- 
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lamation  projects  and  to  entrymen  on  un¬ 
patented  public  land.” 

Page  215,  line  5,  after  “acts”  insert  "Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  loans  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  author¬ 
ity,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  use  as  a  public-debt  transaction 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  securities 
issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  purposes  for  which  securi¬ 
ties  may  be  issued  under  that  act  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  include  such  loans  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary:  Provided  further,  That  repayments  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans 
shall  be  treated  as  a  public-debt  trans¬ 
action.” 

Page  238,  line  19,  after  “lands”  insert  “and 
materials.” 

Page  248,  line  14,  after  “Dam”  insert  " Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  in  order  to  promote 
agreement  among  the  States  of  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado  and  to  avoid  any 
possible  alteration  of  existing  vested  water 
rights,  no  part  of  this  or  of  any  prior  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  for  construction  or  for 
further  commitment  for  construction  of  the 
Glendo  unit  or  any  feature  thereof,  until  a 
definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  reviewed  by  the  States  of  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado,  and  approved  by 
Congress.” 

Page  248,  line  12,  after  “Dam”  insert  “ Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  or  prior 
appropriations  shall  be  used  for  construc¬ 
tion,  nor  for  further  commitments  to  con¬ 
struction  of  Moorhead  Dam  and  Reservoir, 
Mont.,  or  any  feature  thereof  until  a  defi¬ 
nite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  completed, 
reviewed  by  the  States  of  Wyoming  and 
Montana,  and  approved  by  the  Congress.” 

After  “(e) )  ”  insert  “including  payments  on 
account  of  dependents  of  employees  in  field 
offices  in  project  areas  engaged  in  construc¬ 
tion  and  related  activities.” 

Page  263,  line  11,  insert:  “The  Veterans' 
Administration  is  authorized  to  transfer  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  use 
of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  without  compensa¬ 
tion  therefor,  full  jurisdiction,  possession, 
and  control  of  a  parcel  of  forty-three  acres, 
more  or  less,  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
Fort  Snelling  Government  Reservation  in 
Hennepin  County,  Minnesota.” 

Page  265,  line  6,  after  “appropriation”  in¬ 
sert  ‘‘Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed 
$150,000  of  the  funds  available  for  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  National  Historical  Park,  Pa.,  shall 
be  available  after  January  1,  1951,  for  the 
management,  protection,  maintenance,  and 
rehabilitation  of  Independence  Hall,  grounds, 
and  structures  in  that  park.” 

Page  266,  line  11,  after  “6S5c) insert  “and 
not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  payment,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary,  for  information 
or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  laws  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.” 

Page  267,  line  22,  strike  out  lines  19  to  23, 
inclusive,  and  insert:  “For  carrying  into  ef¬ 
fect  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  16,  1934, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  718-718h),  amounts 
equal  to  the  sums  received  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  from 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  stamps,  to  be 
warranted  monthly  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended.” 

Page  288,  line  23,  after  “amended”  insert: 
‘‘Provided  further,  That  necessary  expenses 
of  inspections  of  projects  financed  through 
loans  to  educational  institutions  authorized 
by  Title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  shall 
be  compensated  by  such  institutions  by  the 
payment  of  fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate 
in  relation  to  the  development  costs  of  such 
projects  will  cover  the  costs  of  rendering 
such  services,  and  expenses  for  such  purpose 
shall  be  considered  nonadministrative,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  such  inspections, 
the  Administrator  may  utilize  any  agency 
and  such  agency  may  accept  reimbursement 


or  payment  for  such  services  from  such  in¬ 
stitutions  or  the  Administrator,  and  shall 
credit  such  amounts  to  the  appropriations  or 
funds  against  which  such  charges  have  been 
made.” 

Page  294,  line  23,  after  “monthly”  insert: 
“Provided  further,  That  so  long  as  funds  are 
available  from  appropriations  for  the  fore¬ 
going  purposes,  the  provisions  of  section 
507  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (Public 
Law  475,  81st  Cong.)  shall  not  be  effective.” 

Page  371,  strike  out  lines  9  to  12,  inclusive, 
and  insert: 

“Sec.  102.  No  part  of  any  appropriation 
contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  used  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  except  for  temporary 
employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the 
payment  of  any  civilian  for  services  rendered 
by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying  a 
skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative, 
executive,  or  supervisory  position  unless  such 
person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  (1)  That  notwithstanding 
the  provision  in  the  act  approved  August  11, 
1939  (53  Stat.  1409)  limiting  employment  in 
the  above-mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States  from  and  after  the  date  of 
approval  of  said  act,  citizens  of  Panama  may 
be  employed  in  such  positions:  (2)  that  at 
no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  cit¬ 
izens  employed  in  the  above-mentioned  posi¬ 
tions  exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  so  employed,  if  United  States 
citizens  are  available  in  continental  United 
States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (3)  that  noth¬ 
ing  in  this  chapter  shall  prohibit  the  con¬ 
tinued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall 
have  rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faithful 
and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone; 
(4)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel  for 
skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical, 
supervisory,  or  executive  positions,  the  con¬ 
trolling  factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall 
be  efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  educa¬ 
tion;  (5)  that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and  the 
United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical, 
clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  super¬ 
visory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the 
terms  of  this  chapter  (a)  shall  normally  be 
employed  not  more  than  40  hours  per  week, 
(b)  may  receive  as  compensation  equal  rates 
of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  em¬ 
ployment  in  continental  United  States  plus 
25  percent;  (6)  this  entire  section  shall 
apply  only  to  persons  employed  in  skilled, 
technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive, 
or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone 
directly  or  indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the 
United  States  Government  or  by  any  corpor¬ 
ation  or  company  whose  stock  is  owned 
wholly  or  in  part  by  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment:  Provided  further,  That  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  suspend  from  time  to  time  in  whole 
or  in  part  compliance  with  this  section  if 
he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  in  the 
public  interest.” 

Page  393,  line  20,  after  “$300,176,000”  insert 
“Provided,  That  the  sum  of  $2,000,000  of  the 
appropriation  ‘Engineer  Service,  Army’,  fiscal 
year  1947,  shall  remain  available  until  June 
30,  1951,  for  the  payment  of  obligations  in¬ 
curred  under  contracts  executed  thereunder 
prior  to  July  1,  1947.” 

Page  394,  line  1,  insert: 

“military  construction,  army 

“For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  military  installations,  and  facilities 
for  the  Army,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.), 
without  regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  including 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  $95,318,585, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $661,400  of  the 
funds  appropriated  under  this  head  in  the 
Military  Functions  Appropriations  Act,  1949, 
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are  hereby  made  available  for  construction 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  October  27,  1949 
(Public  Law  414).” 

Page  414,  after  line  11,  insert: 

“public  works 

“For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  naval  installations,  and  facilities  for 
the  Navy,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June 
16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459),  and  the  act  of 
June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.); 
major  repairs  and  improvements  to  the 
Davisville  pier,  Naval  Base,  Newport,  R.  I.; 
furniture  for  public  quarters;  personnel 
in  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  and  other 
personnel  services  necessary  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  appropriation;  and  engineering 
and  architectural  services  as  authorized  by 
section  3  of  the  act  of  April  25,  1939  (34  U.  S. 
C.  5561 ;  $62,928,000,  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided,  That  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  act  of  June  25,  1948  (62  Stat. 
1027),  for  construction  of  two  new  store¬ 
houses  at  Adak,  Alaska,  may  be  used  for  the 
conversion  of  existing  facilities,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy  determines  such  action 
would  result  in  a  savings  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.” 

Page  419,  strikeout  lines  13  and  18,  inclu¬ 
sive,  and  insert: 

“For  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  temporary  or  permanent  public 
works,  military  installations,  and  facilities 
for  the  Air  Force,  as  authorized  by  the  act 
of  March  30,  1949  (Public  Law  30,  81st 
Cong),  the  act  of  October  27,  1949  (Public 
Law  415,  81st  Cong.),  the  act  of  May  11,  1949 
(Public  Law  60,  81st  Cong.),  and  the  act  of 
June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  81st  Cong.), 
without  regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734,  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  as  amended,  including  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended,  $164,784,000,  of  which 
$25,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  un¬ 
der  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  or  authorized  to  be 
transferred  to  this  head  by  the  National  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,” 

In  the  last  line  of  Senate  amendment 
No.  471,  after  “specified”  insert  “of 
which  not  more  than  $25,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Administrator  for  any  further 
action  he  may  consider  advisable  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  section  115  (f)  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  ®as 
amended.” 

Page  449,  line  9,  insert: 

“ASSISTANCE  TO  THE  REPUBLIC  OP  KOREA 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  assist¬ 
ance  to  tlye  Republic  of  Korea,  as  authorized 
by  law,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  payment  of  tort  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ;  health  service 
programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150);  transportation  of  privately  owned  au¬ 
tomobiles;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles 
and  aircraft;  exchange  of  funds  without  re¬ 
gard  to  section  3651  of  the  Revised  Statutes; 
and  loss  by  exchange;  $90,000,000:  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  administrative  expenses.” 

In  the  last  line  of  Senate  amendment  No. 
477,  after  “years”  insert  ‘‘Provided,  however. 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  the  duplication  of  any  program 
being  carried  on  by  any  other  agency  of  the 
United  States  Government  or  any  interna¬ 
tional  agency  to  which  the  United  States 
is  a  major  contributor,  nor  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  any  project  except  for  demonstration 
or  Instructional  purposes,  nor  for  any  pur¬ 
pose  except  administrative  expenses,  and 
preliminary  surveys  and  technical  coopera¬ 
tion  programs  upon  which  reports  shall  be 
made  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
quarterly.” 
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In  the  last  line  of  Senate  amendment 
No.  477,  after  “years”  Insert  “Provided 
further,  That  the  making  of  any  survey  or 
the  advancement  of  any  technical  coopera¬ 
tion  program  or  the  preparation  of  plans  for 
projects  does  not  constitute  any  obligation 
whatsoever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  make  any  loan  or 
grant  for  the  execution  or  construction  of 
any  project  or  for  the  completion  of  any 
program  devised  under  title  IV  of  Public  Law 
535,  approved  June  5,  1950.” 

In  the  last  line  of  Senate  amendment 
No.  477,  after  “years”  insert  “Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  give  written  notice 
to  each  recipient  of  funds  or  beneficiary  un¬ 
der  said  title  that  such  assistance  shall  not 
be  construed  as  an  obligation  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  to  make  funds  available 
for  the  construction  or  execution  of  any 
project  and  to  report  such  action  to  Con¬ 
gress.” 

Page  453,  preceding  line  16,  insert: 

“Title  II — Department  of  Defense” 

Page  453,  line  16,  insert: 

“Department  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 
“government  and  relief  in  occupied  areas 

“For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
necessary  to  meet  the  responsibilities  and 
obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  government  or  occupation  of 
certain  foreign  areas  (except  Germany),  in¬ 
cluding  personnel  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere  and,  subject  to  such 
authorizations  and  limitations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  department  or 
agency  concerned,  tuition,  personal  allow¬ 
ances  (not  to  exceed  $10  per  day) ,  travel  ex¬ 
penses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for 
like  United  States  military  or  civilian  per¬ 
sonnel),  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in 
the  United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  per¬ 
sons  as  may  be  required  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  and  transportation;  services  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  15  of  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S. 
C.  150);  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  translation  rights,  photo¬ 
graphic  work,  educational  exhibits,  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  information,  including  pre¬ 
view  and  review  expenses  incident  thereto; 
expanses  incident  to  the  operation  of  schools 
in  Japan  for  American  children  who  are  de¬ 
pendents  of  Government  personnel;  printing 
and  binding;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  repair  and 
maintenace  of  buildings,  utilities,  facilities, 
and  appurtenances;  contingencies  for  the 
United  States  commanders,  commissioners, 
or  other  administrators  of  foreign  areas,  to 
be  expended  in  their  respective  discretions 
(not  exceeding  amounts  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  head  of  the  department  or 
agency  concerned);  such  minimum  supplies 
for  the  civilian  populations  of  such  areas  as 
may  be- essential  to  prevent  starvation,  dis¬ 
ease,  or  unrest,  prejudicial  to  the  objectives 
sought  to  be  accomplished;  and  such  sup¬ 
plies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may 
be  essential  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  $288,000,000,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $18,200,000  shall  be  available  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses:  Provided,  That  the 
general  provisions  of  the  appropriation  act 
for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  the  military  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Department  of  the  Army  shall 
apply  to  expenditures  made  by  that  Depart¬ 
ment  from  this  appropriation :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  expenditures  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion  may  be  made  outside  continental  United 
States,  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  pur¬ 
poses,  without  regard  to  sections  355,  1136, 
3648,  and  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended, 
civil  service  or  classification  laws,  or  pro¬ 
visions  of  law  prohibiting  payment  of  any 
person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States; 


Provided  further,  That  expenditures  from 
this  appropriation  may  be  made,  when  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  the  Armed  Services  Procure¬ 
ment  Act  of  1947  (41  U.  S.  C.‘  151-161)  :  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  expenditures  may  be 
made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic 
rehabilitation  in  such  occupied  areas  in  such 
manner  as  to  be  consistent  with  the  general 
objectives  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended:  Provided  further,  That 
funds  appropriated  hereunder  and  un¬ 
expended  at  the  time  of  the  termination  of 
occupation  by  the  United  States,  of  any  area 
for  which  such  funds  are  made  available,  may 
be  expended  by  the  President  for  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  such  commodities  and  technical 
services,  and  commodities  procured  from 
funds  herein  or  heretofore  appropriated  for 
government  and  relief  in  occupied  areas  and 
not  delievered  to  such  an  area  prior  to  the 
time  of  the  termination  of  occupation,  may 
be  utilized  by  the  President,  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  assist  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
political  and  economic  stability  of  such 
areas :  Provided  further,  That  before  any 
such  assistance  is  made  available,  an  agree¬ 
ment  shall  be  entered  into  between  the 
United  States  and  the  recognized  govern¬ 
ment  or  authority  with  respect  to  such  area 
containing  such  undertakings  by  such  gov¬ 
ernment  or  authority  as  the  President  may 
determine  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  assure 
the  efficient  use  of  such  assistance  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  such  purposes :  Provided  further. 
That  such  agreement  shall,  when  applicable, 
include  requirements  and  undertakings  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  requirements  and  under¬ 
takings  specified  in  sections  5,  6,  and  7  of  the 
Foreign  Aid  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  389, 
approved  December  17,  1947)  :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder 
may  be  used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  department 
or  agency  concerned  to  pay  ocean  transpor¬ 
tation  charges  from  United  States  ports,  in¬ 
cluding  territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  Japan 
and  the  Ryukyus  for  the  movement  of  sup¬ 
plies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by,  United 
States  voluntary  nonprofit  relief  agencies 
registered  with  and  recommended  by  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid 
or  of  relief  packages  consigned  to  individuals 
residing  in  such  countries :  Provided  further, 
That  under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be 
prescribed,  the  head  of  the  department  or 
agency  concerned  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform 
rate  per  pound  for  the  ocean  transportation 
of  all  relief  packages  of  food  or  other  general 
classification  of  commodities  shipped  to 
Japan  or  the  Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods 
of  shipment  and  higher  rates  charged  by 
particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but 
this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  shipments 
made  by  individuals  to  individuals:  Provided 
further,  That  the  President  may  transfer  to 
any  other  department  or  agency  any  function 
or  functions  provided  for  under  this  appro¬ 
priation,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to 
any  such  department  or  agency  such  unobli¬ 
gated  balances  of  this  appropriation  and, 
without  reimbursement  and  without  regard 
to  the  appropriation  from  which  procured, 
such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  shall  determine  to  relate  pri¬ 
marily  to  any  function  or  functions  so  trans¬ 
ferred;  and  any  funds  so  transferred  may  be 
expended  either  under  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  herein  or  under  the  authority  govern¬ 
ing  the  activities  of  the  department  or  agency 
concerned.” 

Title  III — Department  of  State 

Page  457,  line  21,  insert: 

“GOVERNMENT  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS  OF  GERMANY 

“For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
necessary  to  meet  the  responsibilities  and 
obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  government,  occupation,  and 
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control  of  occupied  areas  of  Germany,  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  State 
may  prescribe,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  one  deputy  to  the 
United  States  High  Commissioner  for  Ger¬ 
many  at  a  salary  of  $17,500;  tuition,  per¬ 
sonal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10  per  day), 
travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  author¬ 
ized  for  United  States  civilian  personnel), 
health  and  accident  insurance,  and  fees  in¬ 
cident  to  instruction  in  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere,  of  such  persons  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
appropriation;  actual  expenses  of  preparing 
and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the 
remains  of  persons  who  may  die  away  from 
their  homes  while  participating  in  activities 
authorized  under  this  appropriation;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not 
in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals; 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150);  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  in  the  manner  author-, 
ized  in  the  first  paragraph  of  section  26721 
as  amended,  of  title  28  of  the  United  States 
Code  when  such  claims  arise  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries;  expenses  for  translation  and  reproduc¬ 
tion  rights;  acquisition,  maintenance,  oper¬ 
ation,  and  distribution  of  educational,  in¬ 
formational,  reorientation,  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion  materials  and  equipment  for  Germany, 
including  grants;  medical  and  health  assist¬ 
ance  for  the  civilian  population  of  Germany; 
expenses  incident  to  the  operation  of  schools 
for  American  children  who  are  dependents 
of  Government  personnel;  expenses  incident 
to  maintaining  discipline  and  order  in  oc¬ 
cupied  areas  (including  trial  and  punish¬ 
ment  by  courts  established  by  or  under  au¬ 
thority  of  the  President);  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  including  printing  and  binding  outside 
continental  United  States  without  regard  to 
section  11  of  the  act  of  March  1,  1919  (44 
U.  S.  C.  Ill);  purchase,  rental,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  printing  and  binding 
machines,  equipment,  and  devices  abroad; 
purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehi¬ 
cles;  transportation  to  occupied  Germany  of 
property  donated  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  unforeseen  contingencies 
(not  to  exceed  $100,000)  for  the  United 
States  High  Commissioner  for  Germany,  to 
be  accounted  for  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31 
U.  S.  C.  107);  and  representation  allowances 
(not  to  exceed  $20,000)  similar  'to  those 
authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131);  $27,- 
000,000:  Provided,  That  provisions  of  law,  in¬ 
cluding  current  appropriation  acts,  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  Department  of  State  shall  be 
available  for  application  to  expenditures 
made  from  this  appropriation:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  when  section  601  of  the  Econ¬ 
omy  Act  of  1932,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C. 
686) ,  is  employed  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation  the  requisitioned 
agency  may  utilize  the  authority  contained 
in  this  appropriation:  Provided  further. 
That  expenditures  from  this  appropriation 
may  be  made  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  when  necessary  to  carry  out  its  pur¬ 
poses,  without  regard  to  sections  355  and 
3648,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Department  of  State  is 
authorized  to  utilize  for  carrying  out  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation,  including  un¬ 
foreseen  contingencies,  without  dollar  reim¬ 
bursement  from  this  or  any  other  appropria¬ 
tion  (1)  currencies  deposited  in  Germany 
by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  in 
accordance  with  section  115  (b)  (6)  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  which  may  be  made  available  by 
the  Economic  Cooperation  Administration, 
(2)  currencies  otherwise  deposited  in  Ger¬ 
many  by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany 
and  which  become  available  for  use  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  its  repre- 
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sentatives  or  agencies  in  Germany,  In  such 
quantities  and  under  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  after  consultation  with  tha 
Administrator  for  Economic  Cooperation, 
and  (3)  other  currencies  derived  from  ac¬ 
tivities  carried  on  under  this  appropriation: 
Provided  further,  That  civilian  employees  of 
the  United  States  serving  in  Germany  who 
received  appointments  in  October  1949  to  the 
Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States  for 
service  in  Germany  shall,  for  the  purposes 
of  section  625  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946,  be  considered  to  have  been  in  class 
on  September  30,  1949:  Provided  further. 
That  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation 
appointments  may  be  made  to  the  Foreign 
Service  Reserve  without  regard  to  the  4-year 
limitation  contained  in  section  522  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  in  the  event  the'  President  as¬ 
signs  to  the  Department  of  State  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States 
in  connection  with  the  government,  occu¬ 
pation,  or  control  of  foreign  areas  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  Germany,  the  authorities  contained 
in  this  appropriation  may  be  utilized  by  the 
Department  of  State  in  connection  with  such 
government,  occupation,  or  control  of  such 
foreign  areas:  Provided  further.  That  when 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1911,  as 
amended  (10  U.  S.  C.  1253),  furnishes  sub¬ 
sistence  supplies  to  personnel  of  civilian 
agencies  of  the  United  States  Government 
serving  in  Germany,  payment  therefor  by 
such  personnel  shall  be  made  at  the  same 
rate  as  is  paid  by  civilian  personnel  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army  serving  in  Ger¬ 
many.” 


Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion,  which  I  send  to  the  desk, 
je  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
r.  Cannon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
/om  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
&f  the  Senate  numbered:  (Ch.  II)  11,  15, 
'  16,  17,  18,  20,  23,  26,  28,  39,  46,  47,  48,  49, 
51;  (ch.  Ill)  94,  107;  (ch.  V)  142,  148,  151; 
(ch.  VI)  157,  166,  201,  223,  224;  (ch.  VII) 
254,  278,  279,  285,  295,  300,  302,  306;  (ch. 
VIII)  342,  353;  (ch.  IX)  398;  (ch.  X)  417, 
418,  451,  456;  (ch.  X-B)  474,  478,  481,  482, 
483  ,  485,  486,  488;  and  concur  therein. 


SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 


from  Missouri. 

Mr.  RICH.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  There  is  no  question 
of  reserving  the  right  to  object.  The 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  made  a 
motion  that  is  in  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

The  motionjyas__agreed  to. 

'I  lie  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment  No.  35:  On  page  7,  line  11, 
Insert : 


“Inquiries  and  investigations :  For  expenses 
of  inquiries  and  investigations  ordered  by 
the  Senate  or  conducted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  134  (a)  of  Public  Law  601,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress,  including  compensation  for 
stenographic  assistance  of  committees  at 
such  rates  and  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Committee  on  Rules  and  Administration, 
but  not  exceeding  the  rate  of  25  cents  per 
hundred  words  for  the  original  transcript  of 
reported  matter;  and  including  $50,000  for 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to  be 
available  also  for  the  purposes  mentioned 
in  Senate  Resolution  No.  193,  agreed  to 
October  14, 1943,  and  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth 


Congress,  $832,000:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for 
per  diem  and  subsistence  expenses  (  as  defined 
in  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949)  at  rates 
in  excess  of  $9  per  day  except  that  higher 
rates  may  be  established  by  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  Administration  in  the  case  of 
travel  beyond  the  limits  of  the  continental 
United  States:  And  provided  further.  That 
hereafter  the  provisions  of  section  134  (a) 
of  Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress, 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Small  Business.” 

Mi*.  McGRATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  McGrath  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  No.  25,  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  13  of 
the  Senate  amendment,  strike  out  “$832,000” 
and  insert  the  following:  “$722,000,  and 
the  affairs  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Economic  Cooperation,  provided  for  in 
Senate  Resolution  No.  298,  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress,  shall  be  liquidated  not  later  than 
August  31,  1950.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  68 :  Page  54,  line  13, 
after  “$34,000,000”  insert  “of  which  sum 
$200,000  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  friendships  with  the  peoples  of 
western  European  countries  by  means  of 
radio  broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be  created 
and  produced  under  the  supervision  and  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Department  of  State  by  experi¬ 
enced  private  international  broadcasting  or¬ 
ganizations;  and.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  68,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert:  “of  which  sum  $100,000  may  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  friend¬ 
ships  with  the  peoples  of  western  European 
countries  by  means  of  radio  broadcasts,  said 
programs  to  be  created  and  produced  under 
the  supervision  and  control  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  by  experienced  private  inter¬ 
national  broadcasting  organizations;  and.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  72:  Page  56,  line  16, 
after  “expended”  insert  “and  in  addition,  the 
Institute  is  authorized,  prior  to  June  30, 
1953,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes 
of  such  act,  as  amended,  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $7,000,000.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  72,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert:  “$1,000,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  92:  Page  79,  line  9, 
after  “expenses”  insert  "of  which  $35,000  may 
be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  "Salaries 
and  expenses.  Civil  Aeronautics  Administra¬ 
tion”  for  such  expenses,  including  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  aircraft.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  92,  and  concur 
therein  within  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment. 
Insert:  “$17,500.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  -re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  175:  Page  179,  line 
15,  strike  out  all  after  “$7,950,000”  down  to 
and  including  v‘entry”  in  line  23. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  re%d  as  follows: 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  175,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  by  said  amendment, 
insert  the  following:  “including  $30,000  for 
the  acquisition  of  land  and  construction  of 
buildings  for  inspection  of  livestock  at 
Canadian  border  ports  of  entry.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
'’■’TTrerSFEAKER.  The  Clerk  will'  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  189 :  Page  189,  lino 
22,  after  “$850,000”,  insert  “of  which  $1,500,- 
000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the 
purposes  of  said  joint  resolution  only  to  the 
extent  that  the  Secretary,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary 
to  meet  emergency  conditions.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  189,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert: 
“$1,250,000.” 

The  motjan-wag.  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  'The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  192:  Page  190,  line 
22,  after  “$900,000”,  insert  “of  which  $1,000,- 
000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the 
purposes  of  said  act  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to 
meet  emergency  conditions.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  tha 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  192,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert: 
“$750,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The' SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  %ext  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  198:  Page  195,  line 

5,  insert: 

“Cooperative  range  improvements:  For  ar¬ 
tificial  revegetation,  construction,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  range  improvements,  control  of 
rodents,  and  eradication  of  poisonous  and 
noxious  plants  on  national-forest  lands,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  of  the  act  of  April  24, 
1950  (Public  Law  No.  478),  $750,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  198,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert 
“$700,000.” 

The.  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amerrament  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  200:  Page  196,  line 

6,  after  “$2,995,000”,  insert  “of  which  $55,000 
shall  be  available  for  such  investigations  and 
experiments  at  Bartlett  Experimental  Forest 
only.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  200,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert 
“$41,000.”  j 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The 'SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  209 :  Page  200,  line 
14,  after  “situated”,  insert  “Provided  further. 
That  of  the  funds  available  herein,  not  in 
excess  of  $7,880,000  may  be  expended  in 
watersheds  heretofore  authorized  by  section 
13  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22, 
1944,  for  necessary  gully  control,  floodwater 
detention,  and  floodway  structures  in  areas 
other  than  those  over  which  the  Department 
of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and  respon¬ 
sibility.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  209,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert 
“$8,315,000.” 

"  =-  Thfi-«rotion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  215:  Page  206,  line 
2,  strike  out  all  after  “States”  down  to  and 
Including  “county”  in  line  24. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  215,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  stricken  by  said  amendment, 
insert  the  following:  “Provided  further,  That 
not  to  exceed  5  percent  of  the  allocation  for 
the  agricultural  conservation  program  for  any 
county  inay  be  allotted  with  the  approval 
of  the  State  committee  to  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  for  services  of^its  technicians  in 
formulating  and  carrying  out  the  agricul¬ 
tural  conservation  program  and  the  funds  so 
allotted  shall  not  be  utilized  by  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  for  any  purpose  other  than 
technical  and  other  assistance  in  such 
county.” 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  have  a  minute  or  so  to 
interrogate  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I  ask 
the  gentleman  in  this  connection  if  he 
feels  the  language  is  absolutely  volun¬ 
tary  as  regards  the  various  counties  and 
States? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  There  is  no  question 
but  what  it  is  purely  permissive. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  notice 
that  the  State  PMA  committee  must 
agree  to  any  such  transfer  on  the  part  of 
the  county. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  right.  It  has 
to  be  agreeable  to  the  county  and  to  the 
State  before  it  is  done;  in  other  words, 
it  is  permissive.  It  enables  them  to  do 
it  if  they  want  to. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Has  the 
gentleman  conferred  with  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley]  and 
the  members  of  the  legislative  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  have  several  times, 
and  they  are  in  complete  accord  with 
what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  They  do 
not  think  that  we  are  infringing  on 
their  legislative  rights? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Would  the  language  in 
this  amendment  in  any  way  prohibit  the 
PMA  committees  from  employing  per¬ 
sonnel  which  some  might  consider  to  be 
technicians  in  the  construction  or  work 
such  as  pools,  terraces,  and  so  forth, 
where  there  are  no  soil  conservation  dis¬ 
tricts? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  It  would  not  restrict 
It  in  any  way  whatsoever.  This  is  to  try 
to  prevent  duplication,  but  in  those  areas 
in  which  soil  conservation  technicians 
are  not  available,  it  would  in  no  way  re¬ 
strict  their  activities. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  that  this  additional  assistance  from 
the  Production  and  Marketing  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  soil  conservation  personnel  as¬ 
signed  to  soil  conservation  districts  will 
be  kept  in  those  districts  where  the  work 
has  not  been  substantially  completed? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Certainly,  there  is  no 
intention  to  upset  that  in  the  least.. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  But  you  did  cut  the 
soil  conservation  item  approximately 
$500,000? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  No. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  In  this  make-up? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  No.  The  figure  for 
the  soil  conservation  district  is  in  excess 
of  $1,000,000  higher  than  it  was  last  year. 
The  Senate  did  cut  it  $500,000,  and  this 
is  additional  money  over  what  they  had 
hoped  to  get  at  this  date.  So,  since  they 
got  a  million  dollars  more  than  they  now 
have,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  re¬ 
duction.  There  might  be  a  reduction  in 
what  they  hoped  to  have. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  And  the  gentleman 
feels  that  all  these  districts  which  have 
not  completed  their*  jobs  will  be  kept 
open  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Certainly,  that  is  the 
intention  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Will  the  gentleman  ex¬ 
plain  the  difference  in  the  language  in 
this  amendment  which  the  gentleman 
has  just  offered  and  the  language  in  the 
present  law? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Well,  the  difference 
was  this:  The  Senate  insisted  that  this 
should  have  approval  of  the  State  PMA 
committee.  Personally,  I  think  it  is 
sound  to  have  some  consideration  by  the 
State  and  have  a  State  policy  rather 
than  have  individual  handling  of  it  in 
each  county.  I  think  that  is  the  only 
change. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  In  other  words,  this 
language  is  giving  the  authority  back  to 
the  farmers,  so  to  speak? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  That  is  the  way  I 
see  it,  and  it  is  an  effort  to  correlate  the 
efforts  of  these  two  agencies  which  I 
think  have  done  a  splendid  job.  We 
counselled  with  numerous  Members  of 
the  legislative  committee.  This  program 
did  not  get  started  until  last  November, 
but  nevertheless,  250  counties  have  vol¬ 
untarily  come  into  it,  and  it  looks  like 
it  holds  real  promise  to  get  maximum 
dividends  from  this  soil  program. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  232 :  Page  220,  line 
«,  insert  the  following:  “together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  au¬ 
thorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
such  expenses  which  several  amounts  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  a  total  of  $207,000  shall  be  trans- 
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ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

_ _  The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

~^THe  SFSAKEr.  The  Cleripwill  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  234:  Page  221,  line 
19,  insert  the  following:  “ Provided ,  That 
when  and  to  the  extent  that  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the 
programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  De¬ 
partment  authorized  by  Congress  can  be 
more  advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or 
distributed  by  the  Office  of  Information,  as 
the  central  agency  of  the  Department  there¬ 
for,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000 
for  these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  from  the 
funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  available  for 
the  objects  specified  herein.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

—  ■  m-|p  rn^tio.n  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  TJ19  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  W  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  238:  Page  229,  line 
6,  insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  411.  Of  the  funds  appropriated  in 
this  chapter  for  travel  expenses,  $791,888 
shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and 
covered  into  the  Treasury  on  or  before  August 
1,  1950;  but  such  amount  shall  be  credited 
toward  any  other  reduction  in  amounts  avail¬ 
able  for  such  travel  expenses  resulting  from 
decreases  in  appropriations  made  by  this  act 
below  the  budget  estimates.” 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Whitten  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  238,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  “In  lieu  of 
the  words  “on  or  before  August  1,  1950”  in 
said  amendment,  insert  the  following: 
“within  30  days  after  enactment  of  this 
act.” 

The  jnotiao.'was  agreed  to. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  275:  Page  247,  line 
4,  after  "fund”  insert  “and  in  addition  there¬ 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  is  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  incur  obligations  and  enter 
into  contracts  for  additional  work,  materials, 
and  equipment  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$3,000,000  for  power  transmission  lines  and 
substations  in  the  fiscal  year  1951.” 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  277:  page  247,  line 
22,  after  “Dam”  insert  "Provided  further. 
That  $3,000,000  of  the  funds  provided  in  this 
paragraph  plus  $3,000,000  contract  authority 


shall  be  available  for  construction  of  trans¬ 
mission  lines  and  substations  in  South  Da¬ 
kota,  to  Include  a  transmission  loop  from. 
Port  Randall  through  the  load  centers  of 
Armour,  Huron,  Aberdeen,  Andover,  Water- 
town,  Brookings,  Sioux  Falls,  and  Gavins 
Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines  from  Fort 
Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid  City  to 
Midland.” 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  284:  Page  252,  line 
8,  after  “Reclamation;”  insert  “payment,  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  for,  of  compen¬ 
sation  and  expense  of  persons  on  the  rolls 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  appointed  as 
authorized  by  law  to  represent  the  United 
States  in  the  negotiation  and  administration 
of  interestate  compacts;  and,  without  reim¬ 
bursement  or  return  under  the  reclamation 
laws.” 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Jackson  of  Washington  moves  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  284,  and 
concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert:  “payment,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  for,  of  compensation  and 
expense  of  persons  on  the  rolls  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  appointed  as  authorized 
by  law  to  represent  the  United  States  in  the 
negotiation  and  administration  of  interstate 
compacts  without  reimbursement  or  return, 
under  the  reclamation  laws.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  288:  Page  253,  line 
7,  strike  out  all  after  “law”  down  to  and 
including  “Investigations.”  in  lines  8  and  9, 
and  insert  “ Provided  further,  That,  except 
as  otherwise  provided  by  the  act  of  April 
19,  1945  (43  U.  S.  C.  377),  or  by  any  other 
law,  no  part  of  any  appropriation  made  here¬ 
in  shall  be  available  pursuant  to  the  said 
act  of  April  19,  1945,  for  expenses  other  than, 
those  incurred  on  behalf  of  specific  reclama¬ 
tion  projects  except  expenses  under  the  head 
‘General  administrative  expenses’  and  under 
the  head  ‘General  investigations.’  ” 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Jackson  of  Washington  moves  that 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  288, 
and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out 
and  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert 
“ Provided ,  That  no  part  of  any  appropria¬ 
tion  made  herein  shall  be  available  pursuant 
to  the  act  of  April  19,  1945  (43  U.  S.  C.  377), 
for  expenses  other  than  those  incurred  on 
behalf  of  specific  reclamation  projects  ex¬ 
cept  $7,200,000  under  the  head  ‘General  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses’  and  $1,193,205  ($197,- 
925  for  reconnaissance,  $769,080  for  basin 
surveys,  and  $226,200  for  general  engineer¬ 


ing  and  research)  under  the  head  ‘General 
Investigations.’  ” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  289:  Page  256,  line 
11,  insert: 

“tranfer  of  ephrata  air  force  base 

“For  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance,  and 
settlement  programs  on  the  Columbia  Basin 
project  in  the  State  of  Washington,  the 
armed  services,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  or  other  Federal  agency  having  own¬ 
ership  or  custody  thereof  or  interest  therein, 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  without  reimburse¬ 
ment  or  transfer  of  funds,  all  of  their  right, 
title,  and  Interest  to  certain  buildings,  facili¬ 
ties,  and  equipment  at  the  Ephrata  Air  Force 
Base,  Ephrata,  Wash.,  including  the  following 
buildings  in  accordance  with  block  and 
building  numbers:  Block  800,  building  No. 
63;  block  1900,  buildings  Nos.  10,  11,  12,  13, 
14,  16,  17;  block  2000,  4  buildings  No.  75.  2 
buildings  No.  56;  block  3000,  buildings  Nos. 
56,  131,  58;  block  2900,  buildings  Nos.  59,  53, 
55,  57,  66,  89,  90,  85,  84,  124,  141,  2  buildings 
No.  60,  2  buildings  No.  64,  2  buildings  No. 
65;  block  3300,  11  buildings  No.  28;  block 
3400,  7  buildings  No.  28;  block  3500,  buildings 
Nos.  43,  46;  block  3600,  buildings  Nos.  34,  35, 
36,  38,  2  buildings  No.  37;  block  3700,  build¬ 
ings  Nos.  35,  38,  4  buildings  No.  31,  2  build¬ 
ings  No.  32,  2  buildings  No.  34,  2  buildings 
No.  37;  block  3800,  buildings  Nos.  35,  38,  39, 
42,  2  buildings  No.  37;  block  4300,  buildings 
Nos.  19,  20,  21,  22;  block  4400,  buildings  Nos. 
113,  114,  2  buildings  No.  112;  block  4600, 
buildings  No.  134;  block  4700,  buildings  Nos. 
94,  95,  96,  99,  109,  100,  35,  108,  104,  110,  6 
buildings  No.  97;  block  4800,  buildings  Nos. 
53,  40,  102,  101,  103,  105,  107,  111,  2  build¬ 
ings  No.  32,  5  buildings  No.  106,  3  buildings 
No.  98,  together  with  one  sewage-disposal 
plant  No.  116,  1  water  tank  No.  115,  1  well, 

1  flag  pole  No.  118,  2  garbage  racks  No.  155, 

2  garbage  racks  No.  158,  1  wash  rack  No.  63, 
2  grease  racks  No.  62,  and  sewer  system,  water 
lines,  electric-power  lines,  railroad  spur  and 
siding,  road  improvements,  and  all  other  fa¬ 
cilities  and  equipment  incident  to  the  fore¬ 
going  property,  and  including  land  and 
rights-of-way  formerly  under  Reclamation 
withdrawal  to  other  federally  owned  land 
on  which  said  buildings,  are  situate,  which 
have  heretofore  or  which  may  hereafter  be 
declared  surplus  to  the  needs  of  the  Armed 
Forces.” 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
With  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Jackson  of  Washington  moves  that 
the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  289, 
and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows:  In  the  last  line  of  the  matter  pro¬ 
posed  by  said  amendment,  before  the  period, 
insert  “ Provided ,  That  amounts  equal  to 
the  value  of  all  property  transferred  here¬ 
under  and  used  shall  be  charged,  in  the  same 
manner  as  appropriations  are  charged,  as 
part  of  the  construction  or  appropriate  other 
costs  of  the  Columbia  Basin  project,  such 
values  to  be  determined  by  appraisal  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices  of  the  market  value  of  such  property 
current  at  the  time  of  transfer  hereunder 
less  expenditures  on  such  property  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  prior  to  such  trans- 
•’fer.” 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  319.  On  page  291,  strike 
out  all  of  line  11,  on  page  291,  down  to 
and  including  line  17,  on  page  292,  and 
insert : 

“Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  ex¬ 
penses  without  regard  to  the  Standardized 
Government  Travel  Regulations,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances 
under  the  Subsistence  Expense  Act  of  1926, 
as  amended;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three), 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding,  including  printing  and 
binding  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  without  regard  to  section  11 
of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill) ; 
expenses  incident  to  the  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  education  of  American  children  who 
are  dependents  of  Government  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation  and  stationed 
overseas;  services  as  authorized  by  section. 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a) ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672);  health  service  pro¬ 
gram  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150); 
employment  of  aliens;  and  payment  of  rent 
in  foreign  countries  in  advance;  $9,000,000; 
Provided,  That  allocations  may  be  made 
from  this  appropriation  by  the  Commission 
upon  approval  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
to  any  department,  agency,  corporation,  or 
independent  establishment  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  direct  expenditure  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation,  and  any  such  expendi¬ 
tures  may  be  made  under  the  specific  au¬ 
thority  herein  contained  or  under  the  au¬ 
thority  governing  the  activities  of  the  de¬ 
partment,  agency,  corporation,  or  independ¬ 
ent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are  al¬ 
located:  Provided  further.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  enter  into  agreements  with  in¬ 
ternational,  governmental,  and  private  agen¬ 
cies  and  may  make  payment  in  advance  or 
by  reimbursement  for  expenses  incurred  by 
such  agencies  in  rendering  assistance  to  the 
Commission  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act.’’ 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  No.  319,  and  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted  by 
said  amendment,  insert  the  following: 

“Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  ex¬ 
penses,  including  travel  expenses  outside 
continental  United  States  without  regard  to 
the  standardized  Government  travel  regu¬ 
lations,  as  amended,  and  the  rates  of  per 
diem  allowances  under  the  Subsistence  Ex¬ 
pense  Act  of  1926,  as  amended;  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  three),  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  in¬ 
cluding  printing  and  binding  outside  the 
continental  limits  of  the  United  States  with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  11  of  the  act  of  March 
I,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill);  expenses  incident 
to  the  primary  and  secondary  education  of 
American  children  who  are  dependents  of 
Government  personnel  paid  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  stationed  overseas;  services  as 


authorized  by  section  15  of  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a);  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672); 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150);  employment  of  aliens;  and 
payment  of  rent  in  foreign  countries  in  ad¬ 
vance;  $8,000,000:  Provided,  That  allocations 
may  he  made  from  this  appropriation  by  the 
Commission  upon  approval  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  to  any  department,  agency,  cor¬ 
poration,  or  independent  establishment  of 
the  Government  for  direct  expenditure  for 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation,  and  any 
such  expenditures  may  be  made  under  the 
specific  authority  contained  or  under  the  au¬ 
thority  governing  the  activities  of  the  de¬ 
partment,  agency,  corporation,  or  independ¬ 
ent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are 
allocated:  Provided  further,  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  enter  into  agreements  with 
United  States  governmental  agencies  and 
may  make  payment  in  advance  or  by  reim¬ 
bursement  for  expenses  incurred  by  such 
agencies  in  rendering  assistance  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act.’’ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  337:  On  page  304,  strike 
out  “the”  and  insert  “not  to  exceed  $4,000,000 
of  the.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  337,  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment,  in¬ 
sert  “$4,350,000.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  338:  page  304,  line  21, 
after  “1951”  insert:  “The  sum  of  $2,000,000 
carried  in  the  said  unexpended  balances 
shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and 
covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately  upon 
the  approved  of  this  act.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  338,  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment, 
insert  “$1,324,000.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  345:  Page  314,  line  13, 
strike  out  “$9,889,600"  and  insert  “$10,002,- 
600.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  345,  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment, 
insert:  “$9,889,600  (and  any  part  of  the 
amount  of  $100,000  for  valuations  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  and  $3,831,920  for  the  work  of  the 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers,  contained  in  this 
paragraph,  may  be  transferred  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  determine  for  carrying  out 
other  functions  of  the  Commission).’’ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  354:  Page  320,  line  18, 
after  the  word  “Philippines,”  insert  “or,  in 
the  absence  of  such  finding  by  such  court, 
the  Commission  after  hearing  finds  upon 
evidence  that  such  person  was  guilty  of  such 
collaboration  or  act  of  disloyalty.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  354,  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amend¬ 
ment,  insert  the  following:  “or,  in  any  case 
involving  charges  of  such  collaboration  or 
disloyalty  which  have  not  been  adjudicated 
by  any  such  court,  where  the  Commission, 
after  hearing  and  evidence,  certifies  that  it 
is  satisfied  that  the  person  so  charged  is 
guilty  of  such  collaboration  or  disloyalty.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  325,  line  17,  strike  out  all  after 
“$63,000,000”  down  to  and  including  “esti¬ 
mates”  in  line  15,  and  insert:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  or  contract 
authorization  shall  be  used  (1)  to  start  any 
new  ship  construction  for  which  an  esti¬ 
mate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  or  (2)  to  start  any  new 
ship  construction  the  currently  estimated 
cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10  percent  the 
estimated  cost  included  therefor  in  such 
budget  unless,  in  either  case,  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  ap¬ 
proves  the  start  of  such  ship  construction 
and  the  Director  shall  submit  forthwith  a 
detailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and 
of  the  House  of  Representatives;  and,  or 
used  herein,  the  term  "budget”  includes  the 
detailed  Justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $64,875,000  of  the  funds  and  contract 
authority  made  available  for  new  ship  con¬ 
struction,  including  reconditioning  and  bet¬ 
terment,  in  the  Independent  Offices  'Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  shall  continue  to  be  avail¬ 
able  until  December  31,  1950.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  361,  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  inserted 
by  said  amendment,  insert  the  following: 
"Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $64,875,000  of 
the  funds  and  contract  authority  made  avail¬ 
able  for  new  ship  construction,  including 
reconditioning  and  betterment,  in  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall 
continue  to  be  available  until  December  31, 
1950:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  or  contract  authorization  shall 
be  used  (1)  to  start  any  new  ship  construc¬ 
tion  for  which  an  estimate  was  not  included 
in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year;  or 
(2)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  the 
currently  estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds 
by  10  percent  the  estimated  cost  Included 
therefor  in  such  budget  unless  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  ap¬ 
proves  the  start  of  such  ship  construction 
and  the  Director  shall  submit  forthwith  a 
detailed  explanation  thereof  to  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and 
of  the  House  of  Representatives;  and,  as  used 
herein,  the  term  ‘budget’  includes  the  de¬ 
tailed  Justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates." 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  This  $64,875,000,  after 
World  War  H,  or  before  we  got  into  this 
Korean  war  we  had  hundreds  and  hun¬ 
dreds  of  ships  that  were  tied  up  in  ports. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Twenty-two  hundred ; 
and  we  still  have  them. 

Mr.  RICH.  Twenty  -  two  hundred 
ships.  Is  this  money  to  be  used  for  the 
repair  of  those  ships,  or  are  you  going 
to  start  to  build  new  ships? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend  from  Pennsylvania  that  this  is  not 
fresh  money;  this  is  merely  a  reappro¬ 
priation  of  money  that  has  heretofore 
been  appropriated,  and  this  item  has 
nothing  in  the  world  to  do  with  the  repair 
of  the  2,200  ships  that  are  laid  up. 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  the  Congress  now  go¬ 
ing  to  go  out  and  build  a  lot  more  ships 
and  tie  them  up  after  we  finish  the 
Korean  war?- 

Mr.  THOMAS.  There  is  no  money  in 
here  for  that  purpose.  We  are  building 
six  or  seven  ships  which  are  really  proto¬ 
types,  types  that  have  not  yet  been  built. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  363:  Page  328,  line 
11,  strike  out  all  after  "contracts”  down  to 
and  including  "1950”  in  line  25. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  363,  and  agree  to  the 
*  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Re¬ 
store  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amend¬ 
ment,  amended  to  read  as  follows:  " Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  available  for  obligation, 
nor  any  obligation  made,  for  the  payment 
of  an  operating-differential  subsidy  for  any 


number  of  ships  in  excess  of  the  number 
of  263,  unless  a  certificate  has  been  received 
from  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  that  an  operating-differential 
subsidy  is  required  for  a  larger  number  of 
such  ships  in  connection  with  national 
defense.” 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion  to 
recede  and  concur. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Phillips  of  California  moves  that  the 
House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de¬ 
mand  a-  division  of  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recede. 

The  motion  to  recede  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thomas  moves  that  the  House  con¬ 
cur  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  363  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment,  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
" Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  the  fore¬ 
going  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
obligation,  nor  any  obligation  made,  for  the 
payment  of  an  operating-differential  sub¬ 
sidy  for  any  number  of  ships  in  excess  of 
the  number  of  263,  unless  a  certificate  has 
been  received  from  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  that  an  opeAting- 
differential  subsidy  is  required  for  a  larger 
number  of  such  ships  in  connection  with 
national  defense.” 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  I  understand  it  now,  there 
are  two  motions  before  the  House,  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  to 
adopt  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
which  has  just  been  read,  and  my 
amendment  to  concur  in  the  original 
Senate  wording? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  me  some  time? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips], 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  point  at  Issue  is  the  only 
point,  I  think,  in  our  particular  chapter 
of  the  bill  in  which  my  distinguished 
chairman  and  myself  have  any  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion.  I  still  live  in  hopes,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  some  day  I  am  going  to 
persuade  him  of  the  correctness  of  the 
side  which  I  take.  This  is  in  defense  of 
the  American  merchant  marine.  There 
is  no  money  involved.  There  is  a  tech¬ 
nical  point  involved  which  says  that  a 
line,  in  order  to  set  itself  up  and  to  offer 
itself  as  a  carrier  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  must  some  months  ahead 
of  time  establish  its  trade  routes ;  it  must 
offer  its  service  to  people  all  over  the 
United  States  and  must,  therefore,  know 
in  advance  that  it  is  eligible  to  an  oper¬ 
ating  subsidy.  It  must  know  that,  once 
started,  it  may  continue  to  operate  for 
the  benefit  of  its  customers  upon  that 
line.  It  may  take  months  to  secure  in¬ 
formation  and  to  present  its  case  to  the 
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Maritime  Commission.  I  know  one  line 
that  has  perhaps  $50,000  involved  al¬ 
ready  of  its  own  money  in  order  that  it 
may  set  itself  up  so  that  it  is  in  the  eligi¬ 
ble  class  for  subsidies,  if  needed. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  .from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  sets 
an  arbitrary  figure  for  the  number  of 
boats  which  may  receive  subsidies.  It  is 
not  the  prerogative  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  to  set  an  arbitrary  fig¬ 
ure  but  to  set  a  figure  in  money.  We 
have  set  that  figure  in  money  in  the 
appropriation  and  I  have  no  controversy 
with  that  figure;  it  is  adequate.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  that,  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thomas]  wishes  in  his  amendment 
to  set  a  figure  which  limits  the  number 
of  ships  to  those  now  under  the  wire  for 
an  operating  subsidy  or  were  entitled  to 
it  as  of  January  1  of  this  year. 

Rather  than  to  argue  that  point,  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  two  lines  involved, 
having  15  ships,  which  would  be  shut  out 
by  this  amendment,  are  the  very  lines 
upon  which  the  United  States  has  been 
depending  since  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
in  Korea  to  carry  supplies  to  the  men  on 
the  battle  front  over  there.  ‘ 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Shelley], 

Mr.  SHELLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  support  the  position  presented  by  my 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Phillips],  I  am  in  complete  dis¬ 
agreement  with  the  approach  being  made 
to  this  subject  by  the  very  able  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

On  the  west  coast  we  have  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  two  lines,  as  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips]  has  men¬ 
tioned,  the  Pacific  Far  East  and  the  Pa¬ 
cific  Transport  Lines,  which  are  the  very 
backbone  of  the  military  supply  to  the 
Korean  operations  now.  They  are  not 
subsidized  at  the  present  time.  Their 
applications  are  in  for  a  subsidy.  Their 
vessels  are  not  included  in  the  263  figure 
set  by  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]. 
With  the  return  to  a  normal  condition, 
which  we  all  hope  will  be  somewhere  in 
the  immediate  future,  and  with  the  ces¬ 
sation  of  the  business  now  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  these  lines  and  possibly  other 
lines,  these '  particular  lines  would  be 
barred  from  any  subsidy  and  would  be 
out  of  business. 

I  think  it  is  an  unfair  approach  to 
companies  that  are  doing  their  best  to 
return  the  American  Flag  to  the  seas. 
We  are  trying  with  the  reorganization 
of  the  Maritime  Commission  to  build  an 
American  merchant  marine,  to  find  new 
and  faster  vessels.  This  is  that  in  re¬ 
verse. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia  [Mr.  Phillips]  will  be  adopted  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  How  long  do  these  vessels 
have  to  operate  before  they  can  apply 
for  a  subsidy? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  There  is  no  set  time. 

Mr.  RICH.  Why  not  treat  everybody 
alike  if  these  vessels  are  now  operating? 
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■  Mr.  THOMPSON.  That  is  correct,  so 
far  as  I  know. 
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Mr.  THOMAS.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  during 
wartime  steamship  companies  make 
more  money  than  they  can  count  much 
less  haul.  They  never  need  a  subsidy. 
A  subsidy  is  a  hard-times  matter.  In 
the  next  three  or  four  years  if  the  war 
keeps  up  like  it  is  today  there  will  not 
be  a  dime  of  subsidy  paid  to  any  of 
them.  They  do  not  need  it  and  they  do 
not  ask  for  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is 
you  are  giving  subsidies  to  everybody. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  believe  in  subsidies 
at  all,  but  I  think  you  ought  to  treat 
everybody  the  same  way. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  There  are  more  sub¬ 
sidies  in  here  than  you  have  ships  for 
already. 

Mr.  RICH.  With  the  2,200  ships  we 
still  have  tied  up?  * 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Yes.  We  have  them, 
too. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Allen], 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  join  with  my  col¬ 
league,  th/  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Shelley]  in  urging  the  position 
taken  by  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Phillips].  In  my  opinion  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  effectively  abrogates  the  pol¬ 
icy  set  forth  in  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act  under  which  the  merchant  marine  of 
this  Nation  is,  in  part,  assisted.  The 
Merchant  Marine  Act  is  designed  to  keep 
American  ships  on  the  seas  to  carry  on 
our  domestic  commerce  and  a  part  of 
our  foreign  commerce,  to  provide  Ameri¬ 
can  operators,  to  provide  that  the  ships 
shall  be  operated  by  American  seamen 
and  repaired  and  constructed  by  Ameri¬ 
can  yards,  all  of  which  are  absolutely 
necessary  when  an  emergency  arises,  for 
national  defense.  The  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Act  keeps  the  ships  going  in  times 
of  peace,  and  they  are  ready  when  we 
need  them  in  national  defense.  That  is 
the  position  we  are  in  now.  This  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  would  wipe  out,  to  some  extent, 
the  possibility  of  being  as  well  prepared 
when  we  need  them  again.  There  is  no 
money  involved;  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
appropriations. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Hardy], 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in 
complete  accord  with  the  objective  of 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  to  try  to  get 
some  efficient  and  sensible  operation  in 
the  Maritime  Commission,  but  I  am  com¬ 
pletely  opposed  to  putting  our  merchant 
marine  in  a  strait- jacket,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  is  what  would  be  done  unless 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  is  adopted.  I  have 
been  given  to  understand  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  is  completely  in  accord  with  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Cal¬ 
ifornia.  I  have  not  heard  anybody  from 
that  committee  make  an  observation,  but 
with  the  gentleman’s  permission  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Thompson]  if  that  expression  is  not 
correct. 


Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  during  the  discussion  of  this 
bill  on  May  8  it  was  made  abundantly 
clear  by  the  members  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries 
that  they  felt  the  number  should  be  285 
ships,  at  least,  and  this  would  set  it  at 
263. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  WolvertonL 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
arise  in  support  of  the  motion  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  California,  Mr.  Phil¬ 
lips.  His  motion  gives  recognition  to  the 
fact  that  under  the  law  as  it  now  exists 
provision  has  been  made  for  the  payment 
of  an  optional  subsidy  to  our  Merchant 
Marine.  The  adoption  of  his  amend¬ 
ment  would  not  increase  by  one  penny 
the  amount  that  has  been  appropriated 
for  this  purpose,  but,  it  would  make  cer¬ 
tain  that  all  ships  that  can  qualify  under 
the  law  would  participate  under  the  fund. 

The  motion  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]  although  of¬ 
fered  with  good  intent,  would  in  my 
opinion  leave  some  uncertainty  as  to  the 
number  of  ships  that  could  participate. 
From  the  explanation  he  has  given  it 
would  seem  that  he  believes  that  no 
qualifying  ship  would  be  left  out.  How¬ 
ever,  why  adopt  a  course  that  might  have 
that  •effect? 

I  believe  there  is  a  question  of  good 
faith  involved  in  the  matter.  We  owe  an 
obligation  to  all  ship  owners  who  have 
constructed  ships  for  use  in  the  Merchant 
Marine.  They  have  done  so  with  the 
understanding  that  in  the  event  the  op¬ 
eration  should  be  a  losing  venture  then 
they  could,  by  due  proof,  obtain  re-em- 
bursement  of  such  loss.  This  is  only  fair 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  route  on 
which  they  operate  has  been  approved  or 
directed  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Com¬ 
mission.  No  one  knows  whether  the  op¬ 
eration  will  prove  profitable  or  otherwise. 
Without  some  such  guarantee  no  ship 
line  would  be  willing  to  operate  these  un¬ 
known  routes.  We  must  realize  that  the 
competition  is  great,  with  the  advantage 
in  most  instances  in  favor  of  the  foreign 
ship  owner  because  of  his  cheaper  cost  of 
operation.  We  must  do  something  of 
the  kind  we  have  in  our  law  set  out  to  do. 
It  is  the  only  way  we  can  expect  or  hope 
to  build  up  an  American  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine. 

Two  world  wars  have  demonstrated 
the  need  of  an  adequate  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  to  support  our  fighting  ships  and 
our  soldiers  fighting  on  foreign  fields. 
When  war  comes  we  find  ourselves  defi¬ 
cient  in  this  respect.  This  has  been  our 
experience  in  World  War  I  and  II.  It  is 
even  now  our  experience  in  the  present 
Korean  conflict.  We  have  found  it  nec¬ 
essary,  in  getting  men  and  supplies  to 
Korea,  to  lease  or  utilize  the  ships  of 
foreign  companies  to  make  up  for  our 
own  deficiency  in  available  ships. 

I  support  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Phillips],  because 
it  is  the  best  guaranty  to  our  shipown¬ 
ers  that  we  intend  to  carry  out  the  policy 
adopted  by  Congress  in  its  effort  to  build 
up  the  American  merchant  marine. 


Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  point  out  to  you  that 
in  signing  the  report,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  and 
I  signed  the  report  with  the  exception 
of  this  particular  point  which  is  still  in 
controversy.  I  also  point  out,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  when  the  vote  comes  it  will 
come  first  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  and 
then  upon  the  motion  which  I  would  like 
to  substitute  for  the  motion  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas. 

I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  I  have  ever  heard  any  more  loose 
statements  than  have  been  made,  no 
doubt  in  good  faith,  here  this  afternoon 
about  this  item.  In  the  first  place,  the 
House  thoroughly  debated  this  question 
some  2  or  3  months  ago  and  the  House 
sustained  the  committee. 

Now  let  us  go  back  and  see  just  what 
the  facts  are.  I  am  imputing  no  ill 
motives  to  anybody.  I  think  some  of  our 
friends  are  a  little  bit  overzealous  to 
give  away  about  $350,000  per  year,  per 
ship,  to  certain  pressure  groups. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Is  this  the  matter  in 
which  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Fra¬ 
zier  Bailey  is  interested? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  understand  Mr. 
Bailey  is  perhaps  one  of  the  highest- 
priced  lobbyists  that  has  been  in  Wash¬ 
ington  for  the  last  20  years,  representing 
the  steamship  companies.  When  this 
item  came  up  before  your  subcommittee 
the  Maritime  Commission  justified  the 
payment  of  differential  subsidies  to  235 
ships,  plus  19  others  who  wanted  to  get 
it,  and  of  that  19,  seven  were  building 
under  construction-differential  sub¬ 
sidies. 

Now,  what  is  this  operating-differen¬ 
tial  subsidy  that  we  hear  so  much  about? 
You  pay  it  to  Club  13  which  owns  all 
these  ships;  just  13  steamship  companies, 
that  is  all  it  is.  Incidentally,  when  the 
act  started  out,  it  was  Club  17  or  Club 
18,  but  it  has  shrunk  now  to  Club  13, 
for  whom  Mr.  Frazier  Bailey,  as  some¬ 
body  has  pointed  out,  is  the  chief 
spokesman  and  mouthpiece. 

You  have  an  operating-differential 
subsidy  on:  (1)  wages,  (2)  insurance, 
(3)  food,  (4)  maintenance  of  the  ship, 
and  (5)  repair  of  the  ship.  They  wanted 
$93,000,000.  And,  if  my  friend  from 
California  thinks  there  is  no  money  in¬ 
volved  in  here,  I  wonder  what  he  calls 
$93,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1951.  But, 
that  is  all  they  want,  $93,000,000,  for 
those  254  ships.  Now,  you  can  do  a  little 
quick  arithmetic  and  that  figures  out 
that  all  you  are  paying  Club  13  for  each 
ship — not  13  ships  but  254  ships — is 
$367,000  per  ship. 

How  often?  Every  year  for  the  10- 
year  period.  Do  you  see?  They  just 
get  about  $3,500,000  over  the  10  years  for 
the  one  ship.  And  there  are  only  254. 
That  is  what  the  Maritime  Commission 
justified  to  our  committee. 


1950 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


13665 


About  2  months  intervened  before 
they  appeared  before  the  other  body. 
On  page  137  of  the  independent  office 
appropriation  hearings  for  1951,  before 
the  other  body,  about  a  month  or  6  weeks 
ago,  this  is  what  you  find.  This  is  their 
language — this  is  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion’s  language: 

Number  of  actual  vessels  eligible  for  sub¬ 
sidy  after  January  1,  1950,  and  proposed  ad¬ 
ditional  ones  eligible  for  subsidy  for  the 
year  1951  add  up  to  262. 

Of  course  they  increased  the  ante  in 
the  2  months  from  the  time  that  they 
left  the  House  and  went  over  to  the  other 
body.  The  limitation  contained  in  this 
bill  gives  them  one  more  than  they  asked 
for.  Now  that  is  really  being  hard  on 
them,  is  it  not?  In  addition  there  are 
seven  ships  building  under  a  construc¬ 
tion  differential  .subsidy,  and  we  were 
advised  inferentially  by  the  Maritime 
Commission  that  in  all  probability  those 
seven  ships  will  be  put  into  military  use 
and  not  to  private  use.  Therefore,  of 
course,  they  get  no  subsidy.  There¬ 
fore,  you  have  in  this  limitation  eight 
ships  more  than  they  have  asked  for, 
and  yet  he  says  we  are  not  being  gen¬ 
erous. 

Listen  to  what  our  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  Lindsay  Warren  has  to  say  about 
these  ship  subsidies.  He  has  been  work¬ 
ing  on  it  apparently  for  some  time  try¬ 
ing  to  find  out  the  yardstick  by  which 
the  Maritime  Commission  gives  the  Club 
13  $350,GOO-plus  per  vessel  per  year. 
®This  is  what  General  Warren  says: 

Our  detailed  analysis  of  the  calculations, 
is  attached  as  appendix  B  hereto,  on  the 
audit  of  the  United  States  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  fiscal  year  1948-49.  That 
analysis  revealed  that  the  calculations  by 
the  Maritime  Commission  supporting  the  ap¬ 
proved  rates,  contained  so  many  errors  and 
omissions  as  to  render  the  result  totally 
unreliable — 

Now  listen  to  this — 
unreliable  by  the  Maritime  Commission. 

As  a  result  the  former  Chairman  of  the 
Maritime  Commission  ordered  the  recalcula¬ 
tions  of  all  operating  differential  subsidies 
since  January  1,  1947. 

Now  pay  particular  attention  to  this 
point: 

Up  to  date  little  real  progress  has  been 
made,  and  none  of  the  rates  have  been  re¬ 
vised. 

Can  you  imagine  anything  like  that? 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  the  condi¬ 
tion  and  all  your  committee  is  trying  to 
do  is  to  save  the  taxpayers  a  little  money 
and  put  a  little  common  horse  sense 
into  the  head  of  the  Commission.  We 
are  not  trying  to  hurt  the  shipping  in¬ 
dustry.  Why,  you  cannot  hurt  them  in 
this  bill — it  is  too  one-sided.  Do  you 
think  you  are  going  to  hurt  them  when 
you  pay  them  $350,000  every  year  per 
ship?  If  a  good  part  of  that  amount  is 
not  all  profit,  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it. 

Here  is  what  the  President  of  the 
United  States  says  in  his  budget  message 
to  the  Congress  in  January  of  this  year: 

I  am  seriously  concerned  about  th.e  increas¬ 
ing  cost  of  these  operating  subsidies  and 
by  the  potential  cost  of  new  subsidies  now 
being  advocated. 


The  President  must  have  had  in  mind 
our  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
California,  and  two  or  three  of  my  other 
friends  who  are  advocating  not  only 
keeping  up  this  enormously  wasteful  and 
expensive  burden  on  the  pocketbooks 
of  your  taxpayers,  but  who  advocate 
adding  more  to  it. 

Let  us  see  further  what  the  President 
has  to  say.  He  says,  “To  permit  such  ex¬ 
pansion  as  may  be  required  by  a  future 
emergency.”  Of  course,  the  emergency 
he  is  talking  about  is  building.  Of 
course,  we  are  building  some.  This  has 
nothing  in  the  world  to  do  with  building. 
This  is  operating. 

Further  the  President  said: 

However,  to  limit  the  burden  on  the  tax¬ 
payers,  this  subsidy  program  should  be  held 
to  the  minimum  level  that  will  satisfy  na¬ 
tional  defense  needs. 

Do  you  know  what  this  amendment 
does?  It  has  not  been  exactly  explained. 
It  may  be  my  fault,  or  it  may  be  the  fault 
of  the  gentleman  from  California.  In 
addition  to  giving  subsidies  for  eight 
more  ships  than  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  has  asked  for,  we  put  a  clause  in 
there  which  provided  that  in  case  the 
Secretary  of  National  Defense  wants 
more  ships  for  national  defense  with  a 
subsidy,  he  has  authority  to  waive  this 
provision.  Let  me  read  it  to  you.  It 
gives  them  everything  they  want,  and 
yet  Mr.  Bailey  and  the  Club  13  are  not 
satisfied.  They  are  telephoning  and 
wire-working  everybody  they  can. 

Just  listen  to  this  proviso: 

That  no  part  of  the  number  of  ships  in 
excess  of  the  number  263 — 

and  that  is  eight  more  than  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  asked  for — 
unless  a  certificate  has  been  received  from 
the  Director  of  the  Budget,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  that  an  operat¬ 
ing  differential  subsidy  is  required  for  a 
larger  number. 

It  could  go  to  a  thousand,  if  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  said  he  needed  them 
in  connection  with  national  defense. 

Now,  let  us  be  frank  about  this  whole 
matter.  I  think  we  are  making  a  lot 
of  fuss  over  nothing.  We  all  know  that 
during  wartimes  the  shipping  companies 
make  so  much  money  they  cannot  even 
haul  at,  much  less  count  it. 

You  know  that  during  World  War 
II  they  did  not  get  a  subsidy.  A  sub¬ 
sidy  is  a  hard-time  proposition.  You 
give  them  a  subsidy  because  they  cannot 
make  money,  because  business  is  bad. 
Now  they  have  more  business  than  they 
can  possibly  handle.  We  are  even  giving 
them  business  when  you  have  2,200  ships 
of  the  same  type  laid  up  here.  In  fact, 
we  sold  them  some  of  those  ships  they 
have  for  about  30  cents  on  the  dollar, 
and  we  have  over  2,000  of  them  laid  up. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  me  5  minutes  to  answer 
the  argument  he  has  made  in  support  of 
this  amendment? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Yes,  I  will  yield  the 
gentleman  5  minutes,  after  I  have 
finished. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  would 
like  to  have  about  3  minutes,  Mr. 
Speaker. 


Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Preston]. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is 
more  involved  in  this  item  here  today 
than  one  might  think,  just  hearing  it 
discussed  during  the  few  moments  which 
it  is  before  us.  In  my  opinion  this  is  a 
one-man  crusade  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  against  the  Maritime  Commission. 
Those  of  us  who  have  watched  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Maritime  Commission  in 
the  past  cannot  find  too  much  fault  with 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  in  his  crusade 
against  the  Commission,  because  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Commission  has  not  been 
on  a  very  sound  basis;  it  has  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  severe  criticism,  and  I  think 
properly  so.  But  in  order  to  punish  the 
Maritime  Commission,  American  ship¬ 
ping  is  being  made  the  whipping  boy. 
Now,  let  us  get  back  to  this  question 
coming  up  in  the  1951  appropriation  bill. 
When  this  limitation  first  came  up  in 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  originally  on 
the  floor  not  a  single  Member  could  find 
out  from  the  gentleman  from  Texas  the 
language  in  the  amendment  he  was  go¬ 
ing  to  offer.  The  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hart],  after  having  heard  it 
read  by  the  Clerk  said:  “I  think  this  per¬ 
haps  meets  our  objection.”  But  lo  and 
behold,  when  it  is  adopted  we  find  that 
it  did  not  do  a  single  thing  but  smoke¬ 
screen  the  whole  proposition,  and  fit  bat¬ 
tened  down  this  business  of  ship  subsi¬ 
dies  just  as  tight  as  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  had  power  to  batten  it  down. 

Since  that  time  the  Senate  wisely 
struck  that  language  out.  Now  today 
we  had  no  way  of  knowing  what  lan¬ 
guage  the  gentleman  was  going  to  offer 
until  we  heard  it  read  by  the  Clerk.  Talk 
about  not  doing  anything,  let  me  tell  you 
what  it  does,  it  applies  to  every  shipping 
company  in  the  United  States.  This  is 
no  Frazer-Bailey  fight  either ;  it  is  a  fight 
of  all  maritime  interests  against  national 
security;  it  strikes  at  every  shipping 
company  who  had  applied  for  subsidy 
contracts  on  routes  which  had  been  de¬ 
clared  to  be  essential,  but  on  which  con¬ 
tracts  had  not  been  executed. 

Under  this  language  these  shipping 
companies  would  be  denied  the  right  to 
have  a  subsidy  contract  although  the 
route  had  been  approved  by  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  It  does  that  on  the 
vrest  coast  and  along  portions  of  the  east 
coast.  It  strikes  at  a  company  in  my 
district. 

Talk  about  not  affecting  shipping,  it 
strikes  at  the  very  basic  maritime  policy 
established  by  Congress;  and  one  man, 
may  it  please  you,  one  man  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  through  the  position 
he  holds  as  chairman  of  this  subcom¬ 
mittee,  is  striking  at  the  very  roots  of  it 
and  would  destroy  it  by  the  action  here 
today  and  by  the  action  he  took  in  May. 

I  say  this  not  in  derogation  of  my 
friend  from  Texas;  everyone  recognizes 
him  as  an  able  man,  a  fine  representa¬ 
tive  of  his  people,  but  I  feel  that  he  has 
some  feeling  about  this  maritime  situa¬ 
tion  which  we  have  not  been  able  to 
fathom.  It  is  demonstrated  by  the  fact 
that  he  is  determined  to  put  the  lid  on 
this  program  which,  incidentally,  I  want 
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to  say  has  not  cost  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  one  dime  in  subsidy.  This 
•would  abolish  the  rights  of  any  shipping 
company  to  an  operating  differential 
subsidy  by  virtue  of  the  maritime  law 
which  we  passed.  Does  anyone  dispute 
the  correctness  of  this  statement? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Of  course,  I  dispute 
that.  There  is  $85,000,000  in  this  bill  to 
meet  that.  But  what  do  you  think  the 
purpose  of  this  is? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  am  talking  of  an 
operating  subsidy.  I  am  not  referring  to 
a  construction  subsidy. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Construction  subsidy 
is  net  before  this  House  now.  This  is 
only  an  operating-differential  subsidy 
and  there  is  $85,000,000  in  here  for  that. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  This  language  that 
we  are  arguing  over  today  does  not  in¬ 
volve  a  penny;  it  is  a  limitation.  It  does 
not  involve  1  dime,  and  the  subsidy 
cannot  be  paid,  Mr.  Speaker,  until  the 
route  has  lost  money.  If  it  is  making 
money  it  is  not  eligible  for  a  subsidy  pay¬ 
ment,  not  at  all.  It  has  got  to  go  in  the 
hole  before  the  subsidy  is  paid.  He  just 
wants  to  adopt  this  language  which  will 
destroy  the  merchant  marine  program  in 
this  country. 

Do  you  know  what  he  is  doing?  He 
is  perpetuating  the  so-called  Club  13. 
Nobody*  else  can  join  the  club  if  this 
language  is  approved.  But  he  wants  to 
take  the  subsidies  away  from  these  small 
companies  like  the  South  Atlantic 
Steamship  Co.  in  the  port  of  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.,  which  does  not  get  subsidies, 
although  they  are  operating  on  routes 
that  the  Commission  said  were  essential, 
going  to  distant  ports  of  the  world  where 
we  want  to  establish  trade  relations  and 
where  it  would  be  of  assistance  under 
the  point  4  program  of  the  President. 

I  hope  you  defeat  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  and  adopt  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  -  I  yield. 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  filing  and  printing  of  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  Senator  Wherry  may  be 
permitted  to  sign  the  report  on  the  gen¬ 
eral  provisions  and  the  general  reduc¬ 
tion  sections  including  chapters  10  (a) 
and  chapter  11  of  the  bill  H.  R.  7786, 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  are  no  ships  from  South 
Dakota  operating  in  the  merchant  ma¬ 
rine.  I  have  no  personal  interest  in  this 
matter  one  way  or  the  other,  but  I  have 
sat  through  the  hearings  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  I  have  sat  through  the  confer¬ 
ences  and  I  have  heard  the  discussion  on 


the  one  hand  by  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips],  and  on  the 
other  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomas].  Perhaps  I  can  make  a  little 
objective  observation  here.  There  is  not 
a  dollar  involved  in  either  amendment 
as  to  how  much  we  appropriate;  the 
dollar  sign  appears  earlier  in  the  bill. 
That  is  not  affected  in  any  way  by  what 
we  do  at  this  point. 

What  we  are  doing  here  is  considering 
only  whether  the  limitations  shall  be  the 
requirements  which  exist  in  the  basic  law 
and  those  remaining  in  the  original 
House  bill,  or  whether  we  shall  adopt 
the  limitation  proposed  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  which  would  add  a  limi¬ 
tation  by  number  on  the  ships  that 
might  get  this  subsidy.  As  I  say,  I  heard 
the  whole  argument.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  whole  question  here  is  whether 
or  not  this  $85,000,000,  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  payment  of  operating  subsidies, 
shall  be  limited  to  263  ships  that  already 
have  their  feet  in  the  trough,  so  to  speak, 
or  whether  it  will  be  possible 'for  other 
ships  to  qualify  and  participate  in  the 
operating  subsidy.  Perhaps  I  should 
change  the  metaphor  and  say  “keels  in 
the  soup”  instead  of  “feet  in  the  trough.” 

The  gentleman  from  California  has 
pointed  out  that  there  are  several  ship¬ 
ping  lines  or  some  shipping  lines  which 
have  prepared  other  ships  to  go  into 
service.  They  have  expended  money  on 
them  anticipating  that  they  could  qual¬ 
ify  if  they  went  into  service  and  failed 
to  make  operating  expenses. 

The  limitation  that  the  House  ap¬ 
proved  when  the  bill  passed  the  House 
limited  payments  to  those  ships  that 
were  in  service  and  qualified  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1950.  The  Senate  amendment 
strikes  that  out  and  leaves  the  money 
here  for  such  ships  as  might  meet  the 
qualifications  under  the  basic  law.  That 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  motion  to 
concur  by  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  would  seek  to  put 
a  limitation  on  the  number  of  ships  that 
could  receive  subsidy  payments.  He 
now  says  263  or  262  is  the  number  that 
are  in  operation.  I  have  heard  various 
figures.  I  have  heard  the  figure  as  low  as 
239  and  I  have  heard  the  figure  as  high 
as  288. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  number  is  be¬ 
cause  the  testimony  has  been  conflicting. 
I  do  know  that  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  will  be  to  freeze  this  monop¬ 
oly  in  the  hands  of  certain  ships  or  their 
owners.  If  it  is  a  good  thing  to  en¬ 
courage  the  development  of  our  mer¬ 
chant  marine  by  providing  an  operating 
subsidy  so  that  those  who  do  not  make 
their  expenses  can  come  before  the 
Maritime  Commission,  offer  a  showing  of 
their  operating  losses  and  qualify  for 
some  of  this  fund,  it  does  not  seem  to  me 
that  we  should  limit  it  to  a  number  of 
ships  or  to  those  owners  having  their 
feet  in  the  trough  already.  It  should 
be  open  to  the  ships  that  can  qualify 
under  the  terms  of  the  law. 

That  is  why  I  think  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  is 
not  as  good  as  a  limitation  as  we  had  in 
the  bill  when  it  passed  the  House.  It 


would  be  fairer  to  put  it  upon  the  basis 
of  those  who  qualified  as  of  January  1, 
1950,  as  we  did  by  the  bill  as  it  passed 
the  House.  To  limit  it  to  a  certain  num¬ 
ber  of  ships,  which  by  the  gentleman’s 
own  words  is  only  one  more  than  those 
already  actually  in  operation,  could  be 
an  unwise  and  unfortunate  limitation. 
The  parliamentary  situation  is  this:  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  offered  an 
amendment  which  would  take  the  place 
of  the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California.  If  you  want  to  go  back 
to  the  position  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California,  of  course,  you  must  vote 
down  the  preferential  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  SCUDDER.  I  am  interested  in 
this  measure.  As  I  understand  it  the 
amount  of  money  provided  would  be 
spread  out  a  little  thinner  over  a  greater 
number  of  ships? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  is 
right.  Those  of  you  who  are  familiar 
with  the  agricultural  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  will  remember  that  we  provide  so 
much  money  for  the  triple  A  or  for  the 
conservation  program  to  use  in  prosecut¬ 
ing  its  program  with  the  farmers  of  the 
country.  I  know  more  about  that  than 
I  do ‘about  the  ship  subsidy.  But  when 
you  say  so  much  money  is  available  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  they 
then  have  to  make  their  allotments  by 
States  and  the  farmers  come  in  within 
the  amount  available  for  that  State. 
You  do  not  limit  the  farmers  by  number. 
The  effect  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  is  to  say 
that  only  a  certain  number  of  ships  can 
qualify  for  operating  subsidies.  The 
motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
California  does  not  change  the  dollars 
appropriated  it;  it  simply  says  any  ship 
can  come  in  if  it  can  qualify. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is 
the  queerest  argument  I  have  ever  heard 
my  distinguished  and  able  friend  from 
South  Dakota  make.  Of  course,  he  par¬ 
ticipated  very  actively  in  the  committee 
in  this  when  we  wrote  a  limitation  at 
the  very  beginning  of  235  ships.  Now  it 
is  265.  His  conclusion  that  it  will  per¬ 
petuate  a  monopoly  is  as  erroneous  as 
any  statement  that,  that  great,  fine 
gentleman  has  ever  made.  Of  course, 
under  the  limitation  in  here  you  could 
increase  the  number  from  263  up  to  a 
thousand  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
says  it  is  necessary. 

Now,  about  the  money  angle  in  here. 
All  of  this  talk  is  about  nothing  but 
money.  Mr.  Frazer  Bailey  and  his  crowd 
would  not  be  needling  everybody  around 
here  if  there  were  not  other  than  dollars 
and  cents  involved. 

We  have  tentatively  agreed,  and  the 
Maritime  Commission  has  indicated — 
and  I  am  not  trying  to  pin  them  down  on 
anything — do  not  misunderstand  me — 
that  the  probabilities  are  great  when 
your  next  rescission  bill  comes  in  here 
that  $50,000,000  of  this  subsidy  will  be 
rescinded.  My  judgment  is  we  ought 
to  rescind  the  whole  $85,000,000,  but  the 
Maritime  Commission  has  tentatively 
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agreed  we  can  rescind  $50,C oO.OOO  of  it 
on  the'  basis  they  do  not  need  it,  because 
all  of  the  ships,  if  the  present  war  keeps 
up,  will,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  make  more 
money  than  they  can  haul,  much  less 
count. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  was 
just  going  to  recall  to  the  gentleman’s 
mind  the  fact  that  none  of  us  were  en¬ 
tirely  happy  about  the  original  numbers 
limitation,  and  we  abandoned  it  when 
the  debate  started  on  the  independent 
offices  appropriation  bill  in  favor  of  the 
January  1,  1950,  formula.  The  gentle¬ 
man  has  read  from  the  Comptroller’s 
report.  I  do  not  know  what  that  has  to 
do  with  this  particular  question.  No  one 
went  further  than  I  in  castigating  the 
Maritime  Commission  on  the  basis  of  the 
Comptroller’s  report,  and  the  Record  of 
the  debate  when  the  original  bill  was  on 
the  floor  will  bear  me  out  on  that. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  We  only  had  235 
ships,  and  we  have  given  them  19  more 
now,  and  yet  my  friend  blows  both  hot 
and  cold,  and  again  I  say  I  love  him  and 
admire  him. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The 
gentleman  knows  that  the  limitation  of 
235  was  not  entirely  satisfactory  to 
everybody  because  of  conflicting  evi¬ 
dence.  And  during  the  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  we  came  out  with  a 
limitation  not  in  terms  of  numbers  but 
upon  the  basis  of  those  that  qualified  as 
of  January  1,  1950. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Which  we  found  was 
around  235. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  And  I 
said  on  the  floor  a  minute  ago  that  I 
thought  the  limitation  by  the  date  Janu¬ 
ary  1, 1950,  was  much  more  sensible  than 
either  the  position  of  receding  entirely 
or  of  making  the  limitation  by  numbers. 
Unfortunately,  we  have  already  receded, 
and  I  know  of  no  way  now  to  go  back  to 
the  limitation  or  qualification  that  was 
in  the  bill  as  it  left  the  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
ordering  the  previous  question. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Thomas)  there 
were — ayes  91,  noes  63. 

So  the  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Thomas)  there 
were — ayes  91,  noes  76. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  that  a  quorum  is  not  present, 
and  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
forty-one  Members  are  present,  a  quo¬ 
rum. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Speaker 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Thomas  and  Mr. 
Fhillips  of  California. 


The  House  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  there  were — ayes  121, 
noes  97. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  No.  373:  Page  353,  line  23, 
strike  out  “$17,724,000”  and  insert  “$17,524,- 
000.” 

Mr.  THOMAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment: 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Thfmas  moves  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  373,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment,  insert:  “$15,024,000.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  388.  Page  366,  line  1,  after  , 
"project”  insert  “Provided  further,  That  the 
section  entitled  ‘National  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment’  in  Public  Law  343,  Eighty-first  ■ 
Congress,  first  session,  providing  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  project  at  Mandan,  N.  Dak.,  is 
hereby  amended  to  authorize  reimbursement 
to  local  interests  for  such  work  as  they  may 
have  done  in  providing  interior  drainage  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Mandan,  subsequent  to  appropria¬ 
tion  of  funds  for  construction,  as  a  part  of 
the  local  flood-protection  project,  insofar  as 
such  drainage  facilities  shall  be  approved  by 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  found  to  have 
been  done  in  accordance  with  the  authorized 
project:  Provided  further,  That  such  pay¬ 
ment  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  $76,000: 
Provided  further,  That  $25,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  herein  shall  be  available,  at  a 
total  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $100,000,  to  the 
Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors 
for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  review  of 
the  report  on  James  River  and  tributaries. 
North  and  South  Dakota,  published  as  House 
Document  Numbered  83,  Seventy-third  Con¬ 
gress,  and  determining  the  advisability  of 
improvements  for  flood  control  and  related 
purposes  on  James  River  and  tributaries, 
including  Pipestem  Creek.” 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Kerr  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  388,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  13 
of  said  amendment,  and  after  the  figure 
“$76,000”,  change  the  colon  to  a  period  and 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  paragraph. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Kerr]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Cl6rk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  No.  399.  Page  374,  line  19, 
after  “diem”  insert  “and  contracts  with  not 
to  exceed  23  temporary  or  part-time  em¬ 
ployees  may  be  renewed  for  1  year.” 
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Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Mahon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  399,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  2  of 
said  amendment  strike  out  the  words  “not 
to  exceed  23.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  467.  Page  443,  line  10, 
Insert : 

“Sec.  630.  Appropriations  and  contract  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  not 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsections 
(c)  to  (i),  inclusive,  of  section  3679  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by  section  1111 
of  this  act,  during  the  existence  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  afiecting  the  national  security.” 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Mahon  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  467,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Strike  out 
the  language  proposed  by  the  said  amend¬ 
ment  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “During  the  current  fiscal  year,  appro¬ 
priations,  funds,  and  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions,  available  for  military  functions  under 
the  Department  of  Defense,  shall  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of 
section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  by  section  1111  of  this  act.” 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  471.  Page  447,  line  4, 
insert : 

"economic  cooperation 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the 
President  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  April  19,  1949  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  47),  and  as  further  amended  by 
the  act  of  June  5,  1950  (Public  Law  535), 
including  expenses  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation  (not  to  exceed  $30,000) ;  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  maintenance 
and  operation  and  hire  of  aircraft;  payment 
of  damage  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U. 
S.  C.  2672);  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  rents  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  transportation  of 
privately  owned  automobiles;  entertainment 
(not  to  exceed  $20,000);  exchange  of  funds 
without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes;  and  loss  by  exchange;  $2,- 
450,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $50,000 
shaU  be  available  for  expenditures  of  a  con¬ 
fidential  character  (other  than  entertain¬ 
ment)  under  the  direction  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  or  the  Deputy  Administrator,  who  shall 
make  a  certificate  of  the  amount  of  each 
such  expenditure  which  he  may  think  it 
advisable  not  to  specify,  an<^  every  such  cer¬ 
tificate  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient  voucher 
for  the  amount  therein  specified:  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  be  consolidated 
and  merged  with  funds  heretofore  made 
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available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and 
such  consolidated  appropriation  may  be  used 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951  within  the  limita¬ 
tions  herein  specified.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  471,  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  named  in  line  15  of  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  ‘‘$2,250,000,000.” 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  line 
number  is  wrong.  It  should  be  line  18. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  motion  will  be  modified  accordingly. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  You  are  now  considering 
an  amendment  that  was  offered  to  the 
appropriation  bill  by  the  other  body 
appropriating  money  for  this  economic 
cooperation  and  for  other  foreign  gifts. 
It  seems  to  me  that  when  the  House  has 
not  considered  this  legislation  but  it 
comes  from  the  Senate,  that  it  ought  to 
be  taken  up  in  the  House  and  the  Mem¬ 
bers  be  allowed  to  give  consideration  to 
the  items  that  are  contained  therein. 
For  instance,  you  have  $100,000,000  for 
Spain;  $90,000,000  for  Korea;  $12,500,- 
000  for  welfare;  $26,900,000  for  develop¬ 
ment;  $1,678,000,000  to  arm  foreign 
countries  under  the  Atlantic  Pact,  yet 
the  House  of  Representatives  has  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  debate  and  dis¬ 
cuss  them. 

Mr.  GARY.  I  may  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  will  have  ample  opportunity  to  de¬ 
bate  those  matters;  they  are  in  separate 
amendments. 

The  amendment  which  you  have  be¬ 
fore  you  at  the  present  time  relates 
purely  to  the  ECA,  the  Economic  Coop¬ 
eration  Administration.  That  organiza¬ 
tion  last  year  had  an  appropriation  of 
$3,628,380,000.  The  budget  estimate  for 
this  year  was  $2,657,700,000,  which  is 
approximately  $1,000,000,000  less  than 
was  spent  last  year. 

As  the  gentleman  has  properly  stated, 
although  the  House  committee  had  ex¬ 
tensive  hearings  on  all  foreign-aid  items, 
we  did  not  complete  our  hearings  in  time 
to  include  these  items  in  the  House  bill. 
The  Senate  approved  for  the  ECA  $2,450,- 
000,000,  which  was  a  further  cut  of 
approximately  $200,000,000.  The  con¬ 
ferees  have  recommended  a  further  cut 
in  that  amount  of  $200,000,000  to  bring 
the  amount  down  to  $2,250,000,000.  I 
personally  felt  that  was  too  much  of  a 
cut;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
prices  which  the  ECA  is  required  to  pay 
for  commodities  at  the  present  time  have 
greatly  increased,  I  think  the  chances 
are  that  they  are  going  to  find  it  diffi¬ 
cult  to  carry  out  their  program  as 
planned.  However,  that  amount  has 
been  agreed  to,  and  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  I  am  now  offering  an 
amendment  to  make  the  amount  $2,250,- 
000,000,  as  agreed  to  by  the  conferees. 


Mr.  RICH.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield 
further,  the  gentleman  says  that  he  is 
interested  in  increasing  this  because 
prices  of  commodities  have  increased.  I 
want  to  ask  you  in  all  good  faith,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  American  people  who  are 
paying  the  bill  and  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  who  have  to  buy  the  things  in  this 
country  that  they  need,  that  if  you  think 
that  you  can  increase  this  amount  and 
expect  the  taxpayers  of  America  to  pay 
the  bill  and  give  these  things  away  to 
these  foreign  countries  all  around  the 
world,  I  say  to  you  now,  and  I  say  to  the 
Members  of  the  House,  that  you  will  find 
out  that  all  the  help  and  aid  you  will 
get  from  these  foreign  countries  will 
react  to  the  detriment  of  the  United 
States.  Whenever  you  come  to  the  time 
that  you  are  wrecked  financially  and  you 
have  to  go  to  the  people  of  this  country 
and  say,  ‘‘I  want  to  go  back  to  Congress 
because  I  want  to  protect  you,”  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  country  ought  to  say  to  this 
Congress,  “You  have  ruined  us;  you  have 
brought  us  to  the  point  almost  of  de¬ 
spair  ;  yet  now  you  want  us  to  pay  more 
and  more.”  I  want  to  say  that  this  New 
Deal  administration  ought  to  be  taken 
into  recognition  by  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  they  ought  to  be  changed. 
If  they  do  not  change  it,  they  are  lost- 
lost  forever. 

Mr.  GARY.  May  I  say  that  I  have  the 
greatest  respect  for  my  friend  from 
Pennsylvania,  but  I  have  just  completed 
a  primary  campaign  in  my  district. 
The  election  was  held  on  August  1.  In 
that  campaign  foreign  aid  was  one  of 
the  major  issues.  I  did  not  hesitate  to 
champion  the  foreign-aid  program  as 
promulgated  by  this  administration  and 
approved  by  this  Congress.  I  took  an 
offensive  rather  than  a  defensive  posi¬ 
tion  on  the  issue  and  I  was  renominated 
by  a  handsome  majority.  So  far  as 
the  people  of  my  district  are  concerned 
they  approve  the  foreign-aid  program. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  are  they  going  to 
say  when  you  talk  about  arming  these 
foreign  countries?  You  talk  about 
peace,  peace,  peace,  yet  all  you  do  is 
prepare  for  war. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  is  acting  in  good 
faith,  yet  I  think  if  we  were  to  follow  his 
direction  it  would  mean  a  blow  to  the 
security  of  our  country.  If  we  were  to 
follow  the  gentleman’s  reasoning,  all  of 
Europe  would  be  controlled  by  the  Com¬ 
munists  today.  We  might  just  as  well 
face  the  cold  facts.  None  of  us  wants 
to  appropriate  the  money  but  it  is  for 
the  national  interest  of  the  United 
States. 

It  is  very  easy  to  talk  about  appro¬ 
priating  money  and  making  gifts  to 
other  nations.  What  we  are  doing  is  for 
the  national  interest  of  our  own  coun¬ 
try  not  to  have  all  of  Europe  dominated 
by  Communist  regimes.  We  have  seen 
Poland,  we  have  seen  Czechoslovakia, 
we  have  seen  Rumania  and  Bulgaria,  we 
have  seen  Lithuania,  Estonia,  and  Lat¬ 
via  not  even  given  a  satellite  status. 
Unless  we  step  in  and  do  what  we  have 


done  western  Europe,  France,  and  Italy 
would  undoubtedly  be  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Communists  today. 

With  all  due  respect  to  my  friend 
from  Pennsylvania,  and  I  respect  him 
very  much,  as  one  American  I  do  not 
think  that  would  be  for  the  national 
interest  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  gentleman  represents  a  point  of 
view  that  is  honest,  the  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  sincere  and  I  respect  him  for  it; 
but  in  all  justice  to  myself  and  other 
colleagues  of  mine  who  feel  similarly,  I 
think  the  Record  should  show  that  we 
do  not  believe  it  would  be  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  permit  the  remaining  free  countries 
of  western  Europe  to  become  dominated 
by  Communist  regimes  and  thereby 
subject  to  Stalin  and  his  gang  in  the 
Kremlin. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  question  the  way 
any  Member  votes.  It  is  a  tough  propo¬ 
sition  for  me  to  get  up  here  and  say  what 
I  think  when  I  know  I  am  in  the  great 
minority.  I  believe  it  so  sincerely  that 
I  think  you  will  live  to  see  the  day  you 
are  going  to  rue  it  because  we  are  wreck¬ 
ing  America  financially  and  when  we 
wreck  ourselves  we  are  no  good  to  either 
ourselves  or  anyone  else. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  I  live  to  see  the 
day  when  the  Communists  get  control 
of  the  entire  world  but  the  United  States 
of  America,  I  shall  rue  that  day,  and 
I  am  going  to  do  everything  I  can  do  to 
stop  it  if  I  can. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy]. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret 
to  differ  with  my  majority  leader,  but, 
in  my  opinion,  the  money  as  it  is  now 
being  spent  under  the  Mutual  Assistance 
Act  of  over  $1,500,000,000  will  not  do  the 
job  as  it  is  now  being  administered. 

I  think  that  we  are  heading  for  a 
major  disaster  in  western  Europe — an 
area  of  immense  strategic  importance 
to  the  United  States. 

The  signs  are  many: 

First,  in  eastern  Europe  the  last  year 
has  seen  Yugoslavia’s  military  superior¬ 
ity  decrease  in  relation  to  the  Russian 
satellite  countries.  According  to  last 
Sunday’s  New  York  Times  the  Polish 
Army  is  stronger  in  number,  equipment, 
training,  and  leadership  than  all  of  the 
western  European  continental  armies 
put  together.  The  Bulgarians  are  be¬ 
lieved  to  have  eight  full  combat  divisions. 
It  is  assumed  that  the  Soviet  has  made 
no  less  an  effort  with  the  Hungarian  and 
Rumanian  Armies. 

Second,  western  Europe  armed  forces 
are  in  a  deplorable  condition  in  relation 
with  the  strength  the  Soviets  could  bring 
to  bear  in  that  area. 

According  to  John  Sherman  Cooper, 
consultant  to  the  State  Department, 
there  are  about  12  British,  French, 
Dutch,  Belgian  and  American  divisions, 
without  a  unified  command,  ready  to  de¬ 
fend  western  Europe.  To  meet  this,  the 
Russians  have  175  divisions  available— 
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with,  approximately  80  divisions  averag¬ 
ing  10,000  men  each,  ready  for  any  Euro¬ 
pean  offensive. 

Third,  it  is,  of  course,  general  knowl¬ 
edge  that  the  role  of  western  Germany 
in  defending  western  Europe  is  still  un¬ 
determined. 

Fourth,  of  even  more  importance  is 
the  lack  of  will  to  fight,  especially  in 
France,  which  has  been  growing  steadily 
as  the  situation  deteriorated. 

According  to  the  Associated  Press  of 
August  16  the  lack  of  a  will  to  fight  such 
as  resulted  in  the  French  collapse  of  the 
1940 ’s  is  in  evidence  again.  What  then 
must  be  done? 

According  to  Walter  Lippmann,  the 
time  has  gone  by  when  the  continental 
nations  can  be  satisfied  with  military 
aid,  that  is  to  say  with  money  appro¬ 
priated  to  procure  arms. 

The  note  of  the  French  Government 
on  August  7  stated  the  case  clearly — no 
bigger  French  Army  can  be  envisaged 
without  a  sufficient  number  of  American 
divisions  stationed  in  Europe. 

Dr.  Adenauer,  the  western  German 
chancelor,  states  that  we  are  going  to 
have  to  send  at  least  three  more  divi¬ 
sions  within  the  next  3  months,  and  from 
then  on  there  must  be  a  steady  build-up 
of  army  units. 

If  we  are  going  to  successfully  meet 
our  obligations  under  the  Atlantic  Pact — 
if  we  still  feel»it  essential  to  our  security 
that  western  Europe  remain  free — then 
we  must  mobilize  our  manpower  to  a  far 
greater  degree  than  we  have  as  yet 
planned. 

We  must  be  able  to  put  sufficient 
American  divisions  in  the  field  in  that 
area  to  demonstrate  to  the  Europeans 
that  we  believe  western  Europe  can  be 
held. 

The  plain  truth,  and  we  all  must  kfiow 
It,  is  that  the  forces  that  we  now  have 
and  that  we  are  planning  to  raise  do  not 
begin  to  meet  the  commitments  that  we 
have  made. 

On  July  1  we  had  under  arms  10  di¬ 
visions — with  4  in  Japan,  the  First 
and  the  constabulary  in  Germany,  with 
perhaps  2  or  3  divisions  in  the 
United  States.  Nearly  all  of  these 
troops,  and  the  four  National  Guard  Di¬ 
visions  are  not  enough  to  solve  the  prob¬ 
lems  in  Korea  alone.  The  French  and 
the  Germans  have  made  it  plain  that 
they  are  not  willing  to  fight,  and  so 
forth. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Tackett]. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  'ladies 
and  gentlemen  of  this  House,  during  my 
short  tenure  in  this  body  as  a  Member 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  I  have,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Rich],  protested  and  voted  against  for¬ 
eign  aid  as  peace  measures.  Some  of 
you  will  recall  that  during  my  many 
speeches  in  opposition  to  the  foreign-aid 
program  I  always  emphasized  that  form¬ 
er  Secretary  of  State  Marshall’s  plan  for 
the  European  recovery  program  could 
not  be  justified  as  a  peace  measure  and 
could  be  applied  only  as  a  defense  and 
war  measure  for  the  preservation  of  our 
democracy. 


I  shall  never  have  any  apology  for 
having  protested  during  peacetime  the 
lavish  spending  upon  foreign  soils  with 
the  fictitious  hope  of  buying  undepend¬ 
able  friendship.  No,  it  was  never  a 
peace  movement;  and  during  peace, 
there  could  be  no  justification  for  the 
taxpayers’  money  being  so  wasted. 
Especially,  I  could  not  justify  the 
amounts  of  money  involved,  in  face  of 
my  personal  observation  of  the  records 
which  conclusively  revealed  wasteful  ad¬ 
ministration  to  the  extent  that  a  great 
percentage  intended  for  foreign  aid  was 
diverted  from  proper  utilization. 

However,  Mr.  Rich,  we  are  now  at  war, 
and  there  is  no  need  to  kid  ourselves 
about  that.  The  European  recovery 
program  is  a  war  measure  that  can  prop¬ 
erly  be  utilized  in  the  time  of  war.  The 
false  dream  of  peace  because  of  the 
European  recovery  program  has  com¬ 
pletely  vanished.  We  must  not  now  de¬ 
prive  foreign  aid  of  one  single  penny  that 
we  can  afford  in  our  efforts  to  prohibit 
the  sppead  of  war.  This  is  now  a  defense 
measure;  yes,  this  is  now  a  war  measure. 
We  must  not  deprive  ourselves  of  the 
benefits  that  can  be  derived  from  the 
involved  funds  in  our  efforts  to  protect 
the  democracies  from  the  onslaught  of 
communism.  I  shall  vote  for  foreign 
aid  and  every  other  defense  appropria¬ 
tion  during  these  troublesome  times. 

It  is  regrettable  that  this  Congress 
has  so  lavishly  wasted  money  during  the 
last  few  years  of  peace  upon  unrealistic 
foreign  policy  to  such  an  extent  that  we 
need  now  search  for  defense  funds  dur¬ 
ing  war.  Yes,  it  is  regrettable  that  those 
wasted  dollars  have  not  been  used  for 
the  general  welfare  of  our  own  people. 
Especially  is  it  regrettable  that  such 
funds  were  not  used  for  our  own  defense. 
Our  Air  Force  is  pitiful;  and,  yet,  those 
who  have  advocated  lavish  peacetime 
foreign  aid  have  in  the  same  breath  pro¬ 
tested  the  building  of  a  great  air  force, 
necessary  battleships,  and  providing 
ourselves  with  warring  equipment,  even 
though  a  child  could  easily  foresee  the 
probability  of  war  at  any  minute  during 
the  last  few  years. 

Oh,  many  who  have  in  the  past  sup¬ 
ported  the  European  recovery  program 
will  now  attempt  to  justify  it  in  face  of 
Its  failure  by  saying  that  the  war  would 
have  come  sooner,  or  that  communism 
would  have  spread  more  had  it  not  been 
for  such  policies.  All  of  us  can  look 
around  and  see  that  our  foreign-aid  pro¬ 
gram  has  not  in  any  wise  provided  peace 
or  precluded  war  for  1  minute;  and 
has  certainly  in  no  wise  curtailed  the 
spread  of  communism  abroad  or  even 
internally  within  our  own  midst. 

The  peacetime  Korean-aid  program 
did  not  call  for  one  dime  of  defense 
money;  and  of  the  millions  appropriated 
by  this  Congress,  less  than  $1,000  ever 
reached  Korea.  This  is  just  a  typical 
example  of  the  failures  encountered  by 
the  foreign-aid  program.  Many  other 
similar  failures  could  be  cited  concern¬ 
ing  the  peacetime  European  recovery 
program.  We  have  not  bought  a  friend; 
and  we  are  in  the  same  trouble  as  had 
we  saved  our  money  for  these  trouble¬ 
some  times. 


13669 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  might  as  well  con¬ 
fess  that  this  country  is  now  within  its 
most  critical  period.  Even  though  we 
are  economically  the  strongest  Nation 
in  the  world,  we  are  without  funds  and 
strong  friends.  The  British  Navy  is 
gone — the  French  people  have  given 
up — there  are  no  allies  that  can  assist 
materially.  It  is  necessary  that  the 
United  States  of  America  fight  the  bat¬ 
tles  and  pay  the  costs  for  the  entire 
United  Nations  in  the  Korean  conflict 
and  any  other  outbreaks  from  Russia. 

We  have  made  mistakes,  but  to  quibble 
over  them  will  amount  to  nothing  bene¬ 
ficial  and  will  serve  only  to  weaken  our 
efforts.  Maybe  this  time  we  will  benefit 
from  past  experience;  and  after  winning 
the  war,  we  will  for  a  change  win  the 
peace.  I  am  hopeful  that  those  who 
have  protested  wasteful  foreign  aid  dur¬ 
ing  peacetime  will  today  assist  in  the 
passage  of  foreign  aid  as  a  defense  and 
war  measure. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Gavin]. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
say  that  I  heartily  concur  in  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  my  good  and  able  friend 
from  Massachusetts  that  we  must  build 
up  at  least  25  combat  divisions  in  Ger¬ 
many  and  do  it  quick  if  we  are  to  step 
Russians  from  communizing  all  of 
Europe  and  moving  on  to  the  English 
Channel.  Time  is  running  out  on  us. 
It  is  about  time  the  policy  makers  of  the 
State  Department  went  into  a  huddle 
and  determined  what  their  policy  in 
Germany  is  to  be. 

Recently,  on  July  21,  in  an  interview 
with  Ed  Haaker  NBC  carried  on  July 
22  in  Voices  and  Events,  Mr.  John  J.  Mc- 
Cloy  was  asked  the  question: 

Question.  Should  there  be  an  attack  on 
western  Germany,  will  American  troops  de¬ 
fend  the  country  without  the  help  of  Ger¬ 
man  military  contingents? 

Answer.  There  are  no  German  military 
contingents  in  Germany  and  we  are  not  es¬ 
tablishing  them.  On  the  other  hand,  I  sup¬ 
pose  there  would  be  very  many  Germans 
who  would  be  prepared  and  anxious  to  de¬ 
fend  Germany  in  event  of  an  attack,  if 
given  the  opportunity.  We  are  not  talking 
now  about  rearmament  of  Germany  or  the 
creation  of  any  sort  of  offset  to  the  Commu¬ 
nist-inspired  Volkspolizei  of  the  eastern 
zone.  I  am  opposed  to  the  re-creation  of 
a  German  Army,  but  in  the  event  of  an  at¬ 
tack  such  as  took  place  in  Korea  I  believe 
It  would  be  very  difficult  indeed  to  deny  the 
Germans  the  right  and  means  to  defend 
their  own  soil. 

From  this  statement  that  the  Ger¬ 
mans  would  not  be  denied  their  right 
and  means  to  defend  their  own  soil,  I 
wonder  what  Mr.  McCloy  thinks  they 
would  fight  with — sticks  and  stones? 

Now,  along  comes  Mr.  McCloy  in  a 
statement,  by  United  Press,  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Post  of  August  24,  in  which  he 
says,  and  I  quote: 

West  Germany’s  two  top  political  leaders 
called  today  for  a  vast  build-up  of  western 
armed  strength  in  Europe  and  United  States 
High  Commissioner  John  J.  McCloy  promised 
that  western  Europe  must  and  will  be 
strengthened. 

And  continues: 

Western  Europe  must  and  will  be  strength¬ 
ened.  Defense  of  Europe  must  be  a  joint  ef- 
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fort  and  strength  will  be  achieved.  This 
will  include  Germany  and  require  of  the 
German  people  and  their  representatives 
straightforward  and  cooperative  action. 

As  I  stated  before  time  is  running  out 
on  us.  We  are  either  going  to  take  a 
German  on  guard  or  a  Russian  on  guard 
in  France  and  Germany,  and  the  State 
Department  and  the  High  Commissioner 
had  better  make  up  their  minds — and 
quick — on  a  German  policy. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Javits]. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  not 
intended  to  address  the  House  on  any¬ 
thing  today  except  the  question  of  the 
Spanish  loan.  But  what  was  said  by 
my  dear  friend  and  colleague  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts,  I  think 
makes  it  necessary  against  to  speak, 
especially  as  a  member  of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  charged  with  the 
European  recovery  program,  and  the 
Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act.  As  I 
see  it  our  country  has  a  hard  choice  to 
make.  Either  fight  the  Russians  now — • 
and  if  you  adopt  this  philosophy  that  all 
we  have  to  do  is  to  set  down  United 
States  divisions  in  Europe  and  Asia  and 
not  do  anything  else,  then  that  is  a 
logical  conclusion — to  fight  on  our  own 
terms  and  in  our  good  time  when  we 
believe  we  can  win. 

The  alternative,  which  I  think  is 
favored  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
American  people  very  decidedly  is  that 
we  should  do  everything  we  can  to  try 
to  win  the  struggle  against  communism 
without  a  great  war.  In  the  interim  to 
defend  Europe  with  new  divisions,  and  I 
think  such  divisions  are  necessary  but 
also  to  do  other  necessary  things. 

That  is  the  choice,  Mr.  Speaker,  of 
fighting  and  fighting  now,  or  of  doing 
all  the  things  which  need  to  be  done 
to  take  advantage  of  the  only  chance 
we  have  to  avoid  a  war,  and  that 
is  to  put  divisions  where  they  are  needed 
now — and  I  agree  that  they  are  needed 
in  Europe — but  also  to  arm  and  equip 
and  train  the  Europeans;  and  finally  to 
give  them  and  other  free  peoples  the  will 
to  fight  by  the  economic  recovery  pro¬ 
grams,  because  then  we  give  them  some¬ 
thing  in  terms  of  goods,  whereas  the 
Communists  give  them  nothing,  only 
promises. 

I  am  sure  that  practically  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  of  Representatives  is 
just  as  worried  as  I  am  about  the  fact 
that  the  people  in  the  Far  East  do  not 
seem  to  have  had  enough  which  they 
considered  worth  while  fighting  or  in 
adequate  numbers  on  our  side.  It  is  our 
divisions  in  Korea  now,  with  inadequate 
numbers  of  valorous  South  Korean — t 
South  Korean  Republic — troops,  who  are 
carrying  the  heavy  fighting.  It  is 
true  that  military  preparations  have  not 
been  well  handled  for  the  Asiatic  peo¬ 
ples  but  the  basic  question  is  still  the  will 
to  resist. 

I  say  to  you,  my  colleagues,  though  it 
may  call  for  austerity  on  our  part,  our 
people  are,  I  believe  perfectly  prepared. 
I  am  confident  that  as  they  are  required 


to  fight  this  struggle  against  commu¬ 
nism,  they  are  willing  to  fight  on  three 
fronts — one,  with  United  States  divis¬ 
ions;  two,  with  arming  of  our  allies;  and 
three,  with  economic  aid — because  I 
think  our  people  are  convinced  that  it 
is  needed  and  they  are  prepared  to  go 
much  further  than  the  leadership  in  the 
administration  on  that.  They  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  that  is  the  way  to  fight  and  to 
succeed  in  the  struggle  that  we  all  want 
to  win  against  communism. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Do  you  not  think  it 
would  be  a  mistake  for  us  to  expect 
merely  because  we  are  giving  the  Euro¬ 
peans  large  sums  of  money  for  arms  that 
we  are  putting  in  the  Europeans  any 
will  to  fight? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  just  said  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  arms  aid  is  only  one  phase 
of  the  whole  effort— all  phases  must  go 
together. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  If  we  expect  to  hold 
western  Europe  we  are  going  to  have  to 
send  troops  as  well  as  money  for  arms. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  agree.  I  say  all  the 
things  have  got  to  be  done — United 
States  divisions — our  allies’  divisions — 
and  economic  aid  to  free  peoples.  That 
is  the  hard-  choice  we  face.  That  is  the 
hard  battle  against  communism  we  must 
make. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 
Keogh).  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Burnside]. 

Mr.  EURNSIDE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few 
days  ago  this  Elouse  passed  and  sent  to 
the  Senate  without  a  dissenting  vote 
H.  R.  9141  to  encourage  and  assist  the 
construction  of  modern,  efficient  whole¬ 
sale  markets  for  fresh  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables  and  other  perishable  food  com¬ 
modities.  The  sole  purpose  of  this  bill 
is  to  help  in  bringing  about  a  reduction 
in  the  price  spread  between  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  the  consumer  of  perishable 
food  commodities.  It  will  do  this  by 
making  possible  construction  of  modern 
wholesale  markets  which  will  eliminate 
much  of  the  waste,  unnecessary  handling 
and  delay,  and  other  costly  practices 
that  add  to  the  consumer’s  food  bill  and 
impair  the  quality  and  nutritional  value 
of  these  foods. 

Essential  to  the  operation  of  this  legis¬ 
lation  are  the  surveys  and  studies  being 
made  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  determine,  upon  the  request  of  the 
cities  involved,  whether  improvements 
in  their  present  wholesale  market  facili¬ 
ties  are  necessary  and,  if  they  are,  ex¬ 
actly  what  type  of  facility  is  best  suited 
to  the  needs  of  that  community.  This 
work  was  authorized  under  the  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946  and  was  reemphasized 
in  the  bill  the  House  has  just  unani¬ 
mously  adopted,  H.  R.  9141. 

There  are  now  pending  a  great  many 
requests  from  cities  for  these  surveys  and 
studies.  These  studies  are  absolutely 
necessary  before  any  real  progress  can  be 
made  in  improving  these  facilities.  I 
think  there  are  more  than  30  cities  that 
are  presently  urging  the  Department  to 
made  these  studies  in  their  communities. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  omnibus 
appropriation  bill  now  before  us,  the 


funds  for  title  II  of  the  Marketing  Act  of 
1946 — the  appropriation  from  which  the 
funds  to  make  these  studies  and  surveys 
is  derived — are  appropriated  in  a  lump 
sum  of  $6,000,000.  The  allotment  of  that 
money  among  the  various  projects  and 
purposes  authorized  by  title  II  is  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

If  it  were  not  for  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  1114  of  this  bill — the  section  which 
directs  a  saving  in  the  aggregate  expen¬ 
ditures  for  each  department — I  would 
have  no  fear  that  the  work  of  surveying, 
studying  and  planning  to  meet  the 
market  needs  of  cities  would  receive  its 
full  proportion  of  the  available  funds. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  provision  is 
in  the  bill — and  that  the  allotment  of 
these  funds  are  entirely  within  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Secretary — I  believe  it 
should  be  recalled  to  his  attention  the 
importance  with  which  Congress  views 
this  work. 

During  the  past  fiscal  year  only  about 
$140,000  out  of  the  several  millions  avail¬ 
able  for  Ijitle  II  operations  were  devoted 
to  these  important  market  facility  stud¬ 
ies  and  plans.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
a  small  enough  amount  to  be  devoting 
to  this  work.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  has  within  the  past  few  days 
unanimously  expressed  itself  on  the 
great  importance  it  attaches  to  the  im¬ 
provement  of  our  wholesale  marketing 
facilities,  I  hope  that  it  wjll  be  possible 
to  make  the  necessary  reductions  in 
other  projects,  or  at  the  very  least  not 
cut  this  important  marketing  work  more 
than  the  over-all  average  which  is  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  whole  program. 

(Mr.  EURNSIDE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Vorys], 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  not 
Intended  to  speak  on  this  because  I 
thought  it  was  pretty  well  settled.  But 
possibly  it  might  be  well  to  clear  the 
atmosphere.  The  question  before  the 
House  is,  Are  we  going  to  appropriate 
the  $2,250,000,009  to  continue  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan,  or  not,  and  that  is  going  to 
be  the  “yes”  or  “no”  vote  which  will  come 
along  shortly.  This  program  was 
launched  in  1948  in  the  Eightieth  Re¬ 
publican  Congress.  In  that  year,  as  you 
remember,  we  appropriated  about  $5,- 
380,000,000.  It  has  been  cut  down  now 
to  where  it  is  less  than  half  that  amount 
in  the  third  year.  It  was  launched  at  a 
time  when  a  great  many  of  us  thought 
Europe  might  go  Communist  from  the 
inside.  I  remember  during  the  debate 
on  this  floor  telling  one  of  my  colleagues, 
“If  you  are  not  voting  for  this  on  the 
basis  of  security  for  the  United  States, 
you  had  better  not  vote  for  it  at  all.” 
I  said  that  2  years  ago  and  I  think  so 
even  more  now.  I  regret  the  failure  of 
our  foreign  policy  in  the  eastern  half  of 
the  world,  but  our  foreign  policy  in  Eu¬ 
rope,  based  largely  on  the  Marshall  plan 
and  Greek-Turkish  aid,  which  were  both 
launched  in  the  Republican  Eightieth 
Congress,  has  resulted  in  holding  the 
line  against  Communists  over  there  up 
to  now. 
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On  this  “Yes’'  and  “No”  proposition 
that  faces  us  now,  if  we  were  now  to  say 
“No”  to  those  whom  we  have  encouraged 
to  continue  to  resist  by  very  generous 
contributions  toward  their  economic  re¬ 
habilitation,  if  we  were  now  to  say, 
“Boys,  it  is  all  over,  let  us  forget  it,’’ 
Europe  would  probably  go  Communist  in 
a  hurry.  I  say  that  not  because  I  have 
such  great  confidence  in  their  will  to 
fight.  On  the  contrary,  their  will  to 
fight  and  their  economic  ability  to  fight 
needs  bolstering.  They  are  over  there 
under  the  guns;  the  first  people  who 
will  be  attacked  if  the  Communists  start 
west  will  be  the  people  in  western 
Europe.  They  will  do  their  best,  but 
they  will  also  be  looking  over  their 
shoulder  wondering  whether  the  most 
powerful  Nation  on  earth  is  going  to 
fight  if  they  are  invaded.  The  most 
powerful  Nation  I  refer  to  is  ourselves. 
Not  most  powerful  militarily,  because 
our  policy  is  not  aggression,  but  most 
powerful  economically,  politically, 
morally,  and  spiritually,  towering  over 
all  the  rest.  To  say  to  those-  people, 
when  we  have  had  devastating  defeats 
and  disasters  in  the  eastern  half  of  the 
world,  that  because  of  that  and  because 
of  high  prices  and  the  general  situation 
we  are  going  to  vote  “No”  on  this,  we  are 
not  going  to  continue  this  plan  that  was 
launched  2  years  ago,  in  1948,  would  be 
so  disastrous  that  I  had  thought  it  was 
a  matter  that  was  not  at  this  time  the 
subject  of  serious  debate.  I  do  not  think 
it  should  be. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  one  additional  minute.# 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  remember  well 
the  gentleman’s  speech,  where  he 
stressed  the  importance  of  the  Marshall 
plan  from  a  security  angle,  and  I  joined 
with  the  gentleman  on  that  occasion.  I 
would  like  to  ask  my  friend,  who  is  one 
of  the  outstanding  students  of  foreign 
affairs  in  this  country,  assuming  we  had 
not  given  aid,  has  the  gentleman  any 
views  as  to  whether  or  not  Italy  and 
France  could  have  successfully  resisted 
the  influence  of  the  Communists  within, 
backed  by  the  power  of  the  Soviet  Union 
without? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  believe  they  could  not 
have  resisted.  I  remember  very  vividly, 
although  some  others  may  not,  the  Ital¬ 
ian  election  that  was  going  to  be  held  on 
April  18,  1848,  and  the  race  against  time 
to  get  this  legislation  through  in  the 
Eightieth  Congress.  The  deadline  was 
April  1  on  that  measure  and  other  meas¬ 
ures  included  in  it.  This  House  finished 
it  on  March  31,  and  the  fact  that  we  not 
only  passed  it  and  supplies  went  forward, 
but  that  we  finished  it  on  time  was,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  a  great  factor  in  the 
result  that  those  countries  did  not  go 
Communist  from  the  inside,  and  since 
that  time,  at  least  for  a  period  of  2  years, 
the  Soviet  Russian  Communists  have 
apparently  despaired  of  overturning 
Europe  from  the  inside.  Now,  comes  the 


threat  of  overt  aggression.  I  proposed 
that  we  combine  military  aid  with  eco¬ 
nomic  aid  in  March  1948,  but  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  would  not  support  my  pro¬ 
posal.  However,  what  we  did  was  not 
only  valuable  in  peace,  a  great  generous 
measure  for  rehabilitation  and  recovery, 
but  also  involved  an  element  of  higher 
selfishness  that  involved  our  own  se¬ 
curity  in  that  it  strengthened  Europe  to 
resist  Communism,  especially  from  with¬ 
in.  That  is  clearer  every  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  require  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
here  a  motion  to  agree  to  $2,250,000  for 
the  ECA.  Frankly,  I  think  it  is  a  larger 
figure  than  is  needed.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  represents  the  working  out  of 
a  situation,  and  I  shall  support  the  mo¬ 
tion  made  by  the  gentleman  fi’om  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Gary]. 

The  whole  situation  has  changed  in 
the  last  few  months.  We  have  in  this 
bill  an  item  of  a  little  over  $1,600,000,000 
for  military  aid  to  western  Europe.  We 
have  in  the  supplemental  appropriation 
bill,  which  is  to  follow  this  conference 
report,  something  like  $4,000,000,000  for 
that  same  military  aid.  A  very  large 
amount  involved  in  that  military  aid  will 
be  provided  for  the  purpose  of  permit¬ 
ting  those  countries  to  make  things 
themselves  which  can  be  used  for  their 
defense.  It  will  tend  to  build  up  their 
economic  situation;  it  will  provide  them 
with  dollars  with  which  they  can  obtain 
goods  so  that  there  will  be  very  con¬ 
siderably  less  need  than  there  has  been 
on  some  other  occasions.  The  drafts  out 
of  the  Treasury  to  this  date  are  approxi¬ 
mately  $115,000,000  as  against  $360,000,- 
000  a  year  ago.  Or  about  one-third  of 
what  a  year  ago  was  required.  It  is  ab¬ 
solutely  necessary  that  we  go  ahead  and 
pass  this  motion,  in  my  opinion,  and  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  do  so. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  [Mr. 
Keogh].  The  question  is  on  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  472:  Page  448,  line 
8,  after  “specified,”  insert  “ Provided  further, 
That  the  Administrator  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  issue  notes  from  time  to  time 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  purchase  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  such  pur¬ 
chases,  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  in  the 
aggregate  $100,000,000  for  the  purpose  of 
assistance  to  Spain,  to  be  extended  upon 
credit  terms  as  provided  in  section  111  (c) 
(2)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  472,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
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the  sum  named  in  line  6  of  said  amendment 
insert  “$62,500,000.” 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO .  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  is 
it  possible  at  this  time  to  have  this  ques¬ 
tion  divided  so  that  the  House  will  have 
presented  before  it  squarely  the  question 
of  receding  or  not  receding? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  motion  is  di¬ 
visible. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO .  Then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  that  the  motion  be  divided. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  asks 
for  a  division  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  I  do.  A  fur¬ 
ther  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO .  The  question 
now  before  the  House  is  whether  or  not 
the  House  recedes;  am  I  correct? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  will  be  the  first 
question  presented. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  1  minute. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  Spanish  loan 
provision.  I  am,  personally,  absolutely 
and  unequivocally  opposed  to  the  Span¬ 
ish  loan  provision  of  this  bill.  I  do  not 
think  it  has  any  place  in  the  bill.  If  it 
does  remain  in  the  bill,  in  my  judgment, 
the  language  should  be  changed.  How¬ 
ever,  the  conferees  agreed  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  should  not  be  changed  but  that  the 
amount  approved  by  the  Senate  should 
be  reduced  from  $100,000,000  to  $62,500,- 
000.  As  chairman  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  I  offered  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  carry  out  that  agreement. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  May  I  inquire  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  managing  this  item  of  the  bill, 
he  being  opposed  to  it,  if  it  is  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  yield  to  Members  who  favor  the 
provision  and  would  like  to  see  it 
adopted? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  shall  yield  to  anyone 
who  ask*- me  for  time  as  long  as  time 
is  available.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  that  I  shall  discharge  my 
duties  to  my  committee  in  full.  I  simply 
stated  my  personal  views  for  the  Rec¬ 
ord.  If,  however,  the  gentleman  has  any 
doubt  as  to  my  fairness  I  shall  be  glad 
to  retire  from  the  management  of  this 
item. 

Mr.  COX.  Of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
do  not  question  the  gentleman’s  fairness; 
but  I  do  feel  that  the  committee  hav¬ 
ing  reported  this  item,  that  those  favor¬ 
ing  its  adoption  should  have  something 
to  say  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  GARY.  Certainly,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  Mr.  Speaker,  those  favoring 
will  have  the  same  opportunity  as  those 
opposing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler], 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  any  loan  to  Franco,  whether  it 
be  $100,000,000  or  $62,500,000.  There  is 
an  old  saying,  “To  him  who  is  in  fear 
everything  rustles.”  We  are  indeed  in 
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a  jittery  state  if  we  approve  this  loan. 
Apparently  the  shadow  of  Russia  makes 
us  do  queer  things.  This  loan  is  one. 
We  seem  to  hear  rustling  on  all  sides. 
This  fear  persuades  us  to  rely  upon 
Franco  as  an  ally.  "What  a  broken  reed 
to  lean  cn. 

The  United  Nations  resolution,  be  it 
remembered,  condemned  Franco.  We 
supported  wholeheartedly  that  resolu¬ 
tion  and  we  did  it  with  courage  and  with 
determination.  We  withdrew  our  Am¬ 
bassador.  Now  our  fears  make  us  forget 
the  UN  resolution,  in  spirit  at  least,  if 
not  in  word. 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  remember  the  tele¬ 
gram  that  Franco  sent  to  the  head  of 
the  puppet  Government  in  the  Philip¬ 
pines,  Jose  Laurel,  when  Emperor  Hiro- 
hito  made  Laurel  head  of  that  country. 
Franco  said  in  that  telegram :  “Most 
sincere  sentiments  from  the  Spanish 
people.”  That  was  while  our  boys  were 
fighting  and  dying  in  the  foxholes  with 
the  purpose  of  liberating  the  Philippines. 

Nor  must  we  forget  the  Nazi  sub¬ 
marines  and  the  U-boats  which  operated 
from  the  Spanish  port  of  Vigo  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  Franco. 
Think  of  the  heavy  loss  we  paid  in  lives 
and  treasure. 

We  cannot  subscribe  to  the  non  sequi- 
tur  that  an  enemy  of  an  enemy  is  a 
frien*  If  Tom  hates  Harry  and  Dick 
hates  Harry,  does  it  necessarily  follow 
that  Tom  and  Dick  love  each  other? 
Must  Uncle  Sam  love  Franco  because 
both  hate  Russia? 

Moreover,  I  see  very  little  point  in 
wooing  a  bride  that  is  already  won.  By 
that  I  mean  that  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imagination  would  Franco  Spain  throw 
its  lot  in  with  the  Russian  cause.  No 
pact  of  ours  need  shape  Spain’s  policy 
in  that  direction.  It  is  already  shaped. 
The  word  “welcome”  would  be  on  the 
Spanish  mat  to  American  aviators. 
There  is  no  need  to  buy  that  “welcome” 
with  a  loan. 

I  believe  the  whole  conception  of  the 
dependability  of  building  beachheads  for 
United  Nations  forces  in  Spain  is  the 
worst  kind  of  deceit  and  defeatism. 

This  picture  of  Franco  Spain  as  a 
strong  and  indispensable  ally,.  is  just 
wishful  thinking  and  blatant  propa¬ 
ganda.  Franco  Spain  is  weak  and  its 
people  cowed  and  frightened  by  military 
dictatorship.  Franco’s  army  is  designed 
to  run  a  police  state,  not  to  fight  a  good 
cause. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  this 
provision  involving  a  loan  to  Franco  will 
be  decidedly  voted  down. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Cox]. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  opposition  to 
this  motion  is,  in  my  judgment,  reckless 
irresponsibility.  Here  by  this  vote  we 
measure  the  depth  of  the  concern  of  the 
membership  of  this  Congress  in  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  a  nation.  I  should  recognize  the 
fact  that  we  need  Spain  quite  as  badly 
as  Spain  needs  us.  She  is  in  position  to 
offer  valuable  and  effective  assistance  to 
us  and  others  in  our  endeavor  to  save 
what  still  remains  of  the  once  free  world. 


Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  JavitsL 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  ad¬ 
dressing  myself  to  this  question  I  shall 
not  deal  with  those  phases  of  it  which 
go  to  personalities  nor  to  the  tragic 
events  of  the  past  which  my  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  has  just 
so  completely  dealt  with,  but  shall  con¬ 
fine  myself  to  what  I  consider  to  be 
policy  for  the  best  interests  of  our  coun¬ 
try  in  a  sense  of  complete  responsibility 
today  and  for  the  future. 

Let  us  first  recognize  what  has  oc¬ 
curred  in  this  measure.  Without  the 
consent  of  the  head  of  our  foreign  pol¬ 
icy,  the  President,  the  administrative 
organ  in  charge  of  foreign  policy,  the 
State  Department,  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  of  the  Senate  or  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  House,  but 
on  the  motion  of  a  particular  Member  of 
the  other  body  who  is  especially  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  cause,  there  is  introduced 
into  this  appropriation  bill  a  great  deci¬ 
sion  of  national  policy — to  establish 
Spain  as  a  recipient  of  foreign  economic 
aid  from  us.  If  for  no  other  reason,  at  a 
time  when  foreign  policy  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  element  in  the  life  of  the  United 
States,  this  particular  provision  should 
be  stricken  out.  If  anything  is  irrespon¬ 
sible  on  the  issue  of  how  to  run  our  for¬ 
eign  policy,  this  "is  it. 

Let  us  go  a  little  further  and  see  what 
happens  if  we  adopt  this  particular  pro¬ 
vision.  It  strikes  a  blow  of  the  most 
serious  character  at  two  pillars  of  Amer¬ 
ican  foreign  policy,  the  Atlantic  Pact  and 
the  European  recovery  program.  The 
Congress,  not  the  Executive,  is  telling  the 
other  nations  of  Europe  that  we  fear 
their  vulnerability  to  a  Soviet  aggression 
and  occupation;  that  we  fear  we  must  de¬ 
fend  behind  the  Pyrenees;  so  by  this  act 
we  tend  to  discourage  them  in  the  face 
of  this  Communist  menace,  even  though 
we  have  appropriated  billions  of  dollars 
for  them  to  rearm  and  to, 'resist.  Even 
though,  also,  that  is  the  basic  purpose 
of  the  Atlantic  Pact,  of  which  Spain  is 
not  a  part. 

Then  as  to  the  European  recovery 
program — in  respect  of  which  we  pride 
ourselves  that  it  is  based  on  the  great 
policy  of  self-help  and  mutual  coopera¬ 
tion — we  say  to  the  nations  of  Europe 
who  are  organized  in  the  Organization 
for  European  Economic  Cooperation, 
“No;  you  cannot  make  up  your  mind  as 
to  who  you  take  in  or  whom  you  will 
cooperate  with,  we  in  the  United  States 
will  do  it  for  you.”  They  have  the  full 
right  and  power  to  do  it  under  the  way 
we  have  set  them  up  under  the  European 
recovery  program,  but  we  say,  “We  will 
dictate  to  you.”  The  very  thing  we  have 
been  trying  to  avoid  all  these  years  we 
do  by  this  particular  provision  of  a  loan 
to  Spain.  We  say,  “We  will  dictate  to 
you  what  you  shall  do  with  respect  to 
Spain,”  one  of  the  great  vexing  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  world. 

We  are  losing  thereby  infinitely  more 
than  we  could  possibly  gain  in  help  from 
Spain  in  our  struggle  against  commu¬ 
nism.  We  are  in  danger  of  losing  mil¬ 
lions  of  Europeans  to  seek  a  dubious 
allegiance  which  Spain  cannot  do  any¬ 


thing  else  but  give  us  anyway,  because 
she  is  completely  isolated,  and  she  can¬ 
not  do  anything  else  but  cooperate  with 
the  United  States  and  the  other  western 
powers  fighting  against  communism. 
We  do  it  in  this  way  and  at  this  time  by 
a  loan  without  agreements  or  commit¬ 
ments  of  any  kind  and  with  no  assur¬ 
ance  of  any  kind  of  action  to  help  by 
Spain. 

Let  no  one  be  deceived  by  this  loan  pro¬ 
vision  of  $62,500,000.  A  few  years  ago 
the  most  important  financiers  of  Spain 
said  that  Spain  needed  a  billion  and  a 
half  dollars  to  sustain  her  economy  in¬ 
stead  of  the  amount  proposed  in  this  bill. 
Spain,  economically,  is  at  a  low  ebb. 
She  needs  far  more  than  $62,500,000,  and 
this  is  nothing  more  than  the  camel  get¬ 
ting  its  nose  under  the  tent. 

In  economic  terms,  on  economic  con¬ 
ditions  and  agreements,  Spain  right  now 
is  discriminating  against  business  gen¬ 
erally,  and  American  business.  Foreign 
investment  is  limited  to  a  total  of  25 
percent  in  any  Spanish  industrial  enter¬ 
prise,  and  foreign  management  partici¬ 
pation  is  not  favored.  Private  enter¬ 
prises,  though  American-owned  as  to 
Spain,  are  subjected  to  harassments  on 
foreign  exchange  and  to  other  peculiar 
and  harassing  discriminations.  The 
policy  Spain  is  pursuing  in  economic 
matters  is  definitely  opposed  to  the  very 
things  which  the  United  States  is  trying 
to  preserve  in  the  world  today;  a  full 
statement  as  to  practices  of  grave  con¬ 
cern  to  us  has  been  made  to  the  House 
this  year. 

And,  I  say  this  advisedly,  that  the 
proponents  of  this  amendment  should 
think  very  carefully  about  the  fact  that 
todays-there  is  coming  into  existence  a 
policjrof  aid  to  Spain  by  the  back-door, 
off  the  cuff,  which  hereafter  will  always 
haunt  our  relations  with  Spain.  The 
thing  to  do  for  the  proponents  is  to  fight 
it  out  on  the  level  on  which  it  should 
be  fought  out,  as  a  great  national  policy, 
and  then  if  we  give  aid  to  Spain  we  will 
do  it  the  right  way,  in  an  advised  way, 
and  in  such  a  way  that  it  will  really 
help  us  in  this  great  struggle  against 
communism.  As  it  is  being  done  here  to¬ 
day  it  is  doing  ourselves  and  our  allies 
in  all  of  western  Europe  and  free  peoples 
everywhere,  a  grave  disservice. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Does  the  gentleman 
realize  that  his  statements  of  opinion 
about  the  condition  of  the  business  there 
and  American  businessmen  are  not 
agreed  to  by  the  American  businessmen 
who  are  engaged  in  business  there,  as 
was  evidenced  by  a  dispatch  in  the  New 
York  Times  on  August  21? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  would  like  to  refer  the 
gentleman  to  what  I  consider  to  be  a 
highly  authoritative  answer  on  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  point  and  which  bears  me  out 
fully.  It  is  the  speech  made  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  January  9,  1950,  by  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr, 
KeeI,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs,  which  is  based  upon 
a  survey  made  by  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  in  Spain 


1950  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


in  November  and  December  1949  in  which 
he  stated  exactly  and  almost  in  the  same 
words  just  what  I  have  said  here  about 
American  and  other  business  in  Spain 
and  about  the  economic  situation  in 
Spain. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Fogarty], 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the 
first  time  in  12  years,  one' of  our  col¬ 
leagues  has  not  been  present  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  when  an  appropriation  bill 
was  up  or  a  conference  report  such  as 
we  are  considering  this  afternoon.  I 
refer  to  none  other  than  the  Honorable 
Frank  Keefe,  of  Wisconsin,  whom  I  had 
the  honor  and  the  privilege  to  serve  with 
on  the  same  subcommittee  for  the  past 
4  years.  For  12  years  he  has  been  a 
member  of  this  august  body.  For  the 
past  10  years  he  has  been  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee  that  I 
have  the  honor  to  serve  as  chair¬ 
man  of  at  the  present  time.  During 
the  Eighty-first  Congress  he  was  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  this  com¬ 
mittee,  and  even  though  at  times  dur¬ 
ing  the  Eightieth  Congress,  when  he 
was  chairman  of  the  committee,  we  did 
not  see  eye  to  eye  on  many  of  the  issues 
that  were  presented  te  us,  there  was  one 
subject  that  we  saw  eye  to  eye  with  at 
all  times  and  worked  together  in  com¬ 
plete  coordination,  and  that  was  on  the 
over-all  health  problems  confronting  all 
of  the  people  of  our  Nation.  I  take  these 
few  minutes  today  to  express  my  appre¬ 
ciation  in  behalf  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  for  all  of  the  work  that  he  has 
accomplished  in  his  12  years  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  Congress  toward  better  health 
for  all  the  people  of  our  Nation.  I  only 
mention  a  few  things  that  he  has  accom¬ 
plished.  In  the  control  of  tuberculosis, 
it  was  through  his  efforts  that  we  have 
the  so-called  X-ray  teams  that  have 
been  operating  throughout  the  States  of 
this  country  for  the  past  5  years;  the 
water  pollution  and  sanitation  control 
program. 

•>  The  hospital  construction  act  which 
he  so  ably  helped  to  get  through  the 
House  appropriating  necessary  moneys 
for  the  National  Institute  of  Health, 
where  $50,000,000  is  being  spent  at 
Bethesda.  It  is  the  expectation  that  the 
hospital  construction  will  be  finished  in 
July  of  1952.  That,  in  my  opinion,  is  a 
monument  to  Frank  Keefe,  because  it 
will  be  without  question  of  doubt  the 
greatest  research  institution  in  the 
world. 

I  think  everyone  knows  of  his  work  for 
the  establishment  of  the  National  Can¬ 
cer  Institute  and  the  National  Heart 
Institute  and  the  work  he  has  done  in 
the  field  of  mental  illness  and  dental 
health  and  for  the  construction  of  re¬ 
search  facilities,  which  he  started  as 
chairman  of  this  committee  during  the 
Eightieth  Congress,  and  the  foresight 
that  he  showed  at  that  time  in  securing 
appropriations  for  the  future  financing 
'of  scholarships  in  the  medical  sciences 
which  were  established  in  the  medical 
colleges  throughout  the  country  during 
the  past  few  years. 


Everyone  knows  of  his  work  in  the 
field  of  social  security  for  all  the  people 
of  this  country.  That  work  will  never 
be  forgotten. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very  sorry  that  be¬ 
cause  of  a  recent  heart  attack,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin,  Frank  Keefe, 
cannot  be  here.  It  seems  strange  that 
a  man  who  has  done  so  much  in  the 
field  of  heart  research  in  this  coun¬ 
try  should  be  stricken  by  a  heart  attack 
only  2  months  ago  on  his  arrival  at  his 
home.  It  seems  strange  that  he  cannot 
be  here  this  afternoon.  He  is  not  going 
to  run  for  reelection  again. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  consider  it  not  only  an 
honor,  but  a  privilege  and  a  pleasure  to 
have  worked  and  cooperated  with  the 
Honorable  Frank  Keefe  of  Wisconsin. 
I  believe  he  has  done  more  than  any 
other  individual,  not  only  in  the  Con¬ 
gress,  but  in  our  country,  for  the  better 
health  of  all  the  people  of  our  Nation. 

I  know  it  is  the  fervent  wish  of  every 
single  Member  of  the  Congress  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  that  Frank  Keefe  will 
have  a  speedy  and  happy  recovery  and 
that  his  services  will  again  be  available 
for  all  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ap¬ 
plause  following  the  remarks  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fo¬ 
garty],  coming  as  it  did  from  both  sides 
of  the  aisle,  demonstrates  the  esteem  and 
respect  which  this  body  holds  for  our 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Frank  Keefe. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Fogarty],  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Subcommittee  on  Labor  and 
Federal  Security,  has  fully  and  com¬ 
pletely  covered  the  record  of  Mr.  Keefe’s 
legislative  activities  and  the  contribution 
he  has  made  to  the  health  and  welfare 
programs  of  this  Nation. 

Although  I  only  served  on  this  subcom¬ 
mittee  with  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Keefe]  during  this  Congress, 
I  learned  to  admire  and  respect  his  great 
store  of  knowledge,  his  untiring  zeal,  and 
his  forceful  advocacy  of  the  programs  to 
which  he  was  so  deeply  devoted. 

I  am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  bespeak  the 
hopes  and  voice  the  prayers  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  that  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Keefe]  will  be  speedily  and 
completely  restored  to  health. 

All  of  us  wish  for  Frank  Keefe  a  long, 
happy  life  as  he  leaves  behind  him  his 
congressional  life  and  activities.  He 
served  long  and  honorably. 

We  will  miss  him  in  the  next  and  suc¬ 
ceeding  Congresses. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Smith], 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  did  not  expect  to  take  the  floor  to 
discuss  this  matter  which  we  now  have 
under  consideration.  I  hold  no  brief  for 
Franco  as  such.  It  was  my  privilege, 
however,  in  1947,  together  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]  and 
Senator  Mundt,  who  was  then  a  Member 
of  the  House,  to  spend  2  hours  with. 
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Franco  in  his  summer  palace.  I  came 
away  from  that  meeting  with  the  feeling 
that  Franco  was  trying  to  do  a  good  job 
for  the  Spanish  people.  When  we  talk 
about  dictators,  when  we  talk  about  the 
course  of  conduct  he  has  pursued  to  bring 
peace,  and  some  measure  qf  stability  to 
Spain,  I  think  we  ought  to  be  consistent. 
We  are  not  Consistent  when  we  condemn 
him  for  what  he  has  done,  because  we  are 
supporting  other  dictators  in  Europe  and 
South  America  just  as  well  as  Franco  or 
his  Government. 

What  protest  was  made,  I  ask  you,  by 
Members  of  this  House,  when,  a  few 
weeks  ago,  the  Communist  dictator  Tito 
received  loans  from  our  Government? 
Steel  plants  are  being  shipped  to  Yugo¬ 
slavia  now.  Did  ever  a  more  ruthless 
dictator  rule  anywhere  than  Tito?  It 
was  his  antiaircraft  batteries  that  shot 
down  American  airplanes.  We  are  sup¬ 
porting  another  dictator  in  Europe,  an¬ 
other  country  that  is  a  member  of  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  group  whom  we 
have  accepted  with  open  arms.  Have 
you  ever  heard  of  Salazar  of  Portugal? 
Was  any  protest  made  when  we  included 
Portugal  for  loans  under  ECA?  No.  Yet 
does  any  head  of  any  government  any¬ 
where  rule  with  greater  dictatorial  power 
than  Salazar?  Where  were  those  Mem¬ 
bers  then  who  now  profess  with  great 
alarm  the  menace  of  dictatorships? 
Franco  may  be  guilty  of  many  charges 
made  against  him.  I  do  not  know  about 
that,  but  I  do  know  that  Franco  has  pre¬ 
vented  the  Communists  from  taking  over 
his  country.  Our  own  authorities  will 
admit,  as  have  the  British,  that  Franco 
did  cooperate  with  the  Allies  during  the 
war.  We  say  that  it  is  our  policy  to  stop 
communism,  yet  we  are  doing  business 
with  Russia  and,  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  the  Soviet  maintains  an  embassy,  a 
listening  post  which  gathers  informa¬ 
tion  to  be  used  against  us.  Where  is 
our  consistency? 

What  consistency  in  our  foreign  policy 
when  we  recognize  every  rump  revolu¬ 
tion  in  South  America  and  military  dic¬ 
tators  are  set  up  as  a  result  of  those  rev¬ 
olutions? 

Mr.  Speaker,  every  military  man  in  our 
Government  who  has  worked  in  the 
European  theater  of  operations  states 
unequivocally  that  in  the  event  of  war 
with  Russia  in  Europe  we  will  need  the 
help  of  Spain.  It  stands  ready  to  assist 
us  if  we  give  it  the  chance.  Our  na¬ 
tional  security  is  involved  in  this  whole 
question  and,  for  that  reason,  I  favor 
financial  assistance  to  Spain  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Marcantonio]. 

(Mr.  MARCANTONIO  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  we  have  before  us  today  to  me 
is  no  surprise.  It  is  true  that  the  prop¬ 
aganda  for  this  aid  to  Franco  was  con¬ 
ceived  in  Coca-Cola;  but  the  fact  never¬ 
theless  remains  that  the  loan  to  Franco 
is  the  legitimate  product  of  your  for- 
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eign  policy  which  compels  us  to  embrace 
fascism.  I  cannot  see  how  we  in  good 
conscience  can  justify  embracing  fas¬ 
cism,  bearing  in  mind  what  fascism  has 
done  to  the  people  of  Spain.  I  cannot 
see  how  people  who  pretend  to  be  the 
friends  of  labor  can  vote  to  aid  a  Fascist 
regime  which  has  destroyed  the  labor 
movement  completely  in  Spain;  where 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  workers  have 
been  imprisoned,  and  thousands  and 
thousands  of  workers  have  been  shot. 
How  can  you  justify  voting  $62,000,000 
for  Franco  and  in  the  same  bill  refuse 
the  $12,000,000  which  the  Senate  voted 
for  international  children’s  work?  How 
can  anyone  justify  support  for  Franco 
who  aided  and  abetted  Hitler  and  Mus¬ 
solini  in  killing  our  boys?  Of  course, 
you  seek  to  justify  this,  as  you  seek  to 
justify  everything  else,  by  saying  that 
all  these  crimes  against  democracy  are 
committeed  to  stop  communism.  This 
latest  travesty  on  our  democracy  is  the 
inexorable  outcome  of  your  foreign 
policy.  If  you  oppose  it  nowadays, 
your  patriotism  is  questioned.  Whether 
it  be  a  move  to  impose  the  exploitation 
of  monopoly  capital  through  the  EGA 
on  the  people  of  Europe,  or  whether 
it  be  this  action  to  help  continue  the 
Fascist  rule  of  Franco  on  the  Spanish 
people,  oppose  it  and  your  loyalty  is 
questioned  by  every  faker  and  spurious 
patriot.  By  this  foreign  policy  we  must 
consider  every  revolt  on  the  part  of 
people  against  oppression  as  aggression 
on  the  part  of  the  Soviet  Union,  or  we 
are  deemed  to  be  subversive.  Demand 
peace  and  the  profit  patriots  and  their 
political  servants  will  seek  to  pillory  you. 
Well,  there  was  a  time  when  we  had  a 
similar  situation  and  a  similar  argu¬ 
mentation  given  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Mussolini  told  the  Italian  people, 
“Follow  me.  This  is  a  crusade  against 
communism.”  As  a  direct  result  fas¬ 
cism  was  imposed  upon  the  people  of 
Italy,  and  he  sought  to  impose  it  upon 
the  people  of  Africa  and  Europe,  and 
he  helped  impose  the  butcher  Franco 
on  the  people  of  Spain. 

Hitler  said  the  same  thing.  He  said, 
“Follow  me.  This  is  a  crusade  against 
Bolshevism.  This  is  a  crusade  to  stop 
communism.  Destroy  the  civil  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Germany.  Destroy  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  workers  and 
all  other  groups  within  Germany,  and 
then  march  on  against  the  rest  of  the 
world.  We  are  fighting  communism. 
We  are  doing  this  to  stop  communism.” 

There  were  some  people  in  Germany 
who  stood  up  and  opposed  that.  They 
were  called  traitors,  and  the  finger  was 
pointed  at  them  and  they  filled  the  con¬ 
centration  camps.  But  history  has 
passed  judgment  on  that  policy,  which  is 
similar  to  the  one  which  you  have  been 
promoting  here  today  and  other  days  for 
the  past  5  years.  History  passed  judg¬ 
ment  and  not  too  much  time  has  gone 
by,  just  a  matter  of  a  few  years.  History 
has  decided  who  were  the  real  Germans; 
who  were  the  real  Italians.  Those  who 
said  “yes”  to  this  policy  employed  by 
Mussolini  and  Hitler?  Those  who  said 
“yes”  to  the  similar  slogan,  “destroy 
commmunsm,”  and  with  that  they  al¬ 
lowed  democracy  and  decency  that  exist¬ 


ed  in  those  countries  to  be  destroyed? 
Were  they  the  patriots,  they  who  said 
“yes”  to  all  this?  Oh,  no,  the  real  pa¬ 
triots  of  Germany  and  Italy  were  those 
who  resisted,  those  who  did  stand  up  and 
did  incur  the  wrath  and  the  opprobrium 
and  the  persecution  and  the  vilification 
that  so  many  so-called  liberals,  pseudo¬ 
liberals  are  afraid  to  incur  here  and  now 
join  the  real  enemies  of  democracy  in 
support  of  Fascism  incarnate,  the  prod¬ 
uct  of  Mussolini  and  Hitler,  the  bloody 
and  bestial  Franco. 

Now,  there  is  something  else  here. 
You  voted  to  draft  American  boys  to 
fight  and  die  for  this  policy.  You  want 
them  to  answer  to  their  names  when 
the  roll  is  called.  The  least  you  can  do 
is  to  go  on  record  when  you  vote  for 
this  policy  for  which  you  ask  Americans 
to  fight  and  die.  The  American  people 
want  the  Members  of  this  House  to  an¬ 
swer  to  a  roll  call  on  this  loan  to  Franco. 
There  is  a  maneuver  on  foot  to  dodge  a 
record  vote.  We  might  as  well  face  it. 
I  say  you  have  no  right  to  ask  American 
boys  to  fight  and  die,  and  then  refuse 
to  go  on  record  so  that  the  American 
people  can  know  how  you  vote  on  an  is¬ 
sue  as  fundamental  and  as  important  as 
this.  Therefore  I  throw  out  the  chal¬ 
lenge.  No  matter  how  you  vote,  stand 
up  for  the  yeas  and  nays  when  they  are 
demanded.  You  ask  Americans  to  fight 
and  die;  but  do  you  have  the  courage  to 
stand  up  and  be  counted? 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  ColmerL 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ap¬ 
proach  this  question,  I  must  confess, 
with  some  misgivings.  I  have  long  been 
of  the  opinion  that  we  should  be  realistic 
about  this  Spanish  matter.  I,  of  course, 
do  not  find  myself  in  accord  with  the 
reasoning  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  MarcantonioL  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  at  one  time,  I  re¬ 
gret  to  say,  not  too  long  ago,  had  a  con¬ 
siderable  following  in  this  House;  but, 
thanks  to  the  patriotism  of  those  Mem¬ 
bers  who  followed  him,  now  that  they 
have  been  enlightened,  they  no  longer 
are  found  in  "his  possession. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold  no  brief  for  the 
dictator,  Franco.  Nor  did  I  have  any 
love  for  the  dictators,  Mussolini  and  Hit¬ 
ler,  to  whom  the  gentleman  referred; 
but  I  might,  also,  add  that  I  have  never 
held  any  brief  for  the  greatest  dictator 
of  them  all,  Joe  Stalin,  to  whom  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  did  not  re¬ 
fer  in  his  arraignment  of  dictators. 
But  permit  me  to  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  I  do  not  like  this  idea  of  a  loan  to 
Spain.  I  am  generally  in  disfavor  with 
the  philosophy  that  our  friends  abroad 
must  be  purchased  with  American  dol¬ 
lars.  I  think  this  whole  approach  of 
this  loan  is  conceived  in  error.  That  we 
need  friends  abroad  and  that  we  should 
establish  diplomatic  relations  with  Spain 
is,  to  my  mind,  unquestioned.  To  my 
mind  it  is  inconceivable  that  we  should 
continue  diplomatic  relations  with 
Russia,  headed  by  the  greatest  dictator 
of  all,  and  refuse  to  recognize  Spain,  on 
the  ground  that  Generalissimo  Franco 
is  a  dictator.  Obviously,  this  is  a  back¬ 
door  approach,  and  I  am  afraid  is  one 


that  is  not  well  thought  but.  Before  any 
loan  to  Spain  should  be  considered,  we 
at  least  should  establish  diplomatic 
relations. 

In  this  all-out  fight  against  com¬ 
munism  at  home  and  abroad  we  must  be 
realistic.  Who  here  today  is  there  who 
can  say  that  in  the  not  too  distant  future 
we  may  not  have  urgent  need  for  bomb¬ 
ing  bases  in  Spain,  the  closest  proximity 
to  Russia?  I  hope  that  day  will  not 
come,  but  if  it  does,  who  then  will  ques¬ 
tion  the  type  of  government  that  the 
people  of  Spain  have?  Let  the  admin¬ 
istration  reestablish  diplomatic  relations 
with  Spain  and  forget  the  loan. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennes¬ 
see  [Mr.  Jennings]. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
long  been  convinced  that  this  Nation 
should  recognize  Spain,  and  I  am  more 
than  ever  convinced  from  what  I  have 
heard  today  from  those  who  have  spoken 
on  both  sides  of  this  issue  that  Spain 
should  be  recognized,  and  that  this  loan 
of  $62,500,000  should  be  made  to  the 
Government  of  Spain.  This  I  know  be¬ 
yond  the  peradventure  of  a  doubt,  Fran¬ 
co  has  maintained  the  independence  of 
Spain  and  the  dignity  of  the  Spanish 
people.  No  foreign  invader,  no  foreign 
dictatorship  has  imposed  its  will  upon 
Spain  or  the  people  of  that  country.  I 
know  also  and  we  all  know  that  Spain 
is  a  natural  fortress  in  Europe:  The  Pyr¬ 
enees  are  a  natural  barricade  between 
Spain  and  France.  The  mountains,  the 
Mediterranean  and  Gibraltar  which  is 
still  under  the  control  of  Britain  consti¬ 
tute  that  country  a  natural  fortress. 

Franco,  I  am  informed  has  18  divisions 
at  this  time  which  need  only  modern 
arms  to  be  one  of  the  finest  fighting 
bodies  in  the  world.  In  addition  to  that, 
I  believe  the  people  of  that  country  will 
fight  on  our  side.  I  am  looking  for  a 
people  and  a  nation  who  in  the  war 
that  now  impends  will  stand  side  by  side 
with  the  boys  from  my  country  and  your 
country  and  shoot  down  enemies  who 
will  be  shooting  down  our  boys. 

Politics  makes  strange  bedfellows.  In¬ 
ternational  politics  has  made  natural 
bedfellows  of  Franco  and  the  Spanish 
people  for  the  people  of  our  country. 
The  Spanish  people  have  always  been 
known  for  their  valor,  for  their  courage 
and  their  willingness  to  fight  and  to  die 
for  their  convictions  and  for  their  free¬ 
dom.  Theirs  is  a  religion  that  is  one  of 
the  anchors  of  civilization  and  human 
freedom.  I  do  not  hesitate  here,  now, 
or  anywhere  else  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted  on  this  issue. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  .Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.'  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  want  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
when  we  were  in  Paris  last  December  I 
spent  an  hour  with  General  DeLattre, 
commander  of  the  ground  forces  of  the 
Atlantic  Pact  countries,  and  he  said  he 
would  like  to  have  the  Spanish  infantry 
in  the  set-up  for  the  protection  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  All  I  have  to  do  to 
make  up  my  mind  is  to  watch  which  way 
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certain  people  go,  then  I  go  in  the  other 
direction. 

The  issue  is  crystal  clear.  The  battle 
lines  are  drawn.  Atheistic  communism 
seeks  to  conquer,  dominate,  and  comm- 
nize  the  free,  Christian  peoples  of  the 
world. 

To  all  those  whose  heart  is  as  our 
heart,  we  say — Give  us  your  hand,  stand 
by  our  side,  make  common  cause  with 
us — and  civilization,  Christianity,  and 
liberty  will  be  saved. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  O’Toole], 

[Mr.  O’TOOLE  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in 
the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Holifield], 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hap¬ 
pen  to  be  against  the  principle  of  dicta¬ 
torship,  whether  it  is  in  Russia,  whether 
it  is  in  Spain,  or  whether  it  is  in  Portugal. 
It  it  a  principle  with  me  that  I  am 
against  and  I  intend  to  vote  against  this 
loan  to  Spain  as  a  part  of  that  principle. 

FRANCO  LOAN  IS  A  COLOSSAL  BLUNDER  AND 
SHOULD  BE  DEFEATED 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  history  of  this 
decade  is  written,  it  will  be  said  that  it 
came  to  a  close  with  a  colossal  blunder, 
a  monumental  act  of  stupidity  inspired 
by  this  Congress,  namely,  the  proposal 
for  a  $100,000,000  loan  to  Franco  Spain. 

Those  who  have  pursuaded  themselves 
that  Dictator  Franco  should  be  granted 
this  loan  are  guilty  of  a  fatal  error  in 
their  thinking.  They  believe  that  every 
enemy  of  communism  is  a  valuable  ally 
of  the  democratic  cause.  They  suppose, 
in  palpable  disregard  of  the  known  facts, 
that  Dictator  Franco  can  give  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  democracies. 

They  have  shrugged  off  the  fact  that 
the  Franco  regime  is  a  Fascist  regime 
that  holds  power  by  naked  force  and 
terroristic  methods  of  suppression.  Civil 
liberties  are  unknown  in  Fascist  Spain. 
Free  labor  unions  are  not  allowed  to 
exist.  Spaniards  who,  in  their  misery 
and  agony,  openly  protest  against  the 
Franco  regime,  are  jailed  or  shot  in  cold 
blood.  Franco  does  violence  to  every¬ 
thing  that  we  hold  dear  in  the  democratic 
way  of  li£g. 

Paid  propagandists  of  the  present 
Spanish  Government  are  working  over¬ 
time  in  this  country  at  lavish  salaries, 
to  persuade  Americans  that  Franco  is  a 
kindly  and  benevolent  ruler  who  makes 
common  cause  with  us  in  the  crusade 
against  comnnyaism.  They  aim  to  help 
us  forget  that  Franco  came  to  power  only 
with  the  help  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini — 
the  Fascist  dictators  who  were  ground  to 
dust  by  allied  might  in  World  War  II. 

It  is  a  curious  and  ironic  note  that 
antisubversion  legislation  now  before 
the  Senate,  if  literally  and  honestly  con¬ 
strued,  would  bar  from  our  shores  as 
subversh  e  aliens  the  Spanish  Falangists 
whom  we  propose  to  help  by  means  of  a 
$62,500,000  loan. 


The  loan  to  Franco  Is  reprehensible 
from  any  point  of  view. 

This  loan  is  bad  in  principle.  At  a 
time  when  we  are  proclaiming  to  the 
world  the  virtues  of  democracy,  we  can¬ 
not  in  good  faith  and  consistency  take 
to  our  bosom  this  orphan  of  facism  left 
over  from  World  War  II.  Democracy  is 
not  made  stronger  by  seeking  allies 
among  those  who  hate  it.  The  success  of 
our  struggle  against  world  communism 
depends  upon  the  strength  and  vigor  of 
democracy. 

This  loan  is  bad  business.  In  effect  we 
would  be  directing  the  Export-Import 
Bank  to  make  the  loan  without  regard  to 
sound  business  judgment  and  the  criteria 
normally  used  for  such  loans.  The  Fran¬ 
co  loan  would  be,  as  has  been  said,  a 
“shotgun”  order  to  the  bank. 

Our  State  Department  has  repeatedly 
declared  that  Spain  can  freely  apply  to, 
and  consult  with,  the  Export-Import 
Bank  for  credits  for  specific  projects  on 
the  same  basis  as  any  other  country. 
The  department  is  on  record  as  being 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  extension  of 
credits  to  Spain  covering  specific  and 
economically  justifiable  projects.  Also, 
loans  by  private  American  bankers  have 
been,  and  can  be,  made  to  Spain. 

I  believe  that  our  Government  has 
leaned  over  backward  and  has  been 
more  than  generous  in  its  position  on 
economic  assistance  to  a  government 
which  merits  no  support  whatever  from 
us.  Aside  from  being  a  Fascist  dictator¬ 
ship,  the  Spanish  Government  has  im¬ 
posed  restrictions  on  trade  and  foreign 
exchange  and  on  foreign  investments 
which  prevent  the  very  economic  devel¬ 
opment  we  now  propose  in  Spain  to  foster 
by  this  loan.  Why  shotald  the  American 
taxpayer  support,  through  a  bad  loan, 
those  economic  objectives  which  Spain 
will  not  diligently  undertake  for  itself? 

This  loan  is  bad  business  in  another 
important  sense.  Today  we  are  spend¬ 
ing  millions  for  Voice  of  America  broad¬ 
casts.  A  greatly  stepped-up  informa¬ 
tion  program  has  been  requested  by  the 
President.  By  holding  up  Spain  with 
one  hand  while  we  are  offering  democ¬ 
racy  with  the  other,  we  will  nullify  for 
a  great  part  of  the  world  the  value  of 
our  expensive  broadcast  program.  The 
Voice  of  America  will  fall  upon  deaf 
ears  while  the  Russians  are  blaring  forth 
the  fact  of  our  aid  to  Fascist  Spain. 

A  $62,500,000  loan  to  Franco  will  mean 
that  another  $100,000,000  program — the 
Voice  of  America — will  be  broadcast  into 
g,  rat  hole. 

This  loan  is  bad  political  policy.  The 
eyes  and  ears  of  the  world  are  concen¬ 
trated  upon  the  fateful  decisions  we 
make  today.  Fascist  Spain  does  not  sit 
well  with  the  democracies  of  western 
Europe.  Still  struggling  painfully  to  re¬ 
build  their  war-shattered  lives,  the  free 
peoples  of  Europe  do  not  have  such  short 
and  convenient  memories  as  we  do.  The 
horror  of  nazisni  and  fascism  is  burned 
too  deeply  into  their  minds  and  souls 
for  them  to  hold  out  the  hand  of  friend¬ 
ship  to  the  remaining  spawn  of  Hitler 
and  Mussolini.  If  we  hold  out  that  hand 
to  the  Spanish  Government,  we  will  frit¬ 
ter  away  the  good  will  of  free  Europe. 
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We  will  do  irreparable  damage  to  the 
cause  of  democracy. 

I  have  heard  a  few  Members  say  in 
this  House  that  Spain  is  the  real  bul¬ 
wark  against  communism  in  Europe. 
Why  do  they  suppose  we  are  spending 
billions  in  Marshall  plan  aid  to 
strengthen  the  democracies  of  France 
and  Britain  and  the  other  free  nations 
of  western  Europe?  Communism  will  be 
held  back  in  Europe  if  these  nations  re¬ 
main  free  and  are  made  strong.  Fascist 
Spain  can  do  nothing  to  save  Europe 
from  communism.  Politically  and  geo¬ 
graphically  isolated,  it  has  no  influence 
in  the  councils  of  Europe,  no  prestige, 
no  power-— nothing.  It  is  but  the  evil 
symbol  of  the  Fascist  remnants  left  over 
from  the  Great  War. 

Toward  the  end  of  that  war,  when  the 
United  Nations  organization  was  being 
created,  it  was  agreed  that  Spain  should 
never  become  a  member  of  the  United 
Nations  so  long  as  the  Franco  govern¬ 
ment  held  sway.  The  first  session  of 
the  General  Assembly  early  in  1946  en¬ 
dorsed  this  position  and  later  in  that 
year  the  General  Assembly  passed  a  reso¬ 
lution  that  the  Franco  government  be 
barred  from  membership  in  specialized 
agencies  of  the  UN  and  that  all  member 
nations  recall  their  ambassadors  from 
Madrid.  In  subsequent  years,  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  Spain  was  debated  a  number  of 
times  in  the  General  Assembly,  but  the 
original  resolution  was  never  repealed. 

Our  State  Department  has  declared 
itself  as  questioning  the  wisdom  and 
efficacy  of  the  actions  recommended  by 
the  1946  resolution  of  the  General  As¬ 
sembly,  particularly  on  the  ground  that 
it  has  only  served  to  strengthen  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  Franco  regime.  Whether  that 
be  so  or  not,  let  us  keep  in  mind  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  United  Nations 
have  never  accepted  Franco  Spain  as  an 
equal  partner  or  a  deserving  member  of 
the  family  of  nations. 

This  loan  is  bad  military  policy.  It  is 
often  said,  though  never  verified,  that  we 
must  court  Franco  because  the  military 
planners  want  to  make  Spain  a  strong¬ 
hold  behind  mountains,  a  military  bas¬ 
tion  and  base  of  operations  in  the  event 
Europe  is  overrun  by  Soviet  communism. 
Here  again,  we  must  ask  the  advocates  of 
this  view,  why  do  they  suppose-  we  are 
preparing  to  spend  billions  for  arms  aid 
to  the  nations  of  western  Europe,  and 
planning  actively  for  standardized 
weapons  and  joint  resistance  to  aggres¬ 
sion  following  the  Atlantic  Pact?  Spain 
with  her  outmoded  weapons,  her  poorly 
trained  soldiers,  and  her  demoralized 
population,  will  have  no  military  help 
to  offer.  If  the  other  nations  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  became  convinced  that  in 
fact  our  military  strategy  is  to  use  Spain 
as  the  focal  point  of  European  defense, 
then  the  Atlantic  Pact  will  become  a 
shambles,  the  billions  to  be  spent  for 
joint  military  security  will  be  wasted 
in  shattered  European  morale.  For 
nothing  v/ould  be  plainer  evidence  that 
we  considered  western  Europe  expend¬ 
able  than  a  retreat  behind  Spanish 
mountains. 

Let  us,  then,  give  sober  thought  to  our 
actions  here.  By  one  fell  stroke  we  can 
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wipe  out  the  gains  made  in  the  past  few 
years — gains  made  with  hard  work,  and 
sacrifice  and  tremendous  money  costs — 
to  keep  the  cause  of  democracy  alive  and 
strong  in  the  free  nations  of  Europe. 

Let  us  come  before  the  bar  of  world 
opinion  with  clean  hands  and  a  clear 
voice.  Franco  would  weaken  the  fabric 
of  the  democratic,  civilized  world.  Until 
Spain  changes  her  robes  of  dictatorship 
for  garments  of  freedom,  we  cannot,  we 
must  not  feed  the  flames  of  Soviet  prop¬ 
aganda  by  courting  this  Fascist  regime. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  Joe  Stalin  is  out  to  wreck 
the  liberties  of  mankind.  He  is  the 
menace  that  the  free  world  faces  today. 
In  Russia  you  have  no  free  labor  unions, 
no  free  business  enterprise,  no  free  re¬ 
ligion;  you  have  an  absolute  dictatorship 
which  controls  every  movement  of  her 
people.  He  seeks  to  fasten  his  tentacles 
upon  the  people  of  all  the  world.  The 
United  States  today  and  the  free  nations 
of  western  Europe  and  the  world  are 
faced  with  a  situation  where  they  must 
utilize  every  facility  at  hand  to  combat 
communism  and  to  maintain  the  liber¬ 
ties  of  their  peoples.  It  is  impossible 
for  us  to  pass  up  alining  ourselves  with 
the  free  nations  of  the  world.  Spain 
must  be  alined  with  us.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  if  the  United  States  and  the 
rest  of  the  free  world  are  to  survive  the 
drive  of  communism  and  the  effort  to 
destroy  our  liberties,  that  we  must  stand 
together;  that  we  must  take  advantage 
of  our  opportunity  to  protect  ourselves  to 
have  every  military  facility  that  it  is 
possible  to  line  up  alined  up  with  us. 
I  can  see  no  way  here  for  one  who  wishes 
to  maintain  the  liberties  of  the  world  and 
the  rights  of  the  American  people  but 
to  vote  for  this  motion. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  balance  of  the  time  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  listened  with  great  interest  to  this 
debate,  because  it  is  something  I  do  not 
know  too  much  about.  There  is  one 
thing  that  impressed  me  all  the  way 
through.  I  know  these  Members  of  the 
House  are  serious.  They  know  that  we 
are  dealing  with  grave  problems  that  will 
affect  our  generation  and  generations 
to  come.  Yet,  I  have  been  struck  with 
the  idea  that  perhaps  it  was  almost 
ludicrous  for  the  House  to  sit  here  and 
undertake  to  write  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  administration  in  a  meeting  of  the 
House.  We  have  a  State  Department; 
we  have  an  executive  department. 

You  may  laugh.  I  do  not  stand  here 
in  defense  of  any  individual,  but  I  stand 
here  in  the  interest  of  my  people  and  of 
my  country. 

We  have  a  system  of  Government  of 
which  we  are  very  proud.  To  ignore  the 
State  Department  and  to  ignore  your 
President  and  sit  here  in  a  debate  of  1 
hour  and  undertake  to  establish  a  most 
important  question  of  foreign  policy, 
seems  to  me  to  be  utterly  ridiculous. 

What  are  the  terms  of  this  loan? 
Under  what  conditions  are  we  going  to 
make  this  loan?  Somebody  gets  up  here 
and  says,  “We  would  like  to  have  bases 
in  Spain.”  How  do  you  know  you  are 


going  to  get  any  bases  in  Spain?  How 
do  you  know  you  are  going  to  get  a 
farthing’s  worth  for  the  sixty  or  ninety 
or  one  hundred  million  dollars?  Gen¬ 
tlemen,  let  us  stop,  look,  and  listen  be¬ 
fore  doing  such  a  thing  as  this. 

I  have  not  been  one  who  has  been 
regarded  as  an  administration  Member 
of  the  House,  but  at  least,  in  all  the  years 
that  I  have  been  in  Congress,  when  we 
have  been  dealing  with  questions  of  for¬ 
eign  policy,  I  have  always  wanted  to 
know  before  embarking  on  any  such  en¬ 
terprise  as  this,  what  is  the  position  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States; 
what  is  the  position  of  the  Secretary  of 
State;  what  is  the  position  of  your  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War,  and  those  people  who  are 
supposed  to  know?  What  does  any  in¬ 
dividual  Member  of  this  House  know 
about  this  situation,  or  what  will  be  the 
effect  or  the  result  of  this  loan?  We 
have  been  dealing  with  dictators  for 
many  years.  All  dictators  look  alike  to 
me.  I  cannot  see  much  difference  be¬ 
tween  them,  and  I  cannot  understand 
how  my  friends  here,  who  I  know  are 
thinking  of  only  one  thing,  namely,  the 
welfare  of  our  country,  can  sit  here  in 
advance  of  advice  from  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  from  the  people  who  know  the 
foreign  situation  and  undertake  to  deal 
with  this  proposition  in  a  House  of  435 
Members,  many  of  whom  I  am  sure,  like 
myself,  know  very  little  about  the  situa¬ 
tion. 

Here  you  are  not  merely  permitting 
this  loan.  You  are  not  making  any  con¬ 
ditions  of  this  loan.  You  are  just  saying 
here  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
“We  demand  and  we  instruct  that  you 
make  the  loan  to  franco  Spain.” 

Well,  it  is  said,  we  are  going  to  take 
a  note  for  it.  What  do  you  want  to  take 
a  note  for  anyhow,  from  a  guy  like  that? 
If  you  are  going  to  give  him  any  money, 
why  do  you  not  give  it  to  him  and  forget 
about  it.  If  you  do  give  him  any  money, 
do  not  expect  to  get  any  quid  pro  quo, 
because  his  word  is  not  worth  anything, 
nor  is  the  word  of  any  other  dictator 
worth  anything. 

Again  let  me  ask  the  Members  of  the 
House  when  you  vote  on  this  question, 
voting  as  I  know  you  will,  with  the  deep¬ 
est  sincerity  and  motivated  by  the  high¬ 
est  ideals  of  public  service,  to  stop,  look, 
and  listen,  and  at  least  ask  for  some 
advice  of  your  President  whom  you 
elected  to  handle  the  questions  of  for¬ 
eign  affairs. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  never 
thought  the  occasion  would  arise  when  I 
would  find  myself  in  so  complete  disa¬ 
greement  with  my  dear  friend,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia,  who  has  just  yield¬ 
ed  the  floor,  as  I  do  find  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  Spanish  question  has 
been  dangling  in  the  air  for  a  number  of 
years  now,  and  I  make  the  assertion  that 
there  are  probably  no  more  than  30 
Members  of  this  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  who  are  lacking  in  appreciation  of 
the  importance  of  our  establishing  some 
kind  of  a  friendly  working  relationship 
with  Spain. 


The  gentleman  from  Virginia  takes 
the  position  that  the  making  of  the  for¬ 
eign  policy  of  this  country  is  no  concern 
of  the  Congress.  I  would  remind  him 
that  the  Congress,  or  at  least  one  branch 
of  the  Congress  is,  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  made  the  final  arbiter  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  treaties  and  therefore  it  does  have 
a  responsibility  in  making  decisions  on 
questions  of  our  relationship  with  other 
peoples  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  found  thousands 
of  instances  where  I  was  in  disagree¬ 
ment  with  the  State  Department  but 
not  one  where  my  disagreement  was  so 
complete  as  relates  to  its  attitude  to¬ 
ward  Spain.  Is  Spain  to  ever  be  taken 
into  the  family  of  nations  resisting  Rus¬ 
sia?  How  much  longer  does  the  State 
Department  need  to  make  final  decision? 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Colmer],  in  the  brief  address  he  made 
this  afternoon,  developed  the  case  quite 
satisfactorily,  because  he  demonstrated 
in  what  respect  we  would  need  the  co¬ 
operation  and  assistance  of  Spain  in  the 
event  of  an  all-out  struggle. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  moment  we  find 
ourselves  in  combat,  in  war,  with  a  force 
that  we  know  intends,  if  possible,  to 
enslave  the  entire  world.  Just  how  long 
it  will  be  our  good  fortune  that  this 
contest  be  localized  in  Korea,  we  do  not 
know,  but  we  have  no  assurance  that 
it  will  not  spread  out  all  over  the  globe. 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  that  event  should  come 
to  pass,  is  there  one  here  who  would 
question  the  need  of  Spain? 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Of  course',  I  made  it 
quite  clear  that  I  was  in  favor  of  recog¬ 
nition  of  Spain,  but  I  did  not  say  I  was 
in  favor  of  the  loan.  I  want  to  get  that 
straight. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  at  least  did 
develop  the  case  as  far  as  the  need  of 
the  cooperation  of  Spain  is  concerned. 
I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  we  should 
manifest  some  reasonable  understanding 
of  the  tremendous  problem  with  which 
we  are  confronted.  We  should  evidence 
something  of  an  intelligent  and  inter¬ 
ested  concern  in  the  welfare  of  the  Re¬ 
public.  We  should  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  follow  it  with  quick  recogni¬ 
tion  of  Spain. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,*?  move 
^the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recede. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  It  is  no^  a  fact  that 
the  vote  now  recurs  on  the  motion  to 
recede;  and  if  that  is  carried,  then  there 
will  be  a  vote  on  the  motion  that  the 
House  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  with  an  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  a  further  parliamentary  inquiry.  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  on  the  motion  to  re¬ 
cede,  if  that  motion  is  defeated  that 
ends  the  matter  of  the  Spanish  loan? 
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The  SPEAKER.  That  would  be  equiv¬ 
alent  to  disagreeing  and  insisting. 

Mr.  ROONEY,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recede. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recede. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Marcantonio) 
there  were — ayes  165,  noes  90. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with 
an  amendment. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Marcantonio) 
there  were — ayes  164,  noes  80. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  473:  Page  448,  line 
15,  after  “specified”  insert:  “:  Provided, 
further.  That  not  to  exceed  $15,255,000  of 
such  consolidated  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  administrative  expenses  during 
the  fiscal  year  1951.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  473,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,’  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert: 
“$14,000,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  475:  Page  448,  line 
22,  after  “specified”  insert:  “:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  not  to  exceed  $600,000,000  shall 
be  available  for  transfers  under  section  111 
(d)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  475,  and  concur  therein 
With  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert: 
“$500,000,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  476:  Page  448,  line 
25,  after  “specified”  insert:  “:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  after  November  1,  1950,  no  funds 
herein  appropriated  shall  be  made  available 


to  any  nation  of  which  a  dependent  area 
fails  to  comply  with  any  treaty  to  which  the 
United  States  and  such  dependent  area  are 
parties.” 

Mr.  GARY,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  476,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert: 
“:  Provided  further,  That  after  November  1, 
1950,  no  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be 
made  available  to  any  nation  of  which  a 
dependent  area  fails  in  the  opinion  of  the 
President  to  comply  with  any  treaty  to  which 
the  United  States  and  such  dependent  area 
are  parties,” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No. ‘477:  Page  449,  line 
3  after  “specified”  insert  “ Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  be  used  to  provide  assistance 
to  any  participating  country  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President,  has  failed,  refused, 
or  neglected  to  support  the  United  Nations 
in  the  Korean  war  by  supplying  armed  per¬ 
sonnel,  materials  of  war,  or  services.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  477,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment 
insert:  “Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
the  funds  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used 
to  provide  assistance  to  any  participating 
country  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  has  failed,  refused,  or  neglected  to  sup¬ 
port  the  United  Nations  in  resisting  aggres¬ 
sion.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  480:  Page  450,  line 
4,  insert: 

“international  development 

“For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the 
President  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
act  for  international  development  (title  IV 
of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia:  expenses  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation:  purchase  (not  to  exceed  12), 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  use 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States:  printing  and  binding:  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ; 
health-service  programs  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C,  150):  insurance  of  official  motor 
vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required 
by  law  of  such  countries;  acquisition  of  tem¬ 
porary  quarters  outside  the  continental  lim¬ 
its  of  the  United  States  to  house  employees 
of  the  United  States  Government  by  rental 
(without  regard  to  section  322  of  the  act  of 
June  30,  1932,  as  amended  (40  U.  S.  C.  278a) ) , 
lease,  or  construction,  and  necessary  repairs 
and  alterations  to  such  temporary  quarters; 
exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section 
3651  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  543) ; 
entertainment  (not  to  exceed  $2,000) ;  health 
and  accident  insurance  for  foreign  trainees 
and  technicians  while  absent  from  their  own 
countries  participating  in  activities  author¬ 


ized  under  this  appropriation,  and  actual 
expenses  of  preparing  and  transporting  to 
their  former  homes  the  remains  of  such  per- 
sons  who  may  die  away  from  their  homes 
while  participating  in  such  activities:  serv¬ 
ices  of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Publio 
Health  Service  and  of  the  Coast  and  Geo¬ 
detic  Survey,  and  for  purposes  of  providing 
such  services  the  Public  Health  Service  may 
appoint  not  to  exceed  20  officers  in  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Corps  to  grades  above  that  of  senior  as¬ 
sistant,  but  not  above  that  of  director,  as 
otherwise  authorized  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  711  of  the  act  of  July  1,  1944,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (42  U.  S.  C.  211a),  and  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey  may  appoint  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  not  to  exceed  20  commissioned  officers 
in  addition  to  those  otherwise  authorized; 
$26,900,000;  and,  in  addition,  there  may  be 
transferred  to  this  appropriation  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  hereof  not  to  exceed  $2,600,000  from 
the  appropriation  to  the  Department  of 
State  for  international  information  and  edu¬ 
cational  activities,  fiscal  year  1951:  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  year  1951  pursuant  to  section 
405  (e)  of  the  act  for  International  develop¬ 
ment  which  entail  commitments  for  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  funds  for  not  to  exceed  3  years.” 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
this  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gary  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  480  and  concur 
therein. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
distinguished  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
compliment  my  good  friend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gary]  and  my 
fellow  conferees  on  this  chapter  for  their 
action  with  regard  to  this  amendment. 
On  yesterday  during  the  conference  with 
the  Senate  I  moved  that  the  House  re¬ 
cede  on  this  item  and  concur  in  the 
amount  voted  by  the  other  body.  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bates]  and  I  voted 
in  favor  of  receding  and  giving  to  the 
point  4  program  the  full  amount  voted 
by  the  Senate.  The  motion  now  before 
the  House  would  correct  an  unfortunate 
mistake  made  on  the  part  of  the  con¬ 
ferees  who  voted  the  other  way  on  yes¬ 
terday.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the 
present  plan  of  correction  of  that  mis¬ 
take. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a 
similar  program  to  one  down  in  South 
America  which  has  brought  so  much 
discredit  to  the  United  States  and  which 
has  created  such  ill  will  on  the  part  of 
South  Americans  against  us.  We  have 
had  people  come  back  from  there  indi¬ 
cating  repeatedly  that  that  is  the  situ¬ 
ation  and  that  is  the  result. 

Why  we  should  appropriate  three 
times  what  they  can  intelligently  use 
is  beyond  any  intelligent  person’s  mind. 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 
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Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  always  a  precarious  thing 
to  try  to  look  into  the  future.  But  I  am 
convinced  that  if  we  accept  the  drastio 
cut  in  the  point  4  appropriations,  rec¬ 
ommended  in  the  conference  report  on 
Foreign  Aid,  we  will  find,  a  few  years 
hence,  that  we  have  been  penny-wise  and 
pound  foolish. 

It  seems  to  me  that  World  War  II 
showed  us  all  too  clearly  that  military 
victory  alone — and  the  words  “uncondi¬ 
tional  surrender” — do  not  necessarily 
mean  the  end  of  struggle.  Five  years  of 
waging  the  cold  war  should  have  taught 
us  that. 

No  sooner  had  we  won  a  global  war 
against  a  totalitarianism  of  the  right 
when  we  were  plunged  into  another 
global  war — of  a  quite  different  kind — 
this  time  against  a  totalitarianism  of  the 
left. 

Because  we  had  not  attacked  the  roots 
of  world  conflict,  the  military  surrender 
of  the  Germans  and  the  Japanese  has 
meant  very  little  in  the  way  of  bringing 
peace  to  America  and  the  world. 

We  are  now  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  learn  our  lesson.  For  unless  we  at¬ 
tack  the  roots  of  the  present  world  con¬ 
flict — the  misery  and  poverty  and  dis¬ 
ease  that  grip  millions  of  human  be¬ 
ings — military  victory — in  Korea  or  else¬ 
where — will  mean  precious  little.  We 
will  still  be  faced  with  the  task  of  meet¬ 
ing  basic  human  needs. 

Point  4  is  our  one  program  aimed  at 
satisfying  the  basic  needs  of  underde¬ 
veloped  areas.  It  is  our  one  program 
that  attacks  the  roots  of  world  conflict. 
It  is  not  a  large  program  by  any  stand¬ 
ards — even  with  the  $26,000,000  provided 
in  the  Senate  bill.  It  may  not  be  large 
enough  to  do  the  job — but  it  is  the 
foundation  of  an  attack  upon  human 
misery. 

In  1947f  we  tried  to  ignore  the  job  to 
be  done  in  Europe— and  we  tried  to  econ¬ 
omize  on  foreign-relief  funds  to  war- 
devastated  areas — only  to  find  in  1948 
that  the  misery  was  still  there.  The  job 
remained  to  be  done,  and  we  extended  to 
western  Europe  some  $4,000,000,000. 

I  venture  to  say  that  had  our  penny¬ 
wise  attempt  to  save  $150,000,000  in  for¬ 
eign  relief  funds  prevailed  in  1947,  it 
might  have  seemed  very  pound-foolish  in 
1948,  if  it  had  cost  an  extra  billion  dol¬ 
lars  to  accomplish  the  Marshall  plan 
aid  of  European  recovery. 

Now  we  are  asked  to  save  some  $11,- 
000,000  on  our  one  program  of  economic 
aid  to  underdeveloped  areas.  I  venture 
to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  democracy  will 
sooner  or  later  be  called  upon  to  help 
these  areas  raise  themselves  from  their 
Poverty  and  misery.  If  democracy  does 
not,  then  a  dictatorship  of  the  left  will. 

Mr.  Speaker,  Paul  Hoffman,  the  ECA 
Administrator,  has  estimated  that  the 
final  cost  to  the  American  people  of 
World  War  II — without  trying  to  place 
any  dollar  value  on  the  loss  of  human 
life— will  be  $1,300,000,000,000.  And  yet, 

5  years  after  World  War  II,  we  are  no 
closer  to  peace  than  we  were  in  1939. 

A  trillion-dollar  investment  in  peace 
has  apparently  been  wasted. 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  being 
asked  to  invest  another  $10,000,000,000 
to  rearm  America,  and  an  additional 


$4,000,000,000  to  rearm  other  free 

nations. 

We  are  about  to  embark  upon  another 
multi-billion-dollar  investment  in  peace. 

Against  such  a  colossal  investment, 
the  saving  of  $11,000,000  on  point  4 — our 
one  program  that  proposes  to  attack  the 
roots  of  world  conflict — seems  foolishly 
small. 

I  venture  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
should  our  multi-billion-dollar  invest¬ 
ment  in  rearmament  bring  us  victorious 
through  a  military  war — only  to  bring 
us  face  to  face  with  another  world- wide 
struggle  of  mankind  for  a  better  life — 
those  $11,000,000  will  look  even  smaller 
and  more  foolish. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
the  record  should  show  in  connection 
with  the  South  American  activities  which 
we  have  been  engaged  in  that  the  South 
American  countries  do  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  because 
they  hav%  in  a  period  since  the  thing 
has  been  in  effect  quadrupled  the  amount 
of  money  they  are  putting  into  it.  To¬ 
day  they  are  putting  in  something  like 
$17,000,000  against  our  $5,000,000.  So, 
those  South  American  countries  cer¬ 
tainly  feel  it  is  doing  them  some  good. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Oregon. 

HAIL  COLUMBIA;  CALIFORNIA,  HERE  I  COME 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  must 
Oregon  and  Washington  say  good-by  to 
the  Columbia  River?  The  public  press 
recently  has  carried  a  number  of  news 
items  to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  propo¬ 
sal  under  consideration  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  to  divert  water  from  the 
Columbia  River  to  California  to  relieve 
that  State  of  its  water  shortage.  Some 
discussion  has  taken  place  recently  in 
the  House  with  respect  to  this  proposal 
and  a  number  of  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  California  have  issued  press 
releases  thereon. 

I  have  had  the  matter  up  with  Com¬ 
missioner  Michael  W.  Straus  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  and  I  am  advised 
by  him  that  there  is  no  pending  proposal 
on  the  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
to  divert  water  from  the  Columbia  River 
to  California.  He  further  advises  that 
under  authority  granted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  studies  are  being  made  of  the  full 
utilization  of  the  water  resources  of  the 
Pacific  Northwest  and  that  in  that  study 
consideration  is  given  to  any  available 
use  to  which  surplus  waters  might  be  put. 
The  Commissioner  advises  me  that 
no  water  in  any  event  will  be  diverted 
from  the  Columbia  River  above  existing 
or  available  potential  dam  sites  for  the 
development  of  hydroelectric  power  and 
in  any  event  only  water  that  is  surplus 
would  be  considered.  It  is  my  informa¬ 
tion  that  any  proposal  to  divert  water 
from  the  Columbia  River  to  California  is 
so  fantastic  and  would  entail  such  enor¬ 
mous  expense  as  to  be  pure  moonshine. 

The  Columbia  River  is  the  second 
largest  river  in  the  United  States  and  the 
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largest  in  potential  hydro  power.  Mil¬ 
lions  of  acres  of  rich  fertile  land  are 
available  for  reclamation  in  the  water¬ 
shed  of  the  Columbia  and  its  tributaries 
which  can  be  reclaimed  and  put  to  agri¬ 
cultural  use  by  utilization  of  the  water 
of  the  Columbia  River  drainage  basin 
not  necessary  for  navigation,  power,  in¬ 
dustrial,  and  domestic  use. 

I  would  suggest  that  if  California  resi¬ 
dents  have  their  eyes  on  this  great  nat¬ 
ural  resource  which  God  has  given  to  the 
Pacific  Northwest,  rather  than  to  divert 
the  water  from  its  natural  location  to 
the  arid  lands  of  California,  that  they 
themselves  migrate  to  this  garden  spot 
of  America,  the  Pacific  Northwest  and 
become  permanent  residents  of  the  area 
and  utilize  the  waters  of  this  great  river 
in  its  natural  habitat.  They  will  be 
much  happier,  we  will  be  much  happier 
and  the  American  taxpayer  will  be  saved 
millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  including  in  my 
remarks  some  news  releases  from  some  of 
the  members  of  the  California  delegation 
with  reference  to  this  problem  in  which 
it  will  be  noted  that  they  state  that  the 
State  of  California  does  not  want  the 
Columbia  River  water.  However  some 
other  members  of  the  delegation  seem  to 
have  their  eyes  on  the  Columbia. 
California  Wants  No  Columbia  River  Water 
(Statement  of  Representative  Norris 
Poulson) 

Newspaper  and  radio  reports  of  the  past 
3  days  have  described  In  vague  detail  a 
gigantic  project  to  bring  Columbia  River 
water  into  southern  California.  The  project 
is  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Interior, 
and  assertedly  has  the  interest  of  President 
Truman. 

I  wish  to  make  clear  the  following  facts: 

1.  Neither  the  idea  nor  the  plan  was  ini¬ 
tiated  by  any  one  connected  with  the  State 
of  California.  No  engineer  or  other  respon¬ 
sible  official  in  California,  either  employed  by 
the  State  or  the  various  California  water 
agencies,  has  made  such  a  proposal  or  has 
tiated  by  anyone  connected  with  the  State 
government  nor  any  of  its  branches  has  pro¬ 
posed  such  a  projects 

2.  Prosperous  as  California  is,  it  could  never 
afford  to  finance  a  project  of  such  magnitude 
as  the  Columbia  River  diversion  proposed  by 
the  Interior  Department. 

3.  California  would  never  call  upon  the 
taxpayers  of  the  Nation  to  pay  for  such  a 
project,  as  Arizona  has  done  in  the  case  of 
the  proposed  central  Arizona  project,  which 
Secretary  Chapman  says  would  cost  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  taxpayers  more  than  $2,000,000,000  in 
interest  alone. 

4.  California  does  not  need  and  does  not 
want  water  from  the  Columbia  River  or  any 
other  river  of  the  Northwest.  Our  State  engi¬ 
neer  has  said  that  California’s  water  sup¬ 
plies  are  sufficient,  and  that  the  State  does 
not  have  to  go  beyond  its  boundaries  for 
more  water.  The  Colorado  River  water 
awarded  to  southern  California  in  Federal 
Government  contracts,  and  other  available 
supplies,  are  sufficient  to  meet  the  foresee¬ 
able  needs  of  that  area.-* 

5.  The  Columbia  River  diversion  plan  Is 
brought  forward  at  this  time  by  the  Interior 
Department  in  a  desperate  attempt  to  aid 
the  fantastic  central  Arizona  project,  which 
would  take  an  enormous  share  of  California’s 
Colorado  River  water.  It  is  a  nefarious 
scheme  to  rob  California  of  Colorado  River 
water  by  diverting  attention  to  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River  diversion  proposal.  The  scheme 
also  intended  to  give  Representatives  and 
Senators  from  Northwestern  States  the  false 
impression  that  California  has  a  plan  to 
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acquire  Columbia  River  water.  I  wish  to 
assure  the  entire  Congress  that  California 
has  no  such  plan,  and  does  not  support  such 
a  plan. 

6.  Southern  California  has  always  paid  its 
own  wry.  The  people  of  southern  California 
have  obligated  themselves  for  more  than  half 
a  billicn  dollars  for  water  projects,  and  they 
are  paying  these  debts  with  unvarying 
regularity. 

7.  The  Columbia  River  scheme  is  even 
more  infeasible,  grotesque,  and  absurd  than 
the  central  Arizona  project.  It  would  cost 
an  estimated  5  to  10  billion  dollars.  As  a 
member  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee,  and 
as  a  leader  in  California’s  fight  to  protect  its 
vital  water  supplies,  I  disavow  the  Columbia 
River  proposal  and  proclaim  California’s  op¬ 
position  to  it. 

California  Repudiates  Columbia  River  Di¬ 
version  Flan;  Fights  for  Legal  Rights  to 

Colorado  River 

(Statement  of  Representative  Chet 
Holifield) 

Reports  continue  to  be  circulated,  both 
In  Congress  and  in  the  northwestern  United 
States  that  California  is  back  of  a  plot  to 
take  away  water  from  the  Columbia  and 
Snake  Rivers. 

Let  me  state  at  once,  emphatically  and 
without  equivocation,  that  California  has  no 
part  whatever  in  such  a  plot,  and  that  Cali¬ 
fornia  has  not  proposed  or  endorsed  any  such 
plan. 

This  is  not  the  first  time  the  Columbia 
River  diversion  scheme  has  been  repudiated 
by  responsible  California  officials,  and  no 
doubt  it  will  not  be  the  last  time.  Yet,  I 
note  in  newspaper  stories  and  in  corre¬ 
spondence  that  the  fear  persists  in  certain 
sections  of  the  Northwest  that  California  has 
designs  on  northwestern  waters. 

Let  me  assure  my  colleagues  and  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  Northwest  that  California  has 
no  such  designs,  and  that  reports  to  the 
contrary  are  propaganda  disseminated  by 
those  who  would  injure  California. 

The  proposal  to  divert  water  from  the 
Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers  to  the  Southwest 
is  the  brain  child  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  and  the  opponents  of  California’s 
fight  to  protect  its  legal  share  of  the  Colo¬ 
rado  River. 

The  proposal  was  designed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  aiding  Arizona  in  taking  an  enor¬ 
mous  share  of  California’s  Colorado  River 
water.  The  strategy  behind  the  Columbia 
River  diversion  scheme  is  to  give  Congress 
and  the  nation  the  impression  that  Cali¬ 
fornia  does  not  need  its  Colorado  River  water 
because  water  will  be  available  to  California 
from  the  Northwest. 

This  is  a  serious  matter.  It  should  be 
exposed  and  clarified  in  all  details. 

In  my  inquiry  of  the  issue,  I  find  that 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  is  now  conduct¬ 
ing  various  studies  on  bringing  Northwest 
water  into  southern  California.  I  have  a 
letter,  dated  August  18,  1950,  from  Reclama¬ 
tion  Commissioner  Michael  W.  Straus  set¬ 
ting  forth  this  fact. 

I  In  his  letter,  Mr.  Straus  states  that  the 
studies  w„ere  “undertaken  pursuant  to  con¬ 
gressional  and  California  requests,  directions 
and  authorizations.” 

i  “Further,”  writes  Mr.  Straus,  “in  this  in¬ 
stance,  a  specific  congressional  resolution, 
requesting  this  investigation  is  at  hand.” 

He  identifies  this  legislation  as  House  Res¬ 
olution  244,  Eightieth  Congress,  first  session. 

I  This  resolution  was  not  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress.  It  was  introduced  in  the  House  Pub¬ 
lic  Lands  Committee,  at  the  request  of  the 
Reclamation  Bureau,  on  June  2,  1947,  by 
the  late  Representative  Richard  J.  Welch, 
Republican  chairman  of  the  committee.  The 
resolution  was  strenuously  objected  to  by 


both  Republican  and  Democrat  Members 
from  California.  Mr.  Welch  ignored  the 
objections  of  his  California  colleagues  and 
of  his  State,  and  forced  the  resolution  out 
of  committee  with  a  favorable  report. 

That  was  as  far  as  the  resolution  got. 
California  Members  objected  to  it  on  the 
floor,  and  it  died. 

Thus,  I  find  no  specific  resolution  “at 
hand”  which  authorizes  the  Reclamation 
Bureau  to  conduct  the  studies  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  River  diversion  plan.  Certainly  H. 
Res.  244,  which  never  passed  Congress,  pro¬ 
vides  no  authorization.  California  repre¬ 
sentatives  opposed  this  resolution  in  com¬ 
mittee,  and  continued  to  oppose  it  until 
they  killed  it. 

Mr.  Straus  mentions  that  the  Columbia 
studies  were  undertaken  pursuant  to  “Cali¬ 
fornia  requests.” 

So  far  as  I  can  learn,  the  only  so-called 
California  request  came  from  the  late  Repre¬ 
sentative  Welch  in  the  Eightieth  Congress. 
He  was  opposed  by  his  California  colleagues, 
by  the  California  State  government,  and  by 
innumerable  officials,  engineers,  and  attor¬ 
neys  of  California  water  agencies,  such  as  the 
Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern 
California  and  the  Colorado  River  Board  of 
California,  a  State  body  appointed  by  the 
Governor. 

Let  me  make  it  plain  once  again,  that 
neither  the  State  of  California,  nor  any  re¬ 
sponsible  water,  reclamation,  or  power  of¬ 
ficials  of  California,  nor  the  California  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress,  have  in  any  manner  sup¬ 
ported  or  endorsed  the  Columbia  River  di¬ 
version  proposal. 

California  has  a  water  plan  now  being  for¬ 
mulated,  but  it  does  not  contemplate  utili¬ 
zation  of  any  water  from  the  Northwest. 
This  assurance  comes  to  me  in  a  statement 
from  T.  R.  Simpson,  principal  hydraulic  en¬ 
gineer  of  the  California  State  Division  of 
Water  Resources. 

Here  is  Mr.  Simpson’s  statement:  “The 
Federal  Government  is  presently  conduct¬ 
ing  a  preliminary  investigation  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  feasibility  of  bringing  water  from 
the  Columbia  River  to  supplement  Califor¬ 
nia’s  supplies.  The  (California)  State-wide 
water  investigation  is  only  partially  com¬ 
pleted  at  this  time.  *  *  *  However,  on 

the  basis  of  the  inventory  of  (California) 
water  resources  and  estimates  of  ultimate 
■requirements  so  far  made,  it  is  indicated 
that  adequate  water  supplies  can  be  devel¬ 
oped  and  regulated  from  California’s  water 
resources,  including  California’s  right  in  and 
to  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River  *  *  * 

to  meet  probable  water  requirements  of  the 
State,  without  resort  to  importation  from 
the  Columbia  River." 

From  James  H.  Howard,  general  counsel 
of  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  South¬ 
ern  California,  I  have  received  a  statement 
soundly  denouncing  the  Columbia  River  di¬ 
version  scheme.  The  Metropolitan  Water 
District  includes  Los  Angeles  and  San  Diego  ^ 
and  26  other  cities  and  areas  in  southern 
California,  with  a  population  of  nearly 
4,000,000  persons. 

“In  advancing  the  Snake  and  Columbia 
River  diversion  surveys,  the  Reclamation 
Bureau  is  considering  a  plan  that  would  take 
water  away  from  Oregon,  Washington,  and 
Idaho.  It  is  important  that  the  people  of 
those  States  realize  the  true  sources  of  the 
scheme  to  divert  water  outside  their  State 
boundaries. 

“It  is  a  program  that  originated  with, 
and  is  sponsored  by,  the  Reclamation  Bu¬ 
reau.  The  people  of  California  are  not  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proposal.  California  has  no  as¬ 
piration  to  any  water  belonging  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  or  Idaho,  or  any  other  State.” 

The  list  of  protests  from  California  rep¬ 
resentatives  and  officials  against  the  Colum¬ 
bia  scheme  is  long  and  impressive.  It  cer¬ 
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tainly  should  give  assurance  to  the  Repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
that  California  has  no  part  in,  and  does  not 
endorse,  such  a  proposal. 

The  facts  of  the  matter  are  this ;  The  peo¬ 
ple  of  southern  California,  at  their  own  ex¬ 
pense,  have  built  dams,  aaueducts,  and 
canals  costing  more  than  half'  a  billion  dol¬ 
lars  to  bring  their  legal  share  of  Colorado 
River  water  to  their  cities  and  farms.  South¬ 
ern  California  was  awarded  this  Colorado 
River  water  in  contracts  with  the  Federal 
Government,  approved  by  the  Congress. 

Now  the  State  of  Arizona  and  the  Recla¬ 
mation  Bureau  want  to  take  an  enormous 
part  of  California’s  share  of  Colorado  River 
water  for  a  fantastic,  unfeasible  prrject  in 
Arizona.  The  proposed  Arizona  project 
would  cost  more  than  $1,000,000,000  to  build, 
and  would  mean  a  loss  in  interest  to  the 
Nations’  taxpayers  of  an  additional  $2,030,- 
000,000. 

There  is  no  Colorado  River  water  available 
for  this  Arizona  project.  So  the  Reclama¬ 
tion  Bureau,  with  no  doubt,  the  sunport  of 
Arizona,  has  proposed  the  Columbia"  River 
diversion.  This,  they  say,  would  give  Cali¬ 
fornia  her  vitally  needed  water,  and  then 
Arizona  could  have  California’s  share  of  the 
Colorado  River. 

That’s  the  scheme.  California  is  having 
.none  of  it.  California  believes  that  its  legal 
share  of  Colorado  River,  if  protected,  will 
be  adequate  for  California’s  foreseeable 
needs  and  California  will  fight  to  preserve 
those  legal  rights  against  any  attack.  Cali¬ 
fornia  is  not  looking  to  the  Columbia  and 
Snake  Rivers  for  additional  water. 

Interior.  Department  Will-o’-the-Wisp  Plan 

WcurD  Take  Columbia  River  Water  From 

Northwestern  States 

(Statement  of  Representative  Clair  Engle) 

It  is  reported  to  me  that  the  Department  of 
Interior  is  proposing  a  gigantic’  project  to 
bring  the  Columbia  River  water  into  Califor¬ 
nia  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  solving  Cali¬ 
fornia’s  water  problem.  Assertedly,  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman  has  interested  himself  in  this 
project. 

The  purpose  of  this  proposed  project  is 
not,  as  stated,  to  solve  California’s  water 
problem.  The  purpose  is  to  solve  Arizona’s 
water  problem  by  turning  over  to  Arizona 
California’s  water  in  the  Colorado  River. 

California  will  not  be  fooled  by  this  ob¬ 
vious  strategy  into  giving  up  her  established 
rights  and  huge  investments  on  the  Colorado 
River  for  any  such  will-of-the-wisp.  More¬ 
over,  the  people  on  the  Columbia  and  Snake 
Rivers  should  clearly  understand  what  is 
going  on  *  *  *  their  water  is  to  be  ex¬ 

ported  at  huge  expense  in  order  that  an  ex¬ 
change  can  occur  by  which  Arizona  will  get 
the  water  in  the  Colorado  River. 

It  is  a  clever  scheme  designed  in  the  In¬ 
terior  Department  to  eliminate  California’s 
opposition  to  the  fantastic  Arizona  project, 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Interior  De¬ 
partment,  and  would  use  water  to  which 
California  has  long-established  legal  rights. 
California  is  to  be  promised  pie  in  the  sky 
from  the  Columbia  River  and  asked  to  drop 
her  opposition  to  the  Central  Arizona  project, 
to  give  up  long-established  legal  rights  to 
the  waters  of  the  Colorado,  and  to  abandon 
diversion  works  on  the  Colorado  costing 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Of  course,  if  Arizona  is  able  to  perpetrate 
a  theft  of  the  Colorado  River  waters  from 
California,  it  may  be  necessary  for  Califor¬ 
nia,  at  some  future  time,  to  look  elsewhere. 
For  the  present,  however,  California  will 
stand  on  her  established  rights  and  invest¬ 
ments,  and  will  develop  the  remaining  water 
potential,  which  is  substantial,  within  her 
ffivii  borders  and  in  the  Colorado  River. 
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Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

(Mr.  YATES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.  ) 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very 
much  pleased  with  the  action  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Aid  Subcommittee  in  moving  to  re¬ 
cede  and  concur  with  the  Senate  in  pro¬ 
viding  the  appropriation  of  $26,900,000  to 
implement  the  President’s  point  4  pro¬ 
gram,  rather  than  insisting  upon  the 
much  lower  figure  which  had  been  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  yesterday.  Point 
4  is  a  necessary  and  vital  part  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy  if  we  are  to  crush  commu¬ 
nism  before  it  obtains  a  foothold  among 
the  underprivileged  peoples  of  the  world. 

The  supplemental  appropriations  bill, 
which  this  House  will  consider  later  to¬ 
night,  contains  a  much  increased  and  de¬ 
sired  appropriation  for  the  Voice  of 
America,  to  spread  the  truth  about  de¬ 
mocracy  and  our  Nation,  to  counteract 
.subversive  Communist  propaganda. 
Point  4  ties  in  with  our  Voice.  It  gives 
substance  to  the  story  of  our  warmth  and 
peaceful  good  intentions,  of  our  desire 
to  live  in  peace  and  friendship  with  the 
nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  Members  may 
have  permission  to  extend  their  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
are  now  considering  a  bill  which  carries 
many  billions  of  dollars.  Much  of  this 
is  for  the  necessary  measures  of  military 
defense  which  we  must  undertake  today 
in  this  troubled  world.  We  are  being 
forced  by  the  aggressive  actions  of  world 
communism  to  devote  more  and  more  of 
our  resources  and  our  energies  to  self- 
preservation.  But  the  struggle  in  which 
we  are  engaged  cannot  be  fought  solely 
with  guns  and  planes.  The  Communists 
have  long  realized  as  we  are  now  be¬ 
ginning  to  do  that  this  is  an  economic, 
social;  and  ideological  struggle  as  much 
as  a  military  one.  It  is  easy  for  every¬ 
one  to  see  the  need  to  appropriate  bil¬ 
lions  for  defense.  The  need  for  making 
an  adequate  effort  in  other  fields  should 
be  equally  obvious. 

The  point  4  program  is  one  program 
where  we  can  at  small  cost — in  fact  with 
expenditures  which  are  insignificant 
when  compared  with  our  military  appro¬ 
priations — do  a  great  deal  to  strengthen 
the  free  world.  Here  is  a  program  which 
is  not  a  give-away  program.  It  is  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  show  others  how  they  can  sup¬ 
port  themselves.  It  is  a  concrete  and 
positive  answer  to  the  false  propaganda 
of  the  Communists  who  say  that  only 
under  their  system  can  the  millions  of 
backward  people  achieve  a  decent  life. 
If  we  want  to  be  purely  selfish  and  ma¬ 
terialistic  about  it  we  can  say  that  it  is 
one  of  the  cheapest  ways  of  fighting  our 
Communist  antagonists.  If  we  want  to 
put  it  on  a  higher  plane  we  can  say  that 
it  is  a  way  in  which  we  can  cooperate 


with  other  free  peoples  in  making  this  a 
better  world. 

This  program  will  benefit  most  the 
very  areas  of  the  world  which  are  now 
up  against  the  guns  of  Communist  ag¬ 
gression.  These  are  areas  whose  people 
may  be  peculiarly  vulnerable  to  Com¬ 
munist  promises,  for  their  living  stand¬ 
ards  are  low  and  their  aspirations  are 
high.  They  certainly  could  not  under¬ 
stand  any  failure  on  our  part  to  co¬ 
operate  fully  and  adequately  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  knowl¬ 
edge  and  skill  which  could  help  them  im¬ 
prove  their  economic  conditions.  The 
49  countries  which  pledged  assistance  in 
the  United  Nations  aspect  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  could  not  understand  it  if  we 
fail  to  undertake  our  reasonable  share 
of  this  constructive  United  Nations 
activity.  We  are  holding  high  the 
United  Nations  banner  in  Korea.  We 
should  also  hold  it  high  in  connection 
with  its  program  of  technical  assistance 
in  which  such  a  great  part  of  the  free 
world  is  vitally  concerned. 

I  do  not  see  how  we  can  expect  the 
point  4  program  to  make  any  real  head¬ 
way  or  achieve  any  results  if  we  limit 
the  appropriation  to  $15,000,000.  The 
program  originally  developed  in  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  amounted  to  over 
$100,000,000.  This  was  very  carefully 
screened  over  a  period  of  months  by  all 
of  the  agencies  in  the  Government  which 
are  competent  in  the  various  fields  of 
technical  activity.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture,  the  Public  Health  Service, 
the  Department  of  Interior,  and  many 
others  participated  in  this  work.  They 
based  their  analysis  on  their  own  ex¬ 
perience  over  many  years  in  conducting 
technical-assistance  programs  under 
previous  congressional  authorizations. 
As  a  result  of  all  this  work  the  program 
was  screened  down  to  $45,000,000  and 
this  amount  was  requested  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  We  then  cut  $10,000,000  from 
this,  authorizing  only  $35,000,000.  The 
recommendation  of  the  conferees  limit¬ 
ing  the  appropriation  for  new  programs 
to  $15,000,000  would,  with  the  addition 
of  the  $7,600,000  recommended  for  con¬ 
tinuing  existing  programs,  give  a  total 
of  only  $22,600,000.  This  is  only  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  amount  requested  and  only 
65  percent  of  the  amount  which  we  au¬ 
thorized.  I  cannot  see  why  we  should 
cut  this  program  so  much  more  drasti¬ 
cally  than  most  of  the  other  items  in 
the  bill  especially  when  it  has  already 
been  pared  down  so  far. 

We  pride  ourselves  on  being  able  to 
look  ahead.  We  criticize  those  who  have 
failed  to  foresee  and  prevent  aggressive 
moves  of  our  enemies.  Here  is  a  chance 
for  us  to  help  prevent  such  aggression  in 
the  future.  Let  us  act  now  to  help  pre¬ 
vent  conditions  that  will  lead  to  war. 

RESTORATION  OP  $26,900,000  APPROVED  FOR 
POINT  4 

Mr.  DEANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  point  4 
program  is,  I  believe,  potentially  one  of 
the  most  important  international  pro¬ 
grams  of  our  time.  It  can  help  our 
economy.  It  can  help  our  international 
relations.  And  it  can  help  our  national 
security. 

The  long-run  security  of  the  United 
States  must  be  built  up  over  time.  We 


must  start  to  build  early  so  that  we  are 
not  caught  unprepared.  We  must  build 
adequately,  for  half  measures  may  be 
worse  than  none. 

National  security  is  more  than  a  mili¬ 
tary  problem.  It  requires  political  sta¬ 
bility,  sound  and  productive  economies, 
and  friendly  democratic  governments 
and  peoples  in  many  areas  outside  the 
United  States.  Nearly  a  billion  people 
live  in  underdeveloped  areas  outside  the 
Soviet  orbit,  many  of  them  in  critical 
areas  bordering  upon  that  orbit.  The 
political  stability  of  these  people  is  tied 
closely  to  their  living  conditions.  They 
have  the  capacity  and  the  natural  re¬ 
sources  to  produce  far  more  than  now, 
and  thus  to  raise  their  living  conditions 
over  the  years.  But  they  need  help,  and 
it  is  to  our  advantage,  as  well  as  to  theirs, 
to  help  them. 

There  are  various  ways  of  helping 
them  produce  more,  but  some  ways  are 
cheaper  and  more  enduring  than  others. 
Technical  assistance  is  one  of  the  least 
costly,  relying  largely  on  self-help  on  the 
part  of  the  recipient  country  and  leav¬ 
ing  behind  a  widening  circle  of  modern 
techniques,  awareness  of  new  methods, 
and  friendship  towrard  the  sharing  coun¬ 
try.  Its  economic  effects  may  not  be¬ 
come  apparent  for  years,  but  the  fact 
that  something  concrete  is  being  done 
can  produce  political  effects  very  quickly. 

The  forces  of  peace  and  democracy 
throughout  the  world  have  already  been 
greatly  strengthened  by  the  action  of 
the  administration  and  the  Congress  in 
proposing  and  authorizing  a  substantial 
point  4  program.  To  torpedo  this  pro¬ 
gram  by  refusing  it  adequate  funds 
would  hurt  this  Government  and  would 
hurt  many  governments  which  have 
been  our  strong  supporters.  It  would 
give  the  Communist  propaganda  ma¬ 
chine  effective  material.  It  would  con¬ 
firm  the  doubts  of  the  many  people  of 
the  world  who  are  still  doubtful  that  the 
United  States  has  forsaken  isolationism 
and  really  means  to  follow  a  consistent 
program  of  support  for  the  forces  of 
democracy  and  peace. 

Point  4  is  a  symbol  of  the  maturity  of 
United  States  foreign  policy.  It  indi¬ 
cates  the  transition  from  emergency 
programs  hastily  developed  to  put  out 
fires,  to  prevention  of  the  conditions 
that  result  in  fires.  It  shows  that  this 
country  recognizes  the  interrelation  of 
economic  and  political  developments, 
and  the  interrelation  of  developments 
abroad  and  at  home.  Instead  of  emer¬ 
gency  thinking,  and  isolationist  think¬ 
ing,  it  represents  a  broad  and  deep  ap¬ 
proach,  far  more  effective  and  far 
more  economical  than  continual  impro¬ 
visation. 

Because  this  is  a  program  in  which 
both  the  United  States  and  the  United 
Nations  can  make  a  great  contribution 
to  peace,  I  urge  that  the  House  give  it 
full  support.  To  my  mind,  $25,060,000 
is  a  small  price  to  pay  for  a  major  inter¬ 
national  program.  I  urge  that  we  con¬ 
firm  our  earlier  support  for  this  program 
by  appropriating  the  full  $26,900,000 
approved  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  western 
Europe  and  the  civilized  world  is  faced 
with  a  dictator  who  seeks  to  destroy  the 
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liberty  of  the  people  of  the  entire  world. 

We  are  pouring  billions  of  our  money 
Into  western  Europe  to  help  her  build  a 
military  machine  that  will  help  us  and 
them  to  keep  our  countries  and  our  peo¬ 
ple  free  from  the  dictatorship  of  Russia. 
In  the  event  Russia  moves  against  west¬ 
ern  Europe  it  will  be  the  policy  of  this 
Government  to  help  with  all  of  the  man¬ 
power  necessary  from  the  United  States 
to  protect  western  Europe  and  defeat 
our  enemies. 

High  military  officials  agree  as  to  the 
great  advantage  that  Spain  offers  as  a 
natural  base  for  our  operations  in  the 
event  of  a  war  with  Russia.  Every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  who  knows  anything 
about  the  geography  of  Europe  knows 
that  Spain  with  its  broad  expanse  of 
territory  surrounded  on  the  north  and 
east  by  mountains  is  a  natural  fortress 
and  base  which  offers  an  opportunity  to 
the  United  States  and  western  Europe 
as  a  base  of  operations  in  the  event  of  a 
war  with  Russia,  that  should  be  em¬ 
braced  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  under  our  present 
foreign  policy  we  are  allied  with  all  of 
the  nations  of  western  Europe  with  the 
exception  of  Spain  which  is  greatly 
needed  by  us  and  all  of  the  Atlantic  Pact 
nations.  I  am  informed  that  Spain  has 
an  army  consisting  of  17  divisions  well 
trained  and  only  lacking  modern  equip¬ 
ment  to  make  it  the  strongest  fighting 
force  today  in  western  Europe. 

Spain  has  indicated  its  desire  to  join 
with  the  United  States  and  other  nations 
in  its  opposition  to  communism. 

This  bill  today  provides  for  a  loan  of 
$62,500,000  which  I  am  informed  largely 
will  be  used  for  military  equipment. 

I  am  supporting  this  loan  because  I 
believe  the  territory  of  Spain  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  defense  of  western  Europe  and 
thereby  our  Nation.  I  am  supporting  it 
because  we  will  need  all  of  the  military 
strength  Spain  can  give  us  and  our  allies 
in  the  event  of  a  war  with  Russia. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  supporting  it  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  that  it  will  save  thou¬ 
sands  upon  thousands  of  the  lives  of 
American  boys,  if  unfortunately  we  have 
t,o  meet  Russia  in  a  clash  of  arms  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  will  need  all  the 
strength  that  can  be  mustered  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  Because  of  the  increasing 
danger  of  a  drive  to  the  west  on  the 
part  of  Russia  and  the  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  we  have  poured  into  western  Europe 
to  help  build  a  military  defense  against 
Russia,  I  want  to  take  the  opportunity 
today  to  say  I  think  it  is  imperative  that 
western  Germany  be  taken  into  full  fel¬ 
lowship  and  cooperation  with  the  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  nations. 

With  the  hate  of  the  people  of  west¬ 
ern  Germany  against  communism,  its 
location  between  France  and  Russia,  a 
powerful  army  in  western  Germany 
could  soon  be  organized  into  a  great 
fighting  force  in  cooperation  with  other 
nations  to  repel  an  attack  by  Russia. 

In  1937,  you  will  recall  Russia  sent 
troops  to  Spain  to  help  the  Communists 
take  over  that  government.  The  Span¬ 
ish  Government  defeated  that  attempt 
and  soundly  licked  the  Russian  and 


Spanish  Communists.  Stalin  has  never 
forgotten  it  and  has  made  his  influence 
felt  through  our  Government  and  others 
in  the  Potsdam  conference. 

We  will  need  Spain  again  to  help  do 
the  job  if  we  carry  out  our  present  pol¬ 
icy  of  helping  to  defend  European  na¬ 
tions  in  the  event  Russia  moves  against 
them.  We  should  welcome  the  help  of 
any  European  nation  that  is  willing  to 
fight  on  our  side  against  Russia. 

Mr.  Speaker,  referring  again  to  west¬ 
ern  Germany:  As  a  member  of  the 
Herter  committee,  who,  with  other 
Members  of  Congress,  made  a  study  of 
Germany  in  1947;  on  our  return  home 
we  strongly  urged  through  a  resolution 
to  the  Congress  that  we  should  abandon 
the  Morgenthau  plan  and  stop  the  dis¬ 
mantling  and  giving  away  to  Russia, 
England,  and  France,  industrial  plants 
in  Germany  that  we  would  doubtless  be 
called  upon  in  the  future  to  help  rebuild 
at  great  expense  to  our  Government. 

,  RECOGNIZE  SPAIN 

Spain  should  be  accorded  full  diplo¬ 
matic  recognition  by  the  United  States 
Government  and  be  taken  into  partner¬ 
ship  with  the  European  nations  under 
the  policy  of  the  Atlantic  Pact. 

Its  broad  expanse  of  territory  with  its 
natural  protection  of  the  Pyrenees 
Mountains  against  an  invasion  of  Rus¬ 
sia,  its  hate  throughout  the  years  past 
against  communism,  and  with  its  size¬ 
able  arm  in  the  event  of  war,  would  add 
to  the  Atlantic  Pact  nations  formidable 
strength  and  great  value.  - 

In  the  event  of  war  by  its  broad  ex¬ 
panse  of  territory  it  would  furnish  the 
greatest  opportunity  on  the  continent 
for  bases  from  which  United  States 
troops  and  air  power  could  operate  with 
telling  effect. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  V  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  a  letter  to  the  Speak¬ 
er  from  President  Truman  on  the  point 
4  appropriation  and  the  importance  of 
It,  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  read  at 
this  time  in  view  of  the  present  legisla¬ 
tive  situation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  letter  referred  to  follows: 

August  25,  1950. 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

The  Speaker, 

The  House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  The  importance  of 
the  point  4  appropriation  in  the  strug¬ 
gle  against  Communist  imperialism  can¬ 
not  be  overemphasized. 

Although  the  amount  involved  is  rela¬ 
tively  small  in  terms  of  dollars,  the  point 
4  program  has  come  to  be  a  symbol  of 
hope  for  millions  of  people  all  over  the 
world.  In  countries  where  the  choice 
between  Communist  totalitarianism  and 
the  free  way  of  life  is  in  the  balance,  this 
program  can  tip  the  scales  toward  the 
way  of  freedom. 
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The  advance  agents  of  the  Communist 
conspiracy  loudly  promise  the  peoples  of 
these  countries  a  better  way  of  life.  We 
know  that  communism  cannot  deliver  on 
these  promises.  We  know  that  the  way 
of  freedom  actually  can  and  will  provide 
a  better  life  for  people  everywhere.  But 
only  through  such  action  as  the  point  4 
program  can  we  demonstrate  that  fact, 
in  concrete  and  practical  terms. 

If  the  reduction  made  by  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  in  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  Senate  for  point  4  is  al¬ 
lowed  to  stand,  it  will  largely  destroy  the 
program’s  effectiveness.  More  than 
that,  it  will  be  regarded  throughout  the 
world  as  evidence  that  this  country  can¬ 
not  be  depended  upon  to  help  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  in  the  underdeveloped 
areas  of  the  world  in  bettering  their  lot. 
This  attempt  to  save  some  $10,000,000 
will  do  more  for  the  Communists  in  their 
attack  on  the  free  world  than  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  of  their  own  prop¬ 
aganda. 

At  a  time  when  we  are  calling  upon 
our  young  men  to  go  into  battle  in  the 
cause  of  freedom,  I  can  conceive  of  no 
more  tragic  blunder  than  to  throw  away 
this  opportunity  of  doing  so  much  to 
strengthen  the  cause  of  freedom  at  such 
little  cost. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 

the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 

was  confusion  in  reference  to  this 
amendment  yesterday.  I  am  very 
pleased  it  is  being  reconsidered  today 
and  I  am  happy  to  join  in  what  is  going 
to  be  done. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 

Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GARY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 

Speaker,  we  have  just  finished  a  vote  on 
a  limitation  in  the  number  of  ships 
under  the  Merchant  Marine  Operating 
Subsidy  Act.  This  is  not  a  postmortem 
in  any  sense  of  the  word.  The  wording 
that  we  adopted  in  the  bill  is  still  sub¬ 
ject  to  interpretation  and  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to 
what  that  interpretation  should  be,  I 
should  like  the  Record  to  show  that  in 
fixing  the  limitation  of  263  vessels,  the 
committee  did  not  intend,  directly  or 
by  implication,  to  pass  upon  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  any  particular  vessels  within 
the  total.  All  vessels  covered  by  pend¬ 
ing  applications  or  commitments  are 
entitled  to  equal  consideration  on  this 
point. 

Further,  the  power  to  subsidize  vessels 
in  excess  of  263  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  is  a  clear  recog¬ 
nition  and  reaffirmation  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  as  to  the  importance  of  an  adequate 
merchant  marine  for  national  defense 
purposes.  It  would  be  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  in  making  his  certification  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  would  consider  the 
total  number  of  vessels  now  subsidized, 
the  extent  to  which  that  number  is  de- 
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ficient  in  supplying  necessary  shipping 
reserves  for  military  purposes,  and  the 
resulting  need  for  increasing  the  num¬ 
ber  of  subsidized  vessels  in  order  to  in¬ 
sure  adequate  military  reserves.  The 
reference  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  may  serve 
a  useful  purpose  by  focusing  attention 
on  the  importance  of  the  merchant 
marine  to  our  national  defense,  al¬ 
though  it  seems  to  me  to  be  quite  un¬ 
necessary  as  a  subsidized  fleet  of  263 
vessels  obviously  is  woefully  inadequate 
for  defense  purposes,  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  will  so  certify 
promptly.  However,  the  reference  may 
serve  some  useful  purpose  to  emphasize 
the  direct  relation  between  national  de¬ 
fense  and  the  subsidized  merchant 
marine. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  take  this  time  to  inquire  of 
the  majority  leader  as  to  the  program 
for  next  week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  As  far  as  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  week  is  concerned,  we 
will  meet  tomorrow  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  final  deficiency  appro¬ 
priation  bill,  unless  disposed  of  today. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
understand  we  are  going  to  take  that 
bill  up  immediately  and  continue  on 
with  it  tomorrow. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Exactly.  Mon¬ 
day  is  District  Day  and  there  are  six 
bills  on  the  calendar. 

H.  R.  4281  relates  to  the  limitation  on 
taxicabs. 

S.  3659  relates  to  dealers  identification 
tags. 

H.  R.  1188  relates  to  regulating  the 
practice  of  engineering. 

S.  2028  relates  to  the  Board  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  teacher  exchange. 

H.  R.  9524  is  the  supplemental  teach¬ 
ers  leave  Act  of  1949. 

H.  R.  9362  relates  to  the  exchange  of 
park  land. 

Following  that  we  will  take  up  House 
Resolution  474,  the  Teague  resolution  to 
investigate  the  Servicemen’s  Readjust¬ 
ment  Act;  S.  868,  dealing  with  scientific, 
technological,  and  engineering  informa¬ 
tion;  S.  3357,  gambling  devices  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  and  S.  784,  First,  Second, 
and  Third  National  Steamship  Cos. 

On  Tuesday  H.  R.  9490,  the  so-called 
security  bill,  will  come  up. 

Mi-.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
security  bill  comes  up  the  next  day. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  the  Wood 
bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  They 
are  all  the  same. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  the  bills 
scheduled  for  Monday  are  disposed  of, 
then  the  security  bill  will  be  in  order  of 
_  business  on  Tuesday. 

If  there  is  any  change  in  the  program, 
an  announcement  to  that  effect  will  be 
made  to  the  House.  Of  course,  confer¬ 
ence  reports  may  be  brought  up  at  any 
time.  There  are  several  important  con¬ 
ference  reports,  such  as  the  Defense 
Production  Act  and  the  tax  revision  bill. 
Whether  or  not  they  will  all  be  ready 
for  next  week,  I  am  unable  to  state. 


but  I  hope  so,  because  we  are  anxious 
to  dispose  of  everything  we  possible  can 
next  week. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
know  the  gentleman  cannot  tell  me 
definitely,  but  I  have  been  asked  to  in¬ 
quire  if  he  thinks  there  is  any  possibility 
of  a  roll  call  on  any  of  these  bills  on 
Monday.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  of 
course. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Those  bills,  I  think, 
are  not  very  controversial.  They  are  all 
in  the  same  category  as  the  goat  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  None 
of  them  will  be  considered  then  if  they 
are  in  the  same  category  as  the  goat 
bill.  We  did  not  take  up  that  bill. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  They  are  in  the  same 
category  as  the  bill  for  the  regulation  of 
goats. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  will 
accept  the  gentleman’s  opinion  on  the 
bill. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mi*.  HARRIS.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  the  bills  that  have  been  reported 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  are  not  as 
simple  as  has  been  indicated.  The  bill 
providing  for  the  regulation  and  prac- 
*  tice  of  engineering  is  a  very  important 
bill  that  has  been  urged  on  this  Congress 
by  practically  every  engineering  organ¬ 
ization  in  every  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  does  not  agree  then  that  they 
are  all  goat  bills? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  We  should  not  let  that 
statement  pass  lightly  as  indicated.  If 
the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  there 
is  another  bill  out  of  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  known 
as  the  gambling-machine  bill,  or  the  slot- 
machine  bill.  That  could  very  well  be¬ 
come  controversial  to  the  extent  that 
there  might  be  a  demand  for  a  roll  call. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  on  the 
program.  Whether  or  not  it  will  lie 
reached  by  Monday,  I  cannot  state. 

Mr.  GARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

-CONFEREES 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
plan  fronvUew  York  [Mr.  Buckley]  and 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
JLarcade^  be  excused  from  further  serv¬ 
ice  as  Conferees  on  the  bill  H.  R.  7941, 
the  Federal  Aid  Road  Act,  and  that  con¬ 
ferees  be  appointed  in  their  place. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  It 
Js  so  ordered. 

The  Chair  hears  none,  and  appoints 
the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Trimble 
and  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee. 


GRAPHIC  ARTS  CORP.  OF  OHIO— VETO 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 

UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  697) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  veto  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives : 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  H.  R.  4832,  an  act  for  the  relief 
of  Graphic  Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  H.  R.  4832  is  to  pay1  the  sum  of 
$84,359.19  to  Graphic  Arts  Corp.  of  Ohio, 
Toledo,  Ohio,  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  of  the  said  Graphic  Arts  Corp.  of 
Ohio  against  the  Unitett  States. 

The  effect  of  H.  R  *4832  is  to  afford 
financial  relief  to  the  Graphic  Arts  Corp. 
of  Ohio  for  losses  afleged  to  have  been 
incurred  in  the  pei/ormance  of  contract 
W33-038  ac-2023/with  the  Army  Air 
Corps  during.  the  period  January  1  to 
June  1,  1946. 

The  claim  i^  predicated  on  the  con¬ 
tention  that  the  contractor  was  not  sup¬ 
plied  with  the  full  quantity  of  work  con¬ 
templated  by  the  contract  during  the 
contract  period,  and  that  the  contractor 
was  assumed  by  representatives  of  the 
Army  Air  Corps  that  it  would  be  protect¬ 
ed  against  losses  in  its  operation  under 
the  contract.  Plowever,  it  appears  that 
contractor  did  accept  extensions  of  time 
and  other  amendments  to  the  original 
contract  under  various  change  orders 
and  supplements  pertinent  thereto  by 
executing  said  documents.  It  is  re¬ 
ported  that  payments  totaling  $2,029,- 
185.29  were  made  to  the  contractor. 

Thus,  insofar  as  furnishing  work  un¬ 
der  the  contract  was  concerned,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  there  was  substantial  com¬ 
pliance  by  the  Government  within  the 
contract  period  as  extended. 

The  general  rule  is  that  a  formal  writ¬ 
ten  contract  entered  into  on  the  basis 
of  negotiations  between  the  parties 
"merges  all  such  previous  negotiations 
and  is  presumed  in  law  to  express  the 
final  understanding  of  the  parties.  Con¬ 
tract  W33-038  ac-2023,  as  amended,  was 
entered  into  on  a  fixed-price  basis.  It 
contained  no  provision  for  payment  of 
additional  compensation  merely  be¬ 
cause  the  contractor  might  suffer  a  loss 
in  performance.  Hence,  while  the  con- 
ractoVs  claim  is  based  primarily  upon 
the  premise  that  certain  representations 
were  mUe  by  Government  officers  at 
the  time  the  contract  was  negotiated,  to 
The  effect  'that  the  Government  would 
protect  the  Contractor  from  any  loss  in 
performance,  the  terms  of  the  contract 
relating  to  the  \Vqrk  to  be  performed  and 
to  the  prices  to  be  paid  therefor  were 
clear  and  unambiguous  and  such  extra¬ 
neous  representations,  even  if  estab¬ 
lished,  legally  could  riot  be  resorted  to 
for  the  purpose  of  imposing  an  addi¬ 
tional  obligation  on  the  Government.  If 
the  contractor  felt  that  the  formal  con¬ 
tract  and  change  orders  and  extensions, 
and  so  forth,  did  not  afford  it  sufficient 
protection  against  losses  in  performance, 
it  should  not  have  signed  the  contract 
and  accepted  the  extensions.  Having 
done  so,  it  seems  clear  that  there  is  no 
liability  for  any  further  payment  to  the 
contractor,  based  upon  the  contract 
provisions. 
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'jfhat  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  and 
agreesto  the  same. 

Sam  Kobbs, 

Feteb  W.  Rodino,  Jr., 

William  M.  McCulloch, 
Maf^ers  on  the  Part  o/  the  House. 
at  McCarran, 

AS^iander  Wiley, 

Jarbss  Eastland, 

By  McCSrran, 

Managers  on^he  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement  of  the  Managers  on  the  Part  of 
'  the  I&fpsE 

The  managers  on  the  of  the  House 

at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  an^ndment  of  the 
House  to  the  bill  (S.  1838)  to  i^nend  title  28 
of  the  United  States  Code  relating  to  fees 
of  United  States  marshals,  submit  the  fol¬ 
lowing  explanation  of  the  effect  of.  the  ac¬ 
tion  agreed  upon  in  conference  an^-jecom- 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report. 

The  House  passed  the  Senate  bill  alter 
amending  it  by  striking  out  the  first  se 
tion,  which  proposed  to  make  the  fee  charge^ 
able  by  marshals  for  the  sale  of  property  uni¬ 
form  in  all  judicial  districts,  and  to  make 
applicable  to  all  sales  the  fees  presently  au¬ 
thorized  for  the  sale  of  property  under  proc¬ 
ess  in  admiralty.  The  Senate  recedes. 

Sam  Hobbs, 

Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr., 

William  M.  McCulloch, 


AUTHORIZING  CORRECTION  OP  CHAP¬ 
TERS  AND  SECTION  NUMBERS  ON  H.  R. 

7786 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  a  House  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  (H.  Con.  Res.  272),  which  I  send 
to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R.  7786, 
the  general  appropriation  bill,  1951,  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  correct  chapter  and 
section  numbers. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

F  FLING  OF  CONFERENCE  REPORTS  ON 

S.  3959  AND  H.  R.  9038 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  confer¬ 
ees  on  the  bill  S.  3959,  and  also  on  H.  R. 
9038,  have  until  midnight  tonight  to  file 
conference  reports. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DAWSON,  from  the  committee  of 
conference,  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (S.  3959)  entitled  “An  act  to  amend 
the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  and  for  other 
purposes”: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  3001) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3959) 
entitled  “An  Act  to  amend  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
and  for  other  purposes,”  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  Houses  as  follows: 


That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  House  amendment  insert 
the  following:  “That  the  parenthetical  ex¬ 
pression  appearing  in  clause  (1)  of  the  final 
sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  109  of 
the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  152,  Eighty- 
first  Congress)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“‘(including  the  purchase  from  or  through 
the  Public  Printer,  for  warehouse  issue,  of 
standard  forms,  blankbook  work,  standard 
specifications,  and  other  printed  material  in 
common  use  by  Federal  agencies  not  avail¬ 
able  through  the  Superintendent  of  Docu¬ 
ments)  .’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  Clause  (2)  of  the  final  sen¬ 
tence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  109  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  as  hereinbefore  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘(2)  for  paying 
the  purchase  price,  transportation  to  first 
storage  point  of  supplies  and  services,  and 
the  cost  of  personal  services  employed  di¬ 
rectly  in  the  repair,  rehabilitation,  and  con¬ 
version  of  personal  property.’ 

“(b)  The  third  sentence  of  subsection  (b) 

)f  section  109  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  ‘On  and  after  such  date,  such 
p&qes  shall  be  fixed  at  levels  so  as  to  recover 
so  far  as  practicable  the  applicable  purchase 
price,*  the  transportation  cost  to  first  storage 
point,  Inventory  losses,  the  cost  of  personal 
services  employed  directly  in  the  repair,  re¬ 
habilitation,  and  conversion  of  personal 
property,  and  the  cost  of  amortization  and 
repair  of  equipment  utilized  for  lease  or  rent 
to  executive  agencies.’ 

“(c)  The  amendments  made  by  this  section 
shall  be  effective  , on  the  date,  not  earlier 
than  July  1,  1950,  on  which  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  General  Services  shall  determine  that 
appropriated  funds  adequate  to  effectuate 
the  purposes  of  such  amendments  have  been 
made  available. 

I  "Sec.  3.  (a)  The  final  sentence  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (b)  of  section  109  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949 
:1s  amended  to  read  as  follows:. ‘Where  an 
advance  of  funds  is  not  made,  the  General 
j  Services  Administration  shall  be  reimbursed 
j  promptly  out  of  funds  of  the  requisitioning 
•:  agency  in  accordance  with  accounting  pro- 
|  cedures  approved  by  the  Comptroller  'Gen¬ 
eral:  Provided,  That  in  any  case  where  pay¬ 
ment  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the 
requisitioning  agency  within  forty-five  days. 
Rafter  the  date  of  billing  by  the  Administra-  ' 
••tor  or  the  date  on  which  an  actual  liability 
for  supples  or  services  is  incurred  by  the 
Administrator,  whichever  is  the  later,  reim¬ 
bursement  may  be  obtained  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  by  the  issuance  of  transfer  and  coun¬ 
terwarrants,  or  other  lawful  transfer  docu¬ 
ments,  supported  by  itemized  invoices.’ 

“(b)  Section  109  of  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  subsection: 

“  ‘  (g)  Whenever  any  producer  or  vendoy 
shall  tender  any  article  or  commoddity  for 
sale  to  the  General  Services  Administration 
or  to  any  procurement  authority  acting  un¬ 
der  the  direction  and  control  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  pursuant  to  this  Act,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  authorized  in  his  discretion,  with 
the  consent  of  such  producer  or  vendor,  to 
cause  to  be  conducted,  in  such  manner  as 
the  Administrator  shall  specify,  such  tests 
as  he  shall  prescribe  to  determine  whether 
such  article  or  commodity  conforms  to  pre¬ 
scribed  specifications  and  standards.  When 
the  Administrator  determines  that  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  such  tests  will  serve  predominantly 
the  interest  of  such  producer  or  vendor,  he 
shall  charge  such  producer  or  vendor  a  fee 
which  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Administrator  in 
such  amount  as  will  recover  the  cost  of  con¬ 
ducting  such  tests,  including  all  compo¬ 
nents  of  such  cost,  determined  in  accord¬ 


ance  with  accepted  accounting  principles. 
When  the  Administrator  determines  that 
the  making  of  such  tests  will  not  serve  pre¬ 
dominantly  the  interest  of  such  producer  or 
vendor,  he  shall  charge  such  prpducer  or 
vendor  such  fee  as  he  shall  determine  to  be 
reasonable  for  the  furnishing  of  ,<(uch  testing 
service.  All  such  fees  collected  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  be  depositee-in  the  General 
Supply  Fund  to  be  used  foiyany  purpose  au¬ 
thorized  by  subsection  109y(a)  of  this  Act.’ 

“Sec.  4.  Paragraphs  (l/and  (2)  of  section 
2C3  (j)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services  Act  qf  1949  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  / 

“‘(1)  Under  such  regulations  as  heMrfav 
prescribe,  the  Administrator  is  autj#Krzed 
In  his  discretion  to  donate  for  educational 
purposes  or  public  health  purposes,  includ¬ 
ing  research,  in  the  States.  Territories,  and 
possessions  without  cost  (except  for  costs  of 
care  and  handling)  such  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  books,  or  other  supplies  under  the 
control  of  any  executive  agency  as  shall  have 
been  determined  to  be  surplus  property  and 
which  shall  have  been  determined  under 
paragraph  (2)  or  paragraph  (3)  of  this  sub¬ 
section  to  be  usable  and  necessary  for  edu¬ 
cational  purposes  or  public  health  purposes, 
including  research. 

“‘(2)  Determination  whether  such  sur¬ 
plus  property  (except  surplus  property  do¬ 
nated  in  conformity  with  paragraph  (3) 
of  this  subsection)  is  usable  and  necessary 
for  educational  purposes  or  public  health 
purposes,  including  research,  shall  be  made 
by  the  Federal  Security  Administrator,  who 
shall  allocate  such  property  on  the  basis 
of  needs  and  utilization  for  transfer  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  to  tax- 
supported  medical  institutions,  hospitals, 
clinics,  health  centers,  school  systems, 
schools,  colleges,  and  universities,  and  to 
other  nonprofit  medical  institutions,  hospi¬ 
tals,  clinics,  health  centers,  schools,  colleges, 
and  universities  which  have  been  held  ex¬ 
empt  from  taxation  under  section  101  (6)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  or  to  State  de¬ 
partments  of  education  or  health  for  distri¬ 
bution  to  such  tax-supported  and  nonprofit 
medical  institutions,  hospitals,  clinics, 
health  centers,  school  systems,  schools,  col¬ 
leges,  and  universities:  except  that  in  any 
State  where  another  agency  is  designated  by 
State  law  for  such  purpose  such  transfer 
shall  be  made  to  said  agency  for  such  dis¬ 
tribution  within  the  State.’  ” 

“Sec.  5.  The  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949  is  amended 
by— 

«  “(a)  redesignating  section  210  thereof  as 
Section  212,  and  wherever  such  section  num- 
ber  appears  in  such  act  as  originally  en¬ 
act^,  it  is  amended  to  conform  to  the  re- 
desigSaation  prescribed  by  this  subsection: 

“(b)' inserting  in  the  table  of  contents  ap¬ 
pearing  hr  the  first  section  of  such  Act,  im¬ 
mediately  ,xaf ter  the  line  in  which  ‘Sec.  209,’ 
appears,  the  following : 

“  ‘Sec.  210.  Operation  qf.  buildings  and  re¬ 
lated  activities. 

“‘Sec.  211.  Motor  vehicles  identification.’ 

“(c)  inserting,  immediately  after  section 
209  thereof,  the  following  new  sections: 

“  ‘OPERATION  OF  BUDDINGS  AND  RELATED 
ACTIVITIES 

“  ‘Sec.  210.  (a)  Whenever  and  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  Administrator  has  been  or 
hereafter  may  be  authorized,  by  any  provi¬ 
sion  of  law  other  than  this*‘subsection  to 
maintain,  operate,  and  protect  \ny  building, 
property,  or  grounds  situated  i&.or  outside 
the  District  of  Columbia,  including  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  preservation,  deniolition, 
furnishing,  and  equipment  thereof, \he  is 
authorized  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
so  conferred  upon  him — 

“‘(1)  to  purchase,  repair,  and  clean  uni¬ 
forms  for  civilian  employees  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  who  are  required  byN 
law  or  regulation  to  wear  uniform  clothing; 
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“  ‘(2)  to  furnish  arms  and  ammunition 
for  the  protection  force  maintained  by  the 
General  Services  Administration; 

“  ‘(3)  ‘-'to  pay  ground  rent  for  buildings 
owned  by  the  United  States  or  occupied  by 
Federal  agencies,  and  to  pay  such  rent  in. 
advance  when  required  by  law  or  when  the 
AdministratoAghall  determine  such  action 
to  be  in  the  pufelic  interest; 

‘“(4)  to  employ  and  pay  personnel  em¬ 
ployed  in  connection  with  the  functions  of 
operation,  maintenance,  and  protection  of 
property  at  such  per'diem  rates  as  may  be 
approved  by  the  Administrator,  not  exceeding 
rates  currently  paid  by  private  industry  for 
simlter  services  in  the  place  where  such  serv- 
ices  rara-performed;  \ 

“‘(5)  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
section  322  of  the  act  of  JunY  sO,  1932  (47 
Stat.  412) ,  as  amended,  to  pay  rental,  and  to 
make  repairs,  alterations,  and  improvements 
under  the  terms  of  any  lease  entere&Jnto  by, 
or  transferred  to,  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  for  the  housing  of  any  Federal 
agency  which  on  June  30,  1950,  was  igpe- 
cifically  exempted  by  law  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  said  section; 

“‘(6)  to  obtain  payments,  through  ad¬ 
vances  or  otherwise,  for  services,  space,  quar¬ 
ters,  maintenance,  repair,  or  other  facilities 
furnished,  on  a  reimbursable  basis,  to  any 
other  Federal  agency,  or  any  mixed-owner¬ 
ship  corporation  (as  defined  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporation  Control  Act),  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  to  credit  such  pay¬ 
ments  to  the  applicable  appropriation  of  the 
General  Services  Administration; 

“‘(7)  to  make  changes  in,  maintain,  and 
repair  the  pneumatic  tube  system  connect¬ 
ing  buildings  owned  by  the  United  States  or 
occupied  by  Federal  agencies  in  New  York 
City  installed  under  franchise  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  approved  June  29,  1909,  and  June 
11,  1928,  and  to  make  payments  of  any  obliga¬ 
tions  arising  thereunder  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  August 
5,  1909  (36  Stat.  120) ,  and  May  15,  1928  (45 
Stat.  533); 

“‘(8)  to  repair,  alter,  and  improve  rented 
premises,  without  regard  to  the  25  per  cent¬ 
um  limitation  of  section  322  of  the  Act  of 
June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412),  as  amended, 
upon  a  determination  by  the  Administrator 
that  by  reason  of  circumstances  set  forth  in 
such  determination  the  execution  of  such 
work,  without  reference  to  such  limitation,  is 
advantageous  to  the  Government  in  terms  of 
economy,  efficiency,  or  national  security: 
Provided,  That  such  determination  shall 
show  that  the  total  cost  (rentals,  repairs, 
alterations,  and  improvements)  to  the 
Government  for  the  expected  life  of  the  leas6 
shall  be  less  than  the  cost  of  alternative 
space  which  needs  no  such  repairs,  altera¬ 
tions,  or  improvements.  A  copy  of  every  such 
determination  so  made  shall  be  furnished  to 
the  General  Accounting  Office;  i 

“  ‘(9)  to  pay  sums  in  lieu  of  ta^fes  on  real 
property  declared  surplus  by  Government 
corporations,  pursuit  to  the  Surplus  Prop¬ 
erty  Act  of  1944,  where  legal'"  title  to  such 
property  remains  in  any  such  Government 
corporation; 

“  ‘(10)  to  furnish  utilities  and  other  serv¬ 
ices  where  such  utilities  and  other  services 
are  not  provided  from  other  sources  to  per¬ 
sons,  firms,  or  corporations  occupying  or 
utilizing  plants  or.  portions  of  plants  which 
constitute  (A)  a  part  of  the  National  Indus¬ 
trial  Reserve  pursuant  to  the  National  In¬ 
dustrial  Reserve  Act  of  1948,  or  (B)  surplus 
real  property,  and  to  credit  the  amounts 
received  therefrom  to  the  applicable  appro¬ 
priation  of  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion; 

“  ‘(11)  at  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  use  proceeds  received  from  in¬ 
surance  against  damage  to  properties  of  the 
National  Industrial  Reserve  for  repair  or 
restoration  of  the  damaged  properties;  and 


“  ‘(12)  to  acquire,  by  purchase,  condemna¬ 
tion,  or  otherwise,  real  estate  and  interests 
therein. 

“  ‘(b)  At  the  request  of  any  Federal  agency 
or  any  mixed-ownership  corporation  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Government  Corporation  Con¬ 
trol  Act)  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate,  maintain,  and  protect  any  building 
owned  by  the  United  States  (or,  in  the  case 
of  any  wholly  owned  or  mixed-ownership 
Government  corporation,  by  such  corpora¬ 
tion)  and  occupied  by  the  agency  or  instru¬ 
mentality  making  such  request. 

“  ‘(c)  At  the  request  of  any  Federal  agency 
or  any  mixed-ownership  corporation  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Government  Corporation  Con¬ 
trol  Act),  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  (1)  to 
acquire  land  for  buildings  and  projects  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Congress;  (22)  to  make  or 
cause  to  be  made,  under  contract  or  other¬ 
wise,  surveys  and  test  borings  and  to  pre¬ 
pare  plans  and  specifications  for  such  build¬ 
ings  and  projects  prior  to  the  approval  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  title  to  the  sites 
thereof;  and  (3)  to  contract  for,  and  to  su¬ 
pervise,  the  construction  and  development 
and  the  equipping  of  such  buildings  or  proj¬ 
ects.  Any  sum  available  to  any  such  Fed-,-1 
eral  agency  or  instrumentality  for  any  such 
building  or  project  may  be  transferred  j6y 
such  agency  to  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  in  advance  for  such  purposes  as  the 
Administrator  shall  determine  to  be  Neces¬ 
sary,  including  the  payment  of  sallies  and 
expenses  of  personnel  engaged  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  plans  and  specifications  or  in  field 
supervision,  and  for  general  office  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  the  renditiph  of  any  such 
service.  \  Jr 

‘‘‘(d)  WheneveV  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budgfet  shall  determine  such 
action  to  be  in  the  interest  of  economy  or 
efficiency,  he  shall  transfer  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  all  functions  then  vested  in  any  other 
Federal  agency  with"  respect  to  the  operation, 
maintenance,  and-hustody  of  any  office  build¬ 
ing  owned  by  th(f  United  States  or  any  wholly 
owned  Government  corporation,  or  any  office 
building  or  part  thereof  occupied  by  any 
Federal  ageficy  under  any  lease,  except  that 
no  transfer  shall  be  made  under  this  sub- 
section-*- 

“  ‘(h)  of  any  post-office  building  unless 
the  Director  shall  first  determine  that  such 
building  is  not  used  predominantly  for  post- 
office  purposes,  and  functions .  which  are 
transferred  hereunder  to  the  Administrator 
with  respect  to  any  post-office  building  may 
be  delegated  by  him  only  tc  another  officer 
or  employee  of  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  or  to  the  Postmaster  General; 

“  ‘(2)  of  any  building  located  in  any  for¬ 
eign  country; 

“‘(3)  of  any  building  located  on  the 
grounds  of  any  fort,  camp,  post,  arsenal,  navy 
yard,  naval  training  station,  airfield,  proving 
ground,  military  supply  depot,  or  school,  or 
of  any  similar  facility  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  unless  and  to  such  extent  as  a  per¬ 
mit  for  its  use  by  another  agency  or  agencies 
shall  have  been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  his  duly  authorized  representa¬ 
tive; 

“‘(4)  of  any  building  which  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  finds  to  be  a 
part  of  a  group  of  buildings  which  are  (A) 
located  in  the  same  vicinity,  (B)  utilized 
wholly  or  predominantly  for  the  special  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  agency  having  custody  thereof, 
and  (C)  not  generally  suitable  for  the  use 
of  other  agencies;  or 

“  ‘(5)  of  the  Treasury  Building,  the  Bureau 
of  Engraving  and  Printing  Building,  the 
buildings  occupied  by  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards,  and  the  buildings  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  regents  of  the  Smith¬ 
sonian  Institution. 

“  ‘(e)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  the  Administrator  is  authorized,  in 


accordance  with  policies  and  directives  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President  under  section  205 
(a)  and  after  consultation  with  the  heads 
of  the  executive  agencies  affected,  to  assign 
and  reassign  space  of  all  executive  agencies 
in  Government-owned  and  leased  buildings 
in  and  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  upon 
a  determination  by  the  Administrator  that 
such  assignment  or  reassignment  is  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  Government  in  terms  of  econ¬ 
omy,  efficiency,  or  national  security. 

“  ‘MOTOR  VEHICLE  IDENTIFICATION 

“  ‘Sec.  211.  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Administrator,  every  motor  vehicle  ac¬ 
quired  and  used  fpf  official  purposes  within 
the  United  States,  its  Territories,  or  posses¬ 
sions,  by  any  Federal  agency  or  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  be  conspicuously  identi¬ 
fied  by  showing  thereon  either  (a)  the  full 
name  of  the  department,  establishment,  cor¬ 
poration,  or  agency  by  which  it  is  used  and* 
the  servjde  in  which  it  is  used,  or  (b)  a  title 
descriptive  of  the  service  in  which  it  is  used 
if  sqch  title  readily  identifies  the  depart¬ 
ment,  establishment,  corporation,  or  agency 
concerned,  and  the  legend  “For  official  use 
only”;  Provided,  That  the  regulations  issued 
• 'pursuant  to  this  section  may  provide  for  ex¬ 
emptions  from  the  requirement  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  when  conspicuous  identification  would 
Interfere  with  the  purpose  for  which  a  vehi¬ 
cle  is  acquired  and  used.’ 

“Sec.  6.  The  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istration  Services  Act  of  1949  is  amended  by — 
“(a)  redesigning  ‘title  V’  of  such  Act  as 
‘title  VI’  thereof,  and  ‘title  V’,  wherever  it  ap¬ 
pears  therein,  is  amended  to  read  ‘title  VT; 

“(b)  redesignating  sections  501-505,  inclu¬ 
sive,  of  such  Act,  respectively,  as  sections 
601-605,  inclusive,  thereof,  and  wherever  any 
such  section  number  appears  in  such  Act  as 
originally  enacted,  it  is  amended  to  conform 
in  numbering  to  the  redesignation  prescribed 
by  this  subsection; 

“(c)  inserting  at  the  proper  place  in  the 
table  of  contents  to  such  Act  the  following; 

“  ‘Title  V — Federal  Records 
“‘Sec.  501.  Short  title. 

“  ‘Sec.  502.  Custody  and  control  of  property. 

“  ‘Sec.  503.  National  Historical  Publications 
Commission. 

“  ‘Sec.  504.  Federal  Records  Council. 

“  ‘Sec.  505.  Records  management;  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

“  ‘Sec.  506.  Records  management;  agency 
heads. 

“  ‘Sec.  507.  Archival  administration. 

“  ‘Sec.  508.  Reports. 

“  ‘Sec.  509.  Legal  status  of  reproductions. 

“  ‘Sec.  510.  Limitation  on  liability. 
rt ‘Sec.  511.  Definitions.’ 

"(d)  inserting,  immediately  following  title 
IV  thereof,  the  following  new  title: 

“  ‘Title  V — Federal  Records 
“  ‘short  title 

"‘Sec.  501.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the 
“Federal  Records  Act  of  1950”. 

“  ‘custody  and  control  of  property 
“  ‘Sec.  502.  The  Administrator  shall  have 
immediate  custody  and  control  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Archives  Building  and  its  contents, 
and  shall  have  authority  to  design,  con¬ 
struct,  purchase,  lease,  maintain,  operate, 
protect,  and  improve  buildings  used  by  him 
for  the  storage  of  records  of  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where. 

“  ‘national  historical  publications 
commission 

“‘Sec.  503.  (a)  There  is  hereby  created  a 
National  Historical  Publications  Commission 
consisting  of  the  Archivist  (or  an  alternate 
designated  by  him),  who  shall  be  Chair¬ 
man;  the  Librarian  of  Congress  (or  an  alter¬ 
nate  designated  by  him);  one  Member  of 
the  United  States  Senate  to  be  appointed 
for  a  term  of  four  years,  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate;  one  Member  of  the  House  of  \ 
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istration  provisions  will  not  be  operative  for 
a  considerable  time,  if  ever.  What  is  needed 
is  authority  to  take  preventive  action, 
against  the  specific  danger  of  sabotage  with¬ 
out  prolonged  legal  proceedings.  The  au¬ 
thority  tequested  by  the  President,  and 
which  I  hope  will  be  restored  in  S.  4037,  will 
provide  the'tools  for  this  necessary  job. 

Section  23  of  the  McCarran  bill  is  derived 
from  H.  R.  10  (the  Hobbs  bill)  and  deals 
with  the  problem. arising  out  of  the  fact  that 
many  aliens  under  final  orders  of  deporta¬ 
tion  cannot  actually,  be  deported  because  no 
other  country  will  receive  them.  Section  23, 
in  accordance  with  the  President’s  recom¬ 
mendation,  provides  the  Attorney  General 
with  new  powers  of  supervision  over  such 
aliens  which  in  my  judgment  will  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  cope  with  the  problem.  As  you 
know,  the  President  in  his  recent  message 
to  the  Congress  strongly  opposed  any  pro¬ 
vision  for  the  indefinite  detention  of  such 
aliens.  I  should  also  like  to  add  that  in  my 
opinion  the  provision  for  criminal  penalties 
recommended  by  the  President,  and  se\forth 
in  section  7  of  S.  4061  will  be  more  enforce¬ 
able  than  the  corresponding  paragraph  (,c) 
of  section  23  of  S.  4037  (the  McCarran  bill) 
and  I  urge  that  it  be  substituted  for  the 
latter  provision. 

With  these  changes,  sections  18  through 
21  and  section  23  of  S.  4037  (the  McCarran 
hill)  will  embody  all  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Interdepartmental  Intelligence 
Committee  consisting  of  representatives  of 
the  military  intelligence  services  and  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  If  enacted 
into  law,  they  will  provide  the  additional 
weapons  which  we  need  to  deal  with  fifth- 
column  tactics,  while  leaving  intact  our 
constitutional  liberties. 

Sections  1  through  17  of  S.  4037  embody 
the  provisions  of  S.  2311,  better  known  as 
the  Mundt-Ferguson-Johnston  bill.  Since 
I  am  sure  that  you  are  familiar  with  the 
constitutional  problems  posed  by  these  pro¬ 
visions,  I  shall  only  state  that  in  my  judg¬ 
ment  they  will  be  completely  ineffective  to 
accomplish  their  purpose.  They  will  he  in¬ 
effective  because  the  registration  provisions, 
upon  which  most  of  the  other  provisions 
are  hinged,  will  not  apply  to  any  Commu¬ 
nist  organization  until  after  prolonged  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  judicial  proceedings. 
When,  finally,  an  organization  is  required  to 
register,  it  will  in  all  probability  dissolve 
itself,  then  reappear  with  a  new  name  and  — 
new  officers.  Even  if  this  registration  process 
could  be  made  effective,  most  of  the  penal-  * 
ties  which  would  be  imposed  upon  registered/ 

.  organizations  and  their  members  would  be  < 
superfluous  in  that  they  are  already  applied ' 
under  existing  law.  Communists  and  fellow 
travelers  are  already  excluded  and  removed- 
from  Federal  employment  under  the  Ri'esi- 
dent’s  loyalty  program,  the  State  Depart-' 
ment  denies  passports  to  Communist,  and 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  withholds 
tax  exemptions  and  deductions  ftom  sub-  * 
versive  organizations  and  thafr  contrib¬ 
utors — and  all  this  without  going  through 
the  cumbersome  procedures  jSi  the  Mundt- 
Ferguson  provisions.  Thu^the  new  result 
of  these  procedures  will  be  meager  in  con-: 
trast  with  the  staggerina^md  perhaps  futile 
enforcement  burden  W|rich  would  be  placed 
upon  the  Departmental  Justice. 

Also,  I  wish  to  poant  out  that  section  22 : 
of  the  McCarran  hfll,  embodying  the  objec- . 
tives  of  S.  1832,  Would  change  the  laws  gov¬ 
erning  the  exclusion  and  deportation  of 
aliens  in  respects  that  will  probably  create 
serious  problems  in  the  conduct  of  our  for¬ 
eign  relations.  I  trust  that  these  proposed 
changes  j^ill  receive  the  most  careful  con¬ 
sideration. 

Finally,  it  must  be  assumed  that  these  pro¬ 
vision's  will  have  the  effect  of  hastening  the 
present  tendency  of  the  Communist  Party 
to/go  underground.  In  this  connection,  I' 
Wish  to  call  your  attention  to  a  paragraph; 


contained  in  the  Department’s  report  to  the  j 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  on  an  \ 
earlier  form  of  this  legislation: 

“Outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  ap-  i 
pears  to  this  department  to  be  unwise,  even  \ 
if  doubts  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  such  j 
a  step  were  removed.  Outlawing  would  ma¬ 
terially  increase  the  Department’s  problem 
of  law  enforcement.  Whereas’  the  Commu¬ 
nist  Party,  to  some  extent,  now  operates  on 
the  surface,  if  this  bill  becomes  law  it  will  be 
forced  underground  where  surveillance  of  its  . 
activities  will  become  increasingly  difficult. 
Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of  the  Federal  , 
Bureau  of  Investigation  of  this  Department,  ? 
in  his  testimony  before  the  House  Un-Ameri¬ 
can  Activities  Committee  in  March  1947,  ad-  ; 
monished  that  he  would  hate  to  see  a  group  • 
that  does  not  deserve  to  be  in  the  category  of 
martyrs  have  the  self-pity  that  they  would  | 
at  once  invoke  if  they  were  made  martyrs  by  i 
some  restrictive  legislation  that  might  later 
be  declared  unconstitutional.” 

The  present  world  situation  requires  the 
prompt  enactment  of  practical  and  consti-  : 
tutional  legislation  which  will  give  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  adequate  weapons  to 
deal  with  the  precise  dangers  which  we  face, 
while  preserving  our  traditions  of  personal 
liberty.  We  in  the  Department  favor  the 
■general  purpose  of  this  type  of  legislation, 
but  we  do  not  feel  that  there  is  time  enough 
remaining  for  novel  experiments  in  law  en¬ 
forcement  Over  a  period  of  years,  with  doubt¬ 
ful,  irteager,  and  inadequate  results, 
ifcpurs  sincerely, 

J.  Howard  McGrajth, 

Attorney  General. 

PROMOTION  OF  VETERANS/  IN  FIELD 
SERVICE  OF  POST  OFFICE  DEPART¬ 
MENT-VETO  MESSAGE/ 

Mr.  JOHNSTOJT  of /South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  do  np<  see  the  majority 
leader  in  the  Chamber  at  the  moment, 
but  I  wish  to  have  brought  up  at  the  ear-  ' 
liest  possible  opportunity  the  veto  mes¬ 
sage  on  House  bill  87.  That  bill  has  al¬ 
ready  been  parsed  by  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives/over  the  veto,  by  a  vote  of 
213  to  71.  A  hope  the  matter  may  soon 
be  takeiylp  by  the  Senate. 

The  \HCE  PRESIDENT.  It  cannot  be 
brought  up  at  this  time,  under  the  agree- 
aamjEgmfl  frn.BTOfiflura.  .> 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 


1951— 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7786)  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  confer¬ 
ence  report  will  be  read  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  report  was  read. 

(For  conference  report  see  pages 
13574-13577,  Congressional  Record  of 
August  24, 1950,  House  proceedings.) 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  report  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  wish  to  be  recog¬ 
nized  now  to  speak  on  the  conference' 
report? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Let  me  inquire 
whether  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  has  any  objection  to  adoption  of 
the  conference  report. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
comments  on  it,  first. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course;  but  let 
the  report  be  adopted  now. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No;  I  wish  to  speak 
on  it  before  it  is  adopted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Unless  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  wishes  to  speak 
at  this  time,  the  Chair  will  recognize  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  this  is 
the  conference  report  on  the  first  over¬ 
all  appropriation  bill  which  the  Congress 
has  acted  on.  It  naturally  involved  a 
tremendous  task  on  the  part  of  the  con¬ 
ference  committee.  It  is  entirely  con¬ 
ceivable  that  in  such  a  huge  over-all  bill, 
touching  so  many  subjects  and  relating 
to  items,  and  containing  so  many  fig¬ 
ures,  mistakes  may  be  made.  However, 
by  and  large,  I  think  the  conference 
committee  has  done  an  excellent  job. 

There  are  two  items  I  wish  to  com¬ 
ment  on,  however.  One  is  the  so-called 
10-percent-cut  amendment,  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate  by  a  very  substan¬ 
tial  margin.  That  was  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
CMr.  Byrd]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  and  some  35 
other  Senators.  That  amendment  was 
agreed  to  in  the  Senate  by  such  an  over¬ 
whelming  vote  that  certainly  the  Senate 
conferees  should  have  given  very  special 
attention  to  the  particular  approach  by 
which  that  cut  was  proposed  to  be  made. 

It  was  not  a  blank-check  cut  or  a 
meat-ax  cut,  but  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment  spelled  out  specifically  how 
the  cut  was  to  be  made  and  the  specific 
exemptions  which  were  to  be  granted  for 
certain  agencies  and  departments  main¬ 
ly  of  a  defense  and  security  nature.  The 
exemptions  exempted  agencies  which  are 
of  vital  importance  at  this  partciular 
time. 

However,  the  conference  committee 
saw  fit  to  ignore  that  approach,  and,  in¬ 
stead,  agreed  to  an  amendment  which 
was  proposed  by  one  of  the  House  Mem¬ 
bers,  which  is  a  meat-ax  approach,  a 
blank-check,  and  everything  which 
many  Members  of  the  Senate  have  been 
speaking  against.  It  is  a  complete  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority;  it  grants  to  the 
President  and  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  complete  blank-check  authority. 

I  wish  to  point  out  that  that  is  ex¬ 
actly  contrary  to  the  approach  of  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment,  which  was 
supported  overwhelmingly  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  regret  very  much  that  the  Senate 
conferees  saw  fit  to  yield  on  a  very  im¬ 
portant  matter  of  principle  in  that  con¬ 
nection.  As  the  ranking  Republican 
member  of  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  as  a  member  of  the  con¬ 
ference  committee,  I  could  not  concur  in 
the  action  taken  by  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  on  that  item,  and  I  did  not  agree 
to  that  part  of  the  report. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  another  part 
<5f  the  conference  report,  as  agreed  to 
by  the  conferees.  I  refer  to  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  the  appropriation  for  the 
Children’s  Fund.  I  stood  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  and  spoke  and  voted  to  cut 
the  appropriation  for  the  Children’s 
Fund  10  percent  in  line  with  my  gen¬ 
eral  desire  to  make  such  cuts.  The 
Senate,  in  its  wisdom,  by  a  record  vote, 
defeated  the  attempt  to  cut  the  Chil- 
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dren’s  Fund  appropriation  10  percent; 
the  Senate  was  not  willing  to  cut  that 
appropriation  even  10  percent.  Yet  the 
conferees  have  eliminated  the  item  en¬ 
tirely.  If  the  Senate  was  not  willing 
to  cut  the  item  10  percent,  how  can  the 
Senate  conceivably  agree  to  cut  the  item 
100  percent — in  other  words,  to  elim¬ 
inate  it? 

These  are  some  of  the  inequities  of 
the  conference  report. 

However,  by  and  large,  I  think  the 
conferees  have  done  a  good  job.  I  think 
the  work  they  undertook  on  this  over¬ 
all  appropriation  bill  was  most  difficult, 
and  I  think  generally  speaking  they 
should  be  commended.  Nevertheless, 
there  are  certain  inequalities  and  in¬ 
equities  in  the  situation  of  which  I  think 
the  Senate  should  be  aware  when  it  acts 
on  the  report. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Will  the  Sen¬ 
ator  describe  briefly  what  the  conferees 
did  with  regard  to  the  Bridges-Byrd 
amendment? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  They  eliminated  the 
so-called  10-percent  cut  proposed  by 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate  by  an  overwhelm¬ 
ing  vote,  and  substituted  an  instruc¬ 
tion  to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment — namely,  the  President  and  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget — to  cut  $550,000,- 
000  from  the  fund.  Under  that  instruc¬ 
tion,  they  could  cut  it  anywhere;  for 
instance,  they  could  cut  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  armed  services  if  they 
wished  to  do  so,  and  if  they  deemed  that 
such  a  cut  would  not  be  harmful  to  the 
national  defense,  or  they  could  cut  the 
appropriations  for  the  FBI  or  for  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  or  for  any 
other  agency  or  function  of  government. 
In  this  respect  the  action  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  proposes  a  wide  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority,  a  blank  check.  That  is  what  I 
object  to. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  From  reading 
the  newspapers,  I  do  not  understand 
that  the  President  or  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  would  have  to  make  the  cut;  my 
understanding  is  that  it  would  be  some¬ 
what  discretionary  on  their  part. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  the  cut  is 
mandatory,  but  if  the  cut  is  not  manda¬ 
tory,  then  the  amendment  is  worse  than 
I  have  stated.  I  assume  from  its  word¬ 
ing  that  it  is  mandatory  that  the  cut 
be  made. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  From 
reading  the  press,  I  understood  that  the 
conferees  had  specifically  cut  the  ECA 
appropriation  $200,000,000;  or  was  that 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  President? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No ;  the  conferees  cut 
the  ECA  appropriation  $200,000,000. 
The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  recall 
that  in  the  Senate  he  made  a  successful 
fight  to  exempt  the  ECA  appropriation 
from  the  10-percent  cut;  but  in  the  con¬ 
ference  the  ECA  appropriation  was  cut 
$200,000,000. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  $200,000,- 
000  more  than  the  appropriation  was  as 
the  Senate  left  it? 

Mr.  BRIDES.  Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  In  other 
words,  the  conferees  have  cut  that  ap¬ 
propriation  an  additional  $200,000,000. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  that  fact  for  the 
record,  because  later  it  may  be  necessary 
for  the  ECA  to  make  a  further  request 
for  appropriations. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  With  .respect  to 
the  Children’s  Fund,  is  it  not  true  that 
it  is  the  only  international  cooperation 
fund  for  which  the  local  contribution 
has  been  far  more  than  our  contribution? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Yes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  When  we  put  up 
$25,000,000,  for  instance,  $100,000,000  has 
been  contributed  from  other  sources,  and 
that  fund  has  taken  care  of  approxi¬ 
mately  3,000,000  helpless  children. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  believe  the  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  the  event  the  con¬ 
ference  report  is  agreed  to,  can  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  tell  us  what  will  be  the  net  result 
in  dollars  by  way  of  a  reduction  in  the 
recommendations  of  the  Budget  Bureau? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  have  the 
exact  figure  in  mind,  but  it  is  over 
$2,000,000,000.  The  specific  cuts,  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota, 
total  $1,640,000, 000-plus,  and  in  addition 
thereto  a  reduction  of  $550,000,000  is  au¬ 
thorized.  So  the  appropriations  would 
be  some  $2,000,000,000  below  the  budget 
estimates. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LODGE.  What  did  the  conference 
committee  do  regarding  the  amount  for 
technical  and  economic  assistance  to 
economically  underdeveloped  areas? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  is  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  conference  agreed  upon  a 
sum  of  $15,000,000,  and,  from  what  I 
have  read  in  the  press,  I  understand 
that  the  House  disagreed  to  that  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  conference  report  and  so  it 
now  restored  the  original  figure  of  $26,- 
500,000. 

Mr.  LODGE.  So  it  has  not  been  cut, 
then.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  conference  com¬ 
mittee  cut  it  to  $15,000,000,  and  then,  as 
I  understand,  under  the  further  pro¬ 
cedure,  when  the  report  was  considered 
by  the  House,  instead  of  accepting  the 
amount  of  $15,000,000  as  recommended 
by  the  conferees,  the  House  voted  to 


overturn  that  item  in  the  conference 
report  and  to  restore  the  full  figure. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  know 
about  that,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
further. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  rose. 

Mr.  LODGE."  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vii'ginia,  if  he  can  give  the  answer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Virginia  is  seeking  the  floor  in  his 
own  right. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  There  are  two 
matters  connected  with  the  report  which 
I  desire  to  discuss. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  it  is  an  item 
that  is  utterly  indispensable  to  making 
our  foreign  commitments  effective. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  conference  report, 
but  I  desire  to  mention  two  items  in  it 
in  which  I  have  had  particular  interest. 
One  has  to  do  with  the  appropriation  for 
civil  functions.  The  committee  recom¬ 
mended  a  figure  to  the  Senate  which  was 
10  percent  below  the  Budget  estimate. 
That  is  point  No.  1.  Point  No.  2  is 
that  the  Senate  adopted  the  Bridges- 
Byrd  amendment  and  cut  it  another  10 
percent.  When  it  went  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  it  was  cut  $76,000,000  more.  Then, 
in  addition  to  that,  a  provision  was  in¬ 
serted  that  no  project  under  that  title 
of  the  bill  should  be  proceeded  with  un¬ 
less  the  President  certified  it  was  a 
contribution  to  the  national-defense 
program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  provision  re¬ 
lates  only  to  new  projects,  not  to  projects 
which  are  under  way  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  It  relates  to  the 
new  projects,  then. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Then,  I  wrote  to 
the  Chief  of  the  Army  and  asked  him 
to  give  me  an  answer  as  to  what  would 
have  been  the  result  of  the  50  percent 
cut  proposed  by  the  Douglas  amend¬ 
ment,  had  it  been  adopted.  I  voted 
against  it,  because  I  felt  there  were  in¬ 
volved  hydroelectric  projects  which 
could  be  brought  into  operation  within 
the  next  year,  which  were  highly  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  war  effort,  and  to  stop  which 
now  would  be  poor  economy  from  every 
standpoint.  He  wrote  me  that  in  his 
opinion  if  we  had  made  a  50  percent 
horizontal  cut  across  the  board  of  all 
those  projects  we  would  have  to  pay  li¬ 
quidated  damages  to  contractors,  and 
we  would  have  left  unfinished  construc¬ 
tion  so  exposed  to  the  elements  that  in 
his  opinion  there  would  have  been  no 
saving  whatever  by  that  cut. 

But,  the  way  we  have  operated,  we  do 
have  a  saving.  We  saved  10  percent  on 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment.  We 
saved  $76,000,000,  which  was  further  cut, 
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and  we  saved  on  all  new  projects  in  the 
bill,  including  some  of  those  items  about 
which  I  frankly  had  some  doubt,  which 
doubt  I  expressed  in  the  committee. 
However,  I  do  not  have  the  controlling 
vote.  They  cannot  be  started  unless  the 
President  certifies  tha„  they  are  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  defense  effort. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  those 
of  us  who  believed  in  economy  but  who 
did  not  believe  in  the  approach  to  it 
on  this  particular  item  advanced  by  the 
Douglas  amendment,  have  been  fully 
justified  in  the  stand  which  we  took. 

The  other  item  to  which  I  desire  to 
refer  is  the  loan  to  Spain,  which  has 
created  quite  a  bit  of  discussion.  We 
provided  that  the  Export-Import  Bank 
was  to  make  a  loan  to  Spain  of  $100,- 
000,000,  and  everyone  knows  that  the 
bank  has  control  over  loans  of  that  kind, 
to  see  how  the  funds  are  expended.  The 
conference  committee  cut  that  to  $62,- 
500,000,  and  left  the  Senate  provisions 
in  the  bill  rather  intact,  except  to  this 
extent:  The  ECA  is  required  to  exercise 
the  same  type  of  administration  and 
supervision  over  the  use  of  this  fund 
that  is  used  in  any  ECA  country. 

Why  did  I  vote  for  a  loan  to  Spain? 
I  believe  in  democracy.  I  believe  in  the 
system  of  private  enterprise.  I  do  not 
believe  anyone  more  firmly  believes  in 
that  than  I.  My  colonial  ancestors  left 
the  Church  of  England  to  join  with 
Thomas  Jefferson  in  America  in  the  fight 
for  religious  freedom.  They  joined  a 
Baptist  church,  and  we  have  been  Bap¬ 
tists  ever  since.  We  believe  in  relig¬ 
ious  freedom  of  every  kind,  and  in  com¬ 
plete  separation  of  church  and  state. 
But  what  was  the  situation  which  con¬ 
fronted  us?  We  spent  untold  billions  of 
dollars  and  the  flower  of  our  youth  on 
foreign  battlefields  to  win  a  war  against 
aggression.  Did  we  win  the  peace?  We 
did  not.  Then,  when  our  constituents 
said,  “Bring  the  boys  home.  Bring  the 
boys  home”  we  brought  them  home.  We 
demobilized  the  greatest  army  we  had 
ever  had,  and  the  greatest  Navy  the 
world  has  ever  seen.  Then  one  of  our 
allies,  Russia,  would  not  allow  us  to  have 
a  peace  in  accordance  with  the  Charter 
of  the  United  Nations,  of  which  she  was 
a  member.  We  set  out  to  buy  the  peace. 
We  put  $22,000,000,000  into  a  program 
and  into  an  effort  to  buy  the  peace.  Still 
we  did  not  get  the  peace. 

So  what  were  we  then  forced  to  do? 
We  were  compelled  to  add  some  $20,- 
000,000,000  to  an  already  burdensome 
defense  program  and  to  add  $4,000,000,- 
000  to  the  Atlantic  Pact  nations.  We 
urged  Mr.  Hoffman  to  channel  ECA 
funds  as  far  as  possible  into  military 
preparedness  instead  of  business  as 
usual  in  western  Europe.  We  did  not 
stop  there. 

What  else  did  we  do?  We  made  our 
plans  to  win  the  peace.  We  made  an 
Export-Import  Bank  load  of  $20,000,000 
last  year  to  Tito,  and  we  made  another 
Export-Import  loan  of  $20,000,000  to  him 
this  year.  Then  I  called  the  president 
of  the  Export-Import  Bank  and  said, 
“Did  you  get  any  collateral  for  the  loan 
to  Tito?”  “Why,”  he  said,  “of  course 
not.”  I  said,  “You  made  it  on  the  faith 


and  credit  of  Yugoslavia?”  He  said,  “Of 
course.”  I  said,  “Do  you  think  you  will 
get  that  loan  repaid  if  Russia  moves 
against  Tito  and  overruns  and  controls 
Yugoslavia?”  “Well,”  he  said,  “I  do  not 
know.”  I  said,  “You  ought  to  know,  be¬ 
cause  you  ought  to  know  that  one  of  the 
first  things  the  Communists  did  in  Rus¬ 
sia  was  to  repudiate  every  obligation  of 
the  Czarist  government.”  They  never 
paid  a  nickel  of  it  that  was  due.  They 
never  paid  anything  that  was  due  us 
from  Russia  in  World  War  I.  And,  of 
course,  they  are  not  going  to  pay  a  nickel 
of  this.  Why  then  was  the  loan  made  to 
Tito?  If  it  had  any  validity,  it  was  be¬ 
cause  Tito  had  said  to  the  Politburo,  “If 
you  start  to  cross  my  border,  I  am  going 
to  fight — and  we  have  something  to  fight 
with.” 

Is  Tito  an  exponent  of  representative 
democracy?  He  is  as  much  a  Commu¬ 
nist  dictator  as  anyone  who  can  be 
named.  I  visited  in  Spain  last  fall. 
There  is  a  great  deal  more  personal  free¬ 
dom  in  Spain  than  there  is  in  Yugo¬ 
slavia.  I  could  circulate  anywhere  in 
Spain.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  said  to  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Spain,  “The  treat¬ 
ment  which  you  have  given  my  Baptist 
and  Methodist  friends  over  here  is  a 
stumbling  block  to  closer  unity  between 
Spain  and  the  United  States.”  He  said, 
“You  have  my  permission  to  visit  any¬ 
where  in  Spain.  You  may  investigate 
every  alleged  act  of  intolerance,  and,” 
he  said,  “when  you  come  back,  I  will  take 
your  word  and  the  word  of  your  Baptist 
missionaries  for  what  is  done  over  here.” 

I  replied,  “Mr.  Prime  Minister,  I  do 
not  have  an  opportunity  to  make  that 
investigation,  but  I  certainly  appreciate 
your  willingness  to  let  me  make  it.”  Do 
Senators  think  that  Tito  would  let  me 
make  an  investigation  of  what  was  done 
to  Archbishop  Stepanic  and  to  the  other 
of  the  Catholics  in  Yugoslavia?  Of 
course  he  would  not.  Do  Senators  think 
there  is  any  comparison  between  the  sit¬ 
uation  in  Spain  and  what  has  been  done 
in  the  way  of  religious  intolerance  in 
Yugoslavia?  Of  course  not. 

But  we  accepted  the  credit  risk  of  Yu¬ 
goslavia,  because  we  thought  Tito  would 
fight  the  Russians  if  they  tried  to  cross 
his  border. 

Anyone  can  draw  any  distinction  he 
pleases  between  a  dictator  in  Yugoslavia 
and  a  dictator  in  Spain.  I  cannot  draw 
such  a  distinction.  I  found  in  Europe 
that  the  Communists  in  Italy  and  in 
Prance — and  they  total  approximately 
4,000,000 — were  so  bitter  against  Franco 
because  he  destroyed  communism  in 
Spain  that  they  prevailed  upon  those  na¬ 
tions  to  sponsor  a  resolution  in  the 
United  Nations  that  we  would  not  recog¬ 
nize  Spain  or  have  anything  to  do  with 
that  nation,  that  we  would  treat  her  as 
an  outcast.  We  went  along  with  that 
program. 

Last  winter  the  Secretary  of  State  told 
me  that  he  was  planning  to  pull  away 
from  that  agreement.  I  now  understand 
that  he  does  not  plan  to  pull  away  from 
it. 

I  was  recently  at  the  White  House,  and 
the  President  had  some  remarks  to  make 
about  those  who  voted  for  a  loan  to 


Spain.  I  said,  “With  all  due  deference, 
Mr.  President,  we  have  92  employees  in 
the  Embassy  in  Madrid,  and  there  is  no 
one  to  speak  over  there  on  the  level  of  a 
cabinet  officer.  We  have  a  full  staff  in 
Yugoslavia.  We  recognized  Yugoslavia 
and  made  a  loan  to  her.” 

Let  those  who  please  draw  a  distinc¬ 
tion.  I  am  for  taking  steps  to  meet  the 
Communist  aggression.  I  intend  to  sup¬ 
port  the  McCarran  bill  with  such  appro¬ 
priate  amendments  as  I  think  will  be 
adequate,  and  I  hope  we  shall  consider 
that  bill  as  soon  as  the  other  “must”  bills 
are  completed.  We  must  combat  com¬ 
munism  on  our  home  front. 

I  rejoice  in  our  support  of  Greece,  be¬ 
cause  Greece  fought  the  Communists 
and  won,  and  I  think,  if  necessary,  she 
will  fight  them  again.  I  was  very  much 
encouraged  when  I  was  in  Oslo  and 
found  the  indomitable,  irrefragable  spir¬ 
it  of  the  Norwegians  against  commu¬ 
nism.  They  will  stand  up  and  fight  to 
the  last  man.  When  I  went  to  Madrid 
and  asked  about  Communists,  I  was 
told,  “If  there  are  any  of  them  here  we 
do  not  know  where  they  are.  They  are 
underground,  if  they  are  here.” 

If  Spain  will  not  fight  against  commu¬ 
nism,  no  one  will  fight  against  commu¬ 
nism.  When  we  are  pouring  out  billions 
of  dollars  to  stem  the  tide  of  future  com¬ 
munistic  aggression,  let  those  who  will 
draw  the  distinction  between  furnishing 
funds  to  the  Communists  in  Yugoslavia 
to  help  them  make  their  fight  and  deny¬ 
ing  funds  to  the  anti-Communists  in 
Spain,  who  have  more  men  under  arms 
today  and  a  larger  potential  of  men  than 
Tito  ever  hoped  to  have.  There  are  be¬ 
tween  300,000  and  400,000  men,  well 
trained  and  equipped  soldiers,  in  Spain, 
and  a  million  men  could  be  brought  to 
the  colors  and  trained  within  6  months, 
if  they  had  the  support  of  planes,  tanks, 
and  the  heavy  artillery  they  need.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  Pyrenees  are  a  barrier  that 
will  not  be  easily  crossed. 

I  heard  over  the  radio  that  regardless 
of  what  we  do,  the  President  claims  the 
right  to  impound  any  money  we  appro¬ 
priate.  I  do  not  challenge  that  right. 
If,  after  Congress  appropriates  funds,  he 
sees  fit  to  decide  that  he  is  not  going 
to  spend  a  nickel  of  the  amount,  that 
will  be  his  responsibility.  Spain  may 
never  get  any  of  this  money  and  we  may 
never  receive  any  help  from  Spain. 
Some  day  we  may  be  on  the  battle  front 
in  western  Europe  fighting  the  onrush- 
ing  tide  of  communism  and  wanting 
allies  who  have  been  receiving  not  $62,- 
500,000,  but  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  of  ECA  money,  and  they  may  say 
“Gentlemen,  we  prefer  to  be  neutral. 
We  are  so  sorry,  but  we  can  not  put  our 
cities  in  this  situation.  Please  count  us 
out.” 

If  anyone  thinks  we  have  bought  last¬ 
ing  friends  with  ECA  money,  he'  should 
go  to  Europe  and  take  a  quick  look  at 
the  situation.  I  have  been  in  favor  of 
voting  ECA  funds  because  I  felt  that  if 
we  did  not  give  the  western  European 
nations  rehabilitation  funds,  the  propa¬ 
ganda  put  out  by  the  Communists  would 
sway  so  many  poverty-stricken  people 
that  they  would  yield  to  it.  It  is  not 
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poverty,  as  someone  recently  pointed  out, 
that  makes  Communists.  We  can  go  to 
some  of  the  mountain  areas  in  Virginia 
where  the  people  do  not  know  what  $250 
cash  means,  but  they  would  fight,  until 
their  gun  barrels  got  hot,  for  -freedom 
and  against  communism.  We  are  deal¬ 
ing  in  Europe  with  many  people  who 
have  never  known  real  freedom.  We 
have  tried  to  sell  them  a  conception  of 
democracy  and  the  enterprise  system 
which  they  do  not  know  anything  about. 
I  have  been  saying  that  if  we  tried  to 
sell  them  the  principles  of  the  Christian 
religion,  on  which  our  democracy  is 
founded,  they  would  know  something 
about  it.  We  do  not  have  to  tell  them 
the  meaning  of  God  or  of  the  estical 
principles  of  the  Bible  which  the  Com¬ 
munists  seek  to  destroy. 

But  the  point  I  make,  Mr.  President, 
is  that  we  spent  approximately  $2,000,- 
000,000  in  a  program  of  trying  to  buy 
friends  and  trying  to  buy  peace,  and  it 
did  not  work.  Therefore  I  exercised  the 
privilege,  with  other  Members  of  the 
Senate,  to  use  my  best  judgment  as  to 
how  to  appropriate  future  funds  in  a 
struggle  in  which  our  destiny  and  our 
future  are  vitally  concerned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in 
complete  agreement  with  the  statement 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges!  in 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  apparently  made  little  effort  to 
secure  the  rentention  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  by  the  Senate  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  vote  to  reduce  nondefense 
spending  by  10  percent.  This  amend¬ 
ment  was  very  carefully  prepared.  It 
was  prepared  after  consultation  with  the 
Budget  Bureau,  with  the  Comptroller 
General,  and  other  officials  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  It  was  so  prepared  that  it  re¬ 
quired  a  10-percent  reduction  in  non¬ 
defense  spending  by  each  department. 
Instead  of  that,  the  Senate  conferees 
have  agreed  to  an  amendment  suggested 
by  the  House  which  permits  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  cut  nondefense  expenditures  by 
$550,000,000,  approximately  the  same  re¬ 
duction  which  would  have  resulted  from 
the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment.  Under 
the  provision  now  contained  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report  the  President  can  in  the 
case  of  any  department  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  use  a  meat  ax  and  cut  those  things 
he  does  not  like,  or,  perhaps,  hold  the 
power  given  him  as  a  threat  over  the 
heads  of  Senators  in  connection  with 
appropriations  in  their  own  States,  sudh 
as  those  for  rivers,  harbors,  and  other 
public  improvements.  He  can  suspend 
the  construction  of  public  works  and  say 
that  it  is  the  result  of  the  reduction  con¬ 
templated  by  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  very  sorry  that 
the  Senate  has  abdicated  in  this  matter. 
I  think  Congress  should  say  where  its 
appropriations  are  to  be  cut.  The 
amendment  which  was  proposed  and 
adopted  by  the  Senate  was  effective  and 
workable,  and  was  so  declared  by  the 
Budget  Bureau.  It  would  have  accom¬ 
plished  the  desired  result  and  we  should 
still  have  retained  control  of  the  purse 


strings,  which  is  the  duty  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  BYRD  subsequently  said:  Mr.  Pres- 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  a 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  in  de¬ 
fense  of  an  omnibus  appropriation  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Byrd  in  Defense  of 
the  One-Appropriation  Bile 

The  Congress  today,  has  completed  legis¬ 
lative  action  on  what  may  be  regarded  as 
the  complete  regular  appropriation  side  of 
the  Federal  budget.  This  was  accomplished 
in  the  first  consolidated  appropriation  bill 
of  modern  history. 

The  last  of  the  11  appropriation  bills  re¬ 
quired  for  the  expenditure  budget  for  fiscal 
year  1950  was  not  passed  until  October 
29,  1949.  The  consolidated  bill  for  fiscal 
year  1951  embracing  virtually  all  of  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  current  year,  except 
those  incident  to  the  unanticipated  Korean 
outbreak,  is  ready  for  the  President’s  signa¬ 
ture  two  full  months  ahead  of  the  budget 
completion  date  last  year.  At  this  date  last 
year  less  than  half  of  the  1950  appropriations 
had  been  enacted. 

As  an  advocate  of  the  consolidated  appro¬ 
priation  bill  procedure,  I  cannot  refrain  at 
this  time  from  remarking  on  the  record  that 
Congress  has  made  in  the  first  year  of  its 
operation.  Actually  the  single  appropriation 
bill  this  year  accomplishes  what  was  done 
last  year  in  11  separate  and  virtually  un¬ 
related  supply  bills.  With  the  exception  of 
the  interest  on  the  debt  and  some  other 
permanent  and  indefinite  appropriation 
items  the  single  appropriation  bill  this  year 
embraced  the  appropriation  objects  covered 
by  Presidential  requests  in  January  total¬ 
ing  $34,800,000,000  including  contract  and 
loan  authorizations  and  reappropriations. 
As  the  bill  goes  back  to  the  President,  the 
total  has  been  reduced  by  $2,000,000,000,  the 
largest  reduction  yet  made  in  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill. 

In  contrast  Presidential  requests  covered 
by  the  11  separate  bills  last  year  totaled 
$38,800,000,000  and  congressional  action, 
spread  over  10  months  resulted  in  increasing 
the  aggregate  by  nearly  $100,000,000. 

Last  year  the  actual  debate  on  the  11  bills 
In  the  House  and  the  Senate  totaled  290  hours 
in  the  aggregate.  This  year  actual  debate  on 
the  single  appropriation  bill  in  the  two 
Houses  totaled  236  hours;  a  reduction  of  54 
hours. 

Last  year  292  Members  of  the  House  and 
Senate  participated  in  the  debates  on  the  11 
bills.  This  year  308  Members  of  the  2 
Houses  participated  in  the  debate  on  the 
single  appropriation  bill;  an  increase  of  16. 

From  the  Record  there  is  no  way  of  com¬ 
puting  the  Members  on  the  floor  at  all  times 
when  a  bill  is  under  consideration,  but  the 
Record  does  show  that  the  average  number  of 
announced  absentees  on  days  during  which 
the  11  appropriation  bills  of  last  year  were 
under  debate  in  the  Senate  was  14.  Absen¬ 
tees  announced  on  days  when  the  single  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  debated  this  year  aver¬ 
aged  the  same  number — 14. 

In  summary,  the  record  shows  that  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  single  appropriation  bill  this 
year  required  less  time,  promoted  fuller 
participation  and  resulted  in  savings  rather 
than  increases. 

These  statements  are  based  on  examination 
of  the  Record  itself  and  they  are  submitted 
in  the  nature  of  a  factual  reply  to  criticism 
which  may  be  summarized  by  the  remarks 
of  the  majority  leader  of  the  Senate,  who, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate  on  the  single 
appropriation  bill,  August  4,  1950,  (column  2 
of  p.  12017  of  the  Record),  said: 


August  28 

“When  the  Congress  convenes  next  year 
I  think  it  will  seriously  consider  the  repeal 
of  the  rule  which  provides  that  an  appro¬ 
priation  may  be  considered  in  one  package. 

I  am  convinced  that,  as  the  result  of  the  ex¬ 
perience  we  have  had  this  year,  the  work 
we  are  now  going,  through  has  saved  no 
money,  so  far  as  decreases  in  appropriations 
are  concerned.  I  am  convinced  that  we  have 
consumed  more  time  than  was  necessary 
in  handling  this  appropriation  bill  collec¬ 
tively  than  would  have  been  consumed  had 
we  considered  the  bill  in  separate  categories. 
I  have  talked  with  many  Senators  and  have 
found  none  who  disagreed  with  this  particu¬ 
lar  thought.” 

As  a  sponsor  of  the  resolution  for  the  sin¬ 
gle  appropriation  bill  procedure  which  was 
approved  by  unanimous  votes  in  both  the 
Senate  Rules  Committee  and  the  Senate  it¬ 
self,  I  would  not  expect  the  majority  leader 
to  have  included  me  among  those  to  whom 
he  talked  in  an  effort  to  find  agreement  with 
his  view  that  we  should  seriously  consider 
changing  the  procedure.  Of  course  I  know 
that  the  single  appropriation  bill  required 
changes — changes  in  committee  procedure, 
changes  in  committee  staff  work,  changes,  in 
some  cases,  in  committee  and  subcommittee 
organization,  changes  in  preparation  of  the 
bill  and  report,  and  changes  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  presentation  on  the  floors  of  Con¬ 
gress.  And  I  know  that  changes  in  long  es¬ 
tablished  customs  are  the  most  difficult 
changes  to  make.  But  I  believe  in  this  case, 
the  record  shows  that  the  changes  have  been 
good  and  progressive  in  all  of  the  aspects  in¬ 
volved. 

I  believe  especially  they  have  been  in  the 
interest  of  more  intelligent  consideration  of 
the  budget  by  the  Congress,  individually  and 
collectively.  I  dare  say  more  Members  of 
Congress  know  more  about  what  is  in  the 
budget  this  year  than  at  any  other  time 
since  World  War  I,  when  the  budget  first  be¬ 
gan  to  assume  colossal  proportions. 

Contrary  to  the  views  which  were  found 
by  the  Senate  majority  leader,  the  chairman 
of  the  House  Appropriations  Committee,  who 
more  than  anyone  else  in  Congress  has  the 
responsibility  for  appropriation  legislation, 
on  June  20,  after  he  had  steered  the  single 
appropriation  bill  through  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  and  the  House  itself,  said  “the  single 
appropriation  bill  offers  the  most  practical 
and  efficient  method  of  handling  the  annual 
budget  and  the  national  fiscal  program. 
Judged  by  our  experience  there  is  no  legiti¬ 
mate  reason  which  can  be  advanced  against 
it.  Conversely,  there  is  every  reason  for  the 
consideration  of  all  appropriations  in  one  bill. 
The  consolidated  bill  is  in  conformity  with 
the  best  business  thought  of  the  Nation.  It 
is  supported  by  the  weight  of  public  opinion. 
It  has  been  approved  by  metropolitan  news¬ 
papers  in  every  section  of  the  country.” 

These  are  quotations  this  year,  after  he  had 
worked  with  the  single  appropriation  bill,  by 
the  chairman  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee.  He  summed  up  his  remarks  on 
experience  with  the  single  appropriation  bill, 
in  contrast  with  his  long  experience  with 
the  old  methods  to  which  the  majority  lead¬ 
er  of  the  Senate,  would  return,  by  saying: 

“It  is  inconceivable  that  the  Congress 
should  consider  taking  a  backward  step  re¬ 
verting  to  multiple  supply  bills.  They  are 
the  quill  and  pen  and  the  three-legged  stool 
in  an  adding-machine  age.  They  are  the  ox¬ 
cart  and  the  kayak  in  a  jet-plane  era.  The 
decision  on  the  applicability  of  the  one  bill 
to  modern  budgetary  conditions  determines 
whether  under  our  form  of  Government  the 
representatives  of  the  people  can  control  na¬ 
tional  spending  or  whether  they  will  con¬ 
tinue  on  down  the  rapidly  accelerating  de¬ 
clivities  of  the  road  to  unbalanced  budgets 
and  mounting  national  debt.” 

These  quotations  from  the  Hon.  Clarence 
Cannon  are  taken  from  the  beginning  and 
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tb  end  of  his  June  20  estimates  of  the  value 
of  the  single  appropriation  bill.  In  between 
he  refvted  every  criticism  that  has  been  made 
of  the  new  procedure. 

As  to  the  charge  that  the  single  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  opens  the  way  for  more  partisan 
manipulp-'ion  of  the  budget,  Mr.  Cannon 
said :  "Neither  party  can  possibly  gain  or  lose 
any  political  advantage  except  by  making  it 
in  any  case  an  Instrument  for  carrying  out 
more  completely  and  more  effectively  its  plat¬ 
form  pledges  for  economy  and  better  admin¬ 
istration.” 

Chairman  Cannon's  answers  to  other  criti¬ 
cisms  may  be  paraphrased  as  follows: 

1.  The  single  appropriation  bill  provides 
a  means  of  proper  and  orderly  retrenchment 
through  better  allocation  of  funds. 

2.  The  single  appropriation  bill  permits 
earlier  reporting  of  the  appropriation  recom¬ 
mendations  in  the  aggregate.  (The  House 
had  the  full  appropriation  bill  before  it  on 
March  21.) 

3.  The  single  appropriation  bill  lends  it¬ 
self  to  better  organization  of  subcommittee, 
and  committee  staff  organization,  with  the 
result  of  a  more  thorough  consideration  and 
processing  of  estimates  and  appropriations. 
The  effect  was  demonstrated  by  the  relatively 
few  changes  made  in  the  committee  recom¬ 
mendations  found  by  the  House  to  be  neces¬ 
sary. 

4.  The  single  appropriation  bill,  lending  it¬ 
self  to  a  more  complete  and  comprehensive 
understanding  of  the  fiscal  situation,  pro¬ 
tects  the  bill  against  ill-conceived  and  poorly 
drafted  amendments. 

5.  The  chairman  of  the  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  found  that  the  single  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  tended  to  keep  members  on 
the  floor  during  its  consideration. 

6.  He  emphatically  refuted  the  contention 
that  the  single  appropriation  bill  would  be 
conducive  to  increased  log-rolling.  Actually, 
he  said  experience  with  the  single  appro- 
plration  bill  this  session  demonstrates  that 
it  effectively  disposes  of  the  old  system  of 
log-rolling  so  prevalent  in  the  consideration 
of  Individual  departmental  bills. 

7.  The  House  chairman  said  the  single  bill 
visualizes  at  a  glance  the  outline  of  national 
Income  and  expenditures  and  centers  the 
attention  of  the  country  on  the  national 
fiscal  program.  “It  was  the  pitiless  lime¬ 
light  of  national  attention  concentrated  on 
the  final  votes”  he  said,  “that  offset  the 
pleas  and  importunities  of  the  pressure 
groups  and  special  interests.” 

8.  He  said  that  the  single  appropriation 
bill  procedure  eliminated  the  practice  of  a 
dozen  or  more  subcommittees,  working  in 
their  segregated  corners  of  the  budget,  spend¬ 
ing  in  the  dark. 

9.  He  said  the  single  appropriation  bill,  in 
Itself,  tends  toward  the  elimination  of  con- 

'  filets,  duplications  and  overlapping  expendi¬ 
tures. 

10.  He  said  the  single  appropriation  bill 
discourages  the  practice  of  attaching  irrel¬ 
evant  riders  either  in  committee  or  by  floor 
amendment. 

11.  Tho  House  chairman  disclaimed  the 
contention  that  the  Senate  must  mark  time 
until  final  action  on  the  single  appropriation 
bill  is  taken  by  the  House.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  he  said,  under  the  new  system  the 
Senate  may  begin  work  much  sooner  than 
before — within  a  week  or  two  after  the  ses¬ 
sion  opens — because  the  House  subcommit¬ 
tee  transmit  to  the  Senate  committee  the 
printed  hearings  as  they  progress. 

12.  As  to  the  item  veto  objection.  Chair¬ 
man  Cannon  first  referred  to  the  constitu¬ 
tional  question  involved  and  then  said  the 
item  veto  could  be  used  on  the  single  appro¬ 
priation  bill  as  well  as  on  the  separate  bills 
and  that  the  veto  power  would  be  stronger 
on  the  single  bill  than  on  any  of  the  sepa¬ 
rate  bills  because  operation  of  virtually  all 
of  the  Government  instead  of  a  relatively 
small  segment  would  be  involved. 


13.  Chairman  Cannon  said  the  most  un¬ 
tenable  of  all  the  objections  to  the  single 
appropriation  bill  was  that  it  was  unwieldly. 
To  this  he  replied  the  experience  of  every 
major  nation  in  the  world  and  every  State 
in  the  Union  belies  such  criticism. 

These  are  the  views,  based  on  experience 
with  both  the  old  system  and  the  new,  of 
the  man  who  has  the  prime  responsibility 
for  appropriation  legislation  in  Congress. 

Anything  I  would  say,  of  course,  would  be 
anticlimatic.  But  in  my  humble  judgment 
the  Congress  has  done  a  better,  a  more 
thorough  and  a  more  intelligent  Job  on 
appropriations  this  year  than  at  any  time 
since  I  have  been  privileged  to  be  a  Member 
of  the  Senate.  That  goes  for  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  committees  as  well  as  the  full 
membership  of  both  Houses.  I  think  the 
procedure  has  been  more  orderly,  the  de¬ 
bate  more  complete  and  enlightening,  and 
the  action  has  by  far  been  based  on  better 
consideration  as  a  whole. 

I  believe  the  public  has  a  better  com¬ 
prehension  of  the  task  involved,  that  it  has 
a  better  appreciation  of  the  problems  which 
have  to  be  solved,  and  that  it,  too,  has  bene¬ 
fited  from  the  more  intelligent  debate. 

This  in  Itself  is  progress.  I  believe  that 
we  would  have  come  close  to  producing  a  bal¬ 
anced  budget,  despite  the  President’s  Janu¬ 
ary  requests  for  $5,000,000,000  of  deficit  fi¬ 
nancing,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  outbreak 
in  Korea. 

I  believe  under  normal  conditions,  with 
the  single  appropriation  procedure  we  can  do 
a  better  job,  a  more  intelligent  Job,  and  bal¬ 
ance  the  budget  with  less  time  consumed 
and  a  fuller  participation  in  debate.  It  is 
certain  that  it  would  have  been  impossible 
to  write  $2,000,000,000  of  reduction  in  11 
regular  appropriation  bills  scattered  hit  and 
miss  over  the  8  months  since  January. 

Even  if  it  had  taken  half  of  an  entire  ses¬ 
sion  to  pass  the  appropriation  bill,  the  time 
and  the  effort  and  the  study  would  be  fully 
justified,  for  the  Budget  of  the  United  States 
is  the  biggest  fiscal  operation  on  earth.  And 
without  sound  financial  conditions  in  this 
Government  there  can  be  no  hope  for  the 
preservation  of  our  freedoms,  or  security 
against  invasion. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  con¬ 
cur  in  the  remarks  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  [Mr.  Bridges] 
and  also  in  the  remarks  just  made  by  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  with  reference  to  sec¬ 
tion  508  of  the  conference  report.  I  do 
so  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  and  as  one 
who  sat  as  a  conferee  attempting  to  iron 
out  the  differences  confronting  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  the  House. 

The  so-called  Bridges-Byrd  amend¬ 
ment  was  worked  out  over  many  weeks. 
It  provided  a  sound  formula.  If  we  are 
to  make  cuts  in  appropriations  from 
now  on,  I  doubt  if  we  could  find  a  for¬ 
mula  which  would  be  more  practical 
than  the  one  that  was  submitted.  The 
Bridges-Byrd  amendment,  calling  for  a 
10-percent  cut  was  adopted  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  by  an  overwhelming  majority.  Un¬ 
der  it  the  responsibility  would  be  placed 
squarely  on  the  Congress.  We  would 
not  have  delegated  the  authority.  I 
remember  the  complaint  that  was  made 
a  year  ago  by  columnists  through¬ 
out  the  country.  They  said,  “This  is  a 
meat-ax  cut.  You  are  simply  squirming 
out  of  your  responsibility  and  putting 
It  on  the  shoulders  of  the  President.” 
Yet  here  we  are  supplanting  the  so- 
called  Bridges-Byrd  formula  with  the 
old  meat-ax  formula.  .That  is  exactly 
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what  is  being  done.  The  power  is  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  President  to  make  the  cuts 
where  he  pleases.  Granting  that  he 
would  make  them  and  get  the  most  effi¬ 
cient  economy  possible,  yet  it  is  very 
difficult  to  do  the  job.  It  is  very  difficult, 
indeed,  because  the  bill  contains  one 
chapter  here,  another  chapter  there,  and 
various  subsections  in  the  chapters. 
They  were  all  gone  over  very  carefully, 
and  the  Congress  accepted  the  full  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  told  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  and  the  executive  agencies  where 
to  make  the  cuts  percentagewise.  That 
constituted  a  sound  formula.  It  was 
adopted,  as  I  said  before,  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  vote  of  the  Senate.  Now  it  has 
been  taken  out  in  conference.  That  is  to 
say,  there  was  no  agreement  on  it  be¬ 
cause  of  the  pressure  to  pass  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  It  was  said  “We  must  pass 
the  appropriation  bill  out.  If  you  hold  it 
out  any  longer,  this  and  that  will  be 
jeopardized.” 

If  the  conference  report  is  adopted,  I 
trust  that  the  membership  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  remember  that  the  formula  we 
are  adopting  is  the  old  meat-ax  formula. 
The  cuts  will  be  made  by  the  President 
through  his  executive  agencies,  and  they 
will  be  made  where  and  when  he  wants 
to  make  them.  He  takes  the  full  respon¬ 
sibility  off  the  shoulders  of  Congress  un¬ 
der  a  delegated  authority.  It  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  basic  theory  of  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment,  which  I  think 
would  have  been  most  successful  in  ap¬ 
plication. 

Mr.  President,  no  doubt  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  will  be  adopted.  There  are 
other  things  about  which  I  might  com¬ 
ment,  because  I  worked  very  diligently 
with  the  committee.  I  voted  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  to  strike 
out  section  508,  because  I  felt  that  if  cuts 
are  to  be  made,  they  should  be  made  un¬ 
der  the  formula,  not  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  would  be  made  under  the 
conference  report,  with  instructions  to 
the  President  to  cut  approximately  $550,- 
000,000  from  appropriations  which  now 
total,  or  will  total,  when  we  add  the 
supplemental  deficiencies  to  the  omni¬ 
bus  appropriation  bill,  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  $60,000,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  when  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  does  its  work 
in  another  year,  the  program  which  was 
industriously  worked  out  by  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  will  not  be  dis¬ 
regarded.  If  it  were  not  for  the  fact 
that  apparently  there  is  much  anxiety 
about  having  the  appropriation  bill 
passed,  I  think  this  would  be  one  time 
when  Members  of  the  Senate  would  be 
justified  in  attempting  to  resist  the  con¬ 
ference  report  in  order  to  strike  out  the 
provision  delegating  the  authority  to  the 
President,  and  reinsert  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  want  to  do  the  job  and  do  it 
right,  and  provide  a  formula  which  can 
be  used  from  now  on,  we  should  not 
disregard  the  formula,  which  we  would 
surely  do  if  we  were  to  accept  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
gret  to  hear  my  friends  denounce  the 
conference  report  and  charge  that  the 
reduction  is  to  be  made  with  a  meat  ax. 
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The  committee  took  almost  10,000  pages 
of  printed  testimony.  It  heard  practi¬ 
cally  everyone  who  wanted  to  be  heard; 
no  one  was  denied  a  hearing.  The  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  turn  down  the  Bridges- 
Byrd  amendment.  There  was  all  kinds 
of  evidence  about  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment.  We  took  evidence  on  prac¬ 
tically  every  item  in  the  bill,  which  con¬ 
sists  of  nearly  500  pages— 478  pages  as 
I  recall — and  embraces  many  subjects. 
Meat  ax?  Oh,  no.  It  is  based  on  testi¬ 
mony.  Since  January  28,  1950,  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  diligently  at  work.  It 
did  not  work  for  some  weeks  and  then 
do  nothing  the  next  week,  but  it  worked 
diligently  every  day  and  every  week. 
Meat  ax?  Oh,  no.  That  is  ridiculous, 
Mr.  President.  I  am  astonished  that  my 
friends  should  complain  about  the  Byrd- 
Bridges  amendment  not  being  retained 
and  that  the  committee  used  a  meat  ax. 
What  in  the  world  would  they  want  us 
to  do?  Let  us  look  at  the  report.  By 
how  much  did  the  committee  reduce  the 
appropriations  originally  contained  in 
the  bill?  I  have  some  figures  before  me. 

The  House  bill  as  passed — I  am  mak¬ 
ing  a  recapitulation  of  the  figures — ap¬ 
propriated  $27,346,713,664.  The  Senate 
bill  as  passed  appropriated  $32,577,362,- 
231.  The  conference  action,  as  is  usually 
true  in  conference  actions,  was  a  com¬ 
promise.  Incidentally,  in  this  instance 
there  was  a  real  and  free  conference, 
not  only  in  the  opinion  of  myself,  but 
in  the  opinion  of  many  other  members 
of  the  conference  committee.  The  con¬ 
ference  action  provides  appropriations 
of  $32,253,455,425,  which  is  under  the 
amount  in  the  Senate  bill  by  $323,906,- 
806.  It  is  under  the  Budget  estimate  by 
$1,646,753,223.  Does  that  look  as  though 
the  committee  had  used  a  meat  ax? 

Let  me  tell  the  Senate  something  else. 
The  Appropriations  Committee  worked 
from  the  26th  of  January  to  the  28th  of 
August,  or  approximately  7  months,  in 
preparing  the  bill. 

It  is  said  we  should  have  cut  the  ap¬ 
propriations  10  percent,  and  left  them 
there.  There  is  not  a  Senator  in  this 
body  who  would  have  done  that;  not  one 
would  have  voted  for  such  a  thing. 
Would  any  Senator  have  voted  to  cut  by 
10  percent  the  amount  required  to  pay 
the  interest  on  our  bonds?  Would  any 
Senator  have  voted  to  cut  10  percent 
from  the  amount  going  to  our  soldiers 
and  sailors  of  the  First  World  War,  the 
Second  World  War,  or  any  other  war, 
who  went  forth  to  fight  for  the  Nation? 
It  is  said  the  conferees  excepted  those 
items.  They  did  except  some,  it  is  true. 
But  what  about  a  proposal  that  would 
take  in  everything,  and  make  no 
exception? 

This  is  the  first  unified  bill  we  ever 
had.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
time  and  again  said  we  were  going  to 
give  the  unified  bill  the  fairest  show  in 
the  world,  and  if  the  committee  did  not 
give  the  unified  plan  a  fair  show,  then  it 
is  impossible  to  give  it  one,  because  we 
made  every  effort  to  do  so.  There  was 
not  a  member  of  the  committee  who  did 
not  try  to  give  it  a  fair  show. 

Before  we  went  to  conference,  the 
House  had  abandoned  the  plan  for  a  re¬ 


duction  to  the  extent  of  not  including  the 
ECA  fimds 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MctlELLAR.  I  will  state  the 
reason. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  think  the  Senator 
should  tell  the  whole  story.  The  author¬ 
ization  bill  had  not  been  passed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  was  the  ex¬ 
cuse  for  it;  but  it  could  have  been  put 
in  just  as  easy  as  not. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  all.  The 
House  abandoned  something  else. 
Names  were  given  for  the  various  appro¬ 
priations,  like  the  “Army  bill,”  the  “Navy 
bill,”  the  “Treasury  bill,”  and  the  various 
other  bills.  The  House  changed  those 
to  “chapters,”  but  the  bills  are  virtually 
the  same  as  before.  The  various  appro¬ 
priations  are  contained  a's  “chapters,” 
instead  of  being  designated  “Army  bill,” 
and  various  other  bills. 

Before  I  leave  the  subject  of  the  10- 
percent  reduction,  I  wish  to  say  that  we 
have  reduced  the  bill  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent.  As  I  remember  the  figure,  it  is  re¬ 
duced  by  nearly  12  percent.  It  has  not 
been  reduced  by  guess,  not  by  a  formula 
that  says  it  shall  be  reduced  10  percent 
whether  the  appropriation  is  good,  bad, 
or  indifferent.  We  have  not  reduced  it  in 
that  way.  We  have  taken  proof,  we  have 
heard  evidence  on  the  bill,  and  after 
taking  the  proof  and  after  cutting  as 
much  as  we  could,  we  had  to  make  pro¬ 
vision  for  war  expenses.  Some  might 
have  conceived  that  we  would  have  a 
war,  but  I  do  not  think  all  did.  That 
changed  the  action  of  the  committee  to 
some  extent.  It  should  have  changed  it. 
We  had  to  change  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  a  realist  when 
it  comes  to  some  things.  Looking  at 
both  sides  of  the  Senate,  not  leaving 
out  the  Republicans  on  the  other  side,  I 
ask  if  there  is  a  Senator  who  thinks  we 
should  not  have  increased  the  war  items 
when  requested  to  do  so  by  the  President 
after  we  got  into  the  Korean  war.  If 
there  is  one,  I  would  like  to  have  him 
hold  up  his  hand.  I  want  to  see  what 
Senator  would  have  reduced  those  items 
by  10  percent  or  any  other  percentage. 

Under  our  rules,  the  committee  hears 
the  evidence  and  determines  on  the  evi¬ 
dence  what  the  appropriations  shall  be, 
and  after  we  pass  a  bill  we  have  a  con¬ 
ference  with  the  House.  As  I  have  said, 
we  worked  on  this  bill  for  more  than  7 
months  and  we  worked  on  it  daily,  not 
merely  when  Senators  happened  to  be 
in  town. 

While  I  am  talking  about  what  the 
committee  itself  has  done,  I  wish  to  say 
a  word  or  two  about  those  in  the  employ 
of  the  committee,  from  Mr.  Everard 
Smith  on  down  to  the  last  employee.  I 
have  never  known  the  employees  of  a 
committee  to  do  such  outstanding  work 
as  has  been  done  by  the  attaches  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  in  this 
case,  and  I  take  my  hat  off  to  them. 
I  would  not  say  a  word  in  criticism  of 
any  of  them.  I  cannot  agree  with  my 
friends  who  are  so  violently  opposed  to 
the  conference  report.  I  believe  six  or 
seven  Senators  already  have  spoken 
stating  this  was  the  most  outrageous  bill 
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ever  to  be  passed.  These  men  are  well- 
intentioned,  but  the  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  are  not 
violent  characters  one  would  assume 
they  were  from  what  has  been  heard 
from  five  or  six  speakers.  They  are  fine 
men,  and  they  want  to  do  what  is  right, 
and  have  tried  to  do  what  is  right.  As 
God  is  my  judge,  I  have  had  but  one 
idea,  and  that  was  to  do  the  best  I  could 
for  the  people  of  the  country.  That  has 
been  emphasized  as  we  met  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  circumstance  of  being  in  war. 
We  have  had  to  increase  the  appropria¬ 
tions.  We  could  not  decrease  them  by 
10  percent. 

Mr.  President,  what  has  been  the  his¬ 
tory  of  this  body?  The  Senate  has  been 
in  existence  since  1789,  and  the  commit¬ 
tees  have  been  in  existence  for  that  time. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  law,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  rules,  providing  that  ap¬ 
propriations  shall  be  reduced  according 
to  percentages. 

My  good  friend  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  is  seated  just 
in  front  of  me.  He  is  one  of  the  finest 
men  God  ever  made;  there  never  was  a 
finer.  I  have  known  him  since  he  was  a 
youngster,  and  there  is  nothing  but  good 
I  could  say  about  him.  But  he  cannot 
demonstrate  that  a  straight  cut  of  10 
percent  would  be  a  cure-all  for  the  diffi¬ 
culties  in  which  we  find  ourselves  with 
regard  to  appropriations.  They  have  to 
be  investigated.  They  have  to  be  exam¬ 
ined.  The  committee  has  to  take  testi¬ 
mony.  It  .has  to  know  where  to  make  a 
cut  and  where  not  to  make  a  cut. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  asking  the  Senate 
to  stand  by  the  committee.  Of  course, 
errors  have  been  made  by  the  members 
of  the  committee.  I  know  errors  have 
been  made  by  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  freely  confess  to  mistakes  and 
errors.  But  we  were  trying  to  do  our  best 
for  the  country,  and  that  was  emphasized 
when  the  war  unexpectedly  came  on.  It 
was  unexpected  to  me.  I  never  dreamed 
we  would  be  in  a  war.  That  made  the 
condition  worse  and  made  the  obligation 
on  the  members  of  the  committee  great¬ 
er.  I  want  to  say  to  Senators  who  are 
for  this  bill  and  Senators  who  are  against 
the  bill  that  the  committee  has  done  its 
best  to  do  what  is  right. 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  read  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  recapitulation  to  show 
what  the  committee  has  done.  From 
what  has  been  said  about  the  committee’s 
action  one  might  think  it  had  not  done 
anything.  One  might  think  that  per¬ 
haps  the  members  of  the  committee  had 
looked  into  the  committee  room  occa¬ 
sionally,  but  had  not  really  done  any¬ 
thing.  One  would  think  our  employees 
have  not  done  anything.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  say  that  in  all  my  life  I  have 
never  seen  any  employees  work  like  those 
of  the  committee. 

What  are  the  savings  the  committee 
has  effected?  I  have  the  figures  before 
me.  I  shall  state  first  of  contract  au¬ 
thority.  The  amount  carried  in  the 
House  bill  was  $2,147,626,500.  The 
amount  carried  in  the  Senate  bill  was 
$2,184,570,000.  The  conference  action 
left  the  amount  at  $2,170,145,000.  The 
reduction  made  in  conference  is  $14,- 
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425,000.  That  is  in  contract  authority 
alone. 

In  cash  the  total  amount  of  the  reduc¬ 
tion  made  in  conference  is  $323,906,806, 
which  added  to  the  contract  authority 
reduction  of  $14,425,000,  makes  a  total 
Of  $338,331,806. 

We  have  taken  $1,600,000,000  off  the 
bill,  and  authorized  the  President  to  take 
off  more.  Some  say  we  should  not  have 
done  that.  As  a  general  thing,  I  should 
say  it'would  have  been  better  not  to  have 
done  so.  It  was  done  this  time,  however, 
because  the  President  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  Congress,  which  he  gave  out  to  the 
press,  as  well,  in  which  he  told  us  what 
he  wanted  to  do.  The  Constitution  says 
he  must  do  so.  He  merely  carries  out  his 
duty  as  President.  He  may  be  wrong. 
I  do  not  know.  Presidents  are  sometimes 
wrong.  But  certainly  there  is  no  reason 
in  the  world  to  think  that  he  would  dis¬ 
regard  the  wishes  of  Congress.  The  Con¬ 
gress  said,  “We  will  cut  off  10  percent  and 
give  you  authority  to  change  the  per¬ 
centage  if  you  want  to.”  We  have  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  specific  items.  We 
have  told  the  President  what  we  wanted. 
It  is  going  to  be  done,  too.  We  all  know 
that. 

Those  of  us  who  have  been  here  these 
many  years,  who  have  seen  Presidents 
come  and  go,  and  some  have  even  seen 
Senators  and  Representatives  come  and 
go,  know  how  these  matters  are  carried 
out.  I  believe  that  President  Truman 
will  do  his  duty.  He  did  his  duty  when 
he  was  a  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  of  the  Senate.  He  was  a 
member  of  that  committee  for  a  number 
of  years.  He  is  familiar  with  the  com¬ 
mittee,  its  operations,  and  the  thoughts 
of  the  members  of  the  committee.  In 
my  judgment,  he  wants  to  do  the  right 
thing. 

I  have  seen  a  number  of  Presidents 
ever  since  President  McKinley.  I  have 
seen  President  McKinley,  President  The¬ 
odore  Roosevelt,  President  Taft,  Presi¬ 
dent  Wilson — one  of  the  greatest  human 
beings  I  ever  laid  my  eyes  on,  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  statesmen  who  ever 
walked  these  halls.  I  have  seen  Presi¬ 
dent  Harding,  President  Coolidge,  Presi¬ 
dent  Hoover,  President  Franklin  Roose¬ 
velt,  and  President  Truman.  I  think 
every  one  of  them  was  an  honorable  man 
and  wanted  to  do  what  was  best  for  his 
country. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  have  much 
sympathy  for  abuse  of  men.  Perhaps 
that  is  because  I  myself  have  received 
too  much  of  it  in  my  own  life.  But  I 
think  we  could  get  along  better  perhaps 
by  looking  at  things  in  a  kindlier  way. 
Sometimes  it  is  necessary  to  use  some¬ 
what  stern  language,  but  it  is  not  often 
necessary,  and  we  should  endeavor  to 
avoid  the  use  of  such  language  as  much 
as  we  can.  Why  should  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  be  abused  in  view  of 
the  hard  work  it  has  done?  We  have 
passed  on  every  item  it  was  necessary 
for  us  to  act  upon.  We  have  dealt  with 
every  problem  with  which  we  were  con¬ 
fronted.  We  have  heard  every  witness 
who  desired  to  be  heard.  We  have  de¬ 
nied  to  no  one  the  right  to  come  before 
the  committee  and  testify.  Believe  me, 
many  witnesses  came  before  us.  There 


are  10,000  printed  pages  of  hearings  in 
connection  with  this  one  bill. 

Mr.  ECTON  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Humphrey  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  ECTON.  No,  Mr.  President.  I 
wanted  to  make  a  few  remarks. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thought  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Montana  wanted  to  ask  me  a 
question. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two  about  some  other  matters.  Much 
has  been  said  about  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment.  More  has  been  said  about 
that  particular  item  than  any  other  item 
in  the  bill.  The  Congress  has  never 
adopted  such  a  method  of  dealing  with 
appropriations.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  so  well  and  I  know  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  so  well 
that  I  know  they  want  to  save  money, 
and  that  they  honestly  believe  their 
method  is  the  best  way  to  save  money. 
I  have  the  same  feeling  as  they  do;  that 
is,  I  want  to  save  every  dollar  that  can 
be  saved.  The  bill  resulted  in  saving 
more  than  $2,000,000,000,  when  all  items 
are  included.  The  bill  was  $2,000,000,- 
000  under  the  budget  estimate.  It  is  not 
often  a  committee  reports  a  saving  of 
$2,000,000,000.  Did  anyone  hear  of  that 
having  been  done  before?  Any  Senator 
who  has  ever  heard  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  saving  more  than  2,000,000,- 
000  in  one  bill  let  him  hold  up  his  hand. 
I  do  not  see  any  hands  held  up.  I  did 
not  see  any  hands  held  up  a  while  ago 
When  a  similar  question  was  asked.  We 
have  taken  $1,600,000,000  off  the  bill  and 
authorized  the  President  to  take  off 
$550,000,000  more.  The  committee  has 
saved  more  than  $2,000,000,000  in  this 
one  bill,  Mr.  President.  Why  has  that 
been  done?  It  has  been  done  because  of 
a  plan. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  a  remarkable  thing 
that  today  we  have  reached  the  rather 
unusual  situation  in  which  a  man  cannot 
be  a  statesman  unless  he  has  a  plan. 
We  have  the  Jones  plan,  the  Smith  plan, 
innumerable  plans.  If  a  Senator  is  to 
be  regarded  as  a  statesman,  he  must  have 
a  plan.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  whom  I  know  affectionately  as 
Harry,  that  I  think  that  is  one  mistake 
he  and  I  have  made;  I  do  not  believe 
either  of  us  ever  has  reached  the  point 
of  having  a  plan.  Under  present  cir¬ 
cumstances,  it  seems  to  be  obvious  that 
a  Senator  cannot  be  a  statesman  unless 
he  has  a  plan;  he  must  have  a  plan. 
Similarly,  legislation  is  not  regarded  as 
the  kind  of  legislation  it  should  be  unless 
it  is  based  on  a  plan;  there  must  be  a 
plan. 

My  friend  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey]  is  looking  at  me  now, 
and  is  smiling — delightful  gentleman 
that  he  is.  I  say  to  him  that  he  had 
better  get  a  plan  as  soon  as  possible. 

My  good  friend — I  started  to  say  my 
lifelong  friend,  for  he  is  very  nearly 
that — the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran],  one  of  the  handsomest  and 
one  of  the  best  men  I  know,  has  a  plan, 
does  he  not?  He  has  been  so  successful 
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that  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  he 
does  have  some  plan. 

Mr.  President,  not  long  ago  I  was 
talking  to  an  outsider  about  the  same 
thing.  He  said  the  mistake  I  have  made 
in  my  official  life  has  been  that  I  never 
had  a  plan;  and  he  pointed  out  that  if 
a  man  is  to  be  a  statesman  he  must  have 
a  plan.  I  suppose  that  is  so. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  there  are 
plans  and  plans — some  of  them  very 
good,  some  not  so  good. 

Although  I  have  not  had  a  plan,  I  wish 
to  assure  the  Senate,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  presence  of  Almighty  God,  that  I 
have  had  but  one  desire  in  connection 
with  this  bill,  and  that  has  been,  and 
still  is,  to  save  as  much  money  as  possible 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  provide  the 
necessary  funds  in  order  to  permit  the 
Government  to  realize  its  ideals  and  to 
effectuate  its  policies  to  the  greatest 
extent  possible.  I  believe  that  has  been 
the  attitude  which  all  of  us  have  main¬ 
tained,  and  certainly  it  has  been  mine. 

The  able  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Bridges],  who  preceded  me  as 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  is  one  of  the  finest  men  in  the 
world.  Despite  all  he  has  had  to  say 
about  this  measure,  I  think  that  inwardly 
he  knows  that  this  is  the  way  to  legis¬ 
late,  namely,  to  legislate  item  by  item, 
to  take  the  proof,  to  obtain  the  facts, 
and  to  legislate  on  the  basis  of  the  facts, 
not  on  the  basis  of  guesses.  • 

Mr.  President,  let  us  not  legislate  on 
the  basis  of  percentages.  Whenever  I 
think  of  percentages,  I  think  of  my  early 
days,  when  I  had  to  borrow  some  money. 

I  did  not  like  percentages  then  because 
I  had  to  pay  a  good  deal  more  than  is 
required  to  be  paid  in  these  days  when  a 
person  borrows  money.  I  never  liked 
percentages  then,  and  I  am  still  not 
wedded  to  percentages.  They  are  all 
right  in  a  way,  but  I  am  not  wedded  to 
them  insofar  as  legislation  is  concerned. 
I  think  we  should  be  more  reasonable, 
more  accurate,  and  more  aware  of  ex¬ 
actly  what  should  be  done  so  that  we  can 
deal  in  exact  amounts  rather  than  in 
percentages. 

Mr.  President,  complaint  is  made  be¬ 
cause  the  conferees  voted  to  provide  a 
little  more  money  for  ECA — although  we 
voted  to  reduce  the  amount  by  $200,- 
000,000 — than  some  persons  thought 
should  be  provided.  Some  Members  of 
Congress  think  we  should  reduce  that 
amount  by  an  additional  10  percent. 

I  wonder  whether  the  Senators  who 
^now  are  listening  to  my  remarks — and  I 
thank  them  very  much  for  doing  so— 
remember  that  about  a  year  ago  I  tried 
my  best  to  have  the  Senate  reduce  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation  for  ECA.  I 
am  in  favor  of  the  ECA  appropriation 
carried  in  this  bill  because  the  Senate 
directed  me  to  be  in  favor  of  it.  The 
Senate  voted  for  the  largest  amount  pro¬ 
posed  for  that  purpose,  and  so  I  have 
tried  to  do  my  duty,  just  as  my  friend 
who  is  sitting  across  the  aisle — I  refer  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  who  is  smiling,  as  he  always 
is— always  tries  to  do  his  duty.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  will  recall  that  a  majority  of  the 
Senate  voted  against  me  in  connection 
with  that  item,  and  a  majority  of  my 
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own  committee  voted  against  me  then. 
After  my  own  committee  opposed  me 
on  the  question  of  reducing  our  gifts  to 
foreign  countries,  I  accepted  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  my  friends  in  the  Senate,  for 
this  is  a  wonderful  body,  made  up  of 
wonderful  men,  and  all  Senators  should 
stand  by  its  collective  judgment.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  disbelieve  in  the 
Senate  or  who  disbelieve  in  our  form  of 
government.  I  am  not  one  who  believes 
■in  a  one-man  government.  In  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  time  will  never  come  when  we 
have  a  one-man  Government. 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  United  States 
Government  as  it  is  constituted  under 
our  wonderful  Constitution.  I  held  up 
my  hand  before  Almighty  God  and  took 
an  oath  forever  to  defend  this  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  and  I  will  al¬ 
ways  do  so. 

I  think  the  Senate  is  a  great  body — 
although  not  because  the  Senate  usu¬ 
ally  gees  along  with  me,  for  actually  the 
Senate  usually  goes  against  me.  Many 
of  my  friends  on  the  committee  have 
voted  -against  me  at  this  time.  Never¬ 
theless,  I  know  that  the  Senate  does 
what  it  thinks  is  best  for  the  Republic, 
and  I  commend  the  Senate.  ■ 

Mr.  President,  there  is  another  thing 
which  I  do  not  think  should  be  done.  I 
refer  to  the  way  some  Senators  voted  in 
regard  to  the  appropriation  for  Spain.  I 
shall  not  go  into  the  details  of  that  mat¬ 
ter,  other  .than  to  say  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  voted  in  favor  of  the  proposal,  and 
the  House  agreed  to  it,  and  the  item  is 
carried  in  the  conference  report.  So  I 
think  it  is  our  duty,  to  uphold  what  has 
been  done  by  the  committee,  by  the 
House  and  by  the  Senate  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  to  heaven  this 
conference  report  will  be  adopted 
promptly.  I  was  in  hope  that  it  would 
be  agreed  to  very  quickly,  as  quickly  as  I 
have  seen  many  other  conference  re¬ 
ports  on  appropriation  bills  agreed  to — • 
in  short,  without  any  discussion  at  all. 
In  fact,  I  was  so  much  in  hope  of  having 
that  done  that,  as  Senators  know,  I  had 
not  even  prepared  a  speech  on  this 
measure. 

A  short  time  ago  I  was  talking  about 
the  conference  report  to  another  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee,  and  he  wished  to 
know  how  long  I  would  speak  on  it.  I 
told  him  I  would  not  speak  at  all,  if  I 
could  q„void  doing  so.  He  said,  “I  think 
the  report  will  be  adopted  in  about  45 
minutes.”  Well,  Mr.  President,  we  have 
already  been  considering  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  for  over  an  hour  now,  and 
and  we  have  not  yet  begun  to  vote  on  i£ 

Ordinarily  the  Senate  does  not  take 
long  to  act  on  a  conference  report  on  an 
appropriation  bill  which  has  been  thor¬ 
oughly  considered,  a  bill  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  gone  over  thoroughly,  item 
by  item,  and  then  has  reported  to  the 
Senate,  and  after  the  Senate  has  gone 
over  all  the  items  and  has  argued  every 
one  of  them.  Every  one  of  the  items 
which  has  been  referred  to  in  the  debate 
today  has  been  argued  before  this  body 
and  has  been  approved  by  this  body  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  and  then  has 
gone  to  the  House,  and  the  House  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed  to  it;  and  the  House 
itself  has  agreed  to  all  these  items,  with 


one  exception,  which  I  shall  mention  in 
a  moment.  Certainly  the  Senate  al¬ 
ready  has  voted  in  favor  of  these  items. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Senate 
usually  takes  very  prompt  action  on  a 
conference  report  on  such  a  measure. 

By  the  way,  Mr.  President,  one  of  the 
finest  men  I  ever  knew  was  a  predeces¬ 
sor  of  mine.  Some  persons  know  him 
simply  because  he  was  General  Persh¬ 
ing’s  father-in-law,  but  I  knew  him  as 
Francis  E.  Warren,  a  Senator  from 
Wyoming,  an  able  and  splendid  man, 
conscientious  to  the  highest  degree.  He 
served  as  governor  of  his  State,  and  he 
served  his  people  well  and  faithfully; 
he  served  them  as  few  men  ever  did. 

I  have  seen  him  do  as  I  have  done, 
when  I  attempted  quietly  to  lay  a. con¬ 
ference  report  before  the  Senate  and 
move  that  it  be  agreed  to.  I  have  seen 
Senator  Warren  time  and  again  rise  to 
say,  “Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration” — and  he  got  what  he 
wanted.  He  would  then  say,  “Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
conference  report.”  Without  objection, 
the  conference  report  would  be  agreed  to. 
Frequently  I  have  seen  conference  re¬ 
ports  agreed  to  without  objection, 
though,  of  course,  if  any  Senator  opposed 
it  and  wanted  a  vote  he  could  have  a  vote 
and  be  recorded  as  voting  against  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  wonder  whether  Sen¬ 
ators  knew  that  some  of  those  who  sup¬ 
ported  the  bill  seem  now  to  be  against 
it.  I  am  not  referring  to  my  friend  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  because  he  told  us  when  he 
signed  the  report  that  there  was  one 
item  in  it  which  he  did  not  like,  but  he 
would  sign  the  report  because  he  thought 
the  bill  ought  to  pass. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  ought  to  pass. 
It  is  now  nearly  2  months  overdue.  That, 
by  the  way,  brings  up  something  else.  I 
wonder  whether  I  can  state  it.  In  doing 
so  I  hope  I  may  be  able  to  state  it  with¬ 
out  offense  to  anyone.  Senators  will  re¬ 
member  that  when  early  in  the  session 
the  question  came  up  of  a  unified  appro¬ 
priation  bill — not  12  or  13  separate  ap¬ 
propriation  bills,  as  we  had  before  that, 
but  of  combining  them  all  ih  one  bill — I 
did  not  favor  it.  We  were  informed  by 
Members  of  the  House  that  a  unified  bill 
would  be  passed  by  the  House  and  sent 
to  us  for  consideration  by  April  15,  and 
that  we  would  have  2  V2  months  in  which 
to  pass  it.  It  was  not  long  until,  judging 
from  the  newspapers,  it  appeared  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  House  to 
pass  it  by  April  15.  June  1  was  being  dis¬ 
cussed.  First,  it  was  thought  it  could  be 
passed  by  May  15,  I  think  it  was,  and 
then  by  June  1.  I  called  upon  our  com¬ 
mittee  to  begin  work  on  it.  We  took 
testimony  on  the  bill  before  it  ever  came 
to  us.  I  was  about  to  say  we  took  tons 
of  testimony — it  was  not  tons,  but  there 
were  10,000  pages  of  it,  all  told.  We 
began  in  January,  and  when  we  con¬ 
cluded,  about  April  15,  we  were  informed 
it  would  be  about  May  1  before  the  bill 
would  reach  the  Senate ;  which  was  later 
changed  to  May  15,  then  to  June  15,  and 
then  to  July  1.  I  think  it  came  to  the 
Senate  about  June  26.  Am  I  correct  in 
that?  Mr.  President,  I  believe  this  is  the 


August  28 

first  time  I  have  ever  wanted  to  ask  a 
question  of  one  of  our  able  assistants  to 
the  Appropriations  Committee  when  they 
were  not  on  hand.  I  see  that  Mr.  Ever- 
ard  Smith  is  on  hand.  He  is  always  on 
hand.  He  informs  me  the  bill  passed  the 
House  on  May  10.  But  it  reached  the 
Senate  later  than  that.  I  desire  to  be 
accurate  in  my  statements,  and  if  I  am 
in  error  I  shall  ask  to  have  it  corrected. 

I  have  no  desire  to  say  anything  except 
what  is  the  truth. 

Senators  see  how  the  unified  bill 
works.  I  may  say  it  has  worked  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  tre¬ 
mendously  hard.  But  we  have  done  our 
duty.  I  ask  Senators,  not  as  members 
of  the  Democratic  Party  or  as  members 
of  the  Republican  Party,  but  as  Senators 
to  stand  by  the  good  work  which  the 
committee  has  done  in  cutting  one  bill — 
think  of  it — more  than  $2,000,000,000. 
I  am  very  proud  of  that.  I  may  be  the 
only  Senator  who  is  proud  of  it.  Other 
Senators  may  think  it  should  have  been 
cut  less.  It  may  be  said  we  could  have 
saved  a  great  deal  more  than  that  by 
adopting  certain  rules.  Yes,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  by  adopting  a  rule,  perhaps  we 
could  have  saved  the  entire  $34,000,000,- 
000,  the  amount  we  are  to  appropriate 
this  year.  We  could  have  saved  the  en¬ 
tire  amount,  not  by  cutting  it  10  per¬ 
cent,  but  by  cutting  it  all  out. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  I  have  now 
said  everything  I  wanted  to  say,  except 
on  the  subject  of  Spain.  Let  me  return 
to  that  for  a  moment.  I  have  never 
talked  to  Mr.  Franco.  In  fact,  I  have 
not  talked  with  any  of  the  men  who  con¬ 
trol  the  affairs  of  other  countries.  But, 
in  times  gone  by,  when  I  did  not  have 
so  much  work  to  do,  when  I  had  a  little 
free  time  after  the  courts  had  adjourned 
for  the  summer,  I  occasionally  went  to 
Europe.  In  fact,  I  went  a  number  of 
times.  I  saw  the  people  there.  All 
their  governments  are  very  similar. 
Why  should  Spain  be  excluded?  Why 
should  we  treat  her  differently  from 
other  European  countries?  I  am  not 
going  to  argue  the  question  at  all.  A 
lady  once  wrote  me  a  letter  in  which  she 
gave  me,  if  I  may  use  the  expression, 
“unshirted  Hades”  for  favoring  such  a 
tyrant  as  Franco.  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Franco.  There  may  be  other  Senators 
who  know  him,  and  if  so,  they  know 
whether  he  is  a  tyrant;  I  do  not  know. 
I  did  not  make  my  decision  on  that  basis. 
I  decided  it  upon  the  facts.  I  am  a  great 
believer  in  that.  I  know  there  were 
many  people  in  the  city  of  Memphis 
where  I  lived  who  sold  goods  to  Spain. 
I  took  it  up  with  them,  and  they  in¬ 
formed  me  that  the  Spaniards  paid  their 
debts  certainly  as  well  if  not  better  than 
the  people  of  any  other-  European  nation. 
That  is  a  pretty  good  recommendation. 
In  these  days  it  is  an  exceedingly  good 
recommendation.  I  like  people  who  pay 
their  debts. 

I  was  trying  to  reach  a  conclusion, 
and  I  did  so.  I  believe  that  if  we  lend 
them  money  they  will  pay  it  back.  We 
are  not  giving  it  to  them;  we  are  loaning 
it  to  them. 

With  that,  Mr.  President,  I  leave 
things  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
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One  other  point,  and  I  am  through. 
It  has  been  stated  that  they  should  be  a 
horizontal  cut.  I  want  to  have  an  expe¬ 
rience  meeting  here.  I  wonder  if  there 
is  a  Senator  listening  to  me — and  there 
are  a  goodly  number  on  both  sides  who, 
I  think,  are  my  friends — I  wonder  if 
there  is  a  Senator  in  this  body,  includ¬ 
ing  my  very  dear  friend  whom  I  see 
before  me  now,  Mr.  Cordon,  who  believes 
we  should  reduce  expenditures  by  hori¬ 
zontal  cuts.  If  there  is  such  a  Senator 
present,  I  should  like  to  have  him  hold 
up  his  hand. 

I  see  no  hands  held  up. 

In  what  do  Senators  believe?  They 
believe,  with  me,  that  we  should  get  the 
facts  and  pass  upon  the  items  of  the 
bill,  just  as  the  committee  did,  and  cut 
certain  items. 

I  see  my  friend  from  Oregon  looking 
at  me  rather  quizzically. 

Mr.  CORDON.  And  approvingly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  He  is  one  of  the 
ablest  members  of  the  committee.  I 
want  to  take  time  to  say  that,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent.  He  is  one  of  the  ablest  men  on 
the  committee.  I  have  told  him,  con¬ 
fidentially,  of  course,  that  if  I  should 
get  into  trouble,  if  I  were  ever  prose¬ 
cuted  for  any  offense,  I  wanted  to  en¬ 
gage  him  as  my  lawyer  so  that  I  would  be 
certain  that  he  was  on  my  side  and  not 
on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  every  day. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  suggest  that  this  is  the 
first  time  he  has  ever  found  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  off  base. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  take  a 
chance  on  that.  I  have  taken  a  great 
many  chances  in  my  life,  and  I  shall 
probably  take  a  great  many  more. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  already  con¬ 
sumed  too  much  time.  I  say  to  those 
who  are  taking  such  a  strong  stand  on 
the  other  side  that  they  may  be  right 
and  I  may  be  wrong,  but  there  is  no 
chance  to  put  through  their  plan  this 
time.  If  there  is  anything  in  the  plan, 
it  will  certainly  be  adopted  in  days  to 
come.  The  appropriation  bill  is  on  its 
last  legs.  We  have  fought  over  it  for 
nearly  8  months.  Let  it  go  through. 
Ordinarily,  the  chairman  of  a  commit¬ 
tee,  when  he  presents  a  bill  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  makes  a  speech  about  it,  and  he 
should  do  so.  I  have  already  done  that. 
I  had  hoped  that  after  the  bill  had  gone 
through  all  the  processes,  when  it  came 
to  agreeing  to  the  conference  report, 
there  would  be  an  agreement  without 
debate.  When  I  talked  to  my  friend 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell!  it  was  his 
idea  that  it  would  take  approximately 
three-quarters  of  an  hour  to  agree  to 
the  conference  report.  I  did  not  think 
it  would  take  that  long. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  adopt  the 
report  now.  It  does  not  give  the  Pres¬ 
ident  any  greater  powers  than  any  Pres¬ 
ident  has  had.  The  statement  of  the 
President  was  in  every  way  a  proper  and 
able  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair) .  The  question 


is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
we  all  appreciate  what  the  very  able 
and  distinguished  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  has  said.  We  likewise  appreciate  the 
long  months  of  hard  work  which  he  de¬ 
voted  to  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  Member  of 
the  Congress  who  would  even  intimate 
that  he  did  not  think  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  and  his  committee  had  done 
a  good  job. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  want  my  very  good 
friend  to  understand  that  what  I  am  go¬ 
ing  to  say  is  absolutely  no  reflection  on 
him,  on  the  members  of  his  committee, 
or  on  any  member  of  the  conference 
committee,  but  I  still  do  not  like  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  I  appreciate  the  fact 
that  there  are  many  thousands  of  words 
printed  with  reference  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  I  also  appreciate  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  and  his 
committee  labored  day  and  night  listen¬ 
ing  to  everyone,  on  both  sides,  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  intended  appropriations. 
I  want  to  compliment  them  on  their 
judgment  and  their  recommendations. 
They  made  some  splendid  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  sup¬ 
ported  them  by  a  substantial  majority 
on  most  of  their  recommendations.  But 
what  concerns  some  of  us  is  that  after 
they  had  devoted  to  the  bill  many 
months  of  consistent  hard  work,  they 
felt  they  had  to  abdicate  in  conference. 

I  am  not  blaming  them..  I  realize 
what  they  were  up  against.  I  realize 
they  could  not  do  anything  else.  But, 
Mr.  President,  I  think  it  behooves  us  all 
to  recognize  now  what  happened  in  the 
conference  committee  and  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  If  we  open  our  eyes  we 
can  really  see  bureaucracy  in  action  be¬ 
hind  what  has  been  done. 

I  am  not  talking  about  the  cuts  on 
various  items.  I  am  going  to  talk  about 
something  about  which  I  think  I  know 
a  little  bit,  for  it  pertains  to  my  own 
State.  Otherwise  I  would  have  nothing 
to  say.  I  believe  in  the  importance  of 
each  and  every  man  who  represents  a 
State  knowing  the  problems  which  con¬ 
front  his  State  a  little  better  than  they 
are  known  by  anyone  else. 

I  express  my  appreciation  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Tennessee  on 
the  way  he  and  his  committee  have  al¬ 
ways  treated  me  in  connection  with  the 
problems  concerning  my  State  when  I 
have  appeared  before  the  committee  and 
asked  for  consideration.  I  could  not 
wish  for  any  better  attention  or  for  any 
more  wholehearted  consideration  than 
I  have  received. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  realize  just  what  is  happening  in 
this  country.  We  are  going  a  long  way 
toward  a  goal,  and  I  think  we  shall  be 
very  sorry  about  it  some  time.  Not  only 
have  the  people  been  warned  but  time 
and  time  again  over  the  years,  and  yet 
it  is  being  said,  “Oh,  it  cannot  happen 
in  America.  This  is  America.  It  can¬ 
not  happen  here.” 

I  believe  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  recognizes  what  can  happen  and 
what  might  happen  in  this  country.  I 
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congratulate  the  Senator  from  Tennes¬ 
see  and  his  committee  again  for  mak¬ 
ing  specific  recommendations  in  the  re¬ 
port  which  was  submitted  to  the  Senate 
on  this  bill  some  time  ago. 

At  this  time,  the  Reclamation  Bu¬ 
reau  is  busily  engaged  in  building  nu¬ 
merous  dams  and  making  plans  for 
building  many  more  in  my  State.  We 
have  all  been  in  favor  of  reclamation. 
We  all  recognize  that  the  arid  West 
must  have  dams,  electricity,  and  new 
acres  of  land  brought  under  cultivation 
and  under  irrigation. 

It  has  been  recommended  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  time  and  time  again  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  work  in  cooperation  and  in 
unison  with  private  capital  and  private 
industry  to  help  bring  these  things 
about..  The  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  has  made  such  recommendations. 
Mr.  President,  if  I  may,  I  should  like  to 
read  from  the  committee  report  at  page 
145.  It  relates  to  a  power  company 
which  operates  in  Montana,  and  tries  to 
formulate  a  policy  which  Congress 
should  follow. 

The  funds  appropriated  in  the  fiscal  year 
1950  were  appropriated  with  the  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  funds  would  not  be  used  by  the 
Bureau  if  a  wheeling  agreement  could  be 
entered  into  with  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
whereby  the  REA’s  in  the  area  involved  could 
be  supplied  with  power  at  the  Reclamation 
Bureau  rate.  Such  a  wheeling  .agreement 
was  not  entered  into  and  testimony  at  the 
Senate  hearing  this  year  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Reclamation  Bureau  felt  it  should 
build  these  facilities  even  though  a  wheel¬ 
ing  agreement  should  be  entered  into  with 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  On  April  12,  1950, 
the  Montana  Public  Service  Commission  ap¬ 
proved  a  5V2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  rate  for 
all  REA’s  on  the  Montana  Power  Co.  system, 
which  rate  is  identical  with  the  rate  offered 
REA’s  by  the  Reclamation  Bureau.  Inas¬ 
much  as  any  savings  to  REA’s  in  Montana 
resulting  from  the  construction  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line  and  substations  by 
the  Reclamation  Bureau  have  been  met  by 
the  new  REA  rate  of  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
approved  by  the  Montana  Public  Service 
Commission,  the  committee  does  not  believe 
the  Reclamation  Bureau  should  continue  its 
work  on  these  facilities,  which  was  only 
recently  begun. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  which  has  the  matter 
in  charge  is  not  present  today.  I  refer 
to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hay¬ 
den],  He  is  in  Arizona.  I  am  sorry  he 
is  not  present,  because  probably  he  could 
give  the  Senate  the  reason  why  the  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  yielded  on  this  amend¬ 
ment.  However,  I  have  the  idea — and 
the  Senator  can  correct  me  if  I  am 
wrong — that  it  involved  a  fight  between 
the  power  companies  in  Montana  and 
the  REA,  and  the  House  would  not  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  after  hearing  all  the  proof. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  believe  the  Senator 
has  been  misinformed  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  asking  the 
Senator  for  information. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
controversy  between  the  power  com¬ 
panies  and  the  REA.  The  difficulty  lies 
with  the  Reclamation  Bureau  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  which  wants  to  monopolize  all 
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the  power  in  Montana,  and  put  our  own 
companies  out  of  business.  That  is 
where  the  trouble  lies.  Nine  REA’s 
signed  contracts  with  the  Montana  Pow¬ 
er  Co.  after  the  first  of  the  year  under 
which  the  REA’s  were  to  get  a  rate  equal 
to  the  Bureau’s  rate.  All  they  had  to  do 
was  to  have  their  contracts  O.  K.’d  in 
Washington.  What  happened?  The 
contracts  have  not  been  O.  K.’d  yet. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  nine  REA’s  had  to  sign  the 
contracts? 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  did. 

Mr.  LANGER.  But  they  did  not  sign 
it  until  after  the  construction  of  the 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  line  had 
commenced. 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  were  not  in  on  the 
Havre-Shelby  transmission  line. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
line  which  the  Senator  is  discussing  was 
supposed  to  have  been  completed  on 
the  first  day  of  September? 

Mr.  ECTON.  It  will  be  completed. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  will  be? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  entire  matter  was  gone  into  very 
carefully,  and  it  would  have  meant  the 
loss  of  over  a  million  dollars  if  the  line 
had  not  been  completed. 

Mr.  ECTON.  It  would  mean  a  loss  of 
$3,000,000  to  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  LANGER.  But  it  would  have 
meant  the  loss  of  over  a  million  dollars 
to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  because 
the  work  would  have  to  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  realize  nothing  can  be 
done  about  it  now.  What  I  am  trying 
to  have  the  Senate  understand  is  that 
after  the  Montana  Power  Co.  reduced 
its  rate  to  the  level  of  the  Bureau  rate, 
and  the  Senate  committee  had  recom¬ 
mended  that  construction  of  the  line  be 
not  continued,  the  Bureau  went  ahead 
and  worked  practically  day  and  night 
to  get  the  line  as  nearly  completed  as 
possible.  I  admit  they  have  gone  so  far 
that  no  one  can  buy  them  out.  The 
Government  is  in  the  power  business  in 
Montana  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpay¬ 
ers.  The  Bureau  would  never  have 
needed  to  build  that  line  in  the  first 
place  if  they  had  let  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  take  it  over  and  operate  it. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  correct  to 
say  that  unless  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  had  built  it  the  farmers  in  that  area 
would  not  have  obtained  the  cheap  rate. 

Mr.  ECTON.  No ;  that  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  were  the  farm¬ 
ers  charged  before  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  put  in  the  line? 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  operating  through  the  REA’s 
told  them  they  would  never  get  electric¬ 
ity  unless  the  Government  built  the  line. 
That  is  what  they  said. 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  ECTON.  When  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  was  first  created  it  was  de¬ 
signed  to  bring  land  under  irrigation. 


They  have  forgotten  all  about  irrigation. 
The  main  thing  they  are  interested  in 
is  corralling  all  the  power  in  the  country. 
I  venture  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
one  investigation  that  will  have  to  be 
made  within  the  near  future  is  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  policy  and  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to 
get  into  the  power  business. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  knows, 
does  he  not,  that  literally  thousands  of 
farmers  in  Montana  and  North  Dakota 
would  not  have  REA  current  on  their 
farmers  if  it  were  not  for  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation? 

Mr.  ECTON.  The  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  had  nothing  to  do  with  setting 
up  the  REA.  We  were  all  in  favor  of 
rural  electrification  long  before  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  ever  thought  about 
it.  They  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  We 
had  REA  in  Montana  before  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  ever  started  to  get  in 
there. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  ECTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  knows, 
does  he  not,  that  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  has  built  lines  in  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  North  Dakota.  I  will  leave  the 
interests  of  that  State  to  be  taken  care 
of  by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 
I  would  appreciate  it  if  sometimes  some¬ 
one  else  thought  that  I  knew  something 
about  my  own  State.  When  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  was  created,  it  was  es¬ 
tablished  on  a  bipartisan  basis.  It  was 
not  ever  designed  as  a  political  me¬ 
dium.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  Bureau 
has  resorted  to  the  direst  kind  of  ques¬ 
tionable  politics  during  the  past  few 
years,  and  it  will  continue  to  do  so.  It 
condemns  the  private  power  companies 
on  the  ground  they  have  a  monopoly. 
That  is  what  the  Bureau  want  them¬ 
selves.  They  want  a  Government  mo¬ 
nopoly.  To  my  way  of  thinking,  it  is 
10  times  worse  to  have  a  Government 
monopoly  than  a  private  monopoly, 
which  is  financed  by  individual  stock¬ 
holders.  I  do  not  own  any  stock  in  any 
private  power  company.  If  I  did,  I  could 
at  least  sell  the  stock  and  get  something 
out  of  it.  I  would  like  to  know  how  much 
the  Federal  taxpayers  can  get  out  of  the 
stock  if  they  own  Federal  power  lines  all 
over  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  it  plain 
that  I  never  opposed  Federal  power  lines 
where  they  were  necessary.  What  I  am 
disgusted  with,  and  what  I  condemn 
Congress  for,  and  what  I  condemn  the 
bureaucracy  for  furthering,  is  the  build¬ 
ing  of  power  lines  at  taxpayers’  expense, 
parallel  to  power  lines  which  have  al¬ 
ready  been  built  by  private  enterprise. 

We  hear  many  people  condemning 
capitalism  in  this  country.  When  they 
talk  about  it,  they  are  talking  about  the 
old  feudal  capitalistic  system  of  Europe. 
Our  economy  is  based  on  a  people’s  cap¬ 
italism.  It  is  from  the  people  that  the 
money  comes  to  form  the  corporations 
to  manufacture  the  articles  which  we 
use — automobiles,  refrigerators,  radios, 
and  the  like.  The  people  individually  in¬ 
vest  in  the  companies.  It  is  people’s 
capitalism. 


Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  know  it  is  true  in 
Montana,  because  the  same  company 
operates  there  that  operates  in  North 
Dakota,  but  is  it  not  true  that  before  the 
REA’s  came  in,  a  utility  company  line 
would  go  by  a  farmer’s  house,  even 
though  it  was  only  four  or  five  poles 
away,  and  the  company  would  charge 
from  a  thousand  to  fifteen  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  to  hook  the  farm  up  to  the  company 
line?  That  is  why  the  REA  came  into 
existence. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  do  not  know  about 
that,  but  I  do  know  what  happened  in 
my  own  experience.  I  was  in  an  REA 
one  time  trying  to  get  electricity  to  my 
ranch,  and  we  were  to  obligate  ourselves 
to  pay  in  the  neighborhood  of  $10  every 
month  for  20  years.  I  never  figured  it 
out.  We  had  to  guarantee  that  we  would 
put  up  that  much  to  the  REA  in  order 
to  get  them  to  hook  up. 

We  fooled  around  2  or  3  years  and  we 
could  not  complete  the  project.  Then 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  in  that  neighbor¬ 
hood  offered  to  permit  us  to  hook  up  to 
their  line.  They  built  the  first  1,000 
feet  free,  and  if  we  were  more  than  1,000 
away  from  their  line,  they  built  the  line, 
and  we  paid  them  15  cents  a  foot' for 
building  it.  We  did  not  have  to  look 
after  the  wire,  or  poles,  or  insulators,  or 
transformers,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 
They  gave  every  farmer  the  first  1,000 
feet,  and  then  charged  15  cents  a  foot 
thereafter.  We  had  the  same  rate  after 
that  as  if  we  had  lived  in  town.  If  one 
had  a  pumping  station  or  shop  equip¬ 
ment,  he  got  a  reduced  rate,  just  as  the 
industrialist  in  town  gets  a  little  reduc¬ 
tion  on  the  quantity  he  uses.  So  do  not 
say  they  did  this  4nd  did  that.  I  know 
what  happened  in  my  own  actual  ex¬ 
perience. 

Mr.  President,  probably  some  private 
companies  did  have  bad  relationships 
with  public  officials;  I  do  not  know  any¬ 
thing  about  that.  I  am  not  here  defend¬ 
ing  anyone.  I  am  merely  telling  what 
could  have  been  done  and  what  the  Sen¬ 
ate  was  willing  to  do  and  recommended 
being  done.  But  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  House  had  the  advantage. 
There  are  more  of  them,  they  are  backed 
up  by  the  bureaucracy  down  town  and 
all  they  have  to  do  is  to  sit  tight.  The 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  do 
not  have  a  chance.  They  have  to  accept 
what  is  offered. 

Does  anyone  think  the  men  on  the 
conference  committee  over  there  would 
do  anything  about  parallel  lines  in  Mon¬ 
tana?  They  did  not  ask  me  about  con¬ 
ditions.  I  doubt  if  they  asked  the  other 
Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This  is  one  time  we 
did  not  have  to  do  what  the  Senator  has 
indicated  we  did. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  have  the  information 
here.  I  can  almost  prove  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  I  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  prove  it.  The  Senator  made  a 
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statement  a  while  ago  that  the  bureau¬ 
crats  in  Washington - 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  said  it  was  bureauc¬ 
racy  in  action. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  it  was  a  bu¬ 
reaucracy  matter.  I  wish  to  say  that 
not  a  single  member  from  a  Government 
bureau  called  on  me  at  any  time. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Certainly  not;  they 
would  know  better  than  that. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No  lobbyists  called 
on  me,  either. 

Mr.  ECTON.  They  did  not  have  to. 
They  get  the  job  done.  The  Senator  has 
been  around  here  for  a  good  many  more 
years  than  I  hope  to  be - 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  does 
not  mean  what  he  said,  surely.  He  does 
not  mean  that  I  am  controlled  by  any¬ 
body,  surely.  I  resent  that  statement. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  beg  the  Senator’s  par¬ 
don;  I  am  not  accusing  the  Senator  of 
anything. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes,  the  Senator  is. 
I  desire  to  say  it'  is  absolutely  without 
the  slightest  foundation  in  fact  that 
anyone  controls  me.  I  have  been  con¬ 
trolling  myself  a  long  time,  and  I  still  do 
it,  and  I  am  very  active  about  it.  I  do 
not  talk  to  a  lobbyist  that  I  know  of,  and 
I  think  they  all  know  me  and  that  I  do 
not  talk  to  them  at  all.  I  do  not  talk  to 
lobbyists  in  the  Government  or  lobby¬ 
ists  out  of  the  Government.  I  think 
they  all  know  it.  The  Senator  has  not 
been  here  long  enough,  or  he  would  not 
have  made  such  a  statement  about  me. 

Mr.  ECTON.  I  am  not  accusing  the 
Senator  of  anything.  I  said  that  the 
Senate  conferees  did  not  have  a  chance. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  wholly  in¬ 
correct.  The  Senate  conferees  got  more 
out  of  this  appropriation  bill  from  the 
conferees  of  the  House  than  they  have 
ever  received  in  any  conference  since  I 
have  been  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  that  has  been  a 
long  time. 

Mr.  ECTON.  That  may  be,  but  at  the 
same  time  they  restored  all  the  items  for 
parallel  public  power  lines,  and  that  is 
what  I  am  objecting  to,  after  the  Senate 
recommended  that  they  be  left  out.  The 
testimony  was  brought  out. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  was  not  on  the 
subcommittee,  therefore,  I  do  not  know 
what  the  facts  are.  I  am  taking  the 
facts  as  the  Senator  has  stated  them.  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Hayden]  was  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  having  this  matter  in  charge,  and 
he  is  not  now  present,  but  I  had  the 
very  distinct  impression,  as  a  member  of 
the  committee,  that  there  was  a  fight 
between  the  private  power  companies 
and  the  rural  electrification  people. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Oh,  sure,  that  is  the  old 
gag. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  may  be  an  old 
gag,  but  it  is  a  well-known  gag,  I  tell 
the  Senator.  I  do  not  believe  there  are 
many  here  who  do  not  know  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  power  companies  and 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
The  latter  has  done  wonders  in  my  State, 
and  I  hope  it  has  done  wonders  in  the 
Senator’s  State.  I  like  to  see  the  whole 
country  improved. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  can  yield  only 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  to  under¬ 
stand  that  I  have  not  intended  to  im¬ 
pugn  his  motives  in  any  wise. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  very  kind 
of  the  Senator,  and  I  accept  what  he 
says  in  the  spirit  in  which  he  says  it. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  in  order 
to  show  that  this  is  not  merely  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  REA’s,  raised  under  amend¬ 
ment  273,  the  conference  committee  pro¬ 
vided  an  appropriation  of  $295,828,000, 
instead  of  $297,467,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  and  $294,713,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate.  That  is  for  construction 
of  the  Brighton-Brush  transmission  line 
substations,  Colorado-Big  Thompson 
project. 

But  with  the  following  exceptions  to 
such  ratification: 

(a)  In  addition  to  $343,000  allowed  by  the 
Senate  for  the  Fort  Peck  project,  Montana, 
$750,000  is  also  allowed  to  complete  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Havre-Shelby  transmission 
line  and  substations.  This  is  in  lieu  of  the 
$1,400,000  allowed  by  the  House  and  of  the 
entire  disallowance  of  funds  for  this  line 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

In  other  words,  money  was  provided 
so  as  to  insure  that  the  Havre-Shelby 
line  would  be  completed  after  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  on  April  12  reduced  their 
rates  to  equal  the  Bureau  rates.  On  top 
of  that,  the  Montana  Power  Co.  offered 
to  purchase  from  the  Government  at 
cost  all  the  materials  which  had  been 
delivered  on  the  project  at  that  time. 
After  they  built  that  line  as  fast  as  they 
could,  the  Montana  Power  Co.  made  a 
cash  offer  in  addition  to  a  stretch  of  line 
between  two  places  in  Montana  that  did 
not  have  a  line.  The  company  offered 
to  purchase  that,  and  hook  it  up  to  their 
own  line  in  order  to  supply  the  farmers 
and  the  people  in  that  section  of  the 
State  at  the  same  rate  as  that  charged 
by  the  Bureau.  The  Senate  recom¬ 
mended  that  that  be  done. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  that  now  it  is  too  late  to  take 
corrective  action.  I  agree  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  in  that  respect  for  the  line  has 
been  completed  at  public  expense,  at  the 
taxpayers’  expense,  although  the  Mon¬ 
tana  Power  Co.  has  a  line  there,  and  an¬ 
other  line  was  nipt  needed.  So  there  is 
nothing  to  do  but  to"  proceed  with  the 
line  and  operate  it  at  the  taxpayers’  ex¬ 
pense.  That  is  what  happened. 

Let  us  now  consider  item  (b)  of 
amendment  No.  273.  This  is  the  thing 
that  makes  one’s  hair  stand  on  end. 
This  is  what  prompted  me  to  say  what  I 
have  said.  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
is  building  what  they  call  the  Canyon 
Ferry  Dam  in  Montana.  I  think  I  know 
what  I  am  talking ’about  when  I  speak 
of  that  project,  because  it  is  only  about 
80  miles  from  where  I  live.  What  did 
the  conference  committee  do?  They  put 
back  in  the  bill  $365,000  for  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  to  build  a  line  from  Can¬ 
yon  Ferry  Dam  to  Great  Falls.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  knows  that  the 
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Montana  Power  Co.  has  two  100,000- 
volt  lines  into  Great  Falls  from  East 
Helena.  It  is  only  17  miles  from  East 
Helena  to  the  Canyon  Ferry  Dam,  and 
the  Montana  Power  Co.  offered  to  build  a 
line  to  take  the  power  off  the  Canyon 
Ferry  Dam  when  the  dam  is  completed. 
Then  the  conferees  put  back  $365,000 
for  the  Government  to  build  a  parallel 
line  from  Canyon  Ferry  into  Great  Falls, 
when  there  are  already  two  100,000-volt 
lines  running  between  the  two  points. 
Money  has  been  provided  in  the  bill  to 
build  a  115,0C0-volt  line.  That  line  will 
serve  no  RHA’s  in  that  territory. 

The  contention  is  made  that  it  is  REA 
versus  Montana  Power  Co.  No,  Mr. 
President;  it  is  not.  The  farmers  of  that 
area  are  told  that  the  Montana  Power 
Co.  is  out  to  get  them.  That  argument 
is  made  for  political  reasons.  The  line 
from  Canyon  Ferry  to  Great  Falls  will 
serve  no  REA.  It  will  be  a  duplicate 
transmission  line.  That  is  all  it  will  be, 
pure  and  simple. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  it  is  useless  for 
me  to  make  any  comments  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  now.  I  realize  it  is  useless  for  me 
to  oppose  the  conference  report  because 
of  this  item.  The  damage  has  already 
been  done.  We  thought  we  might  be  able 
to  have  inserted  a  proviso  that  if  the 
power  company  did  not  permit  the  use 
of  their  lines  into  Great  Falls,  that  is, 
enter  into  an  agreement  or  complete  ne¬ 
gotiations  to  that  effect  with  the  Bureau 
within  a  reasonable  time,  then  the  Bu¬ 
reau  could  proceed  and  build  these  lines. 
But  no,  Mr.  President,  there  is  nothing 
in  the  bill  like  that;  $365,000  was  put 
back  in  the  bill  with  which  to  proceed 
and  duplicate  power  lines  at  the  taxpay¬ 
ers’  expense. 

The  people  of  my  State  are  becoming 
tired  of  such  things,  Mr.  President.  We 
have  a  public  service  commission  which 
regulates  the  power  companies  within 
my  State.  The  three  members  of  the 
commission  are  elected  directly  by  the 
people.  Then  we  find  some  board  or 
bureau  in  Washington,  in  the  name  of 
reclamation,  going  into  Montana  and 
putting  up  parallel  power  lines.  When 
we  come  down  to  the  real  nub  of  the 
matter,  we  cannot  blame  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  The  fault  lies  with  Con¬ 
gress.  It  is  our  fault  because  we  give 
the  Bureau  the  money.  Those  in  the 
Bureau  would  not  amount  to  a  hill  of 
beans  if  they  did  not  have  the  Federal 
Treasury  behind  them.  You  and  I,  Mr. 
President,  could  be  big  shots,  too,  if  we 
had  the  Federal  Treasury  to  back  us  in 
all  our  plans.  We  could  then  be  states¬ 
men,  as  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  I^cKellar]  said  earlier  today.  We 
could  all  formulate  plans  if  we  could 
dig  into  the  Treasury  and  back  up  our 
plans  with  the  Treasury’s  dollars. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  the  time  has 
come  when  a  halt  must  be  called  on  the 
actions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation* 
As  I  said  before,  they  are  no  longer  in¬ 
terested  in  irrigation.  They  are  in¬ 
terested  in  creating  power  and  control¬ 
ling  it.  There  was  a  man  some  years  ago 
in  the  Bureau  whoSfe  name  .was  Raushen- 
bush,  or  something  like  that.  I  remem- 
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ber  he  made  the  statement  that  one 
man  within  the  Bureau  with  his  plans  is 
worth  a  hundred  outside.  Sometimes  I 
believe  there  is  not  only  one  man  with  a 
plan  in  the  Bureau,  but  that  there  are 
many  such  men,  and  that  it  will  take 
thousands  on  the  outside,  yes  it  will  take 
more  than  that,  it  will  take  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  put  a  stop  to 
their  doings. 

I  am  not  against  the  Government 
building  transmission  lines  where  it  is 
necessary,  but  I  am  against  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  building  power  lines  at 
taxpayers  expense,  duplicating  and 
paralleling  already  existing  facilities.  I 
am  mighty  sorry  that  the  conferees  saw 
fit  to  restore  to  the  bill  the  $365,000  item 
with  which  to  build  the  line  from  Canyon 
Ferry  to  Great  Falls  when  it  is  not  at  all 
needed. 

As  I  said  before,  it  is  useless  to  say  any¬ 
thing  now  about  the  matter.  It  was  rail¬ 
roaded  through  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee.  I  cannot  hold  up  the  plan,  and 
I  suppose  the  Senate  cannot  either,  be¬ 
cause  the  conference  report  has  already 
been  adopted  by  the  House.  It  was 
adopted  there  under  such  rules  that  no 
Representative  dared  speak  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  except  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  as  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  glad  to  yield, 
provided  I  do  not  lose  my  right  to  the 
floor.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  without  losing  my  right 
to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
support  the  conference  report.  I  regret 
very  much  that  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league  from  Montana  [Mr.  Ecton]  finds 
it  necessary  to  make  a  serious  attack 
upon  the  conference  report.  I  think  he 
is  making  a  great  error  when  he  says  that 
the  people  of  Montana  are  tired  of  the 
program  which  has  been  carried  on  in  re¬ 
spect  to  these  transmission- lines  in  our 
State. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  cannot  yield,  for  I 
have  been  yielded  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  ECTON.  When  the  Senator  says 
the  people  are  not  tired  of  the  program 
which  has  been  carried  on - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order.  The  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  the  floor,  and  can 
yield  only  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  senior 
Senator  from  Montana  may  make  a  brief 
reply,  without  causing  me  to  lose  my 
right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  For  how  many  min¬ 
utes  will  the  Senator  from  Montana 
speak?  * 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  speak 
for  5  or  6  minutes. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  us  provide  6 
minutes  for  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  is 
recognized  for  6  minutes. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  rise  to  make  any  criticism  of  my  col¬ 
league.  He  has  a  perfect  right  to  take 
the  stand  he  has  taken.  I  know  his  po¬ 
sition  very  well.  Since  he  has  been  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  he  and  I  have 
cooperated  very  nicely,  and  I  do  not 
criticize  him  for  the  stand  he  now  takes. 
He  has  a  perfect  right  to  attack  the  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  carried  out  in 
Montana,  but  I  think  he  makes  a  great 
mistake  when  he  does  so. 

Heretofore  the  farmers  of  Montana 
have  been  compelled  to  pay  high  rates 
for  electric  power.  Transmission  lines 
did  not  reach  some  parts  of  Montana,  and 
as  a  result  it  was  necessary  for  the  REA 
to  undertake  a  program  of  making  power 
available  to  the  farmers.  As  a  result 
of  the  building  of  the  Hungry  Horse 
Dam,  it  has  also  been  necessary  to  build 
transmission  lines.  A  huge  transmis¬ 
sion  line  carrying  electric  power  from 
that  dam  to  Anaconda,  to  serve  the  area 
there,  has  been  built.  It  has  also  been 
necessary  to  build  transmission  lines  in 
the  Canyon  Ferry-Great  Falls  area. 

With  reference  to  the  Havre-Shelby 
transmission  line,  let  me  say  that  matter 
has  been  a  subject  of  controversy  here 
for  a  number  of  years.  Last  year  we 
had  a  long  debate  in  regard  to  that  proj¬ 
ect,  and  after  a  full  discussion  the  Sen¬ 
ate  finally  voted  in  favor  of  the  Havre- 
Shelby  transmission  line  and  provided 
appropriations  for  its  construction. 

Later  on  the  Montana  Power  Co. 
sought  to  have  construction  of  that  line 
discontinued;  but  the  line  was  .in  the 
course  of  construction,  and  as  authorized 
it  was  completed.  It  already  had  been 
approved  by  the  Congress.  So  it  seems 
to  me  it  is  very  unwise  now  for  Senators 
to  talk  about  discontinuing  a  line  which 
has  been  wholly  completed  and  will  be 
of  great  benefit  to  the  people  of  Mon¬ 
tana. 

As  a  result  of  this  power  development 
in  Montana,  our  State  now,  for  the  first 
time  in  40  years,  is  beginning  to  develop 
industries  and,  as  a  result,  new  settlers 
are  beginning  to  come  into  the  State. 
As  a  result  of  the  reclamation  program 
and  the  power-development  program  we 
have  instituted,  new  industries  are  com¬ 
ing  into  Montana  and  the  population 
is  increasing,  whereas  theretofore  the 
population  had  been  decreasing. 

So  I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  for 
anyone  now  to  attack  a  program  so  bene¬ 
ficial  to  Montana,  especially  after  there 
was  complete  debate  on  it  in  1949,  and 
inasmuch  as  the  program  and  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  its  construction  have 
been  settled  so  far  as  the  conference  re¬ 
port  is  concerned.  I  submit  that  it  is  a 
very  valuable  program  for  the  State  of 
Montana  and  will  be  of  tremendous  ben¬ 
efit  to  all  our  people. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  directing  my  re¬ 
marks  to  the  portion  of  the  conference 
report  pertaining  to  the  elimination  of 


the  International  Children’s  Emergency 
Fund,  nmder  the  United  Nations. 

Before  I  refer  directly  to  that  portion 
of  the  conference  report,  let  me  say  that 
I  appreciated  and  enjoyed  very  much 
and,  I  am  sure,  benefited  from  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  able  chairman  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellarI. 

Many  comments  have  been  made  to¬ 
day  regarding  the  conference  report.  I 
suppose  several  of  us  are  a  little  un¬ 
happy  about  the  report.  Nevertheless, 
all  of  us  realize  the  great  responsibility 
involved  in  connection  with  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  appropriation  bill. 

I,  for  one,  as  a  newcomer  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  wish  to  say  that  I  did  not  find  the 
over-all,  one-package  appropriation  bill 
very  desirable  as  it  has  operated  to  date. 
I  believe  it  was  much  easier  for  us  to 
know  what  is  going  on  and  to  know  the 
facts  behind  each  appropriation  request 
and  recommendation  when  the  appro¬ 
priations  were  handled  individually. 
With  only  one,  large  appropriation  bill 
and  one  over-all  report  on  it,  the  detailed 
factual  material  we  needed  was  not 
available.  To  be  sure,  the  members  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee  are  fully 
informed;  and,  as  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  has  said,  they  act  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  and  the  testimony,  not  on  the 
basis  of  guesses  and  percentages. 
Nevertheless,  those  of  us  who  are  not  on 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  but  who 
have  a  vote — a  vote  which  is  just  as  im¬ 
portant  as  that  of  the  committee  mem¬ 
bers — must  form  our  judgments  on  the 
basis  of  the  report  the  committee  makes. 
I  have  found  that  on  the  basis  of  the 
over-all,  one-package  appropriation  bill, 
the  one -package  committee  report  was 
not  as  documented  or  detailed  as  it  could 
have  been  under  the  procedure  of  han¬ 
dling  the  appropriations  under  a  series 
of  bills,  as  has  been  done  in  former  years. 

I  shall  not  speak  in  regard  to  how  best 
to  make  the  proposed  cuts,  except  I  wish 
to  say  it  should  be  clearly  understood  that 
substantial  cuts  were  made  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  items.  It  is  always  difficult  to 
know  whether  there  should  be  percent¬ 
agewise  cuts  or  cuts  straight  across  the 
board,  or  whether  certain  exclusions 
should  be  provided  for  when  cuts  are 
made  in  the  appropriations. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  the  committee  has 
reached  its  decision.  The  committee 
has  decided  to  make  a  cut  of  approxi¬ 
mately  half  a  billion  dollars  in  the  ap¬ 
propriations— in  fact,  almost  the  same 
cut  as  would  have  been  provided  by  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment.  Of  course 
the  exact  method  of  making  the  cut  is 
a  matter  of  judgment  which  I  shall  not 
discuss  now. 

Neither  shall  I  debate  the  merits  of 
the  Franco  loan  or  of  the  loan  to  Yugo¬ 
slavia.  I  listened  with  keen  interest  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Robertson],  who  made  a  very  persuasive 
argument.  I  feel  that  any  loan  which 
is  made  should  meet  uniform  conditions. 
However,  once  the  decision  is  made,  we 
have  no  choice  but  to  follow  it.  After 
all,  we  operate  on  the  principle  of  ma¬ 
jority  rule. 
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A  decision  has  been  made  in  reference 
to  the  United  Nations  Children’s  Emer¬ 
gency  Fund.  Certainly  I  am  not  going 
to  balk  at  adoption  of  the  conference  re¬ 
port  and  try  to  prevent  its  approval,  as 
one  Member  of  the  Senate,  just  because 
I  do  not  care  for  this  particular  decision. 
However,  I  feel  that  it  is  important  to 
have  the  record  clear  in  regard  to  what 
happened  in  the  conference  committee 
to  the  appropriation  for  the  children’s 
fund.  I  understand  that  a  deficiency 
appropriation  bill  is  being  prepared. 
Therefore,  I  make  these  remarks  now 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Record  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  committee.  The  points  I 
shall  make  in  this  connection  have  been 
fairly  well  substantiated,  I  think,  by  the 
evidence  produced  before  the  committee. 

I  was  literally  shocked  and  amazed 
when  I  read  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
provision  in  the  appropriation  bill  for  the 
International  Children’s  Fund  had  been 
eliminated  from  the  conference  report. 
The  appropriation  for  that  purpose  was 
$12,500,000,  and  it  had  been  voted  by  the 
Senate  after  considerable  debate.  I  can¬ 
not  understand  how  the  Senate  conferees 
could  recede  from  supporting  that  ap¬ 
propriation,  when  it  had  been  strongly 
supported  by  the  Senate. 

Let  me  remind  the  Senate  what  hap¬ 
pened  in  regard  to  that  item. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Does  the 
Senator  realize  that,  as  I  have  been  told, 
the  House  conferees  were  under  the  im¬ 
pression  that  $25,000,000  was  left  over 
from  last  year’s  appropriation  and  would 
be  available  this  year?  However,  that 
appropriation  expired;  and  our  whole 
point  in  providing  $12,500,000  in  this 
measure  was  because  the  previous  ap¬ 
propriation  had  expired  and  had  not 
been  extended. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  It  is  my 
judgment  that  the  conferees  were  la¬ 
boring  under  a  misapprehension  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  facts. 

I  am  entirely  in  accord  with  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
and  I  think  this  point  should  be  made 
for  the  Record,  because  the  Children’s 
Fund  is  one  of  the  finest  enterprises 
which  has  been  underway  since  the  war ; 
but  now  it  must  go  by  the  board,  be¬ 
cause  no  appropriation  will  be  made  for 
it,  so  far  as  this  measure  is  concerned. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
very  much  for  bringing  up  this  question. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  for  his  remarks,  for  he 
has  been  in  the  forefront  of  the  fight 
to  obtain  this  appropriation.  I  recall 
very  well  the  valiant  effort  he  made  a 
few  months  ago  in  its  behalf,  and  I 
thank  him  for  the  observation  he  has 
made  and  for  the  information  he  has 
given  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  now  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  there  was  such  a  statement  made 
before  the  committee,  as  the  Senator 


from  New  Jersey  says.  For  myself,  I 
am  very  much  in  favor  of  the  fund  de¬ 
signed  to  aid  children.  I  think  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  should 
participate,  and  later  on,  we  shall  have 
a  bill  coming  up  at  this  session  of  the 
Congress,  at  which  time  it  might  be  well 
to  submit  the  matter. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee,  for  his  last  words, 
because  it  is  our  hope  that  we  may  come 
before  his  committee  to  plead  again  the 
cause  of  the  children’s  fund. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  committee  will 
be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  that. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  distinguished 
chairman  has  always  been  most  cour¬ 
teous  and  most  generous  with  his  time, 
and  I  know  he  will  give  us  a  friendly 
hearing. 

I  desire  now  to  go  over  the  record, 
so  that  we  have  it  clear  in  the  Record 
as  to  what  happened.  Twenty  Senators, 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  including 
the  very  distinguished  leaders  of  the  mi¬ 
nority  and  of  the  majority,  sponsored 
the  original  authorization  for  $25,000,- 
000.  On  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
authorization  was  confirmed  without  a 
dissenting  vote  in  connection  with  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1951.  Then, 
thirdly,  the  conferees  under  the  author¬ 
ization  bill  cut  the  authorization  from 
$25,000,000  to  $15,000,000,  and  gave  the 
President  wide  discretion  in  the  use  of 
the  money. 

Fourth.  When  the  conference  report 
was  returned  to  the  Senate  floor  it  was 
severely  criticized  for  the  changes  made 
by  the  conference  committee. 

Fifth.  The  Appropriations  Committee 
tightened  the  legislation,  but  at  the  same 
time  made  another  cut  to  $12,500,000, 
which  is  50  percent  of  the  original  au¬ 
thorization.  This  appropriation  was 
again  supported,  and  I  remind  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  it  was  supported  without  a  dis¬ 
senting  vote,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
Then,  later,  on  my  request  for  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  to  exclude  the  Children’s  Fund 
from  the  10  percent,  this  body  voted  44 
to  41  against  the  10-percent  reduction. 
Right  down  the  line  there  is  a  record 
of  support  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  for  the  Children’s  Fund  that  is 
without  equal.  What  is  the  logic  then 
in  exempting  this  organization  from  the 
10-percent  reduction,  and  then  ulti¬ 
mately  eliminating  it  entirely? 

There  has  been  much  criticism  of  the 
United  Nations  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  I  am  sure  that  most  of  that 
criticism  has  resulted  generally  from 
the  idea  that  the  United  Nations  is 
purely  a  public  fqrum  in  which  the  dele¬ 
gates  talk  about  international  problems 
but  never  make  an  attempt  to  do  any¬ 
thing  about  them.  I  do  not  concur  in 
that  statement,  but  there  are  some  peo¬ 
ple  who  feel  that  way.  But  the  United 
Nations  Children’s  Fund  program  is  a 
No.  1  demonstration  that  the  United 
Nations  can  and  has  acted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  will 
be  necessary  to  have  order  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  Let  the  Chair  observe 
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that  the  speakers  would  be  more  lim¬ 
ited  in  their  remarks  if  they  were  get¬ 
ting  closer  attention.  I  think  we  can 
all  save  time  by  giving  the  speakers  un¬ 
divided  attention,  thereby  letting  this 
bill  move  along. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  this 
speaker  has  not  very  much  more  to  say. 
But  he  is  talking  about  a  subject  which 
is  important  in  terms  of  world  peace  and 
world  understanding.  This  program  is 
a  demonstration  that  the  United  Nations 
can  and  has  acted  to  save  millions  of 
children  from  malnutrition  and  disease. 
At  the  same  time  it  is  establishing  per¬ 
manent  services  for  child  health  and 
welfare.  I  still  think  that  the  value  of 
this  program  must  be  measured  not  only 
in  the  terms  of  direct  assistance  to  mil¬ 
lions  of  children  in  54  countries  through¬ 
out  the  world  but  also  in  terms  of  the 
measure  of  cooperation  which  it  has 
stimulated.  I  point  out  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  operates  in  54  nations  of  the  world. 
First  of  all,  there  are  43  governments 
which  have  made  voluntary  contribu¬ 
tions  in  the  sum  total  of  $30,000,000.  In 
addition,  the  people  of  45  countries  have 
contributed  another  $10,000,000.  In 
turn  the  recipient  governments  where 
the  Children’s  Fund  is  used  have  pro¬ 
vided  more  than  another  $100,000,000  in 
local  supplies  and  services.  The  admin¬ 
istrative  costs  of  this  fund  have  been 
from  2  to  4  percent — as  low  as  2  percent 
and  4  percent. 

Mr.  President,  I  point  out  that  every 
newspaper  in  America,  with  very  few  ex¬ 
ceptions,  has  supported  this  fund,  and 
that  many  prominent  citizens  have  sup¬ 
ported  it.  I  have  a  list  here  of  people 
from  public  life,  from  agriculture,  from 
labor,  and  others,  starting,  first  of  all, 
with  former  President  Hoover,  who,  in 
April  of  this  year  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith] 
supporting  this  program.  There  are  also 
endorsing  letters  from  William  Green, 
prpesident,  AFL;  Philip  Murray,  presi¬ 
dent,  CIO ;  John  Lynn,  legislative  direc¬ 
tor,  American  Farm  Bureau;  Wallace 
Campbell,  the  Cooperative  League;  Mr. 
Sanders,  the  National  Grange;  and  Rus¬ 
sell  Smith,  National  Farmers  Union. 

There  were  also  endorsing  letters  from 
all  the  cliurch  organizations.  How  in 
the  name  of  common  sense,  with  all  that 
support,  with  the  House  and  with  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  again  and 
again  reiterating  support  of  this  fund,  it 
could  have  been  dropped  in  conference  is 
more  than  I  can  understand. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 

'  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  may  say  in 
answer  to  the  Senator’s  question — and 
he  put  it  in  the  form  of  a  question — that 
I  was  a  member  of  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee.  I  voted  for  the  international 
children’s  fund  in  the  subcommittee 
and  also  in  the  full  committee.  I  tried 
to  retain  it  in  the  bill.  The  only  reason 
the  Senate  conferees  allowed  it  to  be 
dropped  was  that  they  were  convinced 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  a  con¬ 
ference  report  without  doing  so.  The 
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conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  were 
adamant  in  their  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  see. 

Mr.  S  ALTON ST  ALL.  If  there  is  any 
method  by  which  an  appropriation  for 
the  children’s  fund  can  be  provided,  as 
the  Senator  wishes,  that  is  another 
matter. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  very  grateful 
for  the  action  and  statement  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts.  I  also  under¬ 
stand  that  our  State  Department  was 
not  in  support  of  the  children’s  fund. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  State  De¬ 
partment  was  not  enthusiastically  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  the  International  Children’s  Fund, 
either  before  the  subcommittee  or  the 
full  committee.  In  spite  of  that,  the 
Senate  voted  a  substantial  amount  for  it, 
which  it  yielded  in  conference,  when  it 
became  perfectly  clear,  in  the  opinion 
of  one  conferee — myself — that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  obtain  an  agreement  to 
have  the  item  included. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Being  a  member  of 
the  conference,  I  want  to  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  was  in  favor  of  the 
Children’s  Fund.  It  had  passed  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  he  felt  that  it  had  a  place  in 
our  scheme  of  things.  But  I  am  also 
satisfied,  as  was  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  that  it  was  impossible  to  get 
agreement  with  the  House  on  a  report 
on  the  omnibus  appropriation  bill  with 
the  Children’s  Fund  in  it,  and  it  was 
therefore  removed,  over  the  protests  of 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
In  the  final  compromise  it  had  to  be 
omitted  in  order  to  get  a  bill.  It  was 
not  because  of  the  merits  or  the  lack  of 
them,  so  far  as  the  Senate  was  con¬ 
cerned  at  all.  As  the  Senator  has  indi¬ 
cated,  the  State  Department  was  not 
enthusiatstic  about  it,  but  that  was  not 
a  reason  for  omitting  it  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  very  grate¬ 
ful  for  that  information. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say 
that  I  desire  to  submit  a  report  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  It  will 
only  take  a  moment. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  shall  conclude 
in  a  moment. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  thought  the  Senator 
had  concluded. 

Mi'.  HUMPHREY.  No,  I  am  not 
through,  but  when  I  have  concluded,  I 
shall  be  more  than  happy  to  yield  the 
floor  to  my  friend  from  Rhode  Island. 

All  I  want  to  say  is  this:  We  are  ap¬ 
propriating  billions  and  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  war — and  that  is  absolutely 
essential.  Here  is  one  program  which 


is  directed  toward  the  lives  of  children 
who  have  not  made  up  their  minds  what 
kind  of  politics  they  favor,  whether  they 
are  going  to  be  Communists  or  non-Com- 
munists,  whether  they  are  going  to  be 
social  democratc  or  Christian  democrats, 
who  have  not  made  up  their  minds  as 
to  what  their  party  politics  may  be.  To 
think  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  would  miss  this  opportunity  for 
psychological  advantage,  for  what  I  call 
effective  political  advantage,  is  some¬ 
thing  that  I  simply  cannot  quite  under¬ 
stand.  I  shall  go  before  the  Appropria- 
tijons  Committee,  and  I  understand  my 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douc-lasI,  is  going  to  appear  before  that 
committee,  and,  if  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  is  adamant  in  its  resistance, 
then  we  shall  have  to  break  down  the 
resistance,  because  this  is  an  important 
program. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  the  State  Department  must  bear  a 
large  share  of  responsibility  for  the  de¬ 
feat  of  this  program? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  was  referring  to 
that  but  a  moment  ago.  I  want  to  say 
now  that  if  the  State  Department  is  op¬ 
posed  to  this  program,  the  State  De- 
parment  is  wrong,  it  is  lacking  in  vision, 
and  it  is  about  time  that  some  of  us 
who  have  supported  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  told  the  State  Department  to  get 
in  line,  where  it  belongs,  which  is  on  the 
side  of  the  people. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  my  judgment 
that  the  State  Department  has  been 
almost  a  malignant  enemy  of  the  chil¬ 
dren’s  fund,  that  it  is  not  interested  in 
saving  the  lives  of  children,  that  it  is 
primarily  interested  in  conferences, 
where  there  is  talk,  talk,  talk,  with  very 
little  action.  In  my  judgment,  the  State 
Department  should  be  told  to  keep  out 
of  appropriation  matters  and  to  let  the 
Congress  of  he  United  States  legislate. 
I  say  that  as  one  who  has  supported 
most  of  the  proposals  of  the  State 
Department. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
concur  in  the  statement  of  my  friend 
from  Illinois  and  tell  him,  very  frankly, 
that  I  think  his  position  is  sound. 
The  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  very 
much  aware  of  the  validity  of  the  com¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I 
had  taken  upon  myself,  as  one  Member, 
to  express  a  very  sharp  rebuke  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  State  Department  for  oppos¬ 
ing  this  appropriation  measure.  They 
always  seem  to  get  themselves,  on  this 
issue,  on  the  wrong  side.  Why,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  they  cannot  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  is  an  operating 
agency  of  the  United  Nations  where  we 
learn  to  work  together  before  we  <get  to¬ 
gether  politically,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  mean  to  emphasize  the  word 


“this”  when  he  says  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  is  on  the  wrong  side  of  this  issue? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  put  the  proper  emphasis  on 
the  proper  word  at  the  right  time.  We 
will  take  up  the  other  issues  one  by  one. 
This  is  the  children’s  fund. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  when  the 
appropriation  bill  was  under  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  Senate,  and  before  final  pas¬ 
sage  on  August  4,  I  made  some  remarks 
about  it.  These  remarks  appear  in  the 
Congressional  Record  at  page  12012.  I 
do  not  need  to  repeat  at  this  time  what  I 
then  said.  What  I  said  about  the  bill  I 
believe  to  be  equally  true  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report.  It  is  my  belief  that  the  re¬ 
port  is  unrealistic  in  that  it  does  not 
take  into  consideration  the  demands 
upon  the  Government  and  upon  the 
American  people  for  national  defense 
at  this  time.  It  represents  the  thinking 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  prior 
to  the  time  the  bill  was  reported,  and  in 
that  sense  it  is  not  in  keeping  with  the 
present  situation.  This  is  unfortunate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement 
which  I  have  prepared  on  the  subject  of 
the  conference  report  on  the  omnibus 
appropriation  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr. 
O’Conor’s  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  O’ Conor 

In  acting  today  upon  the  conference  re¬ 
port  on  the  omnibus  appropriations  bill,  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  has  opened 
the  way  for  deserved  consideration  to  the 
already  overburdened  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  With  approval  of  the  conference 
report  it  remains  for  the  President  to  take 
decisive  action  to  affect  substantial  reduc¬ 
tions  in  the  budget. 

It  is  a  tribute  to  the  earnestness  and 
patriotism  of  the  American  people  that  they 
have  expressed  such  a  general  willingness 
to  supply  whatever  funds  are  needed  to  see 
us  through  the  emergency  caused  by  the 
conflict  in  Korea.  This  state  of  mind  en¬ 
tails  a  great  responsibility  op  the  part  of 
the  Congress  and  of  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Government.  There  is  an  im¬ 
perative  need  for  elimination  of  nondefense 
items  for  the  saving  of  critical  material  and 
manpower  in  this  time  of  crisis. 

There  is  ample  authority  under  the  bill 
for  the  President  to  cut  nondefense  spend¬ 
ing  to  the  limit.  In  fact  there  is  unmistak¬ 
able  evidence  of  the  determination  of  the 
people,  speaking  through  their  elected  legis¬ 
lative  representatives  that  numerous  proj¬ 
ects  be  eliminated  or  reduced. 

I  feel  it  is  the  will  of  the  Congress  and  of 
the  people  that  such  items  should  be  cut  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible,  without  impair¬ 
ment  of  any  essential  functions  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  sum  of 
$550,000,000,  recommended  in  the  bill  be 
realized  by  deferment  of  the  nondefense 
projects.  Tills  action  by  the  Executive  will 
go  far  to  convince  the  citizenry  of  the  readi¬ 
ness  of  Government  to  curtail  in  times  of 
grave  emergency. 

In  this  connection  I  ask  that  an  editorial 
from  this  morning’s  Baltimore  Sun  entitled 
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“Nondefense  Spending  Is  the  Place  To  Save” 
be  inserted  in  the  Record  as  an  appendix  to 
my  remarks,  as  follows: 

“NONDEFENSE  SPENDING  IS  THE  PLACE  TO  SAVE 

“Now  that  the  House  has  passed  the  $16,- 
771,384,479  emergency  defense  bill  we  begin 
to  realize  what  the  operation  in  Korea  and 
other  defense  measures  are  going  to  cost  us. 
This  is  just  a  beginning.  We  are  warned 
that  the  Defense  Department  is  preparing 
an  additional  request  for  approximately 
$10,000,000,600. 

“In  his  report  from  Washington  on  the 
action  of  the*  House,  Mr.  William  Knighton, 
Jr.,  calls  attention  to  the  unpleasant  prospect 
that  the  total  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  next  June  30  will  be  around  $70,000,000,- 
000.  In  short,  $20,000,000,000  to  $25,000,000,- 
000  are  being  added  to  military  outlay. 

“It  should  be  obvious  that  with  this  vast 
emergency  expenditure  for  defense  involving 
all-out  war  in  Korea,  partial  mobilization 
and  arms  for  our  allies,  life  in  this  country 
cannot  go  on  without  change.  Unless  we 
are  to  invite  financial  disaster  drastic  efforts 
must  be  made  to  meet  a  part  of  these  ex¬ 
cessive  expenditures  as  they  occur. 

“Without  question  there  must  be  an  in¬ 
crease  in  taxes.  The  Senate  is  debating  a  bill 
that  would  raise  personal  income  taxes  by 
$2,700,000,000  and  corporation  taxes  by  $1,- 
500,000,000  for  a  total  of  $4,200,000,000.  But 
that  will  go  a  small  way  to  balance  the  emer¬ 
gency  defense  costs. 

“Another  means  of  bringing  expenditures 
more  into  line  with  income  is  to  cut  down 
on  nondefense  expenditures.  Attention  al¬ 
ready  has  been  called  here  to  the  claim  of 
Senator  Byrd,  of  Virginia,  that  nondefense 
spending  can  be  cut  as  much  as  $10,000,000,- 
000.  Yet,  he  says,  that  would  still  leave  the 
administration  as  much  to  spend  for  its  do¬ 
mestic  schemes  as  it  had  in  1948. 

“It  is  not  necessary  to  check  Senator  Byrd’s 
estimate  to  the  exact  dollar  to  know  that 
there  are  many  public  works  projects  and 
other  programs  for  the  outlay  of  Federal 
funds  that  are  not  urgent.  They  have  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  national  defense.  They  could 
easily  wait  until  more  propitious  times.  But 
as  yet,  little  more  than  a  start  has  been  made 
in  this  direction.  Our  best  efforts  at  defense 
will  be  useless  if  they  result  in  national 
bankruptcy.  Our  enemies  know  that  all  too 
well.  The  safeguard  is  to  cut  down  on  non¬ 
defense  spending.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
ask  a  record  vote  on  the  adoption  of  the 
conference  report.  I  think  it  is  quite 
evident  from  the  speeches  of  Senators 
today  that  there  is  dissatisfaction  with 
certain  sections  of  the  report.  I  think 
there  is  an  over-all  need  of  passing  the 
bill;  as  has  been  stated,  the  major  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  is  satisfactory.  •  On  most 
points  the  conference  committee  did  a 
good  job;  but  I  think  what  I  said  earlier, 
and  what  other  Senators  have  said, 
should  show  that  there  is  dissatisfac¬ 
tion  with  some  parts  of  the  report  which 
are  very  fundamental.  I  think  the  ne¬ 
cessity  for  the  adoption  of  the  report 
and  the  fact  that  such  an  excellent  job 
was  done  on  most  sections  of  it  warrants 
the  position  I  take  in  not  asking  for  a 
record  vote. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as  a 
member  of  the  conference  on  the  omni¬ 
bus  appropriation  bill,  I  desire  to  make 
a  few  remarks. 

I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  report.  I 
feel  that  $550,000,000  is  not  a  sufficient 
reduction  in  the  nonessential  expendi¬ 


tures  provided  for  by  the  bill.  There  are 
other  items  with  which  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  is  not  at  all  pleased,  but  he  had 
to  come  to  the  conclusion,  after  the  ses¬ 
sions  with  the  House  conferees,  that  it 
was  necessary  to  take  the  bill  as  it  now 
stands.  Otherwise,  we  would  be  unable 
to  agree  upon  the  report. 

That  does  not  mean,  Mr.  President, 
that  we  do  not  at  times  have  to  com¬ 
promise  on  some  figures.  I  hope  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  when  he 
receives  the  bill,  will  revamp  his  thinking 
and  that  the  Budget  Director  and  his 
organization  will  revamp  their  thinking 
as  to  where  they  can  cut  certain  items 
and  reduce  the  cost  of  Government.  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  com¬ 
mittees  to  take  the  fat  out  of  the  cost 
of  Government.  Every  department 
which  appears  before  the  committee  lays 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  every  item  is 
essential;  every  project  must  be  given 
its  full  amount  in  order  that  the  agency 
requesting  the  appropriation  may  func¬ 
tion  at  all.  That  is  not  a  fact,  but  we 
are  unable  to  get  from  the  witnesses  who 
come  before  the  committee  any  idea  as 
to  where  we  can  cut  the  budget. 

Last  year  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
was  of  the  opinion  that  there  should  be 
a  cut  very  similar  to  the  one  recom¬ 
mended  this  year,  and  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  should  do  the  cut- 
ing,  because  he  would  be  able  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  excess  and  get  down  to  rock  bot¬ 
tom.  The  Senate  thought  otherwise. 
This  year  there  may  be  a  reason  why  the 
President  will  decide  actually  to  take 
$550,000,000  out  of  the  various  funds. 
Let  me  say,  for  one,  that  if  he  should 
take  much  more  out,  $550,000,000  should 
not  be  a  limitation;  it  should  be  only  a 
suggestion.  He  will  find  many  places  in 
which  he  can  eliminate  more  than  that 
amount.  He  saw  last  year  places  in  the 
defense  budget  amounting  to  more  than 
a  billion  dollars,  which  could  be  elimi¬ 
nated,  and  he  said  he  would  not  expend 
the  amount.  Therefore,  Mr.  President, 
I  hope  he  will  find  in  the  civilian  end 
of  the  budget  this  year  that  there  are 
items  as  to  which  he  can  save  money, 
that  it  is  unnecessary  to  spend  the  full 
amount  of  money  which  we  have  appro¬ 
priated  and  which  we  shall  appropriate 
for  national  defense,  and  that  he  can 
save  more  than  a  billion  dollars,  even 
though  we  have  limited  the  reduction  he 
may  make  to  $550,000,000. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Was  not  the 
Byrd-Bridges  amendment,  on  which  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  worked  so  hard 
over  a  number  of  months,  the  mo§t  prac¬ 
tical  method  which  could  be  found  by 
the  group  who  worked  on  it,  without 
hurting  any  Government  agency  or  any 
of  the  defense  departments  involved? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  feels  that  the  Byrd-Bridges 
amendment,  of  which  he  was  a  cospon¬ 
sor,  together  with  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  and 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry],  was  the  ideal  way  of  saving  a 
part  of  the  cost  of  government  without 
in  any  way  adversely  affecting  the  De¬ 
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fense  Department  or  any  of  the  other 
essential  departments  of  government ; 
but  in  the  conference  committee  we  dis¬ 
covered  that  the  House  conferees  argued 
about  the  method  we  had  been  using, 
which  was,  in  effect,  a  scientific  method, 
which  had  been  taken  up  with  the  Office 
of  the  Comptroller  General,  with  the 
Office  of  the  Director  of  the  Budget,  and 
had  been  worked  out  so  that  it  would  not 
create  any  hardship.  They  had  a  small 
rider  they  wished  to  insert  which  would 
not  compel  the  President  to  do  the  cut¬ 
ting,  so  that  no  one  would  be  on  the  spot. 

It  is  the  old  practice  of  passing  the 
buck.  We  could  have  made  the  cut  un¬ 
der  a  scientific  method.  That  was  the 
proper  way  of  doing  it.  However,  it 
could  not  be  done  that  way,  and  there¬ 
fore  it  was  essential  that  we  take  the  bill 
as  we  find  it  now. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Michigan  agree— 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  I  should  also  ask 
the  same  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
he  raised  the  question — that  approving 
the  conference  report  in  no  way  con¬ 
vinces  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  or  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  that  the  formula 
which  was  submitted  is  not  the  proper 
way  to  make  the  cuts  in  the  appropria¬ 
tions.  If  the  conference  report  is 
adopted  without  a  record  vote,  it  does 
not  mean  that  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  is  repudiating  in  any  way  the  for¬ 
mula  that  ought  to  be  used  in  making 
cuts  in  appropriation  bills.  To  the  con¬ 
trary,  we  are  accepting  the  conference 
report  because  apparently  there  is  no 
other  way  of  getting  the  bill  passed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  is  correct.  It  is  not  a  repu¬ 
diation.  If  I  had  the  right  to  vote  on 
a  method  of  effecting  cuts  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  I  would  vote  to  do  it 
under  the  Bridges-Byrd  amendment, 
because  I  think  that  is  the  proper  way. 
However,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  one  does  not  always  get  a  vote 
on  the  exact  issue  involved.  Sometimes 
we  get  a  vote,  as  we  are  getting  one 
today,  on  what  it  is  possible  to  get 
through  the  Senate.  Therefore  if  we 
can  save  $550,000,000,  as  I  said  before, 
as  a  suggestion  to  the  President  that 
Congress  wants  a  cut  in  unnecessary 
expenditures,  he  should  do  the  rest  and 
make  a  real  cut  in  expenditures. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  in 
connection  with  the  pending  conference 
report,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  be  inserted  in  the  Record  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Paul  G.  Hoffman,  administra¬ 
tor  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Economic  Cooperation 

Administration, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  August  28,  1950. 
Hon.  Tom  Connally, 

United,  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Connally  :  The  news  which 
greeted  me  upon  my  return  to  Washington 
that  the  Congress  is  considering  a  further 
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$200,000,000  cut  In  the  ECA  appropriation 
came  as  a  great  shock.  We  requested  from 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  an 
appropriation  of  $2,653,000,000.  Since  that 
request  was  made,  prices  of  goods  to  he  pur¬ 
chased  under  the  program  (largely  in  the 
United  States  of  America)  have  increased 
by  approximately  $300,000,000.  That  means, 
of  course,  that  there  must  be  a  cutback  in 
the  goods  supplied  under  the  program  to 
offset  this  increased  cost.  Then  the  Senate 
made  a  further  cut  of  $203,000,000,  which, 
of  course,  involved  another  cutback.  Now 
an  additional  cut  of  $200,000,000  is  pro¬ 
posed.  I  would  be  derelict  in  my  duties  as 
administrator  of  ECA  if  I  did  not  state  that 
this  latest  cut  represents  a  serious  threat 
to  the  effectiveness  of  our  program. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  there  be  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  ECA  administrative  funds  by  $1,- 
250,000.  This  comes  at  a  time  when  the 
administrative  task  of  ECA  has  become  more 
difficult  and  complicated  as  a  result  of  super¬ 
imposing  an  intensive  rearmament  effort 
upon  our  program  for  economic  recovery. 
We  will,  of  course,  continue  to  operate  this 
program  as  economically  as  possible,  but  if 
we  are  effectively  to  supervise  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  funds  entrusted  to  us,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  apply  to  Congress  after  the 
first  of  the  year  for  additional  administra¬ 
tive  funds. 

I  stated  that  the  cuts  made  in  the  ECA 
appropriation  came  as  a  shock  to  me.  I  was 
shocked  because  these  cuts  indicated  that 
too  many  people  have  not  yet  recognized 
that  to  safeguard  the  security  of  the  United 
States  we  must  not  only  step  up  our  mili¬ 
tary  program,  but  also  our  programs  in  the 
economic,  political  and  informational  fields 
in  those  areas  of  the  world  vital  to  our 
security,  which  certainly  include  the  areas 
in  which  ECA  now  operates.  In  those  areas, 
we  must,  in  my  opinion,  help  (1)  to  build 
up  the  military  strength  so  that  aggression 
can  successfully  be  resisted,  (2)  to  build 
up  economic  strength  so  the  people  will  have 
a  real  incentive  to  resist  communism,  and 
(3)  to  promote  an  understanding  through 
intensive  informational  activities  of  the  ad¬ 
vantages  to  them  of  democracy  and  of  the 
perils  of  communism. 

In  closing,  I  would  like  to  extend  my 
thanks  to  you  as  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the  other 
members  of  your  committee,  and  all  those 
Senators  who  have  fought  so  stalwartly  for 
the  Economic  Cooperation  Administration. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Paul  G.  Hoffman,  Administrator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
House  bill  7786,  which  was  read,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered 

(Chapter  II)  11,  15,  16,  17,  18,  20,  23,  26, 
28.  39,  46,  47,  48,  49,  51; 

(Chapter  III)  94,  107; 

(Chapter  V)  142,  148,  151; 

(Chapter  VI)  157,  166,  201,  223,  224,  232, 
234; 

(Chapter  VII)  254,  275,  277,  278,  279,  285, 
295,  300,  302,  306; 

(Chapter  VIII)  342,  353; 

(Chapter  IX)  398; 

(Chapter  X)  417,  418,  451,  456; 

(Chapter  X-B)  474,  478,  480,  481,  482,  483, 
485,  486,  488;  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7786)  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur 
therein; 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  35,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

In  line  13  of  the  Senate  amendment,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  the  following: 
*‘$722,000,  and  the  affairs  of  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Economic  Cooperation, 
provided  for  in  Senate  Resolution  298, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  shall  be  liquidated  not 
later  than  August  31,  1950.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senatg  num¬ 
bered  68,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert:  "of  which  sum  $100,000 
may  be  available  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
serving  friendships  with  the  peoples  of  west¬ 
ern  European  countries  by  means  of  radio 
broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be  created  and 
produced  under  the  supervision  and  control 
of  the  Department  of  State  by  experienced 
private  international  broadcasting  organi¬ 
zations;  and” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  72,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,000,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  92,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$17,500.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
175,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following:  ",  includ¬ 
ing  $30,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and 
construction  of  buildings  for  inspection  of 
livestock  at  Canadian  border  ports  of  entry.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
189,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert:  “$1,250,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
192,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$750,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
198,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$700,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
200,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$41,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
209,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$8,315,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
215,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following:  “:  Provided 
further.  That  not  to  exceed  5  percent  of  the 
allocation  for  the  agricultural  conservation 
program  for  any  county  may  be  allotted  with 
the  approval  of  the  State  committee  to  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  for  services  of  its 
technicians  in  formulating  and  carrying  out 
the  agricultural  conservation  program  and 
the  funds  so  allotted  shall  not  be  utilized 
by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  for  any 


purpose  other  than  technical  and  other  as¬ 
sistance  in  such  county.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
238,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  words  “on  or  before  August 
1,  1950”  in  said  amendment  insert  the  follqw- 
ing:  “within  30  days  after  enactment  of  this 
act.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  284,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert:  “payment,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  for,  of  compensation  and 
expense  of  persons  on  the  rolls  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  appointed  as  authorized  by 
law  to  represent  the  United  States  in  the 
negotiation  and  administration  of  interstate 
compacts  without  reimbursement  or  return 
under  the  reclamation  laws;”. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  288,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and 
proposed  by  said  amendment  insert:  Pro¬ 

vided,  That  no  part  of  any  appropriation 
made  herein  shall  be  available  pursuant  to 
the  act  of  April  19,  1945  (  43  U.  S.  C.  377), 
for  expenses  other  than  those  incurred  on 
behalf  of  specific  reclamation  projects  except 
$7,200,000  under  the  head  ‘General  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses’  and  $1,193,205  ($197,925 
for  reconnaissance,  $769,080  for  basin  surveys, 
and  $226,200  for  general  engineering  and 
research)  under  the  head  ‘General  investiga¬ 
tions.'  ” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  289,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

In  the  last  line  of  the  matter  proposed  by 
said  amendment,  before  the  period,  insert: 
“ :  Provided,  That  amounts  equal  to  the  value 
of  all  property  transferred  hereunder  and 
used  shall  be  charged,  in  the  same  manner 
as  appropriations  are  charged,  as  part  of  the 
construction  or  appropriate  other  costs  of 
the  Columbia  Basin  project,  such  value  to  be 
determined  by  appraisal  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  of  the 
market  value  of  such  property  current  at  the 
time  of  transfer  hereunder  less  expenditures 
on  such  property  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  prior  to  such  transfer.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  319,  and  concur  to  the  same  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and  in¬ 
serted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

“Displaced  Persons  Commission:  For  ex¬ 
penses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public 
Law  555),  including  personal  services  and 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  ex¬ 
penses,  including  travel  expenses  outside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  without  regal’d  to  the 
Standardized  Government  Travel  Regula¬ 
tions,  as  amended,  and  the  rates  of  per  diem 
allowances  under  the  Subsistence  Expense 
Act  of  1926,  as  amended;  purchase  (not  to 
exceed  three)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including 
printing  and  binding  outside  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  without  regard 
to  section  11  of  the  act  of  March  1,  1919  (44 
U.  S.  C.  Ill);  expenses  incident  to  the  pri¬ 
mary  and  secondary  education  of  American 
children  who  are  dependents  of  Govern¬ 
ment  personnel  paid  from  this  appropria¬ 
tions  and  stationed  overseas;  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a);  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ; 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150);  employment  of  aliens;  and 
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payment  of  rent  in  foreign  countries  in  ad¬ 
vance;  $8,000,000:  Provided,  That  allocations 
may  be  made  from  this  appropriation  by  the 
Commission  upon  approval  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  to  any  department,  agency, 
corporation,  or  independent  establishment  of 
the  Government  for  direct  expenditure  for 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation,  and  any 
such  expenditures  may  be  made  under  the 
specific  authority  herein  contained  or  under 
the  authority  governing  the  activities  of  the 
department,  agency,  corporation,  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  to  which  amounts  are 
allocated:  Provided  further,  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  enter  into  agreements  with 
United  States  governmental  agencies  and 
may  make  payment  in  advance  or  by  reim¬ 
bursement  for  expenses  incurred  by  such 
agencies  in  rendering  assistance  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
act.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  337  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  $4,350,000". 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  338  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  ‘‘$1,324,000”. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  345  to  said  bill  and  concur  there¬ 
in  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$9,889,600  (and  any  part  of 
the  amounts  of  $100,000  for  valuations  of 
pipelines,  and  $3,831,920  for  the  work  of  the 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers,  contained  in  this 
paragraph,  may  be  transferred  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  determine  for  carrying  out 
other  functions  of  the  Commission) .” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  354  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following:  “or,  in  any 
case  involving  charges  of  such  collaboration 
or  disloyalty  which  have  not  been  adjudi¬ 
cated  by  any  such  court,  where  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  hearing  and  evidence,  certifies 
that  it  is  satisfied  that  the  person  so  charged 
is  guilty  of  such  collaboration  or  disloyalty.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
361  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  stricken  out  and 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $64,- 
875,000  of  the  funds  and  contract  authority 
made  available  for  new  ship  construction, 
including  reconditioning  and  betterment,  in 
the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  shall  continue  to  be  available  until 
December  31,  1950:  Provided  further.  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  or  contract 
authorization  shall  be  used  (1)  to  start  any 
new  ship  construction  for  which  an  estimate 
was  not  included  in  the  budget  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year;  or  (2)  to  start  any  new  ship 
construction  the  currently  estimated  cost  of 
which  exceeds  by  10  percent  the  estimated 
cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  un¬ 
less  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
specifically  approves  the  start  of  such  ship 
construction  and  the  Director  shall  submit 
forthwith  a  detailed  explanation  thereof  to 
the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  ‘budget’  in¬ 
cludes  the  detailed  justification  supporting 
the  budget  estimates.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
363  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows: 


Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  the 
foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  available 
for  obligation,  nor  any  obligation  made,  for 
the  payment  of  an  operating-differential 
subsidy  for  any  number  of  ships  in  excess  of 
the  number  of  263,  unless  a  certificate  has 
been  received  from  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  that  an  operating-dif¬ 
ferential  subsidy  is  required  for  a  larger 
number  of  such  ships  in  connection  with 
national  defense.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
373  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert:  “$15,024,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  388  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  line  13  of  said  amendment,  and  after 
the  figure  $76,000,  change  the  colon  to  a 
period  and  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the 
paragraph. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  399  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  line  2  of  said  amendment  strike  out  the 
words  “not  to  exceed  23.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  467  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

Strike  out  the  language  proposed  by  the 
said  amendment  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following :  “  ‘During  the  current  fiscal 
year,  appropriations,  funds,  and  contract  au¬ 
thorizations,  available  for  military  functions 
under  the  Department  of  Defense,  shall  not 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (c) 
of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  by  section  1111  of  this  act.’” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  471  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  line  15  of  said 
amendment  insert  “$2,250,000,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  472  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  line  6  of  said 
amendment  insert  “$62,500,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  473  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$14,000,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  475  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$500,000,000.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  476  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “:  Provided  further,  That 
after  November  1,  1950,  no  funds  herein  ap¬ 
propriated  shall  be  made  available  to  any 
nation  of  which  a  dependent  area  fails  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President  to  comply  with  any 
treaty  to  which  the  United  States  and  such 
dependent  area  are  parties.” 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  477  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert  “:  Provided  further,  That 
no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
shall  be  used  to  provide  assistance  to  any 
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participating  country  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  President,  has  failed,  refused,  or  neg¬ 
lected  to  support  the  United  Nations  in  re¬ 
sisting  aggression.” 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  numbered  68,  72,  92, 
175,  189,  192,  198,  200,  209,  215,  238,  284, 
288,  289,  319,  337,  338,  345,  354,  361,  363, 
373,  388,  399,  467,  471,  472,  473,  475,  476, 
and  477. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  wish  to  be  recognized  on  his  mo¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  think  not.  They 
are  all  inconsequential  amendments. 
The  one  disagreement  will  be  explained 
by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  in  a  few 
moments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  an  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask 
that  it  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  the  House  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35, 
it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

Eight  hundred  and  thirty-two  thousand 
dollars,  and  the  affairs  of  the  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Economic  Cooperation,  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  Senate  Resolution  298,  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  shall  be  liquidated  not  later 
than  August  31,  1950. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  me  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  it  is  the  remaining 
amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  on  what  is 
known  as  the  watchdog  committee.  It 
will  be  explained  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada,  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  It  is  the  only  remaining  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
is  an  amendment  adopted  by  the  House 
with  reference  to  the  watchdog  com¬ 
mittee,  which  would  eliminate  the  joint 
committee.  The  amendment  which 
came  over  from  the  House  reduced  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation  by  $100,000. 
The  Senate  amendment  would  re¬ 
instate  the  $100,000,  to  which  we  under¬ 
stand  the  House  will  agree.  However, 
the  Senate  agrees  that  the  watchdog 
committee  as  a  joint  committee  will,  un¬ 
der  the  language  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  go  out  of  business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  May  I  inquire  where  the 
money  is  to  come  from?  Under  the  pres¬ 
ent  arrangement,  does  it  come  out  of 
the  contingent  fund? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  an  appropria¬ 
tion  which  goes  into  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate,  the  same  as  any  other  ap¬ 
propriation  that  goes  to  the  contingent 
fund. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  joint  committee 
would  be  eliminated  by  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment? 
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Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  would  go  out  of 
business  on  August  31,  1950,  by  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  We  would  have  a  watch¬ 
dog  committee  composed  of  Senators 
only? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Probably  we  would 
have  a  watchdog  committee  composed 
only  of  Senators. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  How  much  is  involved  in 
the  amendment?  What  is  the  total 
amount  involved? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  One  hundred  and 
ten  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  not 
quite  clear  what  is  happening.  As  a 
member  of  the  watchdog  committee,  may 
I  inquire  what  responsibility  we  are  as¬ 
suming? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  language  of  the 
amendment  adopted  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  would  eliminate  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee  entirely.  As  the  Senator  will  re¬ 
call,  in  July  or  August  the  House  passed 
an  appropriation  bill  declaring  that  the 
joint  committee  should  wind  up  its 
affairs  on  June  31  of  this  year.  In  the 
meantime  the  Senate  passed  a  resolution 
giving  the  joint  committee  $130,000  to 
carry  on  its  work.  In  order  to  get  that 
money  it  had  to  go  into  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Was  that 
action  taken  by  the  watch  dog  committee 
when  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was 
absent?  I  do  not  recall  any  action  au¬ 
thorizing  that  appropriation. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  was  taken  by  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  providing 
$130,000  to  continue  the  work  of  the 
watch  dog  committee.  It  came  entirely 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 
It  did  not  come  about  by  the  joint  action 
of  the  House  and  Senate.  It  came  entire¬ 
ly  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  The  Plouse  amendment  strikes  out 
the  language  which  would  continue  the 
joint  Committee,  strikes  out  $110,000 
from  the  appropriations  which  would 
go  into  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  declares  that  the  affairs  of  the 
joint  committee  shall  be  terminated  on 
August  31.  That  is  the  language  of  the 
House  amendment.  In  the  meeting  to¬ 
day  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
the  committee  decided  to  accept  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  House,  thereby  doing  away 
with  the  joint  committee,  but  restored 
the  $110,000  to  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate.  The  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations  can  do  as  it  likes  about 
watching  its  own  appropriations. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  May  I 
understand  what  we  are  doing?  Do  I 
understand  what  is  left  of  the  watch  dog 
committee  is  only  the  Senate  part  of  it, 
and  the  committee  will  have  $130,000  to 
spend  for  its  operations? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  No. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Is  that 
still  in  abeyance? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  joint  commit¬ 
tee  goes  out  of  business.  Therefore  the 


entire  committee  goes  out  of  business. 
It  applies  to  both  the  Senate  and  the 
House  parts  of  the  committee.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand,  it  will  go  out  of  business  by 
August  31,  1950.  As  chairman  of  that 
committee,  I  say  I  think  we  are  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  so  that  we  can  finish  the  business 
of  the  committee  by  August  31,  and  the 
balance  we  have  on  hand  will  go  into  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 

The  House  struck  $110,000  completely 
out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  con¬ 
tingent  fund  of  the  Senate.  The  House 
is  now  content  that  we  restore  the 
$110,000  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate,  but  we  agreed  to  the  language  of 
the  House  which  abolishes  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  House  language  is  really  an 
amendment  to  a  legislative  bill.  We 
could  have  amended  it,  but  we  did  not 
do  so.  We  thought  it  best  not  to  hold 
up  the  appropriation  bill,  but  rather  to 
agree  to  the  House  language,  let  the  joint 
committee  go  out  of  business,  and  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  if  it  sees 
fit,  can  set  up  its  own  committee,  or  do 
as  it  likes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  a  statement,  in  view  of  what  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  said  about 
having  a  joint  committee,  which  has 
taken  no  action  whatever  on  this  ap¬ 
propriation,  yet  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  assumed  the  jurisdiction  to 
appropriate  $110,000  for  a  committee 
that  is  not  in  existence. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon  for  interrupting - 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is  in 
error.  Let  me  again  clear  the  atmos¬ 
phere  as  best  I  can.  By  the  language 
inserted  by  the  House,  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee  goes  out  of  business.  By  the 
change  which  the  Senate  committee 
would  suggest,  we  restore  $110,000  to  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  that  is 
all.  We  give  nothing  to  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee  whatever.  The  joint  committee 
goes  out  of  business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Who  is  going  to  handle 
the  $110,000  if  the  joint  committee  is 
out  of  business? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Another  committee  will 
have  to  be  appointed  if  a  watchdog  com¬ 
mittee  is  desired? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes;  if  the  Senate 
wants  a  watchdog  committee,  another 
committee  will  have  to  be  appointed.  It 
can  be  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  or  by  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I 
understand  the  situation.  I  was  under 
the  impression  in  the  beginning  that 
$110,000  had  been  appropriated  for  a 
committee  that  was  not  in  existence; 
but  the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  ex¬ 
plained  that  the  $110,000  goes  into  the 
contingent  fund. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  has  agreed  that  that  be 
done.  Perhaps  that  is  the  best  thing 
to  do.  However,  the  committee  that  has 


been  called  the  watchdog  committee,  ac¬ 
cording  to  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  said,  has  had  nothing  to  say 
about  this  particular  $110,000  item. 

I  thought  it  was  a  mistake  for  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  appropriate  money  for  the  joint 
committee  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate,  and  I  so  stated  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  when  this  matter  was 
up  a  couple  of  months  ago.  It  did  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  the  way  to  do  business. 
In  other  words,  we  were  paying  all  the 
freight. 

I  am  very  glad  we  have  gotten  com¬ 
pletely  out  from  under  the  joint  com¬ 
mittee,  and  are  now  appropriating  a 
certain  amount  of  money  to  go  into  the 
contingent  fund.  Whether  or  not  the 
committee  will  be  established  remains  for 
the  Senate  to  say  in  the  future. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Presiding  Officer  laid  before  the 
Senate  House  Concurrent  Resolution  272, 
which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
( the  Senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  the  enroll¬ 
ment  of  H.  R.  7786,  the  general  appropriation 
bill,  1951,  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cor¬ 
rect  chapter  and  section  numbers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the  con¬ 
current  resolution. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


* 


-MBesactB" 


■MIH  HOWSB 


\A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
freaking  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Hoffs  e  had  passed,  without  amendment, 
{the  fyll  <S.  3659)  to  amend  title  IV  of 
jthe  District  of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of 
;1937,  as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  for 
(the  issuance  of  dealers’  identification 
tags  for  use  on  trailers,  to  provide  for  the 
^revocation  and  suspension  of  dealers’ 
-registration  and  identification  tags,  to 
change  the  fee  for  dealers’  identification 
tags,  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of 
(special  use  identification  tags,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

bThe  message  a,lso  announced  that  the 
ouse  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
nendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  bills  of  the  Hfjhse: 

H.  R.  2887.  An  act  toAmend  the  Architects' 
Registration  Act  for  tA  District  of  Columbia 
dn  order  to  safeguarc^'life,  health,  and  prop¬ 
erty,  and  to  promote  the  public  welfare; 

H.  R.  6804.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
Italian  aliens;  /  \ 

H.  R.  7447.  An  bet  to  amer^i  the  Tariff  Act 
jof  1930,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  sound- 
recording  materials  for  use  \n  connection 
Jwlth  moving-picture  exhibits  and  news  reels; 
.and 

H.  R.  8726.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
•of  1930  to  exempt  from  duty  soundVecordings 
for  news  broadcasts.  \ 


The  qtessage  further  announced  that 
he  Hquse  had  severally  agreed  to  the 
mend'ment  of  the  Senate  to  the  fo\Low- 
ng  bills  of  the  House :  \ 

H.  k.  6343.  An  act  relating  to  custaqns 
uties  on  articles  coming  into  the  United 
itaftes  from  the  Virgin  Islands; 

H.  R.  6832.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Choko 
Stjfishida;  and 
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ing  particularly  about  what  is  described 
hei'e  as  big-time  gambling. 

Tire  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

[Mr.  TACKETT  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  Pus  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  thto  Appendix.] 

(Ey  unanimous  consent  the  pro  forma 
amendments  wefe;  withdrawn.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  are  no 
further  amendment,  under  the  rule  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Cofmnittee  rose,  and 
the  Speaker  having  restoned  the  chair, 
Mr.  Jackson  of  Washington,  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Wnole  I-Iouse  on 
the  State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  bill  (S.  3357)  to  prohimt  trans¬ 
portation  of  gambling  devices  ixvsinter- 
state  and  foreign  commerce,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  £07,  he  reported 
bill  back  to  the  House  with  sundf 
amendments  adopted  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the 
previous  Question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not  the  chair  will  put 
them  en  grosse. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  BARING.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  qual¬ 
ified.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Baring  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  for  further  study  and  investi¬ 
gation. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Baring)  there 
were — yeas  10,  noes  116. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was- laid  on  the 
table. 

MESSAGE  FROM  TgE  SENATE 

A  message  from  tlje  Senate  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  its  cleyfcs,  announced  that 
the  Senate  had  parsed  without  ameiid- 
ment  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  fallowing  title: 

H.  Con.  Res.  272.  Concurrent  resolution  au¬ 
thorizing  correction  of  chapter  and  section 
numbers  in  the  enrollment  of  H.  R.  7786. 


A 

;  laid 


materials  and  facilities,  authorize  the 
requisitioning  thereof,  provide  financial 
assistance  for  expansion  of  productive 
capacity  and  supply,  strengthen  controls 
over  credit,  regulate  speculation  on  com¬ 
modity  exchanges,  and  by  these  meas¬ 
ures  facilitate  the  production  of  goods 
and  services  necessary  for  the  national 
security,  and  for  other  purposes,”  ■'and 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ives] 
be  appointed  in  his  stead. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7786)  entitled  “An  act  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  support  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes.” 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
"  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  63,  72,  92,  175,  189,  192,  198, 
200,  209,  215,  238,  284,  288,  289,  319,  337, 
\j338,  345,  354,  361,  363,  373,  388,  399,  467, 

L,  472,  473,  475,  476,  and  477;  and  be  it 
fifcther  / 

solved,  That  the  Senate  concur  in 
lendment  of  the  House  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35, 
with  an  amendment  to  the  above-entitled 
bm.  ■  \ 

EPECSAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and''  was  given 
permission  to  address  the.  House  for  30 
minutes  tomorrow  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  legislative  business/ and  any  special 
orders  heretofore  erfafred.  - 


GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 
Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker, 


1951 


The  message  also  announced  that  the~ 
Senate/nad  ordered  that  the  Senator 
from  .New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  be 
excused  as  conferee  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
9176,  entitled  “An  act  to  establish  a 
system  of  priorities  and  allocations  for 


I  ask 

unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R,  7786)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  a  Senate 
amendment,  and  consider  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment 
as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  35:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  by  the  House  amendment,  insert 
the  following:  “$832,000,  and  the  affairs  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Foreign  Economic 
Cooperation,  provided  for  in  Senate  Resolu¬ 
tion  298,  Eighty-first  Congress,  shall  be  liq¬ 
uidated  not  later  than  August  31,  1950.” 

Mr.  McGRATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  House  con¬ 
cur  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  Senate 
amendment  No.  35. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PUERTO  ItlCO-AND-THE  ■VIRGIN  ISLANDS 


Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  for 
other  purposes.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  biltf 
There  was  no  objection.  / 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  / 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section'll  (b)  of 
the  act  of  June  6,  1933  (48  Staff.  113),  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended/ to  read  as 
follows: 

“(b)  Whenever  in  this, 'act  the  word 
‘State’  or  ‘States’  is  used,/t  shall  be  under¬ 
stood  to  include  Hawaii,  Alaska,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands./1 

Sec.  2.  Section  5  of'  said  act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  / 

“(a)  There  is  authorized  to  be  appropri- 
ated,  out  of  any  ^oney  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  such  amounts  from 
time  to  time'  as  the  Congress  may  deem 
necessary  tq.  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act. 

_“(b)  The  Secretary  shall  from  time  to 
time  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  for  payment  to  each  State  which  (i), 
except  in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  has  an  unemployment  com¬ 
pensation  law  approved  by  the  Secretary 
•Under  the  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act 
and  is  found  to  be  in  compliance  with  sec¬ 
tion  303  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  and  (ii)  is  found  to  be  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Act  of  June  6,  1933  (43 
Stat.  113),  as  amended,  such  amounts  as 
the  Secretary  determines  to  be  necessary  for 
the  proper  and  efficient  administration  of  its 
public  employment  offices.” 

Sec.  3.  Sections  6  and  7  of  the  act  are 
hereby  repealed. 

-The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

LAKE  ASHTABULA 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  163)  to  designate  the  reservoir  above 
the  Ealdhill  Dam  in  North  Dakota  as 
Lake  Ashtabula. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  joint 
resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  joint  resolution,  as  follows: 
Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  reservoir  located 
the  Baldhill  Dam  in  North  Dakota 
hereafter  be  known  as  Lake  Ashtabula, 
and  \ny  law,  regulation,  document,  or  record 
of  theSUnited  States  in  which  such  reservoir 
is  designated  or  referred  to  shall  be  held  to 
refer  to  toich  reservoir  under  and  by  the 
name  of  Dike  Ashtabula. 


The  joint\esolution  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  thirdNtime,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  onsthe  table. 

BERNARDS?.  ELMERS 


Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
3546)  to  extend  the  act  of  June  6,  1933 
(48  Stat.  113),  as  amended,  to  Puerto 


Mr.  BYRNE  of  NewsYork.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  4803) 
for  the  relief  of  Bernard  Elmers,  with 
Senate  amendments  theretN  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  aimagree  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from.  New 
York?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  fc 
conferees:  Messrs.  Byrne  of  New  Yor> 
Denton,  and  Keating. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  last  Saturday,  I  was  unavoidably  ab¬ 
sent.  If  present  on  roll  call  No.  255,  I 
would  have  voted  “nay.”  This  is  the  roll 
call  by  which  the  bill  H.  R.  9526,  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1951,  was 
passed. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad¬ 
dress  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the '  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts?'  \ 

There  was  no  objection*. 

ADMINISTRATION  SUPPRESSION  OF  GEN¬ 
ERAL  MacARTHUR’S  REPokT  ON  DE¬ 
FENSE  OF  FORMOSA  \ 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  action  of  President  Truman 
directing  General  Douglas  MacArthur 
to  suppress  his  communication  to  tlm 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  constituting 
his  appraisal  of  the  necessity  to  defend' 
Formosa,  is  an  unfortunate  act. 

It  is  to  be  taken  by  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  as  another  flagrant  example  of  the 
incredible  bungling  by  the  administra¬ 
tion  over  the  past  5  years,  bungling 
which  delivered  Manchuria  and  most  of 
China  to  the  Communists  and  which  cul¬ 
minated  in  the  Korean  conflict.  It  is 
simply  another  chapter  in  a  long  series 
of  blunders  whereby  sound  military  ad¬ 
vice  was  suppressed  and  political  deci¬ 
sions,  in  keeping  with  the  policy  of  ap¬ 
peasing  the  Soviet  Union,  were  superim¬ 
posed  for  political  reasons.  It  is  simply 
another  exhibit  of  a  bankrupt  leadership 
which  suppressed  the  Wedemeyer  report 
for  2  years  because  it  urged  aid  for 
the  enemies  of  communism  in  China. 

General  MacArthur  is  not  only  the  su¬ 
preme  commander  in  Japan  for  the 
allied  forces,  but  he  is  the  Commander 
in  the  Field  for  the  United  Nations,  and 
in  the  latter  capacity  has  already  sub¬ 
mitted  two  reports  to  the  United  Nations 
Security  Council,  which  is  presided  over 
by  Jacob  Malik,  the  Soviet  Union’s  dele¬ 
gate.  Certainly,  if  the  Soviet  Union  is 
entitled  to  MacArthur’s  views,  through 
Jacob  Malik,  then  the  American  people 
likewise  have  a  right  to  them. 

Although  the  White  House  has  au¬ 
thority  to  suppress  the  utter ancejr  of  the 
military,  we  in  America  still  .are  for¬ 
tunate  enough  to  have  a  free  press. 
Therefore,  I  am  able  to  hold,  in  my  hand 
a  copy  of  the  suppressed'  MacArthur 
communication  to  the  Veterans  of  For¬ 
eign  Wars,  which  has  been  printed  in 
the  United  States  News  and  World  Re¬ 
port  in  its  issue  which  will  appear  on  the 
newsstands  tomorrow  and  which  was  al¬ 
ready  off  the  press  and  in  the  mails  and 
could  not  be  recalled.  Thus,  the  White 
House  scheme, to  withhold  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur’s  views  has  been  thwarted  by  one 
of  the  cornerstones  of  American  liberty, 
a  free  press. 

Mr.  Speaker,  because  of  the  impor¬ 
tance  ox  this  document,  I  now  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  have  General  Mac- 
Arthur's  communication,  as  published  in 
the  United  States  News  and  World  Re¬ 
port,  appear  in  the  Record  at  this  point 


as  part  of  my  remarks  and  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  House. 

I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  one  of  the  probable  reasons  for  the 
suppression  of  this  report.  You  will  re¬ 
call  that  last  January  12  Secretary  of 
State  Acheson,  in  a  speech  to  the  Nation¬ 
al  Press  Club  here  in  Washington,  de¬ 
clared  that  our  (and  I  quote)  “defensive 
perimeter  runs  along  the  Aleutians  to 
Japan  and  then  goes  to  the  Ryukyus,” 
(unquote)  thus  virtually  inviting  the 
Communists  to  go  in  and  take  Korea  and 
Formosa,  both  of  which  were  byond  Mr. 
Acheson’s  “perimeter.” 

General  MacArthur,  in  his  suppressed 
communication  to  the  Veterans  of  For¬ 
eign  Wars,  lays  down  a  much  more 
realistic  defense  perimeter  which  em¬ 
braces  all  free  lands  off-shore  Asia  in 
the  Pacific— which,  of  course,  includes 
Formosa.  I  would  also  like  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  General’s  words,  in  con¬ 
trast  to  those  of  our  political  Secretary 
of  State,  Mr.  Acheson,  and  I  quote  Gen- 
eral  MacArthur:  “If  we  hold  this  line, 
we  may  have  peace — lose  it  and  war  is 
inevitable.” 

V  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  con¬ 
clude  the  rest  of  this  statement,  but  I 
hSd  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  General  Mac- 
Artnur’s  statement  which  appears  in  the 
United  States  News  and  World  Report  of 
September  1,  1950,  which  undoubtedly 
will  go  toVvery  part  of  the  United  States. 
If  this  publication  is  permuted  to  use 
it,  certainly' the  rest  of  the  people  of  the 
country  should  have  it. 

Therefore,  Mis  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  thSkt  it  be  incorporated  in 
my  remarks  as  parVpf  my  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.,  Ss  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  / 

There  was  .no  objection 
(The  statement  is  as  foHpws:) 
Formosa  IJiCST  Be 'Defended — .^Declaration 
by  GEjh  Douglas  MacArthu\  Supreme 
Commander  in'  Japan  for  tAe  Allied 
Powers  ,  \ 

To  Clyde  A.  Lewis,  commander  In  chiefc*  Vet¬ 
erans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  Uhjted 
States,  Chicago,  Ill.: 


understand  broad  strategic  con- 


/ 


Your  inspiring  message  of  the  17th  ha 


moved  me  deeply,  and  I  trust  that  you  will' 
convey  to  all  of  my  comrades  in  arms  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  assembled  on  the 
occasion  of  our  fifty-first  annual  national 
encampment  my  assurance  that  their  confi¬ 
dence  and  support  will  give  this  command 
much  added  strength  to  meet  the  tests  of 
battle  which  lie  immediately  ahead.  Tell 
them  that  I  am  happy  to  report  that  their 
successors  in  arms  now  engaging  the  enemy 
along  our  battle  lines  in  South  Korea  are  ex¬ 
emplifying  that,  same  high  standard  of  de¬ 
votion,  fortitude,  and  valor  which  character¬ 
ized  their  own  march  to  victory  when  they 
themselves  engaged  in  combat  in  the  field. 
From  senior  commanders  down  through  all 
ranks,  their  tactical  skill,  their  invincible  de¬ 
termination,  and  their  fighting  qualities 
against  a  fanatical  foe,  well  trained,  expertly 
directed,  and  heavily  armed,  have  upheld  our 
country's  finest  traditions.  Toward  victory, 
however,  difficult  the  road,  they  are  giving  an 
account  of  themselves  which  should  make 
every  American  heart  heat  with  pride  and 
Infinite  satisfaction. 

In  view  of  misconceptions  currently  being 
voiced  concerning  the  relationship  of  For¬ 
mosa  to  our  strategic  potential  in  the  Pacific, 
I  believe  it  in  the  public  interest  to  avail  my¬ 
self  of ,  this  opportunity  to  state  my  views 
thereon  to  you,  all  of  whom  having  fought 


overseas 
cepts. 

To  begin  with,  any  appraisal  of  that  strate¬ 
gic  potential  requires  an  appreciation  of  the 
changes  wrought  in  the  course  of  the  past 
war.  Prior  thereto  the  western  strategic 
frontier  of  the  United  States  lay  on  the  lit¬ 
toral  line  of  the  Americas  with  an  exposed 
island  salient  extending  out  through  Hawaii, 
Midway,  and  Guam  to  the  Philippines.  That 
salient  was  not  an  outpost  of  strength  but 
an  avenue  of  weakness  along  which  the 
enemy  could  and  did  attack  us.  The  Pa¬ 
cific  was  a  potential  area  of  advance  for  any 
predatory  force  intent  upon  striking  at  the 
bordering  land  areas, 

All  of  this  was  changed  by  our  Pacific  vic¬ 
tory.  Our  strategic  frontier  then  shifted  to 
embrace  the  entire  Pacific  Ocean,  which 
has  become  a  vast  moat  to  protect  us  as  long 
as  we  hold  it.  Indeed,  it  acts  as  a  protective 
shield  for  all  of  the  Americas  and  all  free 
lands  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  area.  We  control 
it  to  the  shores  of  Asia  by  a  chain  of  islands, 
extending  in  an  are  from  the  Aleutians  to 
the  Marianas,  held  by  us  and  our  allies. 

From  this  island  chain  we  can  dominate 
with  airpower  every  Asiatic  port  from  Vladi¬ 
vostok  to  Singapore  and  prevent  any  hostile 
movement  into  the  Pacific.  Any  predatory 
attack  from  Asia  must  be  an  amphibious  ef¬ 
fort.  No  amphibious  force  can  be  successful 
without  control  of  the  sea  lanes  and  the  air 
over  those  lanes  in  its  avenue  of  advance. 
With  naval  and  air  supremacy  and  modest 
ground  elements  to  .defend  bases,  any  major 
attack  from  continental  Asia  toward  us  or 
our  friends  of  the  Pacific  would  be  doomed 
to  failure. 

Under  such  conditions  the  Pacific  no  longer 
represents  menacing  avenues  of  approach  for 
a  prospective  invader — it  assumes  instead 
the  friendly  aspect  of  a  peaceful  lake.  Our 
line  of  defense  is  a  natural  one  and  can  be 
maintained  with  a  minimum  of  military  ef¬ 
fort  and  expense.  It  envisions  no  attack 
against  anyone  nor  dees  it  provide  the  bas¬ 
tions  essential  for  offensive  operations,  but 
properly  maintained  would  be  an  invincible 
defense  against  aggression.  If  we  hold  this 
line  we  may  have  peace — lose  it  and  war  is 
Inevitable. 

The  geographic  location  of  Formosa  is 
such  that  in  the  hands  of  a  power  unfriendly 
to  the  United  States,  it  constitutes  an 
enemy  salient  in  the  very  center  of  this  de¬ 
fensive  perimeter,  100  to  150  miles  closer  to 
the  adjacent  friendly  segments — Okinawa 
and  the  Philippines — than  any  point  in  con¬ 
tinental  Asia. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  on  Formosa  a 
concentration  of  operational  air  and  naval 
abases  which  is  potentially  greater  than  any 
Similar  concentration  on  the  Asiatic  main¬ 
land  between  the  Yellow  Sea  and  the  Strait 
of  Malacca.  Additional  bases  can  be  de¬ 
veloped  in  a  relatively  short  time  by  an  ag- 
gressiVfc  exploitation  of  all  World  War  II 
Japanese,  facilities. 

An  eneMy  force  utilizing  those  installa¬ 
tions  currently  available  could  increase  by 
100  percent Nuie  air  effort  which  could  he 
directed  against  Okinawa  as  compared  to 
operations  basett  on  the  mainland  and  at 
the  same  time  could  direct  damaging  air 
attacks  with  fighter-type  aircraft  against 
friendly  installations  in  the  Philippines, 
which  are  currently  ^beyond  the  range  of 
fighters  based  on  theVnainland.  Our  air 
supremacy  at  once  woulek  become  doubtful. 

As  a  result  of  its  geographic  location  and 
base  potential,  utilization  dl  Formosa  by  a 
military  power  hostile  to  the'-United  States 
may  either  counterbalance  or  owshadow  the 
strategic  importance  of  the  captral  and 
southern  flank  of  the  United  Stages  front¬ 
line  position.  Formosa  in  the  hands-of  such 
a  hostile  power  could  be  compared  \to  an 
unsinkable  aircraft  carrier  and  submarine 
tender  ideally  located  to  accomplish  offensive 
strategy  and  at  the  same  time  checkmate  «e- 
fensive  or  counteroffensive  operations  by 
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AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1951,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  for  the  support  of  the  Government,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1951,  namely: 

CHAPTER  I— DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  $9,800,000,  and 
for  the  water  fund,  established  by  law  (D.  C.  Code,  title  43,  ch.  15), 
$1,000,000,  both  amounts  to  be  advanced  July  1,  1950. 

CHAPTER  II— LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH 
SENATE 

Salaries  and  Expense  Allowance  of  Senators,  Mileage  of  the 

President  of  the  Senate  and  of  Senators,  and  Expense  Allow¬ 
ance  of  the  Vice  President 

For  compensation  of  Senators,  $1,200,000. 

For  mileage  of  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  of  Senators,  $51,000. 

For  expense  allowance  of  the  Vice  President,  $10,000. 

For  expense  allowance  of  Senators,  $240,000. 

Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 

For  compensation  of  officers,  employees,  clerks  to  Senators,  and 
others,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  increased  and  additional  com¬ 
pensation  provided  by  the  “Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945”, 
as  amended,  and  the  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950”, 
as  follows : 

OFFICE  OF  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

For  compensation  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
$30,000. 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Vice  President,  at  rates  of  compensation 
to  be  fixed  by  him  in  multiples  of  $5  per  month,  $50,370. 

CHAPLAIN 

Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  $2,646. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

For  office  of  the  Secretary,  $355,230. 
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COMMITTEE  EMPLOYEES 

For  professional  and  clerical  assistance  to  standing  committees, 
$1,441,040. 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL  BUSINESS 

For  professional  and  clerical  assistance  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Small  Business,  $88,645,  authorized  by  S.  Res.  272,  agreed  to  May  26, 
1950,  at  rates  of  compensation  to  be  fixed  hereafter  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1.946,  approved 
August  2,  1946,  as  amended,  -with  respect  to  standing  committees. 

CONFERENCE  COMMITTEES 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference  of  the  Majority,  at  rates 
of  compensation  to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  committee,  $30,280. 

For  clerical  assistance  to  the  Conference  of  the  Minority  at  rates 
of  compensation  to  be  fixed  by  the  chairman  of  said  committee,  $30,280. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  AND  CLERICAL  ASSISTANTS  TO  SENATORS 

For  administrative  and  clerical  assistants  and  messenger  service  for 
Senators,  $5,036,185. 

OFFICE  OF  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS  AND  DOORKEEPER 

For  office  of  Sergeant  at  Arms  and  Doorkeeper,  including  three  in 
lieu  of  two  assistant  chief  telephone  operators  at  $2,400  each  and 
thirty-three  in  lieu  of  twenty-six  telephone  operators  at  $1,800  each, 
$1,028,205. 

OFFICES  OF  THE  SECRETARIES  FOR  THE  MAJORITY  AND  THE  MINORITY 

For  the  offices  of  the  secretary  for  the  majority  and  the  secretary 
for  the  minority,  $57,060. 

Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate 

Legislative  reorganization:  For  salaries  and  expenses,  legislative 
reorganization,  including  the  objects  specified  in  Public  Law  663, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  $100,000. 

Senate  policy  committees :  For  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Majority 
Policy  Committee  and  the  Minority  Policy  Committee,  $45,715  for  each 
such  committee ;  in  all,  $91,430. 

Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Report :  For  salaries  and  expenses 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Report,  $125,585. 

Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy:  For  salaries  and  expenses  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  including  the  objects  specified 
in  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth  Congress,  $160,135. 

Joint  Committee  on  Printing :  For  salaries  for  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Printing,  $22,080,  for  expenses  of  compiling,  preparing,  and  index¬ 
ing  the  Congressional  Directory,  $1,600,  and  for  travel  and  subsistence 
expenses  at  rates  provided  by  law  for  Senate  committees,  $4,500 ;  in 
all  $28,180. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce:  To  enable  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  to  engage  by  contract 
the  services  of  private  firms  or  corporations  for  making  a  survey  of 


3 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


certificated  interstate,  overseas,  and  foreign  air  carrier  operations,  with 
a  view  to  drafting  legislation  requiring  the  separation  of  mail  com¬ 
pensation  from  any  Federal  subsidy  payments,  $200,000. 

Vice  President’s  automobile :  For  purchase,  exchange,  driving,  main¬ 
tenance,  and  operation  of  an  automobile  for  the  Vice  President,  $5,480. 

Automobile  for  the  President  pro  tempore :  For  purchase,  exchange, 
driving,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  an  automobile  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate,  $5,4S0. 

Automobiles  for  majority  and  minority  leaders:  For  purchase, 
exchange,  driving,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  two  automobiles,  one 
for  the  majority  leader  of  the  Senate,  and  one  for  the  minority  leader 
of  the  Senate,  $10,960. 

Reporting  Senate  proceedings:  For  reporting  the  debates  and  pro¬ 
ceedings  ox  the  Senate,  payable  in  equal  monthly  installments, 
$122,785. 

Furniture :  For  services  in  cleaning,  repairing,  and  varnishing  furni¬ 
ture,  $2,900. 

Furniture:  For  materials  for  furniture  and  repairs  of  same,  and 
for  the  purchase  of  furniture,  $18,000. 

Inquiries  and  investigations :  For  expenses  of  inquiries  and  investi¬ 
gations  ordered  by  the  Senate  or  conducted  pursuant  to  section  134  (a) 
of  Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  including  compensation 
for  stenographic  assistance  of  committees  at  such  rates  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration,  but  not  exceeding  the  rate  of  25  cents  per 
hundred  words  for  the  original  transcript  of  reported  matter;  and 
including  $50,000  for  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to  be  avail¬ 
able  also  for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  Senate  Resolution  Numbered 
193,  agreed  to  October  14, 1943,  and  Public  Law  20,  Eightieth  Congress, 
$832,000,  and  the  affairs  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Foreign  Economic 
Cooperation,  provided  for  in  Senate  Resolution  298,  Eighty-first 
Congress,  shall  be  liquidated  not  later  than  August  31, 1950 :  Provided , 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  per 
diem  and  subsistence  expenses  (as  defined  in  the  Travel  Expense 
Act  of  1949)  at  rates  in  excess  of  $9  per  day  except  that 
higher  rates  may  be  established  by  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  in  the  case  of  travel  beyond  the  limits  of  the  continental 
United  States :  And  provided  further ,  That  hereafter  the  provisions  of 
section  134  (a)  of  Public  Law  601,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  shall  be 
applicable  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business. 

Folding  documents :  For  folding  speeches  and  pamphlets  at  a  basic 
rate  not  exceeding  $1  per  thousand,  $28,875. 

Materials  for  folding :  For  materials  for  folding,  $1,500. 

Fuel,  and  so  forth:  For  fuel,  oil,  cotton  waste,  and  advertising, 
exclusive  of  labor,  $2,000. 

Senate  restaurants:  For  repairs,  improvements,  equipment,  and 
supplies  for  Senate  kitchens  and  restaurants,  Capitol  Building  and 
Senate  Office  Building,  including  personal  and  other  services,  to  be 
expended  under  the  supervision  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Admin¬ 
istration,  United  States  Senate,  $42,500. 

Motor  vehicles :  For  maintaining,  exchanging,  and  equipping  motor 
vehicles  for  carrying  the  mails  and  for  official  use  of  the  offices  of  the 
Secretary  and  Sergeant  at  Arms,  $9,560. 
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Miscellaneous  items:  For  miscellaneous  items,  exclusive  of  labor, 
$780,895. 

Packing  boxes :  For  packing  boxes,  $3,000. 

Postage  stamps:  For  office  of  Secretary,  $500;  office  of  Sergeant 
at  Arms,  $225;  offices  of  the  secretaries  for  the  majority  and  the 
minority,  $100 ;  in  all,  $825. 

Air-mail  and  special-delivery  stamps:  For  air-mail  and  special- 
delivery  stamps  for  Senators  and  the  President  of  the  Senate  as 
authorized  by  law,  $10,250. 

Stationery:  For  stationery  for  Senators  and  for  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  including  $10,000  for  stationery  for  committees  and  offices 
of  the  Senate,  $58,500. 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized  and  directed  to  secure  suitable 
office  space  in  post  office  or  other  Federal  buildings  in  the  State  of 
each  Senator  for  the  use  of  such  Senator  and  in  the  city  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  b}r  him :  Provided ,  That  in  the  event  suitable  space  is  not  avail¬ 
able  in  such  buildings  and  a  Senator  leases  or  rents  office  space  else¬ 
where,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  is  authorized  to  approve  for  payment, 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  vouchers  covering  bona  fide 
statements  of  rentals  due  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $900  per  annum 
for  each  Senator. 

Commencing  with  the  fiscal  year  1949  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  protect  the  funds  of  his  office  by  pur¬ 
chasing  insurance  in  an  amount  necessary  to  protect  said  funds  against 
loss.  Premiums  on  such  insurance  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Eules  and  Administration. 

Salaries  or  wages  paid  out  of  the  foregoing  items  under  “Contingent 
expenses  of  the  Senate”  shall  be  computed  at  basic  rates  as  authorized 
by  law,  plus  increased  and  additional  compensation  as  provided  by 
the  “Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945”,  as  amended,  and  the  “Second 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950”. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Salaries,  Mileage,  and  Expenses  of  Members 

For  compensation  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Delegates  from  Territories,  and  the  Resident  Commissioner  from 
Puerto  Rico,  $5,492,500. 

For  mileage  and  expense  allowance  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  Delegates  from  Territories,  and  the  Resident  Com¬ 
missioner  from  Puerto  Rico,  as  authorized  by  law,  $1,273,500. 


Salaries,  Officers  and  Employees 

For  compensation  of  officers  and  employees,  as  authorized  by  law, 
as  follows : 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SPEAKER 

For  Office  of  the  Speaker,  $43,400. 


THE  speaker’s  TABLE 

For  the  Speaker’s  table,  including  $2,000  for  preparing  Digest  of 
the  Rules,  $27,895. 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  CHAPLAIN 

For  the  Office  of  the  Chaplain,  $6,555. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  CLEEK 

For  the  Office  of  the  Clerk,  $537,875. 

COMMITTEE  EMPLOYEES 

For  committee  employees,  including  a  sum  of  not  to  exceed  $232,000 
for  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  $1,600,000. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS 

For  Office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  $325,600. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  DOORKEEPER 

For  Office  of  the  Doorkeeper,  $570,710. 

SPECIAL  AND  MINORITY  EMPLOYEES 

For  six  minority  employees,  $48,455. 

For  three  special  employees,  $8,430. 

For  office  of  the  majority  floor  leader,  including  $2,000  for  official 
expenses  of  the  majority  leader,  $37,515. 

For  office  of  the  minority  floor  leader,  $27,650. 

For  two  messengers,  one  in  the  majority  caucus  room  and  one  in 
the  minority  caucus  room,  to  be  appointed  by  the  majority  and  minor¬ 
ity  whips,  respectively,  $6,050. 

For  two  printing  clerks,  one  for  the  majority  caucus  room  and  one 
for  the  minority  caucus  room,  to  be  appointed  by  the  majority  and 
minority  leaders,  respectively,  $6,805. 

For  two  clerks,  one  for  the  majority  whip  and  one  for  the  minority 
whip,  to  be  appointed  by  said  whips,  respectively,  $9,700. 

For  technical  assistant  in  the  office  of  the  attending  physician,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  attending  physician,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Speaker,  $5,720. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  POSTMASTER 

For  Office  of  the  Postmaster,  $161,240. 

OFFICIAL  REPORTERS  OF  DEBATES 

For  official  reporters  of  debates,  $114,935. 

OFFICIAL  REPORTERS  TO  COMMITTEES 

For  official  reporters  to  committees,  $94,390. 

APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE 

For  salaries  and  expenses,  studies  and  examinations  of  executive 
agencies,  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  temporary  per¬ 
sonal  services  for  such  committee,  to  be  expended  in  accordance  with 
section  202  (b)  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act,  1946,  and  to 
be  available  for  reimbursement  to  agencies  for  services  performed, 
$150,000. 
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Cleric  Hire,  Members  and  Delegates 

For  clerk  hire  necessarily  employed  by  each  Member  and  Delegate, 
and  the  Resident  Commissioner  from  Puerto  Rico,  in  the  discharge 
of  his  official  and  representative  duties,  as  authorized  by  law,  $8,844,150. 

Contingent  Expenses  or  the  House 

Furniture:  For  furniture  and  materials  for  repairs  of  the  same, 
including  labor,  tools,  and  machinery  for  furniture  repair  shops,  and 
for  the  purchase  of  packing  boxes,  $236,000. 

Miscellaneous  items:  For  miscellaneous  items,  exclusive  of  salaries 
unless  specifically  ordered  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  including 
the  sum  of  $47,500  for  payment  to  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  in 
accordance  with  section  208  of  the  Act  approved  October  9,  1940 
(Public  Law  812)  ;  the  sum  of  not  to  exceed  $3,200  for  the  exchange, 
operation,  maintenance,  and  repair  of  the  Clerk’s  motor  vehicles;  the 
sum  of  $500  for  the  exchange,  operation,  maintenance,  and  repair  of 
the  folding  room  motortruck;  the  sum  of  $2,200  for  the  purchase, 
exchange,  maintenance,  operation,  and  repair  of  the  post-office  motor 
vehicles  for  carrying  the  mails;  the  sum  of  $600  for  hire  of  automobile 
for  the  Sergeant  at  Arms ;  and  materials  for  folding ;  in  all,  $237,000. 

Reporting  hearings:  For  stenographic  reports  of  hearings  of  com¬ 
mittees  other  than  special  and  select  committees,  $100,000. 

Special  and  select  committees:  For  salaries  and  expenses  of  special 
and  select  committees  authorized  by  the  House,  $600,000. 

Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation:  For  the  pajunent 
of  the  salaries  and  other  expenses  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation,  $180,000. 

Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information:  For  salaries  and  other 
expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Information,  $69,000. 

Telegraph  and  telephone:  For  telegraph  and  telephone  service, 
exclusive  of  personal  services,  $377,000. 

Stationery  (revolving  fund)  :  For  a  stationery  allowance  of  $500 
for  each  Representative,  Delegate,  and  the  Resident  Commissioner 
from  Puerto  Rico,  for  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress, 
and  for  stationery  for  the  use  of  the  committees,  departments,  and 
officers  of  the  House  (not  to  exceed  $8,000) ,  $227,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended. 

Attending  physician’s  office:  For  medical  supplies,  equipment,  and 
contingent  expenses  of  the  emergency  room  and  for  the  attending 
physician  and  his  assistants,  including  an  allowance  of  $1,500  to  be  paid 
to  the  attending  physician  in  equal  monthly  installments  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  approved  June  27,  1940  (54  Stat.  629),  and  including  an 
allowance  of  not  to  exceed  $30  per  month  each  to  four  assistants  as 
provided  by  the  House  resolutions  adopted  July  1,  1930,  January  20, 
1932,  and  November  18, 1940,  $6,985. 

Postage  stamps :  Postmaster,  $200 ;  Clerk,  $400 ;  Sergeant  at  Arms, 
$250;  Doorkeeper,  $100;  United  States  air-mail  and  special-delivery 
postage  stamps  for  each  Representative,  Delegate,  and  the  Resident 
Commissioner  from  Puerto  Rico,  and  each  standing  committee  of  the 
House,  as  authorized  by  law,  and  beginning  with  the  current  fiscal 
year  and  for  each  fiscal  year  thereafter,  an  additional  amount  of  $225 
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each  for  the  Speaker,  the  majority  floor  leader,  the  minority  floor 
leader,  the  majority  whip,  and  the  minority  whip,  $35,400. 

Folding  documents:  For  folding  speeches  and  pamphlets,  at  a  rate 
not  exceeding  $1  per  thousand  or  for  the  employment  of  personnel 
at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  $5.20  per  day  per  person,  $90,000. 

Revision  of  laws:  For  preparation  and  editing  of  the  laws  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  approved  May  29, 1928  (1  U.  S.  C.  59),  $12,600, 
to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Speaker’s  automobile :  For  exchange,  driving,  maintenance,  repair, 
and  operation  of  an  automobile  for  the  Speaker,  $10,675. 

Salaries  or  wages  paid  out  of  the  items  herein  for  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  be  computed  at  basic  rates  as  authorized  by 
law,  plus  increased  and  additional  compensation  as  provided  by  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended  by  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946,  the  Postal  Rate  Revision  and  Federal 
Employees  Salary  Act  of  1948,  and  the  Second  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950. 

No  part  of  the  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter  for  the 
contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of  Representatives  shall  be  used 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  any  committee  consisting  of  more  than  six 
persons  (not  more  than  four  from  the  House  and  not  more  than  two 
from  the  Senate),  nor  to  defray  the  expenses  of  any  other  person 
except  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House  or  a  representative  of  bis 
office,  and  except  the  widow  or  minor  children,  or  both,  of  the  deceased, 
to  attend  the  funeral  rites  and  burial  of  any  person  who  at  the  time 
of  his  or  her  death  is  a  Representative,  a  Delegate  from  a  Territory, 
or  a  Resident  Commissioner  from  Puerto  Rico. 

CAPITOL  POLICE 

General  expenses:  For  purchasing  and  supplying  uniforms;  pur¬ 
chase,  exchange,  maintenance,  and  repair  of  motor-propelled  pas¬ 
senger-carrying  vehicles;  contingent  expenses,  including  $25  per 
month  for  extra  services  performed  for  the  Capitol  Police  Board  by 
such  member-  of  the  staff  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate  or 
the  House,  as  may  be  designated  by  the  chairman  of  the  Board; 
$17,900. 

Capitol  Police  Board :  To  enable  the  Capitol  Police  Board  to  pro¬ 
vide  additional  protection  for  the  Capitol  Buildings  and  Grounds, 
including  the  Senate  and  House  Office  Buildings  and  the  Capitol 
Power  Plant,  $14,515.  Such  sum  shall  only  be  expended  for  payment 
for  salaries  and  other  expenses  of  personnel  detailed  from  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Police  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  are  authorized  and  directed  to  make  such 
details  upon  the  request  of  the  Board.  Personnel  so  detailed  shall, 
during  the  period  of  such  detail,  serve  under  the  direction  and  instruc¬ 
tions  of  the  Board  and  is  authorized  to  exercise  the  same  authority 
as  membei’s  of  such  Metropolitan  Police  and  members  of  the  Capitol 
Police  and  to  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  by  the 
Board.  Reimbursement  for  salaries  and  other  expenses  of  such  detail 
personnel  shall  be  made  to  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  any  sums  so  reimbursed  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation 
or  appropriations  from  which  such  salaries  and  expenses  are  payable 
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and  be  available  for  all  the  purposes  thereof :  Provided ,  That  any 
person  detailed  under  the  authority  of  this  paragraph  or  under  similar 
authority  in  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act,  1942,  and 
the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1940,  from  the  Metropolitan 
Police  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  deemed  a  member  of  such 
Metropolitan  Police  during  the  period  or  periods  of  any  such  detail 
for  all  purposes  of  rank,  pay,  allowances,  privileges,  and  benefits  to 
the  same  extent  as  though  such  detail  had  not  been  made,  and  at  the 
termination  thereof  any  such  person  who  was  a  member  of  such  police 
on  July  1,  1940,  shall  have  a  status  with  respect  to  rank,  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,  privileges,  and  benefits  which  is  not  less  than  the  status  of  such 
person  in  such  police  at  the  end  of  such  detail. 

The  foregoing  amounts  under  “Capitol  Police”  shall  be  disbursed 
by  the  Clerk  of  the.  House. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  LEGISLATIVE  COUNSEL 

For  salaries  and  expenses  of  maintenance  of  the  Office  of  the 
Legislative  Counsel,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  increased  and 
additional  compensation  as  provided  by  the  Federal  Employees  Pay 
Act  of  1945,  as  amended  by  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946, 
the  Postal  Rate  Revision  and  Federal  Employees  Salary  Act  of  1948, 
and  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  $199,500,  of 
which  $105,000  shall  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and 
$94,500  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  NONESSENTIAL  FEDERAL 

EXPENDITURES 

For  an  amount  to  enable  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of 
Nonessential  Federal  Expenditures  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed 
upon  it  by  section  601  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1941  (55  Stat.  i26),  to 
remain  available  during  the  existence  of  the  committee,  $20,000,  to 
be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

EDUCATION  OF  SENATE  AND  HOUSE  PAGES 

For  education  of  congressional  pages  and  pages  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  pursuant  to  section  243  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act, 
1946,  $32,800,  which  amount  shall  be  advanced  and  credited  to  the 
applicable  appropriation  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  Board 
of  Education  of  the  District  of  Columbia  is  hereby  authorized  to 
employ  such  personnel  for  the  education  of  pages  as  may  be  requiied 
and  to  pay  compensation  for  such  services  in  accordance  with  such 
rates  of  compensation  as  the  Board  of  Education  may  prescribe. 

STATEMENT  OF  APPROPRIATIONS 

For  the  preparation,  under  the  direction  of  the  Committees  on 
Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  of  the 
statements  for  the  second  session  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  show- 
in0-  appropriations  made,  indefinite  appropriations,  and  contracts 
authorized,  together  with  a  chronological  history  of  the  regular  appro¬ 
priation  bills  as  required  by  law,  $4,000,  to  be  paid  to  the  persons 
designated  by  the  chairmen  of  such  committees  to  supeivise  the  woik. 


9 


IPob.  Law  759.] 


ARCHITECT  OF  THE  CAPITOL 
Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol 

Salai'ies:  For  tlie  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  Assistant  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  Chief  Architectural  ancl  Engineering  Assistant,  and 
other  personal  services  at  rates  of  pay  provided  by  law ;  and  the 
Assistant  Architect  of  the  Capitol  shall  act  as  Architect  of  the  Cap¬ 
itol  during  the  absence  or  disability  of  that  official  or  whenever  there 
is  no  Architect,  and,  in  case  of  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Architect,  the  Chief  Architectural  and  Engineering  Assistant 
shall  so  act;  $132,700. 

Appropriations  under  the  control  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol 
shall  be  available  for  expenses  of  travel  on  official  business  not  to 
exceed  in  the  aggregate  under  all  funds  the  sum  of  $3,000. 

Capitol  Buildings  and  Grounds 

Capitol  Buildings:  For  necessary  expenditures  for  the  Capitol 
Building  and  electrical  substations  of  the  Senate  and  House  Office 
Buildings,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
including  minor  improvements,  maintenance,  repair,  equipment,  sup¬ 
plies,  material,  fuel,  oil,  waste,  and  appurtenances;  furnishings  and 
office  equipment;  special  and  protective  clothing  for  workmen;  per¬ 
sonal  and  other  services;  cleaning  and  repairing  works  of  art; 
purchase  or  exchange,  maintenance  and  driving  of  motor-propelled 
passenger-carrying  office  vehicle ;  not  exceeding  $300  for  the  purchase 
of  necessary  reference  books  and  periodicals;  not  to  exceed  $150  for 
expenses  of  attendance,  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol,  at  meetings  or  conventions  in  connection  with  subjects 
related  to  work  under  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol ;  $582,000. 

Capitol  Grounds:  For  care  and  improvement  of  grounds  surround¬ 
ing  the  Capitol,  Senate  and  House  Office  Buildings;  Capitol  Power 
Plant ;  personal  and  other  services ;  care  of  trees ;  planting ;  fertilizers ; 
repairs  to  pavements,  walks,  and  roadways;  waterproof  wearing 
apparel;  maintenance  of  signal  lights;  and  for  snow  removal  by  hire 
of  men  and  equipment  or  under  contract  without  compliance  with 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  $216,000. 

Legislative  garage:  For  maintenance,  repairs,  alterations,  personal 
and  other  services,  and  all  other  necessary  expenses,  $31,800. 

Subway  transportation,  Capitol  and  Senate  Office  Buildings:  For 
maintenance,  repairs,  and  rebuilding  of  the  subway  transportation 
system  connecting  the  Senate  Office  Building  with  the  Capitol,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  and  other  services,  $2,600. 

Senate  Office  Building:  For  maintenance,  miscellaneous  items  and 
supplies,  including  furniture,  furnishings,  and  equipment,  and  for 
labor  and  material  incident  thereto,  and  repairs  thereof;  for  purchase 
of  waterproof  wearing  apparel  and  for  personal  and  other  services, 
including  four  female  attendants  in  charge  of  ladies’  retiring  rooms 
at  $1,500  each  and  one  at  $1,560,  for  the  care  and  operation  of  the 
Senate  Office  Building;  to  be  expended  under  the  control  and  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol;  in  all,  $643,900. 

House  Office  Buildings:  For  maintenance,  including  equipment,1 
waterproof  wearing  apparel,  miscellaneous  items,  and  for  all  neces¬ 
sary  services,  $875,800. 
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Capitol  Power  Plant:  For  lighting,  heating,  and  power  (including 
the  purchase  of  electrical  energy  whenever  such  energy  cannot  be  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  Capitol  Power  Plant  and  also  as  provided  by  the  Act  of 
October  26,  1949  (Public  Law  413,  Eighty-first  Congress)),  for  the 
Capitol,  Senate  and  House  Office  Buildings,  Supreme  Court  Building, 
Congressional  Library  Buildings,  and  the  grounds  about  the  same, 
Botanic  Garden,  legislative  garage,  and  for  air-conditioning  refrig¬ 
eration  not  supplied  from  plants  in  any  of  such  buildings;  for  heat¬ 
ing  the  Government  Printing  Office  and  Washington  City  Post  Office 
and  for  light  and  power  therefor  whenever  available,  reimbursement 
for  which  shall  be  made  and  covered  into  the  Treasury;  personal  and 
other  services,  fuel,  oil,  materials,  waterproof  wearing  apparel,  and 
all  other  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  maintenance-  and 
operation  of  the  plant,  $1,316,500. 

Changes  and  improvements,  Capitol  Power  Plant :  Toward  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  changes  and  improvements  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
October  26,  1949  (Public  Law  413,  Eighty-first  Congress),  $4,000,000, 
to  be  expended  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  under  the  direction  of 
the  House  Office  Building  Commission. 

Library  Buildings  and  Grounds 

MECHANICAL  AND  STRUCTURAL  MAINTENANCE 

Salaries:  For  chief  engineer  and  all  personal  services  at  rates  of 
pay  provided  by  law,  $215,300. 

Salaries,  Sunday  opening:  For  extra  service  of  employees  and 
additional  employees  under  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  to  provide 
for  the  opening  of  the  Library  Buildings  on  Sundays,  at  rates  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Architect,  $14,700. 

Repairs  and  maintenance:  For  the  necessary  expenditures  for 
mechanical  and  structural  maintenance,  including  minor  improve¬ 
ments,  equipment,  supplies,  waterproof  wearing  apparel,  and  personal 
and  other  services,  $74,100. 

Furniture  and  furnishings:  For  furniture,  partitions,  screens, 
shelving,  and  electrical  work  pertaining  thereto  and  repairs  thereof, 
office  and  library  equipment,  apparatus,  and  labor-saving  devices, 
$72,000. 

BOTANIC  GARDEN 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  all  necessary  expenses  incident  to  main¬ 
taining,  operating,  repairing,  and  improving  the  Botanic  Garden  and 
the  nurseries,  buildings,  grounds,  collections,  and  equipment  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto,  including  personal  services  (including  not  exceeding 
$3,000  for  temporary  labor  without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act 
of  1949)  ;  waterproof  wearing  apparel;  not  to  exceed  $25  for  emer¬ 
gency  medical  supplies;  traveling  expenses  including  streetcar  fares, 
not  to  exceed  $275;  the  prevention  and  eradication  of  insect  and  other 
pests  and  plant  diseases  by  purchase  of  materials  and  procurement  of 
personal  services  by  contract  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  any 
other  Act;  purchase  and  exchange  of  motortrucks;  purchase  and 
exchange,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  a  passenger  motor 
vehicle ;  purchase  of  botanical  books,  periodicals,  and  books  of  refer¬ 
ence,  not  to  exceed  $100 ;  and  repairs  and  improvements  to  Director's 
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residence;  all  under  the  direction  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library ;  $196,500 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  for  the  distribution,  by  congressional  allotment,  of  trees, 
plants,  shrubs,  or  other  nursery  stock. 

LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

Salaries,  Library  proper:  For  the  Librarian,  the  Librarian  Emer¬ 
itus,  and  other  personal  services  including  special  and  temporary  serv¬ 
ices  and  extra  special  services  of  regular  employees  (not  exceeding 
$5,000)  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Librarian,  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  and  per-' 
sonal  services  for  printing  and  binding,  $3,044,000,  of  which  so  much 
as  may  be  necessary  may  be  transferred  to  other  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  loyalty  of  Library 
employees,  and  for  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law. 

COPYRIGHT  OFFICE 

Salaries :  For  the  Register  of  Copyrights  and  other  personal  serv¬ 
ices,  including  personal  services  for  printing  and  binding,  $890,000.' 

LEGISLATIVE  REFERENCE  SERVICE 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  necessary  personal  services  to  enable  the 
Librarian  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  203  of  the  Legislative 
Reorganization  Act  of  1946,  including  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  em-4 
ployees  engaged  by  the  day  or  hour  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Librar- 
ian;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  printing  and  binding;  and  supplies  and  materials; 
$790,000. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  CATALOG  CARDS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  distribution  of  catalog  cards  and 
other  publications  of  the  Library,  including  personal  services  (includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  employees  engaged  in  piecework  and 
work  by  the  day  or  hour  and  for  extra  special  services  of  regular 
employees  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Librarian),  personal  services 
for  printing  and  binding,  freight  and  expressage,  postage,  traveling 
expenses  connected  with  such  distribution,  and  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  when  incurred  on  the  written  authority  and  direction 
of  the  Librarian,  $552,100. 

UNION  CATALOGS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  To  continue  the  development  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  Union  Catalogs,  including  personal  services  (including 
not  to  exceed  $700  for  employees  engaged  by  the  day  or  hour  at  rates 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Librarian)  ;  personal  services  for  printing  and 
binding;  traveling  expenses  including  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  when  incurred  on  the  written  authority  and  direction  of  the 
Librarian;  and  other  necessary  expenses;  $77,000. 

INCREASE  OF  THE  LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

General  increase  of  the  Library:  For  purchase  of  books,  miscel¬ 
laneous  periodicals  and  newspapers,  photocopying  supplies  and 
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photocopying  labor,  and  all  other  material  for  the  increase  of  the 
Librai-y,  including  payment  in  advance  for  subscription  books  and 
society  publications,  and  for  freight  and  expressage,  postage,  com¬ 
missions,  and  traveling  expenses  not  to  exceed  $25,000,  including 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  when  incurred  on  the  written 
authority  and  direction  of  the  Librarian  in  the  interest  of  collections, 
and  all  other  expenses  incidental  to  the  acquisition  of  material  for 
the  increase  of  the  Library  by  purchase,  gift,  bequest,  or  exchange, 
$270,000,  to  continue  available  during  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 

Increase  of  the  law  library :  For  the  purchase  of  books  and  for  legal 
periodicals  for  the  law  library,  including  payment  in  advance  for  legal 
periodicals  and  for  legal  society  publications,  and  for  freight  and 
expressage,  postage,  commissions,  traveling  expenses  not  to  exceed 
$2,500,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  when  incurred 
on  the  written  authority  and  direction  of  the  Librarian  in  the  interest 
of  collections,  and  all  other  expenses  incidental  to  the  acquisition  of 
material  for  the  increase  of  the  law  library,  $85,500,  to  continue  avail¬ 
able  during  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 

Books  for  the  Supreme  Court:  For  the  purchase  of  books  and 
periodicals  for  the  Supreme  Court,  to  be  a  part  of  the  Library  of 
Congress,  and  purchased  by  the  Librarian  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Chief  Justice,  $22,500. 

BOOKS  FOR  ADULT  BLIND 

To  enable  the  Librarian  of  Congress  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  provide  books  for  the  adult  blind”, 
approved  March  3,  1931  (2  U.  S.  C.  135a),  as  amended,  $1,000,000, 
including  not  exceeding  $70,000  for  personal  services,  not  exceeding 
$200,000  for  books  in  raised  characters,  and  the  balance  remaining 
for  sound-reproduction  records  and  for  the  purchase,  maintenance, 
and  replacement  of  the  Government-owned  reproducers  for  sound- 
reproduction  records  for  the  blind  and  not  exceeding  $1,000  for  neces¬ 
sary  traveling  expenses  connected  with  such  service  and  for  expenses 
of  attendance  at  meetings  when  incurred  on  the  written  authority  and 
direction  of  the  Librarian;  and  for  printing  and  binding. 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

General  printing  and  binding :  For  miscellaneous  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing  for  the  Library  of  Congress,  including  the  Copyright  Office,  and 
the  binding,  rebinding,  and  repairing  of  Library  books,  $150,000. 

Printing  the  Catalog  of  Title  Entries  of  the  Copyright  Office :  For 
the  publication  of  the  Catalog  of  Title  Entries  of  the  Copyright  Office 
and  the  decisions  of  the  United  States  courts  involving  copyrights, 
$39,500.  .  ,  _  _  . 

Printing  catalog  cards:  For  the  printing  of  catalog  cards  and  of 
miscellaneous  publications  relating  to  the  distribution  of  catalog. cards, 
and  for  duplication  of  catalog  cards  by  methods  other  than  printing, 
$550,500. 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES  OF  THE  LIBRARY 

Miscellaneous  expenses :  For  miscellaneous  expenses  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  Library,  and  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
including  domestic  and  foreign  postage,  payment  of  claims  pursuant 
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to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act,  travel  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  exceeding  $500  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  when 
incurred  on  the  written  authority  and  direction  of  the  Librarian, 
printing  and  binding,  and  personal  services,  supplies,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses  for  the  operation  of  a  photoduplication  service,  and  for 
the  purchase  of  photoduplications,  $85,000. 

LIBRARY  BUILDINGS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  personal  services,  including  personal 
services  for  printing  and  binding,  and  necessary  miscellaneous 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  custody,  care,  and  maintenance  of 
the  Library  buildings;  including  not  to  exceed  $750  for  employees 
engaged  by  the  day  or  hour  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Librarian,  and 
including  mail  and  delivery  service,  telephone  service,  special  cloth¬ 
ing,  cleaning  of  special  clothing  of  separated  employees,  medical  sup¬ 
plies,  equipment,  and  expenses  for  the  emergency  rooms,  housekeep¬ 
ing  and  miscellaneous  supplies  and  equipment,  and  other  incidental 
expenses;  $608,680. 

LIBRARY  or  CONGRESS  TRUST  FUND  BOARD 

For  any  expense  of  the  Library  of  Congress  Trust  Fund  Board  not 
properly  chargeable  to  the  income  of  any  trust  fund  held  by  the  Board, 
$500. 

Not  to  exceed  ten  positions  in  the  Library  of  Congress  may  be  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  section  1102  of  chapter  XI  of  this  Act,  but  the 
Librarian  shall  not  make  any  appointment  to  any  such  position  until 
he  has  ascertained  that  he  cannot  secure  for  such  appointment  a  person 
in  any  of  the  three  categories  specified  in  such  section  1102  who  pos¬ 
sesses  the  special  qualifications  for  the  particular  position  and  also 
otherwise  meets  the  general  requirements  for  employment  in  the 
Library  of  Congress. 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

WORKING  CAPITAL  AND  CONGRESSIONAL  PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

To  provide  the  Public  Printer  with  a  working  capital  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  purposes  for  the  execution  of  printing,  binding,  lithographing, 
mapping,  engraving,  and  other  authorized  work  of  the  Government 
Printing  Office  for  the  various  branches  of  the  Government:  For 
salaries  of  Public  Printer  and  Deputy  Public  Printer;  for  salaries, 
compensation,  or  wages  of  all  necessary  officers  and  employees  addi¬ 
tional  to  those  herein  appropriated  for,  including  employees  necessary 
to  handle  waste  paper  and  condemned  material  for  sale;  to  enable  the 
Public  Printer  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  law  granting  holidays 
and  half  holidays  and  Executive  orders  granting  holidays  and  half 
holidays  with  pay  to  employees ;  to  enable  the  Public  Printer  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  law  granting  leave  to  employees  with  pay, 
such  pay  to  be  at  the  rate  for  their  regular  positions  at  the  time  the 
leave  is  granted ;  rental  of  buildings  and  equipment ;  fuel,  gas,  heat, 
electric  current,  gas  and  electric  fixtures;  bicycles,  motor-propelled 
vehicles  for  the  carriage  of  printing  and  printing  supplies,  and  the 
maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  the  same,  to  be  used  only  for 
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official  purposes  including  operation,  repair,  and  maintenance  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  official  use  of  the  officers  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office  when  in  writing  ordered  by  the  Public  Printer; 
freight,  expressage,  telegraph  and  telephone  service,  furniture,  type¬ 
writers,  and  carpets ;  traveling  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $1,000 
for  attendance  at  meetings  or  conventions  when  authorized  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing;  stationery,  postage,  and  advertising; 
directories,  technical  books,  newspapers,  magazines,  and  books  of  ref¬ 
erence  (not  exceeding  $1,000) ;  adding  and  numbering  machines,  time 
stamps,  and  other  machines  of  similar  character ;  purchase  of  uniforms 
for  guards ;  rubber  boots,  coats,  and  gloves ;  machinery  (not  exceeding 
$500,000)  ;  equipment,  and  for  repairs  to  machinery,  implements,  and 
buildings,  and  for  minor  alterations  to  buildings;  necessary  equip¬ 
ment,  maintenance,  and  supplies  for  the  emergency  room  for  the  use 
of  all  employees  in  the  Government  Printing  Office  who  may  be  taken 
suddenly  ill  or  receive  injury  while  on  duty;  other  necessary  con¬ 
tingent  and  miscellaneous  items  authorized  by  the  Public  Printer ;  for 
expenses  authorized  in  writing  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing 
for  the  inspection  of  printing  and  binding  equipment,  material,  and 
supplies  and  Government  printing  plants  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  elsewhere  (not  exceeding  $1,000)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  921) ;  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  preparing  the 
semimonthly  and  session  indexes  of  the  Congressional  Record  under  the 
direction  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing  (chief  indexer  at  $5,546, 
one  eataloger  at  $5,111,  two  catalogers  at  $4,068  each,  and  one  cataloger 
at  $3,515) ;  and  for  all  the  necessary  labor,  paper,  materials,  and 
equipment  needed  in  the  prosecution  and  delivery  and  mailing  of  the 
work;  in  all,  $15,500,000;  to  which  sum  shall  be  charged  the  printing 
and  binding  authorized  to  be  done'  for  Congress,  including  supple¬ 
mental  and  deficiency  estimates  of  appropriations;  the  printing,  bind¬ 
ing,  and  distribution  of  the  Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  the 
Act'  approved  July  26,  1935  (44  U.  S.  C.  301-310)  (not  exceeding 
$475,000) ;  the  printing  and  binding  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  and  supplements  thereto,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  July  26, 
1935,  as  amended  (44  U.  S.  C.  311)  (not  exceeding  $150,000)  ;  the 
printing  and  binding  for  use  of  the  Government  Printing  Office ;  the 
printing  and  binding  (not  exceeding  $5,000)  for  official  use  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol  upon  requisition  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate ;  in  all  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  $8,000,000 :  Provided ,  That 
not  less  than  $7,500,000  of  such  working  capital  shall  be  returned  to 
the  Treasury  as  an  unexpended  balance  not  later  than  six  months  after 
the  close  of  the  current  fiscal  year :  Provided  further ,  That  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895 
(44  U.  S.  C.  241),  no  part  of  the  foregoing  sum  of  $8,000,000  shall 
be  used  for  printing  and  binding  part  2  of  the  annual  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  (known  as  the  Year-book  of  Agriculture). 

Printing  and  binding  for  Congress  chargeable  to  the  foregoing 
appropriation,  when  recommended  to  be  done  by  the  Committee  on 
Printing  of  either  House,  shall  be  so  recommended  in  a  report  con¬ 
taining  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  cost  thereof,  together  with 
a  statement  from  the  Public  Printer  of  estimated  approximate  cost 
of  work  previously  ordered  by  Congress  within  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  this  appropriation  is  made. 
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During  the  current  fiscal  year  any  executive  department  or  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment  of  the  Government  ordering  printing  .and 
binding  or  blank  paper  and  supplies  from  the  Government  Printing 
Office  shall  pay  promptly  by  check  to  the  Public  Printer  upon  his 
written  request,  either  in  advance  or  upon  completion  of  the  work, 
all  or  part  of  the  estimated  or  actual  cost  thereof,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and  bills  rendered  by  the  Public  Printer  in  accordance  herewith  shall 
not  be  subject  to  audit  or  certification  in  advance  of  payment:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  proper  adjustments  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  cost  of 
delivered  work  paid  for  in  advance  shall  be  made  monthly  or  quarterly 
and  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Public  Printer  and  the  department 
or  establishment  concerned.  All  sums  paid  to  the  Public  Printer  for 
work  that  he  is  authorized  by  law  to  do;  all  sums  received  from  sales 
of  waste  paper,  other  waste  material,  and  condemned  property;  and 
for  losses  or  damage  to  Government  property;  shall  be  deposited  to 
the  credit,  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department,  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  made  for  the  working  capital  of  the  Government  Printing 
Office  and  be  subject  to  requisition  by  the  Public  Printer. 

No  part  of  any  money  appropriated  in  this  chapter  shall  be  paid 
to  any  person  employed  in  the  Government  Printing  Office  while 
detailed  for  or  performing  service  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
public  service  of  the  United  States  unless  such  detail  be  authorized 
by  law. 

OFFICE  OF  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  DOCUMENTS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  including  personal  services  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  and  compensation  of 
employees  who  shall  be  subject  to  the  provision  of  the  Act  entitled 
“An  Act  to  regulate  and  fix  rates  of  pay  for  employees  and  officers 
of  the  Government  Printing  Office”,  approved  June  7, 1924  (44  U.  S.  C. 
40)  ;  traveling  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  printing  and  binding 
including  price  lists  and  bibliographies ;  repairs  to  buildings,  elevators, 
and  machinery;  and  supplying  books  to  depository  libraries; 
$2,699,800 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  sum  shall  be  used  to  supply 
to  depository  libraries  any  documents,  books,  or  other  printed  matter 
not  requested  by  such  libraries,  and  the  requests  therefor  shall  be 
subject  to  approval  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents:  Provided 
further ,  That  hereafter  employees  in  the  Office  of  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents  may  be  paid  compensation  for  night,  Sunday,  holiday, 
and  overtime  work  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  the  rates  of  additional 
compensation  for  such  work  allowed  to  other  employees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act 
to  regulate  and  fix  rates  of  pay  for  employees  and  officers  of  the 
Government  Printing  Office”,  approved  June  7,  1924. 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  102.  Purchases  may  be  made  from  the  foregoing  appropria¬ 
tions  under  the  “Government  Printing  Office”,  as  provided  for  in 
the  Printing  Act  approved  January  12,  1895,  and  without  reference 
to  the  Act  approved  June  30,  1949  (Public  Law  152),  concerning 
purchases  for  the  Federal  Government. 

Sec.  103.  In  order  to  keep  the  expenditures  for  printing  and  binding 
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for  the  current  fiscal  year  within  or  under  the  appropriations  for  such 
fiscal  year,  the  heads  of  the  various  executive  departments  and  inde¬ 
pendent  establishments  are  authorized  to  discontinue  the  printing  of 
annual  or  special  reports  under  their  respective  jurisdictions:  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  where  the  printing  of  such  reports  is  discontinued  the 
original  copy  thereof  shall  be  kept  on  file  in  the  offices  of  the  heads 
of  the  respective  departments  or  independent  establishments  for  public 
inspection. 

Sec.  101.  No  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  shall 
be  used  for  the  maintenance  or  care  of  private  vehicles. 

Sec.  105.  Whenever  any  office  or  position  not  specifically  established 
by  the  Legislative  Pay  Act  of  1929  is  appropriated  for  herein  or  when¬ 
ever  the  rate  of  compensation  or  designation  of  any  position  appro¬ 
priated  for  herein  is  different  from  that  specifically  established  for 
such  position  by  such  Act,  the  rate  of  compensation  and  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  position,  or  either,  appropriated  for  or  provided  herein, 
shall  be  the  permanent  law  with  respect  thereto :  Provided ,  That  the 
provisions  relating  to  positions  and  salaries  thereof  carried  in  H.  Res. 
255,  303,  315,  370,  394,  414,  and  453  (Eighty-first  Congress)  shall  be 
the  permanent  law  with  respect  thereto. 

Sec.  106.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  paid  as  compensation  to  any  person  appointed  after  June  30, 
1935,  as  an  officer  or  member  of  the  Capitol  Police  who  does  not  meet 
the  standards  to  be  prescribed  for  such  appointees  by  the  Capitol 
Police  Board:  Provided ,  That  the  Capitol  Police  Board  is  hereby 
authorized  to  detail  police  from  the  House  Office,  Senate  Office,  and 
Capitol  Buildings  for  police  duty  on  the  Capitol  Grounds. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Legislative  Branch  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”, 

CHAPTER  III— DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE,  JUSTICE, 
COMMERCE,  AND  THE  JUDICIARY 

TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Department  of  State  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ; 
expenses  authorized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended 
(22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158),  not  otherwise  provided  for;  expenses  of  the 
National  Commission  on  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Cooper¬ 
ation  as  authorized  by  sections  3,  5,  and  6  of  the  Act  of  J uly  30,  1946 
(22  U.  S.  C.  287o,  2S7q,  287r)  ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
concerned  with  activities  provided  for  under  this  appropriation ;  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft 
outside  the  continental  United  States ;  printing  and  binding,  including 
printing  and  binding  outside  the  continental  United  States  without 
regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by 
law;  purchase  of  uniforms;  insurance  of  official  motor  vehicles  in 
foreign  countries  when  required  by  law  of  such  coun tries;  dues  for 
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library  membership  in  organizations  which  issue  publications  to  mem¬ 
bers  only,  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  others ;  rental  of  tie 
lines  and  teletype  equipment;  employment  of  aliens,  by  contract,  for 
services  abroad ;  refund  of  fees  erroneously  charged  and  paid  for  pass¬ 
ports;  establishment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  passport  and 
despatch  agencies;  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the 
field ;  ice  and  drinking  water  for  use  abroad ;  excise  taxes  on  negotiable 
instruments  abroad ;  loss  by  exchange ;  radio  communications ;  payment 
in  advance  for  subscriptions  to  commercial  information,  telephone  and 
similar  services  abroad;  relief,  protection,  and  burial  of  American 
seamen,  and  alien  seamen  in  foreign  countries  and  in  the  United  States 
Territories  and  possessions ;  expenses  incurred  in  acknowledging  serv¬ 
ices  of  officers  and  crews  of  foreign  vessels  and  aircraft  in  rescuing 
American  seamen,  airmen,  or  citizens  from  shipwreck  or  other  catas¬ 
trophe  abroad;  rent  and  expenses  of  maintaining  in  Egypt,  Morocco, 
and  Muscat,  institutions  for  American  convicts  and  persons  declared 
insane  by  any  consular  court,  and  care  and  transportation  of  prisoners 
and  persons  declared  insane ;  expenses,  as  authorized  by  law  ( IS  U.  S.  C. 
3192),  of  bringing  to  the  United  States  from  foreign  countries  persons 
charged  with  crime;  and  procurement  by  contract  or  otherwise,  of 
services,  supplies,  and  facilities,  as  follows:  (1)  translating,  (2) 
analysis  and  tabulation  of  technical  information,  (3)  preparation  of 
special  maps,  globes,  and  geographic  aids,  (4)  maintenance,  improve¬ 
ment,  and  repair  of  diplomatic  and  consular  properties  in  foreign 
countries,  including  minor  construction  on  Government-owned  prop¬ 
erties,  (5)  not  to  exceed  $200,000  for  maintenance  and  operation  of 
commissary  and  mess  services,  (6)  fuel  and  utilities  for  Government- 
owned  or  leased  property  abroad,  and  (7)  rental  or  lease,  for  periods 
not  exceeding  ten  years,  of  offices,  buildings,  grounds,  and  living 
quarters  for  the  use  of  the  F oreign  Service,  tor  which  payments  may 
be  made  in  advance ;  $77,800,000 :  Provided ,  That  pursuant  to  section  8 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  118d— 1 ) ,  passenger  motor 
vehicles  in  possession  of  the  Foreign  Service  abroad  may  be  exchanged 
or  sold  and  the  exchange  allowances  or  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall  be 
available  without  fiscal  year  limitation  for  replacement  of  an  equal 
number  of  such  vehicles  and  the  cost,  including  the  exchange  allow¬ 
ance,  of  each  such  replacement  shall  not  exceed  $3,000  in  the  case  of  the 
chief  of  mission  automobile  at  each  diplomatic  mission  and  $1,400  in 
the  case  of  all  other  such  vehicles  except  station  wagons:  Provided 
further ,  That  of  the  amount  appropriated  herein,  not  to  exceed  $30,000 
shall  be  expended  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July 
31, 1945  (5U.  S.  C.  168d). 

Representation  Allowances 

For  representation  allowances  as  authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of 
the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131) ,  $675,000. 

Buildings  Fund 

For  carrying  into  effect  the  Act  of  July  25, 1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  295b), 
including  the  initial  alterations,  repair,  and  furnishing  of  buildings 
acquired  under  said  Act,  $6,500,000,  which  is  exclusively  for  expendi¬ 
ture  under  the  provisions  of  said  Act  which  relate  to  payments  repre¬ 
senting  the  value  of  foreign  property  or  credits:  Provided ,  That, 
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when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  State  or  such  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  as  he  may  designate,  section  6  of  the  Act  of  May  7,  1926, 
may  be  construed  as  including  leaseholds  of  not  less  than  ten  years. 

Emergencies  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to  meet 
unforeseen  emergencies  arising  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Service,  to  be  expended  pursuant  to  the  requirement  of  section  291 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  107),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $9,900,000:  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary 
of  State  may  delegate  to  subordinate  officials  the  authority  vested  in 
him  by  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes  pertaining  to  certification 
of  expenditures. 

Contributions  to  International  Organizations 

For  expenses  necessary  to  meet  annual  obligations  to  international 
organizations,  the  Government  of  Panama,  and  Gorgas  Memorial 
Institute,  pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions,  or  specific  Acts  of  Con¬ 
gress,  $54,449,297,  together  with  such  additional  sums  due  to  increase 
in  rates  of  exchange  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  determine  and 
certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  necessary  to  pa}7,  in 
foreign  currencies,  the  quotas  and  contributions  required  by  the  sev¬ 
eral  treaties,  conventions,  or  laws  establishing  the  amount  of  the  obli¬ 
gation  :  Provided ,  That  the  Department  of  State,  when  requested  by 
the  United  Nations,  is  authorized  to  acquire  surplus  property  for  the 
United  Nations  in  accordance  with  existing  surplus  property  disposal 
laws  and  regulations,  and  the  contribution  of  the  United  States  to 
the  United  Nations  shall  be  reduced  by  the  value  of  the  surplus  prop¬ 
erty  and  necessary  expenses,  including  transportation  costs,  incidental 
to  the  acquisition  thereof. 

Missions  to  International  Organizations 

For  expenses  necessary  for  permanent  representation  to  certain 
international  organizations  in  which  the  United  States  participates 
pursuant  to  treaties,  conventions,  or  specific  Acts  of  Congress,  includ¬ 
ing  expenses  authorized  by  the  pertinent  Acts  and  Conventions  pro¬ 
viding  for  such  representation;  attendance  at  meetings  of  societies 
or  associations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  organizations ;  salaries, 
expenses,  and  allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  authorized 
by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158)  ; 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  two,  for  replacement  only,  including  one  at 
not  to  exceed  $3,000)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing 
and  binding,  without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1, 
1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  and  purchase  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
chauffeurs,  $1,600,000:  Provided ,  That  the  provisions  of  section  8 
of  the  United  Nations  Participation  Act  of  1945,  as  amended,  and 
regulations  thereunder,  applicable  to  expenses  incurred  pursuant  to 
that  Act,  shall  be  applicable  to  the  obligation  and  expenditure  of 
funds  in  connection  with  United  States  participation  in  the  Inter¬ 
national  Civil  Aviation  Organization. 
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International  Contingencies 

For  necessary  expenses  of  participation  by  tlie  United  States  upon' 
approval  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  international  activities  which 
arise  from  time,  to  time  in  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs  and  for 
which  specific  appropriations  have  not  been  provided  pursuant  to 
treaties,  conventions,  or  special  Acts  of  Congress,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere  without  regard  to 
civil-service  and  classification  laws;  salaries,  expenses  and  allow-, 
ances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  authorized  by  the  Foreign  Service 
Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158) ;  employment  of 
aliens;  travel  expenses  without  regard  to  the  Standardized  Govern¬ 
ment  Travel  Regulations  and  without  regard  to  the  rates  of  per  diem 
allowances  in  lieu  of  subsistence  expenses  under  the  Travel  Expense 
Act  of  1949 ;  transportation  of  families  and  effects  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe ;  not  to  exceed  $15  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  for  persons  serving  without  compensation 
in  an  advisory  capacity  while  away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places 
of  business ;  stenographic  and  other  services ;  rent  of  quarters  by  con¬ 
tract  or  otherwise;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  contributions 
for  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  expenses  of  international  organ¬ 
izations;  and  printing  and  binding  without  regard  to  section  11  of 
the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill) ;  $2,900,000,  of  which  not 
to  exceed  a  total  of  $100,000  may  be  expended  for  representation 
allowances  as  authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of  the  Act  of  August  13, 
1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131)  and  for  entertainment. 

International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States 

1  j 

and  Mexico 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  United  States  to  meet  its  obli¬ 
gations  under  the  treaties  of  1884,  1889,  1905,  1906,  1933,  and  1944 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  and  to  comply  with  the  Act 
approved  August  19,  1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d),  includ- 
ing  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Rio  Grande  rectification,  canali¬ 
zation,  flood  control,  bank  protection,  boundary  fence,  and  sanitation 
projects;  examinations,  preliminary  surveys,  and  investigations;’ 
detailed  plan  preparation  and  construction  (including  surveys  and 
operation  and  maintenance  and  protection  during  construction)  ;  Rio 
Grande  emergency  flood  protection;  construction  and  operation  of 
gaging  stations ;  purchase  and  exchange  of  map-reproduction  machines 
and  other  equipment  and  machinery;  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  services  in  accordance  witli  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess 
of  $100  per  diem ;  travel  expenses,  including,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Commissioner,  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $500)  of  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  activities  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  and  Water  Commission  which  may  be  necessary  for 
the  efficient  discharge  of  the  responsibilities  of  the  Commission ;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  purchase  of  four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only  ;  hire,  with  or  without  personal  services,  of  work 
animals,  and  animal-drawn  and  motor-propelled  vehicles  and  air¬ 
craft  and  equipment;  acquisition  by  donation,  purchase,  or  con- 
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demnation,  of  real  and  personal  property,  including  expenses  of 
abstracts  and  certificates  of  title ;  purchase  of  ice  and  drinking  water ; 
inspection  of  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials  by  contract;  drilling 
and  testing  of  foundations  and  dam  sites,  by  contract  if  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  purchase  of  planographs  and  lithographs;  leasing  of  private 
property  to  remove  therefrom  sand,  gravel,  stone,  and  other  materials, 
without  regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended 
(41  U.  S.  C.  5)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672) ,  and  the  Act  of  August  27, 1935,  as  amended  (22  U.  S.  C.  277e)  ; 
and  payment  of  official  telephone  service  in  the  field  in  case  of  official 
telephones  installed  in  private  houses  when  authorized  under  regula¬ 
tions  established  by  the  Commissioner;  as  follow' 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  and  expenses,  regular  boundary  activities,  including 
examinations,  preliminary  surveys,  and  investigations,  $1,000,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  detail  plan  preparation  and  construction  of  projects  authorized 
by  the  Convention  concluded  February  1,  1933,  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  the  Acts  approved  August  19,  1935,  as  amended 
(22  U.  S.  C.  277-277d),  August  29,  1935  (Public  Law  392),  June  4, 
1936  (Public  Law  648),  June  28,  1941  (22  U.  S.  C.  277f),  and  the 
projects  stipulated  in  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico 
signed  at  Washington  on  February  3, 1944,  $3,000,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  no  expenditures  shall  be  made 
for  the  lower  Rio  Grande  flood-control  project  for  construction  on  any 
land,  site,  or  easement  in  connection  with  this  project  except  such  as 
has  been  acquired  by  donation  and  the  title  thereto  has  been  approved 
by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States :  Provided  further ,  That 
expenditures  for  the  Rio  Grande  bank-protection  project  shall  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  and  conditions  contained  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  said  project  as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  April  25,  1945 
(59  Stat.  89)  :  Provided  further ,  That  unexpended  balances  of  appro¬ 
priations  for  construction  under  the  International  Boundary  and 
Water  Commission  available  for  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be 
merged  with  this  appropriation  and  shall  continue  available  until 
expended. 

RIO  GRANDE  EMERGENCY  FLOOD  PROTECTION 

For  emergency  flood-control  work,  including  protection,  reconstruc¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  all  structures  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico, 
threatened  or  damaged  by  flooclwaters  of  the  Rio  Grande,  which  have 
heretofore  been  authorized  and  erected  under  the  provisions  of  treaties 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  or  in  pursuance  of  Federal 
laws  authorizing  improvements  on  the  Rio  Grande,  $30,000,  to  be 
merged  with  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  this 
purpose  for  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year,  and  to  remain  available 
until  expended. 

American  Sections,  International  Commissions 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  perform  the  obli- 
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gations  of  tlie  United  States  pursuant  to  conventions  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  signed  May  26,  1930  (50  Stat.  1355)  and 
January  29,  1937  (50  Stat.  1351),  and  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  in  respect  to  Canada,  signed  January  11, 
1909  (36  Stat.  2448)  and  February  24,  1925  (44  Stat.  2102),  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  stenographic  report¬ 
ing  services  by  contract;  printing  and  binding;  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles ;  the  United  States  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Pacific  Salmon  Fisheries  Commission  and  the  International 
Fisheries  Commission,  which  except  for  the  expenses  of  the  members, 
may  be  advanced  to  the  respective  Commissions;  $508,000,  to  be  dis¬ 
bursed  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  to  be  avail¬ 
able  also  for  additional  expenses  of  the  American  Sections,  Interna¬ 
tional  Commissions,  as  hereinafter  set  forth : 

International  Joint  Commission,  United  States  and  Canada,  the 
salary  of  one  Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  who  shall 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President  (the  other  Commissioners  to 
serve  in  that  capacity  without  compensation  therefor)  ;  salaries  of 
clerks  and  other  employees  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  with  the  approval  solely  of  the  Secretary 
of  State ;  travel  expenses  and  compensation  of  witnesses  in  attending 
hearings  of  the  Commission  at  such  places  in  the  United  States  and 
Canada  as  the  Commission  or  the  American  Commissioners  shall 
determine  to  be  necessary;  and  special  and  technical  investigations 
in  connection  with  matters  falling  within  the  Commission’s  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  including  purchase  for  replacement  only  of  two  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles  :  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized  to 
transfer  to  any  department  or  independent  establishment  of  the 
Government,  with  the  consent  of  the  head  thereof,  funds  from  this 
appropriation  for  direct  expenditure  by  such  department  or  establish¬ 
ment  for  such  investigations. 

International  Boundary  Commission,  United  States,  Alaska,  and 
Canada,  the  completion  of  such  remaining  work  as  may  be  required 
under  the  award  of  the  Alaskan  Boundary  Tribunal  and  the  existing 
treaties  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain ;  commutation 
of  subsistence  to  employees  while  on  field  duty,  not  to  exceed  $6  per 
day  each  (but  not  to  exceed  $3  per  day  each  when  a  member  of  a  field 
party  and  subsisting  in  camp)  ;  hire  of  freight  and  passenger  motor 
vehicles  from  temporary  field  employees;  and  payment  for  timber 
necessarily  cut  in  keeping  the  boundary  line  clear. 

International  Information  and  Educational  Activities 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Department  of  State  to  carry 
out  international  information  and  educational  activities  as  authorized 
by  the  United  States  Information  and  Educational  Exchange  Act  of 
1948  (22  U.  S.  C.  1431-1479)  and  the  Act  of  August  9, 1939  (22  U.  S.  C. 
501),  and  to  administer  the  program  authorized  by  section  32  (b)  (2) 
of  the  Surplus  Property  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
1641  (b) )  and  the  program  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  24,  1949 
(Public  Law  265),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  employment,  without  regard  to  the  civil-service  and 
classification  laws,  of  persons  on  a  temporary  basis  (not  to  exceed 
$60,000)  and  aliens  within  the  United  States;  salaries,  expenses,  and 
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allowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as  authorized  by  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  801-1158)  ;  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  concerned  with  activities  provided  for  under  this  appro¬ 
priation  (not  to  exceed  $11,000)  ;  printing  and  binding;  entertainment 
within  the  United  States  (not  to  exceed  $5,000)  ;  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  advance  of  funds  notwithstanding 
section  3648  of  the  Revised  Statutes  as  amended;  actual  expenses  of 
preparing  and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of 
persons,  not  United  States  Government  employees,  who  may  die  away 
from  their  homes  while  participating  in  activities  authorized  under 
this  appropriation;  establishment  and  operation  of  agricultural  and 
other  experiment  and  demonstration  stations  in  other  American  coun¬ 
tries,  on  land  acquired  by  gift  or  lease,  and  construction  of  necessary 
buildings  thereon ;  radio  activities  and  acquisition  and  production  of 
motion  pictures  and  visual  materials  and  purchase  or  rental  of  tech¬ 
nical  equipment  and  facilities  therefor,  narration  and  script-writing, 
by  contract  or  otherwise;  and  purchase  of  objects  for  presentation 
to  foreign  governments,  schools,  or  organizations;  $32,700,000,  of 
which  sum  $100,000  may  be  available  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
friendships  with  the  peoples  of  western  European  countries  by  means  of 
radio  broadcasts,  said  programs  to  be  created  and  produced  under  the 
supervision  and  control  of  the  Department  of  State  by  experienced 
private  international  broadcasting  organizations;  and  of  which  not 
to  exceed  $2,875,000  may  be  transferred  to  other  appropriations  of  the 
Department  of  State :  Provided ,  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  665),  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  is  authorized  in  making  contracts  for  the  use  of  the 
international  short-wave  radio  stations  and  facilities,  to  agree  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  to  indemnify  the  owners  and  operators  of 
said  radio  stations  and  facilities  from  such  funds  as  may  be  hereafter 
appropriated  for  the  purpose  against  loss  or  damage  on  account  of 
injury  to  persons  or  property  arising  from  such  use  of  said  radio 
stations  and  facilities:  Provided  further ,  That  in  the  acquisition  of 
leasehold  interests  payments  may  be  made  in  advance  for  the  entire 
term  or  any  part  thereof :  Provided  further ,  That  funds  herein  appro¬ 
priated  shall  not  be  used  to  purchase  more  than  75  per  centum  of  the 
effective  daily  broadcasting  time  from  any  person  or  corporation 
holding  an  international  short-wave  broadcasting  license  from  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission  without  the  consent  of  such 
licensee:  Provided  further ,  That  funds  appropriated  herein  shall  be 
available  for  payment  to  private  organizations  abroad  in  pursuance 
of  contracts  entered  into  for  the  processing  and  distribution  of  motion- 
picture  films, 

Philippine  Rehabilitation 

For  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  State  Appropriation 
Act,  1949,  $10,000,000,  to  be  consolidated  with  appropriations  here¬ 
tofore  made  under  said  head;  and  the  unobligated  balance  of  such 
consolidated  appropriation  shall  remain  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  specified  under  this  head 
in  the  Department  of  State  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  sections  302  (a)  and  303  (a)  of  the  Philippine  Reha- 
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bilitation  Act  of  194G,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  1782,  1783),  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  September  7,  1919  (Public  Law  295),  and 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  311  of  the  Philippine  Rehabili¬ 
tation  Act  of  1946,  as  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  July  2, 
194S  (Public  Law  882). 


The  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Inter-American  Affairs  Act  of  August  5,  1947  (22  U.  S.  C. 
281-2811),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  September  3,  1949  (Public  Law 
283),  including  purchase  (not  to  exceed  eighteen  for  replacement 
only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  $5,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  and  in  addition,  the  Institute  is  authorized, 
prior  to  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  such 
Act,  as  amended,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000. 

General  Provisions — Department  of  State 

Sec.  102.  Contracts  entered  into  in  foreign  countries  involving 
expenditures  from  any  of  the  appropriations  under  this  title  shall 
not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3741  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(41  U.  S.  C.  22). 

Sec.  103.  The  provision  of  law  prescribing  the  use  of  vessels  of 
United  States  registry  by  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
(46  U.  S.  C.  1241)  shall  not  apply  to  any  travel  or  transportation  of 
effects  payable  from  funds  appropriated,  allocated,  or  transferred 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Department  of  State. 

Sec.  104.  The  exchange  of  funds  for  payment  of  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  operation  of  diplomatic  and  consular  establishments 
abroad  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3651  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  543). 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  expenses 
in  connection  with  travel  of  personnel  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  including  travel  of  dependents  and  transportation  of  personal 
effects,  household  goods,  or  automobiles  of  such  jiersonnel,  shall  be 
available  for  such  expenses  when  any  part  of  such  travel  or  transpor¬ 
tation  begins  in  the  current  fiscal  year  pursuant  to  travel  orders 
issued  in  that  year,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  such  travel  or 
transportation  may  not  be  completed  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  106.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  16a  of  the 
Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  78  (a) ),  Government-owned  vehicles 
may  be  used  in  foreign  countries  for  transportation  of  United  States 
Government  employees  from  their  residence  to  the  office  and  return 
when  public  transportation  facilities  are  unsafe  or  are  not  available : 
Provided ,  That  each  Chief  of  Mission  shall  have  prior  authority  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  approve  such  transportation. 

Sec.  107.  Appropriations  under  this  title  for  “Salaries  and 
expenses”,  “International  contingencies”,  and  “Missions  to  interna¬ 
tional  organizations”  are  available  for  reimbursement  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  protection  of 
confidential  files. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  State  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 
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TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Legal  Activities  and  General  Administration 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  ADMINISTRATION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  and  for  investigation  of  the  official  acts,  records,  and 
accounts  of  officers  and  offices  of  United  States  and  territorial  courts, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase 
of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  at  not  to  exceed  $4,000,  for  replace¬ 
ment  only ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency  expenses 
authorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his  Administra¬ 
tive  Assistant;  special  attorneys  and  special  assistants  to  the  Attorney 
General ;  and  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field ; 
$2,175,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GENERAL  LEGAL  ACTIVITIES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  legal  activities  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  miscellaneous  and  emergency 
expenses  authorized  or  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  or  his 
Administrative  Assistant;  and  advances  of  public  moneys  pursuant 
to  law  (31 U.  S.  C.  529)  ;  $7,475,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  ANTITRUST  DIVISION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  antitrust  and  kindred 
laws,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  $3,750,000,  of  which  $125,000  shall  be  available 
exclusively  for  activities  in  connection  with  railroad  reparations 
cases :  Provided,  That  none  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended 
for  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  permanent  regional  offices 
of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS  AND  MARSHALS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  offices  of  United  States  attorneys  and 
marshals  and  United  States  district  attorneys  in  Alaska,  including 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles  (including 
four  for  Alaska  at  not  to  exceed  $2,200  each,  one  van  for  replacement 
only  at  not  to  exceed  $2,500,  and  one  bus  for  replacement  only  at  not 
to  exceed  $15,000)  ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  incident  to  the  transfer  of 
prisoners  in  the  custody  of  United  States  marshals  to  narcotic  farms ; 
services  in  Alaska  in  collecting  evidence  for  the  United  States  when 
specifically  directed  by  the  Attorney  General ;  meals  and  lodging  for 
deputy  marshals  in  attendance  upon  juries  when  ordered  by  the  court; 
notarial  fees  or  like  services;  and  firearms  and  ammunition; 
$12,847,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $50,000  shall  be  available  for  the 
employment  of  temporary  deputy  marshals  in  lieu  of  bailiffs  at  a 
rate  not  to  exceed  $10  per  day. 
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FEES  AND  EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES 

For  expenses,  mileage,  and  per  diems  of  witnesses  and  for  per  diems' 
in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  law ;  and  not  to  exceed  $115, 000| 
for  such  compensation  and  expenses  of  witnesses  (including  expert 
witnesses)  or  informants  as  may  be  authorized  or  approved  by  the 
Attorney  General  or  his  Administrative  Assistant,  which  approval 
shall  be  conclusive;  $1,000,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  sum' 
herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  to  pay  any  witness  more  than  one' 
attendance  fee  for  any  one  calendar  day. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  CLAIMS  OF  PERSONS  OF  JAPANESE  ANCESTRY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  payment  of  claims  of  persons  of  J apanese 
ancestry,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  2, 1918  (50  U.  S.  C.  1981-1987),’ 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,300,000,  oP 
which  not  to  exceed  $250,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative^ 
expenses. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  detection  and  prosecution  of  crimes 
against  the  United  States;  protection  of  the  person  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States;  acquisition,  collection,  classification  and  pres¬ 
ervation  of  identification  and  other  records  and  their  exchange  with 
the  duly  authorized  officials  of  the  Federal  Government,  of  States, 
cities,  and  other  institutions ;  and  such  other  investigations  regarding 
official  matters  under  the  control  of  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
Department  of  State  as  may  be  directed  by  the  Attorney  General, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  five  hundred  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles ;  purchase  at  not  to  exceed  $10,000,  for  replacement  only, 
of  one  armored  motor  vehicle ;  firearms  and  ammunition ;  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  for  taxicab  hire  to  be  used  exclusively  for  the  purposes  set 
forth  in  this  paragraph ;  not  to  exceed  $4,500  for  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation;  not  to  exceed  $3,000  for  membership  in  the  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  of  Criminal  Police;  payment  of  rewards  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General  for  information  lead¬ 
ing  to  the  apprehension  of  fugitives  from  justice;  and  not  to  exceed 
$70,000  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  confidential  character,  to 
be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General  and  to  be 
accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate ;  $57,400,000 :  Provided ,  That  of 
the  amount  herein  appropriated  $100,000  is  to  be  held  as  a  reserve 
for  emergencies  arising  in  connection  with  kidnaping,  extortion,  and 
bank  robbery,  to  be  released  for  expenditure  in  such  amounts  and  at 
such  times  as  the  Attorney  General  may  determine :  Provided  further , 
That  the  compensation  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  shall  be  $20,000 
per  annum  so  long  as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present  incumbent. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi¬ 
gation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  civil-service 
employee. 
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Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  for  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  enforcement  of  the  laws  relating  to  immigration,  nat¬ 
uralization,  and  alien  registration,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia ;  advance  of  cash  to  aliens  for  meals  and  lodging 
while  en  route;  payment  of  allowances  (at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  $1 
per  day)  to  aliens,  while  held  in  custody  under  the  immigration  laws, 
for  work  performed ;  payment  of  rewards  for  information  leading  to 
the  apprehension  or  conviction  of  violators  of  the  immigration  laws ; 
not  to  exceed  $20,000  to  meet  unforeseen  emergencies  of  a  confidential 
character,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General 
and  accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate;  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  fifty,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  four  for  replacement  only)  and 
maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  firearms  and  ammunition; 
free  distribution  of  citizenship  textbooks;  refunds  of  head  tax,  main¬ 
tenance  bills,  immigration  fines,  and  other  items  properly  returnable, 
except  deposits  of  aliens  who  become  public  charges  and  deposits  to 
secure  payment  of  fines  and  passage  money;  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5*U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  operation, 
maintenance,  remodeling,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  the  purchase 
of  equipment  incident  thereto ;  reimbursement  of  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  protection  of  con¬ 
fidential  files;  and  maintenance,  care,  detention,  surveillance,  parole, 
and  transportation  of  alien  enemies  and  their  wives  and  dependent 
children,  including  return  of  such  persons  to  place  of  bona  fide  resi¬ 
dence  or  to  such  other  place  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Attorney 
General ;  $31,400,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization  may  contract  with  officers  and  employees  for 
the  use,  on  official  business,  of  privately  owned  horses :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther ,  That  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the  employment 
of  aliens  in  the  Government  service  shall  not  apply  to  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  interpreters  in  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
(not  to  exceed  ten  permanent  and  such  temporary  employees  as  are 
required  from  time  to  time)  where  competent  citizen  interpreters  are 
not  available. 

Federal  Prison  System 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  BUREAU  OF  PRISONS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration,  _  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional  institutions,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $425,000  for  departmental  personal  services; 
not  to  exceed  $13,500  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organi¬ 
zations  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  pui chase 
of  not  to  exceed  nineteen  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement 
only  including  two  busses  at  not  to  exceed  $20,000  each ;  serv  ices 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U  S.  C 
55a)  ;  compilation  of  statistics  relating  to  prisoners  m  federal  and 
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non-Federal  penal  and  correctional  institutions;  furnishing  of 
insignia,  uniforms,  and  other  distinctive  wearing  apparel  necessary 
for  employees  in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties;  payment 
pursuant  to  law  of  claims  of  employees  for  loss,  damage,  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  personal  property  (63  Stat.  167)  ;  firearms  and  ammunition; 
payment  of  rewards  for  the  apprehension,  or  for  information  leading 
to  the  recapture,  of  escaped  prisoners ;  purchase  and  exchange  of  farm 
products  and  livestock;  construction  of  buildings  at  prison  camps; 
and  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  acquisition  of  land  adjacent  to  any  Fed¬ 
eral  penal  or  correctional  institution  when  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  the  additional  land  is  essential  for  health  or  safety; 
$21,730,000:  Provided ,  That  collections  in  cash  for  meals,  laundry, 
barber  service,  uniform  equipment,  and  any  other  items  for  which 
payment  is  made  originally  from  appropriated  funds  may  be  deposited 
in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation :  Provided  further , 
That  there  may  be  transferred  to  the  Public  Health  Service  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral,  for  direct  expenditure  by  that  Service  for  medical  relief  for 
inmates  of  Federal  penal  and  correctional  institutions. 

EUILDINGS  AND  FACILITIES 

For  constructing,  remodeling,  and  equipping  necessary  buildings 
and  facilities  at  existing  penal  and  correctional  institutions,  including 
all  necessary  expenses  incident  thereto,  by  contract  or  force  account, 
$800,000,  of  which  $540,000  is  for  liquidation  of  authority  granted 
under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  replacement  of  a  power  plant  at  the 
United  States  Penitentiary,  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  and  of  which 
$170,000  is  for  replacement  of  a  power  plant  at  the  United  States 
Penitentiary,  Atlanta,  Georgia ;  and  in  addition,  the  Attorney  General 
is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  incur  obligations  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $700,000  for  completion  of  the  latter  project  at  a  total 
cost  not  to  exceed  $870,000 :  Provided ,  That  labor  of  United  States 
prisoners  may  be  used  for  work  performed  under  this  appropriation. 

SUPPORT  OF  UNITED  STATES  PRISONERS 

For  support  of  United  States  prisoners  in  non-Federal  institutions 
and  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  including  necessary  clothing  and 
medical  aid,  and  payment  of  rewards  for  the  apprehension,  or  for 
information  leading  to  the  recapture,  of  escaped  prisoners;  $1,875,000. 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

The  Attorney  General,  or  such  officer  as  he  may  designate,  is  hereby 
authorized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other  property  or  interest  vested 
in  him  or  transferred  to  him  pursuant  to  or  with  respect  to  the  Trading 
with  the  Enemy  Act  of  October  6, 1917,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.) , 
necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  powers  and  duties 
conferred  on  the  Attorney  General  pursuant  to  said  Act :  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  $4,150,000  shall  be  available  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  general  administrative  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Alien 
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Property,  including  rent  of  private  or  Government-owned  space  in 
tlie  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  and  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations 
concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  authorization :  Provided  further , 
That  on  or  before  November  1  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  Attorney 
General  shall  make  a  report  to  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  detailed  informa¬ 
tion  on  all  administrative  and  nonadministrative  expenses  incurred 
during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  in  connection  with  the  activities 
of  the  Office  of  Alien  Property :  Provided  further ,  That  of  the  total 
amount  herein  authorized  the  amount  of  $100,000  is  to  be  transferred 
to  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  general  administra¬ 
tion”,  Department  of  Justice. 

General  Provisions — Department  or  Justice 

Sec.  202.  Not  to  exceed-  $350,000  in  the  aggregate  from  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  in  this  title  for  general  administration,  general  legal 
activities,  and  United  States  attorneys  and  marshals  shall  be  available, 
without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  for  compensation  (not 
to  exceed  $11,000  per  annum)  of  special  attorneys  and  special  assistants 
to  the  Attorney  General  and  to  United  States  attorneys  not  other¬ 
wise  provided  for :  Provided ,  That  reports  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  1st  of  July  and  J anuary  showing  the  names  of  the  persons 
employed  under  the  foregoing  limitation,  the  annual  rate  of  compen¬ 
sation  or  amount  of  any  fee  paid  to  each,  together  with  a  description 
of  their  duties. 

Sec.  203.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  may  be  used 
to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  person  hereafter  employed  as  an 
attorney  (except  foreign  counsel  employed  in  special  cases)  unless 
such  person  shall  be  duly  licensed  and  authorized  to  practice  as  an 
attorney  under  the  laws  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Sec.  204.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the  offices  of  the 
United  Slates  attorney  and  the  United  States  marshal  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  from  all  appropriations  in  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed 
to  the  United  States  from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  to  the  credit  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in  this  title  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in  this  title  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  a  health  service  program 
as  authorised  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) . 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in  this  title  for 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and  binding. 

Sec.  208.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in  this  title 
which  are  available  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  shall  be 
expended  for  such  purposes  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Attorney  General. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Justice  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 
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TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  (hereafter  in  this  title  referred  to  as  the 
Secretary)  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
printing  and  binding ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to 
exceed  $50  per  diem ;  and  teletype  news  service  (not  exceeding  $1,000)  ; 
$1,350,000. 

Technical  and  scientific  services:  For  necessary  expenses  in  the 
performance  of  activities  and  services  relating  to  the  collection,  com¬ 
pilation,  and  dissemination  of  technological  information  as  an  aid  to 
business  in  the  development  of  foreign  and  domestic  commerce,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $2,000 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
( 5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  printing  and  binding,  $225,000 :  Provided ,  That 
the  Secretary  is  authorized,  upon  request  of  any  public  or  private 
organization  or  individual,  to  reproduce  by  appropriate  process,  inde¬ 
pendently  or  through  any  other  agency  of  the  Government,  any  scien¬ 
tific  or  technical  report,  document,  or  descriptive  material,  foreign  or 
domestic,  which  has  been  released  for  public  dissemination,  and  to 
sell  such  reproductions  at  a  price  not  less  than  the  estimated  total 
cost  of  reproducing  and  disseminating  same  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  the  moneys  received  from  such  sale  to  be  deposited  in  a 
special  account  in  the  Treasury,  such  account  to  be  available  for  reim¬ 
bursing  any  appropriation  which  may  have  borne  the  expense  of  such 
reproduction  and  dissemination  and  making  refunds  to  organizations 
and  individuals  when  entitled  thereto. 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Salaries  and  expenses,  age  and  citizenship  certification:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  searching  census  records  and  supplying  infor¬ 
mation  incident  to  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  and  other  statutory  requirements  with  respect  to  age  and  citizen¬ 
ship  certification,  including  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  govern¬ 
ment,  travel,  microfilm,  printing  and  binding,  and  photographic  sup¬ 
plies,  $109,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  procedure  hereunder  for  the  fur¬ 
nishing  from  census  records  of  evidence  for  the  establishment  of  age 
of  individuals  shall  be  pursuant  to  regulations  approved  jointly  by 
the  Secretary  and  the  Social  Security  Administration. 

Current  census  statistics:  For  expenses  necessary  for  collecting, 
compiling,  and  publishing  current  census  statistics  provided  for  by 
law ;  enumerators  at  rates  to  be  fixed  without  regard  to  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  Act;  printing  and  binding;  the  cost  of  obtaining  State,  municipal, 
and  other  records;  preparation  of  monographs  on  census  subjects  and 
other  work  of  specialized  character  by  contract;  and  purchase,  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  rental  of  mechanical  and  electrical  tabulating 
equipment  and  other  labor-saving  devices;  $6,000,000,  of  which 
$100,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  vessel  shipping  statistics. 

Seventeenth  decennial  census:  For  expenses  necessary  for  taking, 
compiling,  and  publishing  the  seventeenth  decennial  census  including 
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the  census  of  housing  as  authorized  by  law  (13  U.  S.  C.  201-219 ;  Public 
Law  171,  approved  July  15,  1949),  including  personal  services  at  the 
seat  of  government  and  elsewhere  at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949  and  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945,  as  amended;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  compensation  of  employees  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  and  other  departments  and  independent  establishments 
of  the  Government  who  may  be  detailed  for  field  work ;  $28,500,000, 
to  remain  available  until  December  31, 1952,  and  to  be  merged  with  the 
appropriation  made  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

General  administration,  Bureau  of  the  Census :  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  general  administration,  and  printing  and  binding,  $898,000. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (49  U.  S.  C.  401) ,  and  other  Acts 
incident  to  the  enforcement  of  safety  regulations;  maintenance  and 
operation  of  air  navigation  facilities  and  air  traffic  control ;  furnishing 
advisory  service  to  States  and  other  public  and  private  agencies  in 
connection  with  the  construction  or  improvement  of  airports  and 
landing  areas ;  and  the  disposal  of  surplus  airports ;  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  hire  of  aircraft  (not 
exceeding  $420,000)  ;  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  eiglity-five 
aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  contract  stenographic  reporting 
services;  fees  and  mileage  of  expert  and  other  witnesses;  examination 
of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
ten,  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  pur¬ 
chase  and  repair  of  skis  and  snowshoes;  and  salaries  and  traveling 
expenses,  together  with  tuition  (not  to  exceed  $20,000)  and  other 
contractual  expenses  in  connection  therewith,  of  employees  detailed 
to  attend  courses  of  training  conducted  by  the  Government  or  other 
organizations  serving  aviation;  $98,500,000,  and  the  Departments  of 
the  Air  Force,  Army  and  Navy,  are  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  without  charge,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for  replacement  only),  air¬ 
craft  engines,  parts,  flight  equipment,  and  hangar,  line,  and  shop 
equipment  surplus  to  the  needs  of  such  Departments :  Provided ,  That 
there  may  be  credited  to  this  appropriation,  funds  received  from 
States,  counties,  municipalities,  and  other  public  authorities  for 
expenses  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  airport  traffic 
control  towers. 

Establishment  of  air-navigation  facilities:  For  the  acquisition  and 
establishment  by  contract  or  purchase  and  hire  of  air-navigation 
facilities,  including  the  equipment  of  additional  civil  airways  for 
day  and  night  flying;  the  construction  of  additional  necessary  light¬ 
ing,  radio,  and  other  signaling  and  communicating  structures  and 
apparatus;  the  alteration  and  modernization  of  existing  air-naviga¬ 
tion  facilities;  the  acquisition  of  the  necessary  sites  by  lease,  con¬ 
demnation  or  grant;  the  construction  and  furnishing  of  quarters  and 
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related  accommodations  for  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  and  the  Weather  Bureau  stationed  at  remote 
localities  not  on  foreign  soil  where  such  accommodations  are  not 
otherwise  available;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding;  and  not  to 
exceed  $200,000  for  emergency  repairs  and  replacement  of  facilities 
damaged  by  fire,  flood,  or  storm ;  $27,500,000,  of  which  $22,000,000  is 
for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  heretofore 
granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  foregoing  purposes;  and,  in 
addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts  and  incur  obligations  for  purposes  contained  in  this 
paragraph  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $16,000,000 :  Provided ,  That 
authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  such  purposes  may  be  exercised  until  June  30,  1951:  Provided 
further ,  That  the  consolidated  appropriation  under  this  head  for  the 
next  preceding  fiscal  year  is  hereby  consolidated  with  and  made  a  part 
of  this  appropriation  to  be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  as  one  fund : 
Provided  further ,  That  transfers  may  be  made  from  this  appropria¬ 
tion  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration,”  for  costs  of  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft 
for  initial  flight  checking  of  facilities  established  under  this  appro¬ 
priation  (not  to  exceed  $171,000)  ;  for  necessary  expenses  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  transportation  by  air  to  and  from  and  within  the 
Territories  of  the  United  States  of  materials  and  equipment  secured 
under  this  appropriation  (not  to  exceed  $115,000) ;  and  for  necessary 
administrative  costs  (not  to  exceed  $389,000)  :  Provided  further ,  That 
the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  transfer  without  charge,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  air-navigation  and  com¬ 
munication  facilities,  including  appurtenances  thereto,  to  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration. 

Technical  development  and  evaluation:  For  expenses  necessary  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (49  U.  S.  C.  401),  relative  to  such  developmental  work  and 
service  testing  as  tends  to  the  creation  of  improved  air-navigation 
facilities,  including  landing  areas,  aircraft,  aircraft  engines,  pro¬ 
pellers,  appliances,  personnel,  and  operation  methods,  and  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  acquisition  of  necessary  sites  by 
lease  or  grant;  operation  and  maintenance  of  five  aircraft,  which  shall 
be  in  addition  to  the  number  authorized  herein  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”; 
and  printing  and  binding ;  $1,375,000. 

Maintenance  and  operation,  Washington  National  Airport:  For 
expenses  incident  to  the  care,  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection  of 
the  W ashington  National  Airport,  including  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to 
exceed  $3,380  for  the  purchase,  cleaning,  and  repair  of  uniforms ;  and 
arms  and  ammunition ;  $1,300,000. 

Construction,  Washington  National  Airport:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  construction  at  the  Washington  National  Airport,  includ¬ 
ing  acquisition  of  an  existing  fuel  system  and  necessary  related  facil¬ 
ities,  $540,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Federal-aid  airport  program,  Federal  Airport  Act:  For  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act  of  May  13, 1946  (except 
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section  5  (a)),  to  be  available  until  June  30,  1053,  $37,000,000,  of 
which  $34,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  foregoing 
purposes;  and  in  addition,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is 
authorized  until  June  30,  1953,  to  enter  into  contracts  and  incur  obli¬ 
gations  for  purposes  of  this  paragraph  in  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$36,700,000,  of  which  $36,000,000  shall  be  for  projects  in  the  States  in 
accordance  with  section  6  of  said  Act,  $500,000  for  projects  in  Puerto 
Rico,  $150,000  for  projects  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  $50,000 
for  projects  in  the  Virgin  Islands:  Provided ,  That  of  the  amount 
appropriated  herein,  $3,000,000  shall  be  available  as  one  fund  for 
necessary  planning,  research,  and  administrative  expenses;  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
twenty-five  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehi¬ 
cles;  and  printing  and  binding;  of  which  $3,000,000  not  to  exceed 
$600,000  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and 
expenses,  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration”,  to  provide  for  necessary 
administrative  expenses,  including  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  aircraft  and  printing  and  binding:  Provided  further ,  That  the 
appropriation  under  this  head  for  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  is 
hereby  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

Construction  of  public  airports,  Territory  of  Alaska:  For  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  for  construction  of  public  airports,  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$3,200,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended  for  liquidation  of  obli¬ 
gations  incurred  under  authority  granted  in  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purpose. 

Air  navigation  development :  For  expenses  necessary  for  planning 
and  developing  a  national  system  of  aids  to  air  navigation  and  air 
traffic  control  common  to  military  and  civil  air  navigation,  including 
research,  experimental  investigations,  purchase,  and  development,  by 
contract  or  otherwise,  of  new  types  of  air  navigation  aids  (including 
plans,  specifications,  and  drawings)  ;  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  printing 
and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $50 
per  diem;  acquisition  of  necessary  sites  by  lease  or  grant;  payments 
in  advance  under  contracts  for  research  or  development  work;  and 
not  to  exceed  $130,000  for  administrative  expenses,  of  which  $17,500 
may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration”  for  such  expenses,  including  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  $6,000,000,  of  which  $2,885,000  is  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  and,  in  addition, 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tracts  and  incur  obligations  for  the  purposes  contained  in  this  para¬ 
graph  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $2,250,000. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary 
expenses  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  contract  stenographic  reporting  services ; 
employment  of  temporary  guards  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis ;  salaries 
and  traveling  expenses  of  employees  detailed  to  attend  courses  of 
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training  conducted  by  the  Government  or  industries  serving  aviation; 
expenses  of  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field; 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  hire,  operation,  maintenance,  and 
repair  of  aircraft;  and  printing  and  binding;  $3,500,000:  Provided , 
That  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  author¬ 
ized  to  transfer  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  without  charge,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  aircraft  (for  replacement 
only),  aircraft  engines,  parts,  and  accessories  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
such  Departments. 


Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

Salaries  and  expenses,  departmental:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  out  in  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
August  6,  1947  (33  U.  S.  C.  883a-883i),  including  personal  services; 
purchase  of  maps  and  nautical  and  aeronautical  charts;  maintenance 
of  an  instrument  shop  and  procurement  or  exchange  of  metalworking 
and  woodworking  supplies  and  equipment;  chart  paper,  drafting, 
photographic,  photolithographic,  and  printing  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment;  printing  and  binding;  instruments  (except  surveying  instru¬ 
ments)  ;  and  stationery  for  field  use;  $3,800,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  field :  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  in 
the  field  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  6,  1947  (33  U.  S.  C.  883a- 
883i),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  ships  and  other 
field  units;  replacement  of  observatories  and  auxiliary  buildings  where 
necessary;  purchase  of  plans  and  specifications  of  vessels;  lease  of 
sites  where  necessary  and  the  erection  of  temporary  magnetic  and 
seismological  buildings;  hire  of  aircraft;  operation,  maintenance  and 
repair  of  an  airplane  for  photographic  surveys;  packing,  crating,  and 
transporting  personal  household  effects  of  commissioned  officers  when 
transferred  from  one  official  station  to  another,  and  of  commissioned 
officers  who  die  on  active  duty,  and  funeral  expenses  of  commissioned 
officers,  as  authorized  by  law ;  and  extra  compensation  at  not  to  exceed 
$15  per  month  to  each  member  of  the  crew  of  a  vessel  when  assigned 
duties  as  bomber  or  fathometer  reader  or  duties  of  a  similar  nature,  and 
at  not  to  exceed  $1  per  day  for  each  station  to  employees  of  other 
Federal  agencies  while  observing  tides  or  currents  or  tending  seismo¬ 
graphs  ;  $6,200,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  Departments  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to 
transfer  to  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  landing  craft,  launches,  marine  engines, 
electronic  equipment,  automotive  vehicles,  parts,  equipment,  and 
supplies,  excess  to  the  needs  of  such  Departments,  which  will  serve  to 
expedite  surveys  in  Alaska  for  the  national  defense. 

Pay,  commissioned  officers:  For  pay  and  allowances  prescribed  by 
law  for  not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  seventy-one  commissioned 
officers  on  the  active  list  and  of  officers  retired  in  accordance  with 
existing  law,  including  payment  of  six  months’  death  gratuity  as 
authorized  by  law,  $1,515,000. 

The  foregoing  appropriations  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  (not  to  exceed  $25,000)  for 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 
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Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce 

Departmental  salaries  and  expenses:  For  personal  services  and 
other  necessary  expenses  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic 
Commerce  at  the  seat  of  government,  including  printing  and  binding, 
the  purchase  of  commercial  and  trade  reports,  and  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
194G  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  $5,150,000:  Provided ,  That  expenses  of  field 
studies  or  surveys  conducted  by  departmental  personnel  of  the  Bureau 
shall  be  payable  from  the  amount  herein  appropriated. 

Field  office  service :  For  expenses  necessary  to  operate  and  maintain 
regional,  district,  and  cooperative  branch  offices  for  the  collection  and 
dissemination  of  information  useful  in  the  development  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  commerce  throughout  the  United  States  and  its  possessions, 
including  not  to  exceed  $90,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  printing  and  binding,  $2,155,000. 

Export  control :  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  11,  approved 
February  20,  1949),  relating  to  export  controls,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not 
to  exceed  $50  per  diem  for  individuals,  and  printing  and  binding, 
$2,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $828,000  may  be  transferred  to  the 
Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury  Department,  for  enforcement  of  the 
export  control  program,  and  of  which  not  to  exceed  $40,000  may  be 
transferred  to  the  appropriation  for  “Salaries  and  expenses”  under 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 


Patent  Office 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  indi¬ 
viduals  not  to  exceed  $75  per  diem  (not  to  exceed  $25,000)  ;  expenses 
of  transporting  to  foreign  governments  publications  of  patents  issued 
by  the  Patent  Office;  defense  of  suits  instituted  against  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Patents:  travel;  printing  and  binding;  and  other  contingent 
expenses  of  the  Patent  Office:  Provided,  That  the  headings  of  the 
drawings  for  patented  cases  may  be  multigraphed  in  the  Patent  Office 
for  the  purpose  of  photolithography,  $11,500,000. 

Bureau  of  Public  Loads 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  the  employment  of  persons 
and  means,  including  rent,  advertising  (including  advertising  in  the 
city  of  Washington  for  work  to  be  performed  in  areas  adjacent 
thereto),  printing  and  binding,  purchase  of  periodicals,  purchase  of 
one  hundred  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and  the  prep¬ 
aration,  distribution,  and  display  of  exhibits,  in  the  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington  and  elsewhere  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  research  and 
investigational  studies,  either  independently  or  in  cooperation  with 
State  highway  departments,  or  other  agencies,  including  studies  of 
highway  administration,  legislation,  finance,  economics,  transport, 
construction,  operation,  maintenance,  utilization,  and  safety,  and  of 
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street  and  highway  traffic  control ;  investigations  and  experiments  in 
the  best  methods  of  road  making,  especially  by  the  use  of  local  mate¬ 
rials;  studies  of  types  of  mechanical  plants  and  appliances  used  for 
road  building  and  maintenance,  and  of  methods  of  road  repair  and 
maintenance  suited  to  the  needs  of  different  localities;  for  mainte¬ 
nance  and  repairs  of  experimental  highways;  for  furnishing  expert 
advice  on  these  subjects ;  for  collating,  reporting,  and  illustrating  the 
results  of  same;  and  for  preparing,  publishing,  and  distributing 
bulletins  and  reports;  to  be  paid  from  any  moneys  available  from 
the  administrative  funds  provided  under  the  Act  of  July  11,  1916, 
as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  21),  or  as  otherwise  provided. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  “An  Act  to  provide  that  the 
United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  the  construction  of  rural  post 
roads,  and  for  other  purposes”,  as  amended  and  supplemented  (23 
U.  S.  C.  1-117),  none  of  the  money  appropriated  for  the  work  of  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads  during  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  paid 
to  any  State  on  account  of  any  project  on  which  convict  labor  shall 
be  employed,  except  this  provision  shall  not  apply  to  convict  labor 
performed  by  convicts  on  parole  or  probation :  Provided ,  That  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  whenever  performing  authorized  engineering 
or  other  services  in  connection  with  the  survey,  construction,  and 
maintenance,  or  improvement  of  roads  for  other  Government  agen¬ 
cies,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State  cooperating  agencies 
the  charge  for  such  services  may  include  depreciation  on  engineering 
and  road-building  equipment  used,  and  the  amounts  received  on 
account  of  such  charges  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  con¬ 
cerned  :  Provided  further ,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year  the 
appropriations  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  shall  be 
available  for  meeting  the  expenses  of  warehouse  maintenance  and  the 
procurement,  care,  and  handling  of  supplies,  materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment  stored  therein  for  distribution  to  projects  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  and  for  sale  and  for  distribution  to 
other  Government  activities,  cooperating  foreign  countries  and  State 
cooperating  agencies,  the  cost  of  such  supplies  and  materials  or  the 
value  of  such  equipment  (including  the  cost  of  transportation  and 
handling)  to  be  reimbursed  to  appropriations  current  at  the  time 
additional  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment  are  procured,  from  the 
appropriation  chargeable  with  the  cost  or  value  of  such  supplies, 
materials,  or  equipment :  Provided  further ,  That  the  appropriations 
available  to  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  may  be  used  in  emergency 
for  medical  supplies  and  services  and  other  assistance  necessary  for 
the  immediate  relief  of  employees  engaged  or.  hazardous  work  under 
that  Bureau,  and  for  temporary  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a  1,  but  at  rates  for  indi¬ 
viduals  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem :  Provided  further ,  That  not  to 
exceed  $3,000,000,  to  be  derived  from  the  administrative  funds  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  Act  of  July  11,  1916,  as  amended  or  supplemented 
(23  U.  S.  C.  21),  shall  be  available  until  expended  for  continuing  the 
construction  of  a  laboratory,  on  a  site  already  acquired,  for  permanent 
quarters  for  the  testing  and  research  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads. 

For  all  necessary  expenses  to  enable  the  President  to  utilize  the 
services  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  in  fulfilling  the  obligations 
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of  the  United  States  under  the  Convention  on  the  Pan-American 
Highway  Between  the  United  States  and  Other  American  Republics, 
signed  at  Buenos  ^Aires,  December  23,  1936,  and  proclaimed  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1937  (51  Stat.  152),  for  the  continuation  of  cooperation  with 
several  governments,  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  survey  and  construction  of  the  Inter- American 
Highway  as  provided  in  public  resolution,  approved  March  4,  1929 
(Public  Resolution  104),  as  amended  or  supplemented,  and  for  per¬ 
forming  engineering  service  in  pan- American  countries  for  and  upon 
the  request  of  any  agency  or  governmental  corporation  of  the  United 
States,  $100,000  to  be  derived  from  the  administrative  funds  provided 
under  the  Act  of  July  11,  1916,  as  amended  or  supplemented  (23 
U.  S.  C.  21) ,  or  as  otherwise  provided. 

Federal-aid  postwar  highways:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Acts  of  1944  and  1948  (58  Stat.  838; 
62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $385,000,000,  which 
sum  is  composed  of  $263,491,000,  the  remainder  of  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  third  postwar  fiscal  year  by  section  2 
of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1944  $115,509,000,  a  part  of  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1950  by 
section  1  of  the  Federal- Aid  Highway  Act  of  1918,  and  $1,828,050 
and  $4,171,950,  the  latter  sums  being  for  reimbursement  of  the  sums 
expended  for  the  repair  or  reconstruction  of  highways  and  bridges 
which  have  been  damaged  or  destroyed  by  floods,  hurricanes,  or  land¬ 
slides,  as  provided  by  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  18,  1934, 
and  section  7  of  the  Act  approved  July  13,  1943  (23  U.  S.  C.  13a 
and  13b). 

Elimination  of  grade  crossings:  For  the  elimination  of  hazards  to 
life  at  railroad  grade  crossings,  including  the  separation  or  protec¬ 
tion  of  grades  at  crossings,  the  reconstruction  of  existing  railroad 
grade-crossing  structures,  and  the  relocation  of  highways  to  eliminate 
grade  crossings,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $4,600,000,  which 
sum  is  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the 
fiscal  year  1943  by  section  5  of  the  Act  approved  September  5,  1940 
(54  Stat.  869). 

Forest  highways:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  of  November  9, 1921, 
as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  in  accordance  with  section  3a  of  the 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  1105),  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $22,500,000,  which  sum  is  composed  of  $4,900,000,  the 
remainder  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section  9  of  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  842)  to  be  appropriated  for  the  second 
postwar  fiscal  year  and  $17,600,000,  a  part  of  the  amount  authorized 
by  section  3  of  the  Federal- Aid  Flighway  Act  of  1948,  to  be  appro- 
priated  for  the  fiscal  year  1950:  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration 
of  buildings  and  sites  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  for  road  construction  and  maintenance,  but 
the  total  cost  of  any  such  item  under  this  authorization  shall  not 
exceed  $15,000. 

Access  roads :  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  not  to  exceed  $70,000 
of  funds  remaining  unexpended  upon  completion  of  access  road  proj¬ 
ects  authorized  to  be  constructed  under  the  provisions  of  the  Defense 
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Highway  Act  of  1941,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1942  (23 
U.  S.  C.  100),  shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  of  roads  and 
bridges  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  on 
Government-owned  land  in  Arlington  County,  Virginia. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

For  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  March  3,  1901  (5  U.  S.  C.  591,  597;  15  U.  S.  C.  271-278), 
and  Acts  supplementary  thereto  affecting  the  functions  of  the  Bureau 
and  the  functions  set  forth  under  the  Bureau  of  Standards  in  the 
‘•Department  of  Commerce  Appropriation  Act,  1935”,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  rental  of  laboratories  in 
the  held;  repairs  and  alterations  to  buildings  and  other  plant  facili¬ 
ties,  and  not  to  exceed  $700,000  for  improvements  to  buildings,  grounds, 
and  other  plant  facilities  including  construction  of  minor  buildings 
and  other  facilities  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  in  the  field  to  house 
special  apparatus  or  material  which  must  be  isolated  from  other  activi¬ 
ties;  building  of  temporary  experimental  structures;  expenses  of  the 
visiting  committee;  demonstration  of  the  results  of  the  Bureau’s  work 
by  exhibits  or  otherwise  as  may  be  deemed  most  effective;  purchase, 
repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards;  printing  and  binding; 
not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  purchase  of  reprints 
from  trade  journals  or  other  periodicals  of  articles  prepared  officially 
by  Government  employees,  as  follows : 

Operation  and  administration :  For  the  general  operation  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Bureau;  improvement  and  care  of  the  grounds;  plant 
equipment;  maintenance  and  protection  of  buildings,  including 
repairs  and  alterations  thereto ;  $1,270,000. 

Research  and  testing:  For  calibrating  and  certifying  measuring 
instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards  in  terms  of  the  national  stand¬ 
ards;  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  standard  materials;  the 
testing  of  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  in  connection  with 
Government  purchases;  the  improvement  of  methods  of  testing; 
advisory  services  to  governmental  agencies  on  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  matters ;  the  maintenance  and  development  of  national  standards 
of  measurement ;  the  development  of  improved  methods  of  meas¬ 
urement;  the  determination  of  physical  constants  and  the  prop¬ 
erties  of  materials;  the  investigation  of  mechanisms  and  structures, 
including  their  economy,  efficiency,  and  safety;  the  study  of  fluid 
resistance  and  the  flow  of  fluids  and  heat;  the  investigation  of  radia¬ 
tion,  radioactive  substances,  and  X-rays ;  the  development  of  methods 
of  chemical  analysis. and  synthesis,  and  the  investigation  of  the  prop¬ 
erties  of  rare  substances;  investigations  relating  to  the  utilization  of 
materials,  including  lubricants  and  liquid  fuels;  the  study  of  new 
processes  and  methods  of  fabrication  ;  the  solutions  of  problems  arising 
in  connection  with  standards ;  cooperation  with  Government  purchas¬ 
ing  agencies,  industries,  and  national  organizations  in  developing 
specifications  and  facilitating  their  use;  encouragement  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  latest  developments  in  the  utilization  and  standardization 
of  building  materials;  the  development  of  engineering  and  safety 
codes,  simplified  practice  recommendations,  and  commercial  standards 
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of  quality  and  performance ;  and  the  compilation  of  and  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  scientific  and  technical  data ;  $4,300,000. 

Radio  propagation  and  standards:  For  development  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  primary  standards  of  measurement  of  electrical  quantities 
at  radio  frequencies;  calibrating  and  certifying  radio  measuring 
instruments,  apparatus,  and  standards  in  terms  of  the  national  pri¬ 
mary  standards;  investigation  of  the  phenomena  affecting  the  propa¬ 
gation  of  radio  waves ;  the  broadcasting  of  radio  signals  of  standard 
frequency;  the  compilation  and  dissemination  of  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  data  relating  to  the  propagation  of  radio  waves,  and  measure¬ 
ment  of  electrical  quantities  at  radio  frequencies :  Provided ,  That  for 
employees  conducting  observations  on  radio  propagation  phenomena 
in  the  Arctic  region,  the  funds  appropriated  and  the  funds  transferred 
or  advanced  from  other  Government  agencies  to  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  shall  be  available  for  the  appointment  of  such  employees 
at  base  rates  not  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  without  regard  to  the 
civil  service  and  classification  laws  and  titles  II  and  III  of  the  Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945 ;  and  for  the  furnishing  of  food,  shelter, 
and  protective  clothing  and  equipment,  without  repayment  therefor, 
to  employees  of  the  Government  assigned  to  Arctic  stations ;  and  the 
Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  are  authorized,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  transfer  without 
charge  to  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies,  surplus  to  their  needs  and  necessary  for  the  establish¬ 
ment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  Arctic  ionosphere  observation 
stations,  $3,000,000. 

Construction  of  laboratories:  For  the  acquisition  of  sites,  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  drawings  and  specifications,  and  the  construction  and 
equipping  of  a  radio  laboratory  building  and  a  guided  missile  labora¬ 
tory  building,  together  with  necessary  utilities  and  appurtenances,  as 
authorized  by  Acts  of  October  25,  1949  (Public  Laws  306  and  386), 
$500,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended;  and,  in  addition,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  to 
incur  obligations  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $5,675,000. 


Weather  Bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Weather 
Bureau,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed 
$25,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  maintenance  of 
a  printing  office  in  the  City  of  Washington,  as  authorized  by  law; 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  the  United  States  contribution  to  the  cost  of 
the  secretariat  of  the  International  Meteorological  Committee; 
$24,897,000 :  Provided ,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  amount  authorized  under  section  3  (a)  of  the  Act  of  June  2, 
1948  (Public  Law  573),  for  extra  compensation  to  employees  of  other 
Government  agencies  for  taking  and  transmitting  meteorological 
observations,  shall  be  $5  per  day;  and  the  maximum  base  rate  of  pay 
authorized  under  section  3  (b)  of  said  Act,  for  employees  conducting 
meteorological  investigations  in  the  Arctic  region,  shall  be  $5,000  per 
annum,  except  that  not  more  than  five  of  such  employees  at  any  one 
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time  may  receive  a  base  rate  of  $7,500  per  annum,  and  such  employees 
may  be  appointed  without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949. 

General  Provisions — Department  or  Commerce 

Sec.  302.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  applicable  appropriations 
and  funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Commerce  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  activities  specified  in  the  Act  of  October  26,  1949  (Public 
Law  390) ,  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  said  Act. 

Sec.  303.  The  appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  avail¬ 
able  for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  health  programs 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and  for  the  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  LT.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  304.  Appropriations  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  available 
for  salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  available  for  attendance  at  meetings 
of  organizations  concerned  with  the  activities  for  which  the  appro¬ 
priations  are  made. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Commerce  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  IV— THE  JUDICIARY 
Supreme  Court  of  tiie  United  States 

SALARIES 

For  the  Chief  Justice  and  eight  Associate  Justices,  and  all  other 
officers  and  employees,  whose  compensation  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Court, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  by  law,  and  who  may  be  employed  and 
assigned  by  the  Chief  Justice  to  any  office  or  work  of  the  Court, 
$915,000. 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING  SUPREME  COURT  REPORTS 

For  printing  and  binding  the  advance  opinions,  preliminary  prints, 
and  bound  reports  of  the  Court,  $91,200. 


MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  to  be  expended  as  the  Chief  Justice  may 
approve,  $52,100. 


CARE  OF  THE  BUILDING  AND  GROUNDS 

For  such  expenditures  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol  to  carry  out  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  the  Act 
approved  May  7,  1934  (40  U.  S.  C.  13a-13d),  including  improve¬ 
ments,  maintenance,  repairs,  equipment,  supplies,  materials,  and 
appurtenances;  special  clothing  for  workmen;  and  personal  and  other 
services  (including  temporary  labor  without  reference  to  the  Classi¬ 
fication  and  Retirement  Acts,  as  amended),  and  for  snow  removal 
by  hire  of  men  and  equipment  or  under  contract  without  compliance 
with  sections  3709,  as  amended,  and  3744  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(41  U.  S.  C.5, 16)  ;  $159,200. 

Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges,  and  all  other 
officers  and  employees  of  the  court,  and  necessary  expenses  of  the 
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court,  including  exchange  of  books,  traveling  expenses,  and  printing 
and  binding,  as  may  be  approved  by  the  chief  judge,  $192,200. 

Customs  Court 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  eight  judges,  and  all. other  officers 
and  employees  of  the  court,  and  necessary  expenses  of  the  court, 
including  exchange  of  books,  traveling  expenses,  and  printing  and 
binding,  as  may  be  approved  by  the  chief  judge,  $417,465:  Provided , 
That  traveling  expenses  of  judges  of  the  Customs  Court  shall  be  paid 
upon  the  written  certificate  of  the  judge. 

Court  of  Claims 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  judge,  four  associate  judges,  seven  regular 
and  six  additional  commissioners,  and  all  other  officers  and  employees 
of  the  court,  and  for  other  necessary  expenses,  including  stenographic 
and  other  fees  and  charges  necessary  in  the  taking  of  testimony, 
travel,  and  printing  and  binding,  $575,000. 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  necessary  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  Court  of  Claims 
buildings,  to  be  expended  under  the  supervision  of  the  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  $10,700. 

Other  Courts  and  Services 

HAWAII 

For  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  and  two  associate  justices  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  of  judges  of  the  circuit 
courts  in  Hawaii,  and  of  judges  retired  under  title  28,  United  States 
Code,  section  373,  $106,500. 

SALARIES  OF  JUDGES 

For  salaries  of  circuit  judges;  district  judges  (including  judges 
of  the  district  courts  of  Alaska,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the  Panama 
Canal  Zone)  ;  and  justices  and  judges  retired  or  resigned  under  title 
28,  United  States  Code,  sections  371, 372,  and  373 ;  $5,095,000. 

SALARIES  OF  CLERKS  OF  COURTS 

For  salaries  of  clerks  of  United  States  courts  of  appeals  and  United 
States  district  courts,  their  deputies,  and  other  assistants,  $1,470,000. 

PROBATION  SYSTEM 

For  salaries  of  probation  officers  and  their  clerical  assistants,  as 
authorized  by  title  18,  United  States  Code,  sections  3654  and  3656, 
$2,145,000 :  Provided ,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  abridge  the  right  of  the  district  judges  to  appoint  proba¬ 
tion  officers,  or  to  make  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  to  govern 
probation  officers  in  their  own  courts:  Provided  further ,  That  no 
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part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  expenses 
of  any  probation  officer  who,  in  the  judgment  of  the  chief  or 
presiding  judge  certified  to  the  Attorney  General,  fails  to  carry 
out  the  official  orders  of  the  Attorney  General  with  respect  to  super¬ 
vising  or  furnishing  information  concerning  any  prisoner  released 
conditionally  or  on  parole  from  any  Federal  penal  or  correctional 
institution. 

SALARIES  OF  CRIERS 

For  salaries  of  criers  as  authorized  by  title  28,  United  States  Code, 
sections  713  (a)  and  755,  $520,000. 

FEES  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

For  fees  of  the  United  States  commissioners  and  other  committing 
magistrates  acting  under  title  18,  United  States  Code,  section  3041, 
including  fees  and  expenses  of  conciliation  commissioners,  United 
States  courts,  including  the  objects  and  subject  to  the  conditions  speci¬ 
fied  for  such  fees  and  expenses  of  conciliation  commissioners  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act,  1937,  $475,000. 

FEES  OF  JURORS 

For  fees,  expenses,  and  costs  of  jurors;  meals  and  lodging  for 
jurors  in  Alaska,  as  provided  by  section  193,  title  II,  of  the  Act  of 
June  6. 1900  (31  Stat.  362)  ;  and  compensation  for  jury  commissioners; 
$2,700,000:  Provided ,  That  the  compensation  of  jury  commissioners 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1401.  title  11  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code,  but  such  compensation 
shall  not  exceed  $250  each  per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  SALARIES 

For  salaries  of  all  officials  and  employees  of  the  Federal  judiciary, 
not  otherwise  specifically  provided  for,  $2,600,000 :  Provided ,  That 
the  compensation  of  secretaries  and  law  clerks  of  circuit  and  district 
judges  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Director  of  the  Administrative  Office  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  except  that  the  salary  of  a 
secretary  shall  conform  with  that  of  the  General  Schedule  grades 
(GS)  4,  5,  6,  7,  or  8,  as  the  appointing  judge  shall  determine,  and  the 
salary  of  a  law  clerk  shall  conform  with  that  of  the  General  Schedule 
grades  (GS)  5,  7,  9,  11.  or  12,  as  the  appointing  judge  shall  determine, 
subject  to  review  by  the  judicial  council  of  the  circuit  if  requested 
by  the  Director,  such  determination  by  the  judge  otherwise  to  be 
final:  Provided  further.  That  (exclusive  of  step-increases  correspond¬ 
ing  with  those  provided  for  by  title  VII  of  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949  and  of  compensation  paid  for  temporary  assistance  needed 
because  of  an  emergency)  the  aggregate  salaries  paid  to  secretaries 
and  law  clerks  appointed  by  one  judge  shall  not  exceed  $9,600  per 
annum,  except  in  the  case  of  the  chief  judge  of  each  circuit  and  the 
chief  judge  of  each  district  court  having  five  or  more  district  judges, 
in  which  case  the  aggregate  salaries  shall  not  exceed  $13,050  per  annum. 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  United  States  courts  and  their 
officers;  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  pur- 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


42 


chase  of  firearms  and  ammunition ;  and  purchase  of  envelopes  without 
regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26, 1906  (34  Stat.  476)  ;  $675,000 :  Provided , 
That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  the  cost  of 
contract  statistical  services  for  the  Office  of  Register  of  Wills  of  the 
District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further ,  That  not  to  exceed  $1,000 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  fees  to 
attorneys  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  8,  1938  (52 
Stat.  625) ,  not  exceeding  $25  in  any  one  case. 

TRAVEL  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  traveling  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
incurred  by  the  J udiciary,  including  traveling  expenses  of  probation 
officers  and  their  clerks,  $725,000 :  Provided ,  That  this  sum  shall  be 
available,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $8,500,  for  expenses  of  attendance 
at  meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  Federal  probation  when 
incurred  on  the  written  authorization  of  the  Director  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Office  of  the  United  States  Courts. 

salaries  of  court  reporters 

For  salaries  of  court  reporters  for  the  district  courts  of  the  United 
States,  as  authorized  bv  title  28,  United  States  Code,  section  753, 
$972,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Administrative  Office  of  the  United 
States  Courts,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
travel,  printing  and  binding,  advertising,  rent  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and  examination  of  estimates  for  appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  field,  $520,000. 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  DISTRICT  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  FOR 

THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  courthouse,  including  repair 
and  maintenance  of  the  mechanical  equipment,  and  for  labor  and 
material  and  every  item  incident  thereto,  $7,100,  to  be  expended  under 
the  direction  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol. 

REPAIRS  AND  IMPROVEMENTS,  UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS  FOR  THE 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

For  repairs  and  improvements  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
Building,  including  repair  and  maintenance  of  the  mechanical  equip¬ 
ment  and  for  labor  and  material  and  every  item  incident  thereto, 
$6,200,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol. 

SALARIES  OF  REFEREES 

For  salaries  of  referees  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946 
(11  U.  S.  C.  68),  $879,000  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  salary  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  said  Act. 

EXPENSES  OF  REFEREES 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  of  referees,  United  States  courts,  includ¬ 
ing  the  salaries  of  their  clerical  assistants,  travel,  printing  and  bind- 
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ing,  purchase  of  envelopes  without  regard  to  the  Act  of  June  26,  1906 
(34  Stat.  476),  $995,000  to  be  derived  from  the  referees’  expense  fund 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1946  (11  U.  S.  C.  68 
(c)(4)). 

Any  surplus  arising  in  the  referees’  salary  and  expense  funds  for 
the  fiscal  years  1949  and  1950  shall  remain  available  until  J une  30, 1951, 
for  the  payment  of  salaries  and  expenses  of  referees  within  the  limita¬ 
tions  prescribed  hereinbefore. 

General  Provisions — The  Judiciary 

Sec.  402.  Sixty  per  centum  of  the  expenditures  for  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  from  all 
appropriations  under  this  title  and  30  per  centum  of  the  expenditures 
for  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
from  all  appropriations  under  this  title  shall  be  reimbursed  to  the 
United  States  from  any  funds  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  403.  The  reports  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  not  be  sold  for  a  price  exceeding  that 
approved  by  the  court  and  for  not  more  than  $6.50  per  volume. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Judiciary  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  Y— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations,  respectively,  are  hereby  authorized  to 
make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  each  such  corporation  and  in  accord  with  law, 
and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal 
year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corpo¬ 
ration  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out 
the  programs  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  each 
such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

Department  of  Justice 

Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated:  Not  to  exceed  $327,000 
of  the  funds  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  available  for  its  administra¬ 
tive  expenses,  and  not  to  exceed  $388,000  for  the  expenses  of  vocational 
training  of  prisoners,  both  amounts  to  be  computed  on  an  accrual 
basis  and  to  be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  Corporation’s 
prescribed  accounting  system  in  effect  on  July  1,  1946,  and  shall  be 
exclusive  of  depreciation,  payment  of  claims,  expenditures  which  the 
said  accounting  system  requires  to  be  capitalized  or  charged  to  cost 
of  commodities  acquired  or  produced,  including  selling  and  shipping 
expenses,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  acquisition,  construction, 
operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  or  disposition  of 
facilities  and  other  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which 
it  has  an  interest. 


Department  of  State 

The  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs :  Not  to  exceed  $600,000  of 
the  funds  available  to  the  Corporation  shall  be  available  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  its  administrative  expenses,  including  adminis- 
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trative  services  performed  for  the  Corporation  by  other  Government 
agencies. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  “Federal  Prison  Industries,  Incorporated, 
and  The  Institute  of  Inter-American  Affairs  Appropriation  Act, 
1951”. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Departments  of  State,  Justice, 
Commerce,  and  the  Judiciary  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  IV— TREASURY  AND  POST  OFFICE 
DEPARTMENTS 

TITLE  I— TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

SALARIES 

For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $940,000. 

DAMAGE  CLAIMS 

For  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ,  $30,000. 

HEALTH  SERVICE  PROGRAMS 

For  health  service  programs,  as  authorized  by  law,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $80,000:  Provided ,  That  other  appropriations  in  this 
title  shall  be  available  for  such  programs  in  the  field. 

Office  of  General  Counsel 
salaries 

F or  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $340, 0C0. 

Office  of  Administrative  Services 


salaries 

For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  the 
operating  force  of  the  Treasury,  Liberty  Loan,  and  Auditors’  build¬ 
ings,  and  annexes  thereof,  $1,185,000. 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  bureaus  and  offices  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  operation  of  the 
Treasury,  Auditors’,  and  Liberty  Loan  buildings  and  annexes  thereof, 
purchase  of  uniforms  for  elevator  operators,  printing  and  binding 
and  purchase  of  materials  for  the  use  of  the  bookbinder  located  in 
the  Treasury  Department ;  $308,500. 

Bureau  of  Accounts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  con¬ 
tract  stenographic  reporting  services  and  printing  and  binding, 


45 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


$2,100,000:  Provided ,  That  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches  may 
be  reimbursed  for  printing  and  binding  and  other  necessary  expenses 
incident  to  the  deposit  of  withheld  taxes  in  Government  depositories. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSEMENT 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing,  $10,750,000:  Provided ,  That  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  there  may  be  transferred  or  advanced  to  this  appropria¬ 
tion  from  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agri¬ 
cultural  land  resources,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  and  from  avail¬ 
able  corporate  funds  of  Government  owned  or  controlled  corporations, 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  cover  the  expense  incurred  in  per¬ 
forming  the  function  of  disbursement  therefor. 

RELIEF  OF  THE  INDIGENT,  ALASKA 

For  relief  of  persons  in  Alaska  (not  to  exceed  10  per  centum  of 
the  receipts  from  licenses  collected  outside  of  incorporated  towns  in 
Alaska),  as  authorized  by  law  (48  U.  S.  C.  41),  $4,000. 

GOVERNMENT  LOSSES  IN  SHIPMENT 

Fund  for  payment  of  Government  losses  in  shipment  (revolving 
fund)  :  For  the  payment  of  losses  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
the  Government  Losses  in  Shipment  Act,  approved  July  8,  1937. 
(50  Slat.  479-484),  as  amended,  $100,000. 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt 

ADMINISTERING  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT 

For  necessary  expenses  connected  with  any  public-debt  operations 
authorized  by  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C. 
760-7G2),  and  with  the  administration  of  any  public  debt  or  currency 
issues  of  the  United  States  with  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
charged,  $50,505,000,  to  be  expended  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
may  direct,  and  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  accept  services  without 
compensation:  Provided ,  That  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches 
may  be  reimbursed  for  expenditures  as  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States 
on  account  of  public-debt  transactions  for  the  account  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  advances  to  the  Postmaster  General  may  be  made 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  22  (e)  of  the  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  757c  (e)):  Provided 
further ,  That  the  indefinite  appropriation  provided  by  section  10  of 
said  Act.  as  amended,  shall  not  be  available  for  obligation  during  the 
current  fiscal  year. 


DISTINCTIVE  PAPER  FOR  UNITED  STATES  CURRENCY  AND  SECURITIES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  distinctive  paper  for  United  States  cur¬ 
rency  and  securities,  including  personal  services  and  allowance,  in 
lieu  of  expenses,  not  to  exceed  $50  per  month  each  when  actually  on 
duty,  of  officers  detailed  from  the  Treasury  Department,  $1,845,000: 
Provided ,  That  in  order  to  foster  competition  in  the  manufacture  of 
distinctive  paper  for  United  States  securities,  the  Secretary  of  the 
xieasuiy  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  split  the  award  for  such 
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paper  for  tlie  current  fiscal  year  between  the  two  bidders  whose  prices 
per  pound  are  the  lowest  received  after  advertisement. 

Office  of  the  Treasurer 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer,  including 
printing  and  binding,  $5,200,000 :  Provided ,  That  with  the  approval 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  there  may  be  transferred  or  advanced 
to  this  appropriation,  from  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  “Conserva¬ 
tion  and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture”,  and  from  available  corporate  funds  of  Government  owned  or 
controlled  corporations,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  cover  the 
expenses  incurred  in  the  clearing  of  checks,  servicing  of  bonds,  han¬ 
dling  of  collections,  and  rendering  of  accounts  therefor. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES,  PUBLIC  MONETS 

For  the  collection,  safekeeping,  transfer,  and  disbursement  of  the 
public  money  and  securities  of  the  United  States,  $475,000. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  collecting  the  revenue  from  customs, 
enforcement  of  navigation  laws  under  section  102,  Reorganization 
Plan  Numbered  III  of  1946,  and  of  other  laws  enforced  by  the  Bureau 
of  Customs,  and  the  detection  and  prevention  of  frauds,  including  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  for  the  securing  of  information  and  evidence ;  trans¬ 
portation  and  transfer  of  customs  receipts  from  points  where  there 
are  no  Government  depositories;  examination  of  estimates  of  appro¬ 
priations  in  the  field;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  not  to  exceed 
$12,000  for  maintenance  and  improvement  of  buildings  and  sites, 
acquired  under  the  Act  of  June  26,  1930  (19  U.  S.  C.  68)  ;  printing  and 
binding;  purchase  of  one  hundred  passenger  motor  vehicles  for 
replacement  only;  expenses  of  seizure,  custody,  and  disposal  of  prop¬ 
erty;  arms  and  ammunition ;  not  to  exceed  $1,070,000  for  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  exclusive  of  ten  persons  from  the  field 
force  authorized  to  be  detailed  under  law  (19  U.  S.  C.  1525) ; 
$36,600,000. 

Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  assessment  and  collection  of  internal- 
revenue  taxes;  administration  of  the  internal-revenue  laws ;  discharge 
of  functions  imposed  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by 
or  pursuant  to  other  laws;  investigations  concerning  the  enrollment 
or  disbarment  of  practitioners  before  the  Treasury  Department  in 
internal-revenue  matters;  and  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance, 
and  repair  of  property  under  title  III  of  the  Liquor  Law  Repeal  and 
Enforcement  Act  (40  U.  S.  C.  304f-m),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere ;  expenses,  when  specifically 
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authorized  by  the  Commissioner,  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organ¬ 
izations  concerned  with  internal-revenue  matters;  purchase  (not  to 
exceed  one  hundred  and  thirty-four  for  replacement  only)  and  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding;  examination  of 
estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field ;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  and  of  expert 
witnesses  at  such  rates  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue;  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000  for  stationery;  expenses 
of  seizure,  custody,  and  disposal  of  property;  purchase  of  chemical 
analyses  and  expenses  of  testimony  thereon;  ammunition;  securing  of 
information  and  evidence ;  and  not  to  exceed  $500,000  for  detecting  and 
bringing  to  trial  persons  guilty  of  violating  the  internal-revenue  laws 
or  conniving  at  the  same,  as  authorized  by  law  (26  U.  S.  C.  3792)  ; 
$245,547,500:  Provided ,  That  the  amount  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  not  exceed  $17,800,000. 

ADDITIONAL  INCOME  TAX  ON  RAILROADS  IN  ALASKA 

For  the  payment  to  the  Treasurer  of  Alaska  of  an  amount  equal  to 
the  tax  of  1  per  centum  collected  on  the  gross  annual  income  of  all 
railroad  corporations  doing  business  in  Alaska,  on  business  done  in 
Alaska,  which  tax  is  in  addition  to  the  normal  income  tax  collected 
from  such  corporations  on  net  income,  the  amount  of  such  additional 
tax  to  be  applicable  to  general  Territorial  purposes,  $8,000. 

Bureau  of  Narcotics 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enforce  sections  2550-2565;  2567-2571; 
2590-2603;  3220-3228;  3230-3238  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  the 
Narcotic  Drugs  Import  and  Export  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C. 
171-184)  ;  the  Act  of  June  14, 1930  (5  U.  S.  C.  282-282c  and  21  U.  S.  C. 
197-198)  and  the  Opium  Poppy  Control  Act  of  1942  (21  U.  S.  C. 
188-188n),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  chemical  analyses  and 
testimony  thereon;  expenses  of  seizure,  custody,  and  disposal  of  prop¬ 
erty;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  arms  and  ammunition;  not  to 
exceed  $10,000  for  the  collection  and  dissemination  of  information 
and  appeal  for  law  observance  and  law  enforcement,  including  cost 
of  printing;  securing  of  information  and  evidence;  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  for  services  or  information  looking  toward  the  apprehension 
of  narcotic  law  violators  who  are  fugitives  from  justice;  $1,850,000. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  engraving  and  printing  (exclusive  of 
repay  work),  United  States  currency  and  internal-revenue  stamps, 
opium  orders  and  special-tax  stamps  required  under  the  Act  of 
December  17, 1914  (26  U.  S.  C.  1040, 1383),  checks,  drafts,  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  work,  including  the  Director,  two  Assistant  Directors,  and 
other  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  wages  of  rotary 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


48 


press  plate  printers  at  per  diem  rates  and  all  other  plate  printers  at 
piece  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  such  rates 
not  to  exceed  those  usually  paid  for  such  work ;  engravers’,  printers’, 
and  other  materials,  including  distinctive  and  nondistinctive  paper 
not  otherwise  specifically  provided  for;  purchase  of  card  and  contin¬ 
uous  form  checks;  equipment  of,  repairs  to,  and  maintenance  of 
buildings  and  grounds  and  minor  alterations  to  buildings;  not  to 
exceed  $500  for  periodicals,  examples  of  engraving  and  printing, 
including  foreign  securities  and  stamps,  and  books  of  reference ;  not 
to  exceed  $1,500  for  travel;  printing  and  binding;  and  not  to  exceed 
$15,090  for  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Standards  for  scientific  investi¬ 
gations  ;  $10,835,000 :  Provided ,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year 
proceeds  derived  from  work  performed  by  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  but  not  covered  in  this  appropriation,  instead  of  being 
covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  as  provided  by  the 
Act  of  August  4,  1886  (31  U.  S.  C.  176),  shall  be  credited  to  this 
appropriation. 

Secret  Service  Division 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  in  detecting,  arresting,  and  delivering  into 
other  custody  dealers  and  pretended  dealers  in  counterfeit  money, 
persons  engaged  in  counterfeiting,  forging,  and  altering  United  States 
notes,  bonds,  national  bank  notes,  Federal  Reserve  notes,  Federal 
Reserve  bank  notes,  and  other  obligations  and  securities  of  the  United 
States  and  of  foreign  governments  (including  endorsements  thereon 
and  assignments  thereof) ,  as  well  as  the  coins  of  the  United  States  and 
of  foreign  governments,  and  persons  committing  other  crimes  against 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  to  the  Treasury  Department 
and  the  several  branches  of  the  public  service  under  its  control, 
and  for  the  protection  of  the  person  of  the  President  and  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  immediate  family  and  of  the  person  chosen  to  be  President 
of  the  United  States,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  fifteen)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding;  arms  and  ammunition;  and 
not  to  exceed  $15,000,  with  the  approval  of  the  Chief  of  the  Secret 
Service,  for  services  or  information  looking  toward  the  apprehension 
of  criminals;  $2,150,000. 

SALARIES  and  EXPENSES,  WHITE  HOUSE  POLICE 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services,  uniforms  and 
equipment,  and  arms  and  ammunition,  purchases  to  be  made  in  such 
manner  as  the  President  may  determine,  $418,000. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES,  GUARD  PORCE 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  guard  force  for  Treasury  Department 
buildings  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  the  Bureau  of  Engrav¬ 
ing  and  Printing,  and  elsewhere,  including  purchase,  repair,  and 
cleaning  of  uniforms;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
replacement  only;  and  arms  and  ammunition;  $700,000:  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  $200,000  of  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and 
expenses,  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing”,  may  be  advanced  to 
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this  appropriation  to  cover  service  rendered  such  Bureau  which  is 
not  covered  in  the  direct  appropriations  for  such  Bureau:  Provided 
further ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  detail  two  agents 
of  the  Secret  Service  to  supervise  such  force. 

CONTRIBUTION  FOR  ANNUITY  BENEFITS 

For  reimbursement  to  the  District  of  Columbia  on  a  monthly  basis 
for  benefit  payments  made  from  the  revenues  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  members  of  the  White  House  Police  force  and  such  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Secret  Service  Division  as  are  entitled  thereto 
under  the  Act  of  October  14,  1940  (54  Stat.  1118),  to  the  extent  that 
such  benefit  payments  are  in  excess  of  the  salary  deductions  of  such 
members  credited  to  said  revenues  of  the  District  of  Columbia  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  Act  of  September 
1,  1916  (39  Stat.  718),  as  amended,  such  amounts  as  hereafter  may  be 
necessary. 

Bureau  of  the  Mint 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  at  the  mints  at  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania, 
San  Francisco,  California,  and  Denver,  Colorado;  the  assay  offices 
at  New  York,  New  York,  and  Seattle,  Washington ;  the  bullion  deposi¬ 
tories  at  Fort  Knox,  Kentucky,  and  West  Point,  New  York;  and  the 
Office  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934  and  the  Silver  Purchase.  Act  of  1934, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  printing  and 
binding,  arms  and  ammunition,  purchase  and  maintenance  of  uniforms 
and  accessories  for  guards,  cases  and  enameling  for  medals  manu¬ 
factured,  net  wastage  in  melting  and  refining  and  in  coining  depart¬ 
ments,  loss  on  sale  of  sweeps  arising  from  the  treatment  of  bullion  and 
the  manufacture  of  coins,  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  expenses  of  the 
annual  assay  commission,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  acquisition,  at 
the  dollar  face  amount  or  otherwise,  of  specimen  and  rare  coins, 
including  United  States  and  foreign  gold  coins  and  pieces  of  gold' 
used  as,  or  in  lieu  of,  money,  and  ores  for  addition  to  the  Government’s 
collection ;  $3,800,000. 

Coast  Guard 
operating  expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
Coast  Guard,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  personal  services 
at  the  seat  of  government ;  pay  and  allowances,  as  authorized  by  law, 
for  commissioned  officers,  cadets,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  per¬ 
sonnel,  on  active  duty ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  printing  and  binding;  purchase 
of  not  to  exceed  66  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only; 
maintenance,  operation,  and  repair  of  aircraft;  not  to  exceed  $190,000 
for  recreation,  amusement,  comfort,  and  contentment  of  enlisted  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  to  be  expended  pursuant  to  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary ;  and  examinations  of  estimates  of  appro¬ 
priations  in  the  field ;  $136,000,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  number  of 
aircraft  on  hand  at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed  one  hundred  and  ten 
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exclusive  of  planes  and  parts  stored  to  meet  future  attrition  :  Provided 
further ,  That  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000  shall  be  available  for  expenses 
of  Reserve  training,  including  pay  and  allowances  of  Regular  and 
Reserve  personnel  on  active  duty  engaged  primarily  in  administration 
of  the  Reserve  training  program,  and  including  drill  pay  at  rates  not 
to  exceed  those  prescribed  by  or  pursuant  to  law  for  the  Naval 
Reserve :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  to  pay  any  enlisted  man  of  the  Coast  Guard  while  detailed 
for  duty  at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  if  such  detail  increases  above 
thirty  the  total  number  of  enlisted  men  so  detailed  to  duty  at  such 
time:  Provided  further ,  That  (a)  the  unobligated  balances  of  appro¬ 
priations  to  the  Coast  Guard  for  the  fiscal  years  1949  and  1950  for 
“Salaries,  Office  of  the  Commandant,”  “Pay  and  allowances,”  “Gen¬ 
eral  expenses,”  and  “Civilian  employees”  shall  be  transferred  on  July 
1,  1950,  to  the  account  established  by  the  Surplus  Fund-Certified 
Claims  Act  of  1949  for  payment  of  certified  claims ;  (b)  amounts  equal 
to  the  unliquidated  obligations  against  such  prior  year  appropriations 
on  July  1,  1950,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appro¬ 
priation,  and  such  merged  appropriation  shall  be  available  as  one 
fund,  except  for  accounting  purposes  of  the  Coast  Guard,  for  the 
payment  of  obligations  properly  incurred  against  such  prior  year 
appropriations  and  against  this  appropriation,  but  on  July  1,  1951, 
there  shall  be  transferred  from  such  merged  appropriation  to  the 
appropriation  for  payment  of  certified  claims  (1)  any  remaining 
unexpended  balance  of  the  1949  appropriations  so  transferred,  and 
(2)  any  remaining  unexpended  balance  of  the  1950  appropriations 
so  transferred  which  is  in  excess  of  the  obligations  then  remaining 
unliquidated  against  such  appropriations. 

ACQUISITION,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  establishing  and  improving  aids  to  navigation;  the  purchase 
or  construction  of  additional  and  replacement  vessels  and  their  equip¬ 
ment;  the  purchase  of  aircraft  and  their  equipment;  the  construction, 
.rebuilding,  or  extension  of  shore  facilities,  including  the  acquisition 
of  sites  and  improvements  thereon  when  specifically  approved  by  the 
Secretary;  and  for  expenditures  directly  relating  thereto,  including 
personal  services  at  the  seat  of  government ;  $17,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

RETIRED  PAY 

For  retired  pay  for  commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  enlisted 
personnel,  for  certain  members  of  the  former  Life  Saving  Service 
authorized  by  the  Act  approved  April  14,  1930  (14  U.  S.  C.  431b),  and 
for  certain  officers  and  employees  entitled  thereto  by  virtue  of  former 
employment  in  the  Lighthouse  Service  engaged  in  the  field  service  or 
on  vessels  of  the  Coast  Guard  except  persons  continuously  employed 
in  district  offices  and  shops  (33  U.  S.  C.  763,  765),  $15,575,000. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Treasury  Department  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

For  administration  and  operation  of  the  Post  Office  Department  and 
the  postal  service,  there  is  hereby  appropriated  the  aggregate  amount 
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of  postal  revenues  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1951,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  380 ;  39  U.  S.  C.  786) ,  together  with  an  amount 
from  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  equal 
to  the  difference  between  such  revenues  and  the  total  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  hereinafter  specified  and  the  sum  needed  may  be  advanced 
to  the  Post  Office  Department  upon  requisition  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  for  the  following  purposes,  namely : 

General  Administration 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the  postal 
service,  operation  of  the  inspection  service,  and  the  conduct  of  a 
research  and  development  program,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere;  printing  and  binding;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law;  $250,000  to  be 
available  exclusively  for  procurement  by  contract  of  things  and  serv¬ 
ices  related  to  design,  development,  and  construction  of  equipment 
used  in  postal  operations,  and  for  contracts  for  management  studies; 
rewards  for  information  and  services  concerning  violations  of  postal 
laws  and  regulations,  current  and  prior  fiscal  years,  in  accordance 
with  regulations  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  effect  at  the  time  the 
services  are  rendered  or  information  furnished ;  and  expenses  of  dele¬ 
gates  designated  by  the  Postmaster  General  to  attend  meetings  and 
conventions  for  the  purpose  of  making  postal  arrangements  with 
foreign  governments  pursuant  to  law;  $16,000,000:  Provided,  That 
expenses  of  delegates  provided  for  herein,  and  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
for  rewards  as  provided  for  herein,  shall  be  paid  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Postmaster  General  and  accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate. 

Postal  Operations 

For  expenses  necessary  for  postal  operations,  not  otherwise  provided 
for,  and  for  other  activities  conducted  by  the  Post  Office  Department 
pursuant  to  law,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  elsewhere;  printing  and  binding;  a  health  service  program 
as  authorized  by  law ;  $500,000  to  be  available  exclusively  for  manu¬ 
facture  and  procurement  of  improved  devices  for  postal  operations 
and  other  activities;  $7,013,000  to  be  available  exclusively  for  the 
purchase  of  trucks,  tractors,  and  trailers ;  leasing  of  space,  not  exceed¬ 
ing  a  term  of  ten  years,  for  the  storage  and  care  of  vehicles  and  repair 
of  vehicles  owned  by,  or  under  control  of,  units  of  the  National  Guard 
and  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  where 
repairs  are  made  necessary  because  of  utilization  of  such  vehicles  in 
the  postal  service;  $1,786,000,000. 

Transportation  of  Mails 

For  payments  for  transportation  of  domestic  and  foreign  mails  by 
air,  land,  and  water  transportation  facilities,  including  current  and 
prior  fiscal  years  settlements  with  foreign  countries  for  handling  of 
mail ;  and  for  expenses,  exclusive  of  personal  services,  necessary  for 
operation  .of  Government-owned  highway  post  office  transportation 
service ;  $400,000,000. 
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Claims 

For  settlement  of  claims,  pursuant  to  law,  current  and  prior  fiscal 
years,  for  damages  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672;  31  U.  S.  C.  224c)  ;  losses  result¬ 
ing  from  unavoidable  casualty  (39  U.  S.  C.  49)  ;  loss  of  or  damage  to 
mail,  and  failure  to  remit  coliect-on-delivery  charges  (5  U.  S.  C.  372; 
39  U.  S.  C.  244,  245a,  245b,  245d,  381,  382,  387)  ;  and  domestic  money 
orders  more  than  one  year  old  (31  U.  S.  C.  725k)  ;  $5,500,000. 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  202.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  for  general  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  postal  operations  shall  be  available  for  examination 
of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field. 

Sec.  203.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title,  except  those  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  claims,  shall  be  available  for  expenditures  in  connection  with 
accident  prevention. 

Sec.  204.  The  Postmaster  General  may  authorize  the  sale  of  post 
route  and  rural  delivery  maps,  opinions  of  the  Solicitor,  and  tran¬ 
scripts  of  hearings  before  trial  examiners  at  such  rates  as  he  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  fair  and  reasonable. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Post  Office  Department  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  195 1”. 

TITLE  III— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations  and  agencies,  respectively,  are  hereby 
authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and 
borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation  or  agency 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments 
without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for 
the  fiscal  year  1951  for  each  such  corporation  or  agency,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided : 

Export-Import  Bank  or  Washington 

Not  to  exceed  $965,000  (to  be  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  shall  be  available  during  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  bank,  includ¬ 
ing  health-service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150), 
and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  temporary  services,  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided , 
That  necessary  expenses  (including  special  services  performed  on  a 
contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement, 
or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  the  bank 
or  in  which  it  has  an  interest  including  expenses  of  collections  of 
pledged  collateral,  or  the  investigation  or  appraisal  of  any  property 
in  respect  to  which  an  application  for  a  loan  has  been  made,  shall  be 
considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof. 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 

Not  to  exceed  $26,000,000  (to  be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of 
the  funds  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall  be  available 
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during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  its  administrative  expenses  and  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Associa¬ 
tion;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  twenty  for  replacement  only)  and  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  use  of  the  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks :  Provided ,  That  as  used  herein  the  term  “administra¬ 
tive  expenses”  shall  be  construed  to  include  all  salaries  and  wages, 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  and  travel  and  other 
expenses,  including  the  purchases  of  equipment  and  supplies,  of 
administrative  offices:  Provided  further ,  That  the  limiting  amount 
heretofore  stated  for  administrative  expenses  shall  be  increased  by 
an  amount  which  does  not  exceed  the  aggregate  cost  of  salaries,  wages, 
travel,  and  other  expenses  of  persons  employed  outside  the  continental 
United  States;  the  expenses  of  services  performed  on  a  contract  or 
fee  basis  in  connection  with  termination  of  contracts  or  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  legal  services;  and  all  administrative  expenses  reim¬ 
bursable  from  other  Government  agencies:  Provided  further ,  That 
the  distribution  of  administrative  expenses  to  the  accounts  of  the 
Corporation  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  generally  recognized 
accounting  principles  and  practices. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Treasury-Post  Office  Departments 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  Y— DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  AND  FEDERAL 

SECURITY  AGENCY 

TITLE  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  (hereafter  in  this  title  referred  to  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary)  ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  teletype  news  service;  and  payment  in  advance  when 
authorized  by  the  Secretary  for  dues  or  fees  for  library  membership 
in  organizations  whose  publications  are  available  to  members  only 
or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public ;  $1,382,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Solicitor:  For  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $1,861,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Labor  Standards:  For  expenses 
necessary  for  the  promotion  of  industrial  safety,  employment  stabiliza¬ 
tion,  and  amicable  industrial  relations  for  labor  and  industry;  per¬ 
formance  of  the  functions  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  title  I  of  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  159  (f)  and  (g) )  ; 
and  not  to  exceed  $75,000  for  the  work  of  the  President’s  Committee 
on  National  Employ  the  Physically  Handicapped  Week,  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  July  11,  1949  (63  Stat.  409),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  of  reports  and  of  material  for 
informational  exhibits;  $714,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment  Rights: 
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For  expenses  necessary  to  render  assistance  in  connection  with  the 
exercise  of  reemployment  rights  of  veterans  under  section  8  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C., 
App.  308),  the  Service  Extension  Act  of  1941,  as  amended,  the  Army 
Reserve  and  Retired  Personnel  Service  Law  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  section  9  (h)  of  title  I  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (50 
U.  S.  C.,  App.  459  (h)),  and,  under  the  Act  of  June  23,  1943,  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  1472),  of  persons  who  have  performed 
service  in  the  Merchant  Marine,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $281,000. 

BUREAU  OF  APPRENTICESHIP 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  conduct  a  program  of  encouraging  apprentice  training,  as 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  16,  1937  (29  U.  S.  C.  50),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $2,788,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYMENT  SECURITY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  general 
administration  of  the  employment  service  and  unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  programs,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  temporary  employment  of  persons,  without  regard  to  the  civil 
service  laws,  for  the  farm  placement  migratory  labor  program;  for 
cooperation  with  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  and  the  Secretary  of  State  in  negotiating  and  carrying  out 
agreements  relating  to  the  employment  of  foreign  agricultural  work¬ 
ers,  subject  to  the  immigration  laws  and  when  necessary  to  supplement 
the  domestic  labor  force;  and  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
$5,531,000,  of  which  $1,587,000  shall  be  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  title  IV  (except  section  602)  of  the  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944. 

Grants  to  States  for  unemployment  compensation  and  employment 
service  administration:  For  grants  to  the  several  States  (including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii)  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
June  6,  1933,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  49-491),  for  carrying  into  effect 
section  602  of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  for  grants 
to  the  States  as  authorized  in  title  III  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  501-503),  including,  upon  the  request  of  any 
State,  the  purchase  of  equipment  and  the  payment  of  rental  for  space 
made  available  to  such  State  in  lieu  of  grants  for  such  purpose,  and 
for  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  employ¬ 
ment  office  facilities  and  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
for  use  in  carrying  into  effect  section  602  of  the  Servicemen’s  Read¬ 
justment  Act  of  1944  in  Puerto  Rico,  $178,500,000,  of  which  $8,500,000 
shall  be  available  only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary  finds  necessary 
to  meet  increased  costs  of  administration  resulting  from  changes  in  a 
State  law  or  increases  in  the  numbers  of  claims  filed  and  claims  paid 
or  salary  costs  over  those  upon  which  the  State’s  basic  grant  (or  the 
allocation  for  the  District  of  Columbia  or  Puerto  Rico)  was  based, 
which  increased  costs  of  administration  cannot  be  provided  for  by 
normal  budgetary  adjustments:  Provided ,  That  no  State  shall  be 
required  to  make  any  appropriation  as  provided  in  section  5  (a)  of 
said  Act  of  June  6, 1933,  prior  to  July  1, 1952 :  Provided  further.  That, 
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notwithstanding  any  provision  to  the  contrary  in  section  5  (a)  or 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  June  6, 1933,  or  in  section  302  (a)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  from  time 
to  time  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  to  each 
State  found  to  be  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  of 
June  6,  1933,  and  with  the  provisions  of  section  303  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended,  such  amounts  as  lie  determines  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  proper  and  efficient  administration  of  its  unemployment 
compensation  law  and  of  its  public  employment  offices:  Provided 
further ,  That  such  amounts  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Department 
of  Labor  and  the  Post  Office  Department  shall  be  used  for  the  pay¬ 
ment,  in  such  manner  as  said  parties  may  jointly  determine,  of  postage 
for  the  transmission  of  official  mail  matter  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  unemployment  compensation  systems  and  employ¬ 
ment  services  by  States  receiving  grants  herefrom. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  the 
provisions  of  section  303  (a)  (1)  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  personnel 
standards  on  a  merit  basis,  shall  apply. 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  to  the  Bureau  of 
Employment  Security  for  grants-in-aid  of  State  agencies  to  cover,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  operation  of  said  agencies  including  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies,  shall 
be  withheld  from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have  estab¬ 
lished  by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation  a  merit  system 
and  classification  and  compensation  plan  covering  the  selection,  tenure 
in  office,  and  compensation  of  their  employees,  because  of  any  disap¬ 
proval  of  their  personnel  or  the  manner  of  their  selection  by  the 
agencies  of  the  said  States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or 
employees. 

Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For  making,  after 
May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year  payments  to  States  under  title  III 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  and  under  the  Act  of  June 
6,  1933,  as  amended,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal 
year,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred  and 
the  expenditures  made  thereunder  for  payments  under  such  title  and 
under  such  Act  of  June  6,  1933,  to  be  charged  to  the  appropriation 
therefor  for  that  fiscal  year. 

BUREAU  OF  LABOR  STATISTICS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  work  of  the 
Bureau,  including  advances  or  reimbursement  to  State,  Federal,  and 
local  agencies  and  their  employees  for  services  rendered;  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $15,000  for 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  8.C.  55a) ;  $5,720,700. 

Revision  of  consumers’  price  index:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
enable  the  Bureau  to  revise  the  Consumers’  Price  Index,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  temporary  employees 
at  rates  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  without  regard  to  the  civil  service 
and  classification  laws  and  the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  of  1945, 
as  amended;  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  $2,000,000. 
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women’s  bureau 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  work  of  the 
Women’s  Bureau,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  5, 1920  (29  U.  S.  C. 
11-16),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
purchase  of  reports  and  material  for  informational  exhibits;  $399,000. 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  performing  the 
duties  imposed  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and 
the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  approved  June  30, 
1936  (41  U.  S.  C.  38),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  reimbursement  to  State,  Federal,  and  local  agencies  and 
their  employees  for  inspection  services  rendered;  and  expenses  of 
attendance  of  cooperating  officials  and  consultants  at  conferences 
concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division:  $9,396,400. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings 
concerned  with  the  function  or  activity  for  which  any  such  appro¬ 
priation  is  made. 

Sec.  103.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  stenographic  reporting  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  . 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and  binding. 

Sec.  106.  Not  to  exceed  5  per  centum  of  any  appropriation  in  this 
title  may  be  transferred  to  any  other  such  appropriation  but  no  such 
appropriation  shall  be  increased  by  more  than  5  per  centum  by  any 
such  transfer :  Provided ,  That  no  such  transfer  shall  be  used  for 
creation  of  new  functions  within  the  Department. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Labor  Appropriation 
Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  II— FEDERAL  SECURITY  AGENCY 

AMERICAN  PRINTING  HOUSE  FOR  THE  BLIND 

Education  of  the  blind :  For  carrying  out  the  Act  of  August  4,  1919, 
as  amended  (20  U.  S.  C.  101) ,  $115,000. 

BUREAU  OF  EMPLOYEES’  COMPENSATION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  administrative  expenses, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  not  to 
exceed  $49,600  for  the  Employees’  Compensation  Board  of  Appeals; 
$1,935,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $119,000  to  be  derived  from  the 
War  Claims  Fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims  Act 
of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012). 
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Employees’  compensation  fund:  For  the  payment  of  compensation 
and  other  benefits  and  expenses  (except  administrative  expenses) 
authorized  by  law  and  accruing  during  the  current  or  any  prior  fiscal 
year,  including  payments  to  other  Federal  agencies  for  medical  and 
hospital  services  pursuant  to  agreement  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
Employees’  Compensation;  continuation  of  payment  of  benefits  as 

Srovided  for  under  the  head  “Civilian  War  Benefits”  in  the  Federal 
ecurity  Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1947 ;  the  advancement  of  costs 
for  enforcement  of  recoveries  in  third-party  cases ;  the  furnishing  of 
medical  and  hospital  services  and  supplies,  treatment,  and  funeral  and 
burial  expenses,  including  transportation  and  other  expenses  inci¬ 
dental  to  such  services,  treatment,  and  burial,  for  such  enrollees  of 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  as  were  certified  by  the  Director  of 
such  Corps  as  receiving  hospital  services  and  treatment  at  Government 
expense  on  June  30,  1943,  and  who  are  not  otherwise  entitled  thereto 
as  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States,  and  the  limitations  and 
authority  of  the  Act  of  September  7, 1916,  as  amended  (5  U.  S.  C.  796), 
shall  apply  in  providing  such  services,  treatment,  and  expenses  in 
such  cases;  $25,000,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  to  be 
derived  from  the  War  Claims  Fund  ci'eated  by  section  13  (a)  of  the 
War  Claims  Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  2012)  and  to  be  available  for 
payments  pursuant  to  sections  4  (c)  and  5  (f)  of  such  Act,  which 
amounts  may  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund. 

COLUMBIA  INSTITUTION  FOB  THE  DEAF 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of  Columbia  Insti¬ 
tution  for  the  Deaf,  including  personal  services  and  miscellaneous 
expenses,  and  repairs  and  improvements,  $368,200. 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  301- 
392)  ;  the  Tea  Importation  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  41-50)  ;  the 
Import  Milk  Act  (21  U.  S.  C.  141-149)  ;  the  Federal  Caustic  Poison 
Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  401-411)  ;  and  the  Filled  Milk  Act,  as  amended  (21 
U.  S.  C.  61-64)  ;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  forty-five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of 
which  seventeen  shall  be  for  replacement  only;  reporting  and  illus¬ 
trating  the  results  of  investigations ;  purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus, 
and  scientific  equipment;  not  to  exceed  $2,000  for  payment  in  advance 
for  special  tests  and  analyses  by  contract;  and  payment  of  fees,  travel, 
and  per  diem  in  connection  with  studies  of  new  developments  pertinent 
to  food  and  drug  enforcement  operations;  $5,466,700. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection  services:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  certification  or  inspection  of  certain  prod¬ 
ucts  in  accordance  with  sections  406,  504,  506,  507,  604,  702A,  and  706 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C. 
346,  354,  356,  357,  364,  372a,  and  376),  the  aggregate  of  the  advance 
deposits  during  the  current  fiscal  year  to  cover  payment  of  fees  by 
applicants  for  certification  or  inspection  of  such  products,  to  remain 
available  until  expended.  The  total  amount  herein  appropriated 
shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
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elsewhere;  purchase  of  chemicals,  apparatus,  and  scientific  equip¬ 
ment  ;  and  the  refund  of  advance  deposits  for  which  no  service  has 
been  rendered. 

freedmen’s  hospital 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  operation  and 
maintenance,  including  repairs;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  furnishing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of 
wearing  apparel  used  by  employees  in  the  performance  of  their  offi¬ 
cial  duties;  transfer  of  funds  to  the  appropriation  “Salaries  and 
expenses,  Howard  University”  for  salaries  of  technical  and  profes¬ 
sional  personnel  detailed  to  the  hospital;  payments  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  of  Howard  University  for  instruction  of  nurses  and  actual  cost 
of  heat,  light,  and  power  furnished  by  such  university;  $2,600,000: 
Provided ,  That  no  intern  or  resident  physician  receiving  compensa¬ 
tion  from  this  appropriation  on  a  full-time  basis  shall  receive  compen¬ 
sation  in  the  form  of  wages  or  salary  from  any  other  appropriation 
in  this  title. 

HOWARD  UNIVERSITY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  partial  support  of  Howard  Uni¬ 
versity,  including  personal  services  and  miscellaneous  expenses  and 
repairs  to  buildings  and  grounds,  $2,500,000. 

Plans  and  specifications:  For  the  preparation  of  plans  and  speci¬ 
fications  for  construction,  under  the  supervision  of  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  on  the  grounds  of  Howard  University  of  a  pre- 
clinical  medical  building,  including  engineering  and  architectural 
services,  printing  and  binding,  advertising,  and  travel,  $100,000,  which 
amount,  except  such  part  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  incidental 
expenses  of  the  University,  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  the  above  purposes,  to  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Construction  of  buildings:  For  construction  of  buildings  on  the 
grounds  of  Howard  University,  under  the  supervision  of  the  General 
Services  Administration,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  as 
follows : 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  provided 
under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  for  construction  of  a  law  school  building,  biology  building  and 
greenhouse,  administration  building,  and  men’s  dormitory  units, 
$1,250,000; 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  provided 
under  this  head  in  the  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  as 
amended  by  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  to  enter 
into  contracts  for  construction  of  an  engineering  building  and  women’s 
dormitory  units,  $412,000. 

OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION 

Promotion  and  further  development  of  vocational  education:  For 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the  Vocational  Education 
Act  of  1946  (20  U.  S.  C.  15),  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  10,  1924 
(20  U.  S.  C.  29) ,  and  section  1  of  the  Act  of  March  3, 1931  (20  U.  S.  C. 
30),  $19,977,760:  Provided ,  That  the  apportionment  to  the  States 
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under  tlie  Vocational  Education  Act  of  19-iG  shall  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  not  to  exceed  $19,842,700  for  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Further  endowment  of  colleges  of  agriculture  and  the  mechanic 
arts :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  22  of  the  Act  of  June 
29, 1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  329),  $2,480,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  including  surveys,  studies,  investigations,  and  reports  regard¬ 
ing  libraries;  fostering  coordination  of  public  and  school  library 
service;  coordination  of  library  service  on  the  national  level  with 
other  forms  of  adult  education ;  developing  library  participation  in 
Federal  projects;  fostering  Nation-wide  coordination  of  research 
materials  among  libraries,  interstate  library  coordination  and  the 
development  of  library  service  throughout  the  country  ;  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ;  purchase,  distribution,  and  exchange 
of  educational  documents,  motion-picture  films,  and  lantern  slides; 
collection,  exchange,  and  cataloging  of  educational  apparatus  and 
appliances,  articles  of  school  furniture  and  models  of  school  buildings 
illustrative  of  foreign  and  domestic  systems  and  methods  of  educa¬ 
tion,  and  repairing  the  same;  $1,971,500,  of  which  not  less  than 
$533,700  shall  be  available  for  the  Division  of  Vocational  Education 
as  authorized:  Provided ,  That  all  receipts  from  non-Federal  agencies 
representing  reimbursement  for  expenses  of  travel  of  employees  of 
the  Office  of  Education  performing  advisory  functions  to  said  agencies 
shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the  credit 
of  this  appropriation. 

OFFICE  OF  VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION 

Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico)  : 
For  payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico) 
in  accordance  with  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended 
(29  U.  S.  C.  ch.  4),  including  payments,  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  for  one-half  of  necessary  expenditures  for 
the  acquisition  of  vending  stands  or  other  equipment  in  accordance 
with  section  3  (a)  (3)  (C)  of  said  Act  for  the  use  of  blind  persons, 
such  stands  or  other  equipment  to  be  controlled  by  the  State  agency, 
$20,600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $170,000  shall  be  available  to  the 
Federal  Security  Administrator  for  providing  rehabilitation  services 
to  disabled  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  authorized  by 
section  6  of  said  Act,  which  latter  amount  shall  be  available  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  in  connection  with  providing  such  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase 
of  reprints,  and  travel :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  15  per  centum 
of  the  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  administrative  purposes. 

Payments  to  States  (including  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico), 
next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For  making,  after  May  31  of  the  current 
fiscal  year,  payments  to  States  in  accordance  with  the  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended  (including  the  objects  specified  in  the 
preceding  paragraph) ,  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding 
fiscal  year  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred 
and  the  expenditures  made  thereunder  to  be  charged  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year :  Provided ,  That  the  payments  made 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  paid  to  the 
States  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 
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Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out  tlie 
provisions  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended,  and 
of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (20  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  GA),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $3,000 
for  production,  purchase,  and  distribution  of  educational  films; 
$705,000. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  6A)  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Act),  and  other  Acts,  including  (with  the  exception  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  “Pay,  and  so  forth,  commissioned  officers.  Public  Health 
Service'’)  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of 
reports,  documents,  and  other  material  for  publication;  preparation 
and  display  of  posters  and  exhibits  by  contract  or  otherwise;  packing, 
unpacking,  crating,  uncrating,  clrayage,  and  transportation  of  per¬ 
sonal  effects  of  commissioned  officers  and  transportation  of  their 
dependents  on  change  of  station ;  and  increased  allowances  to  Reserve 
Officers  for  foreign  service ;  as  follows : 

Venereal  diseases:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  sections  314  (a) 
and  363  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  venereal  diseases,  including  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  centers  for  the  diagnosis,  treatment, 
support,  and  clothing  of  persons  afflicted  with  venereal  diseases; 
transportation  and  subsistence  of  such  persons  and  their  attendants 
to  and  from  the  place  of  treatment  or  allowance  in  lieu  thereof;  diag¬ 
nosis  and  treatment  (including  emergency  treatment  for  other 
illnesses)  of  such  persons  through  contracts  with  physicians  and  hos¬ 
pitals  and  other  appropriate  institutions;  fees  for  case  finding  and 
referral  to  such  centers  of  voluntary  patients;  reasonable  expenses  of 
preparing  remains  or  burial  of  deceased  patients;  recreational  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment ;  leasing  of  facilities  and  repair  and  alteration 
of  leased  facilities;  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  for  grants  of  money,  services, 
supplies,  equipment,  and  use  of  facilities  to  States,  as  defined  in  the 
Act,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  respective  State  health  authorities, 
to  counties,  health  districts,  and  other  political  subdivisions  of  the 
States,  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  in  such  amounts  and  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Surgeon  General  may  determine; 
$14,500,000. 

Tuberculosis:  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  314  (b)  of  the 
Act,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  $9,800,000. 

Assistance  to  States,  general :  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section 
314  (cl  of  the  Act ;  to  provide  consultative  services  to  States  pursuant 
to  section  311  of  the  Act;  to  make  field  investigations  and  demon¬ 
strations  pursuant  to  section  301  of  the  Act ;  and  to  provide  for  collect¬ 
ing  and  compiling  mortality,  morbidity,  and  vital  statistics  (including 
procurement  by  contract  of  transcripts  of  State,  municipal,  and  other 
records),  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  fourteen  passenger 
motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  $16,915,000. 

Communicable  diseases:  To  carry  out  those  provisions  of  sections 
301,  311,  361,  and  704  of  the  Act  relating  to  the  prevention  and  sup¬ 
pression  of  communicable  diseases,  and  the  interstate  transmission 
and  spread  thereof,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty 
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passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  and  hire,  maintenance, 
and  operation  of  aircraft ;  $6,415,000. 

Engineering,  sanitation,  and  industrial  hygiene:  For  expenses,  not 
otherwise  provided,  necessary  to  carry  out  those  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  301,  811,  and  361  of  the  Act  relating  to  sanitation  and  other 
aspects  of  environmental  health,  including  enforcement  of  applicable 
quarantine  laws  and  interstate  quarantine  regulations,  and  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  functions  of  the  Surgeon  General  under  the  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act  (33  U.  S.  C.  466-466  (j)),  including  purchase  of 
not  to  exceed  twenty-one  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  seven 
shall  be  for  replacement  only;  $3,670,030. 

Grants,  water  pollution  control:  For  grants  to  carry  out  section 
8  (a)  of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  (33  U.  S.  C.  466-466  (j)), 
$1,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Disease  and  sanitation  investigations  and  control,  Territory  of 
Alaska :  To  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  conduct,  in  the  Service, 
and  to  cooperate  with  and  assist  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  the  conduct 
of,  activities  necessary  in  the  investigation,  prevention,  treatment,  and 
control  of  diseases,  and  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  health 
and  sanitation  services  pursuant  to  and  for  the  purposes  specified  in 
sections  301,  811,  314  (without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  subsections 
(a),  (f),  (h),  and  (j)  and  the  limitations  set  forth  in  subsection  (c) 
of  such  section) ,  361,  363,  and  704  of  the  Act,  including  the  purchase  of 
one  passenger  motor  vehicle,  and  hire,  operation,  and  maintenance  of 
aircraft,  $1,259,000 :  Provided ,  That  property  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  located  in  Alaska  and  used  in  carrying  out  the  activities  herein 
authorized  may  be  transferred,  without  reimbursement,  to  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alaska  at  the  discretion  of  the  Surgeon  General. 

Grants  for  hospital  construction:  For  liquidation  of  contractual 
obligations  authorized  by  the  Congress  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
year  1948  or  any  subsequent  fiscal  year  for  construction  grants  under 
part  C,  title  VI,  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  $100,000,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended.  Allotments  under  such  part  C  to  the  several 
States  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
$150,000,000.  Whenever  the  Surgeon  General  shall  have  approved  an 
application  for  a  construction  project  in  accordance  with  section  625 
of  the  Act,  subject  to  the  amount  of  the  allotments  available  to  the 
States  for  such  purposes,  the  Federal  share  of  the  cost  of  such  project, 
as  provided  by  the  Act,  shall  constitute  a  contractual  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  hospital  construction  services:  For  salaries 
and  expenses  incident  to  carrying  out  title  VI  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  four  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only,  $1,357,000. 

Hospitals  and  medical  care:  For  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tions  321,  322,  324,  326,  331,  332,  341,  343,  344,  502,  504,  and  710  of  the 
Act,  and  Executive  Order  9079  of  February  26,  1942,  including  pur¬ 
chase  and  exchange  of  farm  products. and  livestock;  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  twTenty  passenger  motor  vehicles,  including  ten  ambulances, 
for  replacement  only;  and  firearms  and  ammunition;  $29,000,000. 

.  Foreign  quarantine  service:  For  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tions  361  to  369  of  the  Act,  relating  to  preventing  the  introduction  of 
communicable  diseases  from  foreign  countries,  the  medical  examina¬ 
tion  of  aliens  in  accordance  with  section  325  of  the  Act,  and  the  care 
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and  treatment  of  quarantine  detainees  pursuant  to  section  322  (e)  of 
the  Act  in  private  or  other  public  hospitals  when  facilities  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  are  not  available,  including  insurance  of  official 
motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by  law  of  such 
countries;  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  ten  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only,  $3,104,000. 

Employee  health  service  programs :  For  carrying  out  the  functions 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  under  the  Act  of  August  8, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150),  $50,000 :  Provided ,  That  when  the  Public  Health  Service,  at  the 
request  of  any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government,  establishes 
or  operates  a  health  service  program  for  such  department  or  agency, 
payment  for  the  estimated  cost  shall  be  made  in  advance  by  check  for 
deposit  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation. 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  operating  expenses :  For  the  activities 
of  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
including  research  fellowships  and  grants  for  research  projects  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  301  of  the  Act;  the  regulation  and  preparation  of 
biologic  products ;  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment 
of  visiting  scientists  when  specifically  approved  by  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral;  and  erection  of  temporary  structures  for  storage  of  equipment 
and  supplies  and  housing  of  animals,  $15,750,000,  of  which  not  less 
than  $3,600,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  grants  for  studies 
with  adrenocorticotropic  hormone  (ACTH)  and  cortisone  (compound 
E),  including  grants  of  adrenocorticotropic  hormone  (ACTH),  corti¬ 
sone,  and  other  chemical  substances,  and  for  development  of  other 
related  compounds  for  treatment  of  arthritis,  rheumatism,  multiple 
sclerosis,  neurological  and  metabolic  diseases,  and  including  studies 
in  the  basic  sciences  related  to  such  diseases  and  including  $200,000 
for  transfer  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  research  into 
utilization  of  plant  material  and  vegetable  sources  of  cortisone. 

National  Cancer  Institute:  To  enable  the  Surgeon  General,  upon 
the  recommendations  of  the  National  Advisory  Cancer  Council,  to 
make  grants-in-aid  for  research  and  training  projects  relating  to  can¬ 
cer;  to  cooperate  with  State  health  agencies,  and  other  public  and 
private  nonprofit  institutions,  in  the  prevention,  control,  and  eradica¬ 
tion  of  cancer  by  providing  consultative  services,  demonstrations,  and 
grants-in-aid ;  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  six  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only;  and  to  otherwise  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  title  IV,  part  A,  of  the  Act,  $20,686,000,  of  which  not  less 
than  $5,000,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under  authority  here¬ 
tofore  granted  under  this  head. 

Mental  health  activities:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  sections  301,  302,  303,  311,  312,  and  314  (c)  of  the 
Act  with  respect  to  mental  diseases,  $10,000,000,  of  which  not  less 
than  $2,375,000  shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of  obliga¬ 
tions  for  research  and  training  grants  incurred  under  authority  here¬ 
tofore  granted  under  this  head. 

National  Heart  Institute:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carx-y  out  the 
purposes  of  the  National  Heai’t  Act,  including  the  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  six  passenger  motor  vehicles,  $14,750,000,  of  which  $5,350,000 
shall  be  available  exclusively  for  payment  of  obligations  for  i-esearch 
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and  training  grants  incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted 
under  this  head. 

Dental  health  activities :  For  expenses  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
necessary  to  enable  the  Surgeon  General  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  with  respect  to  dental  diseases  and  conditions,  including 
the  purchase  of  twelve  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only, 
$2,090,000. 

Construction  of  research  facilities:  For  construction  of  research 
facilities,  to  be  transferred  (except  such  part  as  may  be  necessary 
for  incidental  expenses  and  purchase  of  equipment  by  the  Public 
Health  Service)  to  the  General  Services  Administration,  and  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  as  follows : 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  heretofore 
granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction  of  a  combined  hospital 
and  research  building  as  authorized  under  this  head  in  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  Appropriation  Acts  of  1949  and  1950,  $7,500,000. 

For  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  heretofore 
granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  construction  of  auxiliary  service 
area  structures,  as  authorized  under  this  head  in  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  $3,600,000. 

For  construction  of  additional  auxiliary  structures  to  provide  sta¬ 
tion  quarters  for  personnel  and  a  grounds  maintenance  building, 
including  necessary  distribution  facilities  and  roads  and  walks, 
$1,025,000 ;  and  in  addition,  contracts  may  be  entered  into  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $350,000  toward  completion  of  such  construction  at  a 
cost  not  to  exceed  $1,375,000:  Provided ,  That  the  Surgeon  General 
is  authorized  to  convey  by  quitclaim  deed  upon  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  he  may  prescribe  not  to  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  square 
feet  of  land  presently  included  in  the  site  of  the  National  Institutes 
of  Health  to  the  Bethesda  Fire  Department,  a  body  corporate  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  and  maintaining  a 
fh’e  station  to  provide  protection  for  the  facilities  of  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  ancl  for  the  adjacent  community:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther ,  That  such  terms  and  conditions  may  include  an  agreement  by 
the  Surgeon  Genei’al  to  pay  to  such  department  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  33y3  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  the 
station  but  not  to  exceed  $20,000,  to  be  charged  to  the  maximum  limits 
of  costs  set  out  in  this  paragraph. 

For  purchase  and  installation  of  additional  equipment  and  furnish¬ 
ings  to  partially  equip  and  furnish  structures  heretofore  or  herein 
provided  under  this  head  (except  structures  for  station  quarters) , 
$3,000,000.  _ 

Commissioned  officers,  pay,  and  so  forth:  For  pay,  uniforms  and 
subsistence  allowances,  increased  allowances  for  foreign  service  and 
commutation  of  quarters  for  not  to  exceed  one  thousand  five  hundred 
regular  active  commissioned  officers;  for  medals,  decorations,  and 
retired  pay  of  regular  and  reserve  commissioned  officers;  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  claims  for  private  property  lost,  destroyed,  captured,  aban¬ 
doned,  or  damaged  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  as 
authorized  by  law  (31  U.  S.  C.  222c,  h;  42  U.  S.  C.  213)  ;  and  for 
six  months’  death  gratuity  pay  and  burial  payments  for  regular  com¬ 
missioned  officers  ;  $1,790,000,  and  the  Surgeon  General  is  authorized 
to  advance  to  this  appropriation  from  appropriations  made  avail- 
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able  to  the  Public  Health  Service  for  the  current  fiscal  year  such  addi¬ 
tional  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  for  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
officers  herein  authorized. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  divisions  and  offices  of  the  Office  of 
the  Surgeon  General  and  for  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  not  appropriated  for  elsewhere,  including  conducting 
research  on  technical  nursing  standards  and  furnishing:  consultative 
nursing  services;  preparing  information,  articles,  and  publications 
related  to  public  health;  conducting  studies  and  demonstrations  in 
public  health  methods;  carrying  on  international  health  activities, 
including  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  entertainment  of  officials  of  other 
countries  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Surgeon  General ;  and 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  $2,918,000. 


SAINT  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
and  operation  of  the  hospital,  including  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two 
passenger  motor  vehicles,  including  one  bus-ambulance,  for  replace¬ 
ment  only,  clothing  for  patients  and  cooperation  with  organizations 
or  individuals  in  scientific  research  into  the  nature,  causes,  prevention, 
and  treatment  of  mental  illness,  $2,005,000. 

Construction  and  equipment,  building  for  the  housing,  care,  and 
treatment  of  mentally  sick  patients:  For  payment  of  obligations 
incurred  under  authority  provided  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
Appropriation  Act,  1949,  for  completion  of  a  building  for  the  housing, 
care,  and  treatment  of  mentally  sick  patients,  Saint  Elizabeths  Hos¬ 
pital,  $100,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That 
any  part  of  this  amount  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Services 
Administration. 

Major  repairs  and  preservation  of  buildings  and  grounds:  For 
miscellaneous  construction,  alterations,  repairs,  and  equipment,  on 
the  grounds  of  the  hospital,  including  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  advertising,  and  supervision  of  construction,  $406,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  any  part  of  this 
amount  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration. 

Construction  and  equipment  of  treatment  building:  For  construc¬ 
tion  and  equipment,  including  administrative  expenses,  of  a  treatment 
building  (providing  separate  male  and  female  facilities),  and 
demolition  and  removal  of  those  buildings  designated  as  Oaks  and 
Toner  Buildings  with  their  appurtenances  and  attachments,  within 
the  grounds  of  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital,  $1,500,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended;  and,  in  addition,  contracts  may  be  entered  into 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,938,000  toward  completion  of  such 
work  at  a  total  cost  not  to  exceed  $5,588,000 :  Provided ,  That  the 
appropriation  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  for  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  two  treatment 
buildings,  shall  be  consolidated  with  this  appropriation,  to 
be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  as  one  fund  which  shall  be  available 
for  all  of  the  foregoing  purposes,  and  any  part  of  such  consolidated 
appropriation  may  be  transferred  to  the  General  Services 
Administration. 
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SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Federal  Credit  Unions:  For 
expenses  necessary  for  the  supervision  of  Federal  credit  unions,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $250,000,  together 
with  the  aggregate  of  amounts  received  from  certificate,  supervision, 
and  examination  fees  collected  from  Federal  credit  unions  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance : 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere;  and  furnishing,  repairing,  and  cleaning  of 
wearing  apparel  and  equipment  used  by  building  guards;  not  more 
than  $45,988,000  may  be  expended  from  the  Federal  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  trust  fund,  of  which  not  more  than  $404  shall  be 
available  for  payment  in  advance  when  authorized  by  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  for  dues  or  fees  for  library  membership  in 
organizations  whose  publications  are  available  to  members  only  or  to 
members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general  public :  Provided ,  That 
any  sums  received  by  the  Administrator  as  payment  for  services  per¬ 
formed  for  any  department  or  agency  of  the  Government  by  persons 
whose  salaries  are  paid  from  the  amount  made  available  under  this 
paragraph  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropriation  for 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  sums  are  received,  and  shall  be  available 
for  the  same  purposes. 

Reimbursement  to  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
fund:  For  reimbursement  to  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insur¬ 
ance  trust  fund  for  benefits  paid  during  the  fiscal  year  1949  to  the 
survivors  of  veterans  of  World  War  II  eligible  for  benefits  as  provided 
under  section  210  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C. 
410) ,  $3,694,000. 

Grants  to  States  for  public  assistance :  For  grants  to  States  for  old- 
age  assistance,  aid  to  dependent  children,  and  aid  to  the  blind  as 
authorized  in  titles  I,  IV,  and  X  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended 
(42  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  7,  subch.  I,  IV,  and  X) ,  $1,200,000,000,  of  which  such 
amount  as  may  be  necessary  shall  be  available  for  grants  for  any  period 
in  the  prior  fiscal  year  subsequent  to  March  31  of  that  year. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance:  For  expenses 
necessary  for  the  Bureau  of  Public  Assistance,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,413,400. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Children’s  Bureau :  For  necessary  expenses  in 
carrying  out  the  Act  of  April  9,  1912,  as  amended  (29  U.  S.  C.  18a), 
and  title  V  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch. 
7,  subch.  V) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  purchase  of  reports  and  material  for  the  publications  of  the 
Children’s  Bureau  and  of  reprints  for  distribution,  $1,500,000:  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  no  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall 
be  used  to  promulgate  or  carry  out  any  instruction,  order,  or  regula¬ 
tion  relating  to  the  care  of  obstetrical  cases  which  discriminate  between 
persons  licensed  under  State  law  to  practice  obstetrics :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther ,  That  the  foregoing  proviso  shall  not  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent 
any  patient  from  having  the  services  of  any  practitioner  of  her  own 
choice,  paid  for  out  of  this  fund,  so  long  as  State  laws  are  complied 
with :  Provided  further ,  That  any  State  plan  which  provides  standards 
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for  professional  obstetrical  services  in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the 
State  shall  be  approved. 

Grants  to  States  for  maternal  and  child  welfare:  For  grants  to 
States  for  maternal  and  child-health  services,  services  for  crippled 
children,  and  child-welfare  services  as  authorized  in  title  V,  parts 
1,  2,  and  3,  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.,  ch. 
7,  subch.  V),  $22,000,000:  Provided ,  That  any  allotment  to  a  State 
pursuant  to  section  502  (b)  or  512  (b)  of  such  Act  shall  not  be 
included  in  computing  for  the  purposes  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
sections  504  and  514  of  such  Act  an  amount  expended  or  estimated  to 
be  expended  by  the  State. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  the  Commissioner:  For  expenses 
necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner  for  Social  Security, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia-,  $223,000, 
together  with  not  to  exceed  $112,000  to  be  transferred  from  the  Federal 
old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

Grants  to  States,  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  For  making,  after 
May  31  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  payments  to  States  under  titles 
I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respectively,  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 
for  the  first  quarter  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary,  the  obligations  incurred  and  the  expenditures  made 
thereunder  for  payments  under  each  of  such  titles  to  be  charged  to 
the  appropriation  therefor  for  that  fiscal  year. 

In  the  administration  of  titles  I,  IV,  V,  and  X,  respectively,  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  payments  to  a  State  under  any  of 
such  titles  for  any  quarter  in  the  period  beginning  April  1  of  the  prior 
year,  and  ending  June  30  of  the  current  year,  may  be  made  with 
respect  to  a  State  plan  approved  under  such  title  prior  to  or  during 
such  period,  but  no  such  payment  shall  be  made  with  respect  to  any 
plan  for  any  quarter  prior  to  the  quarter  in  which  such  plan  was 
submitted  for  approval. 

OFFICE  OF  TUB  ADMINISTRATOR 

Salaries,  Office  of  the  Administrator :  Salaries,  Office  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$2,383,100,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $334,900  to  be  transferred  from 
the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund:  Provided , 
That  the  Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appropriation  from 
appropriations  of  constituent  organizations  of  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  finance  the  regional  office 
activities  of  such  constituent  organizations. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Division  of  Service  Operations :  For  expenses 
necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Administrator,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  Division  of  Service 
Operations,  $1,090,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $165,600  to  be 
transferred  from  the  Federal  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust 
fund :  Provided ,  That  the  Administrator  may  advance  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  from  appropriations  of  constituent  organizations  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  cover  the 
charges  for  services,  supplies,  equipment  and  materials  furnished. 

Salaries,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel :  Salaries,  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$523,100,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $22,950  to  be  transferred  from 
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the  appropriation  “Salaries  and  expenses,  certification  and  inspection 
services”,  and  not  to  exceed  $321,100  to  be  transferred  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  old-age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund. 

Surplus  property  disposal:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  subsections  203  (j)  and  (k)  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  relating  to  disposal  of 
real  and  personal  excess  property  for  educational  purposes  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  public  health,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $333,300. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  202.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672). 

Sec.  203.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  examination  of  estimates  of  appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  field,  for  exchange  of  books. 

Sec.  204.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  may 
be  transferred  to  the  appropriations  of  the  organizational  units  oper¬ 
ating  such  programs. 

Sec.  205.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  printing  and  binding,  including  the 
purchase  of  reprints. 

Sec.  206.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

Sec.  207.  Appropriations  under  this  title  available  for  salaries  and 
expenses  shall  be  available  for  travel  expenses  and  for  expenses  of 
attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  function  or  activity  for 
which  any  such  appropriation  is  made. 

Sec.  208.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  title  to  the  Social 
Security  Administration  for  grants  in  aid  of  State  agencies  to  cover, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  operation  of  said  agencies  including 
the  salaries  and  expenses  of  officers  and  employees  of  said  agencies, 
shall  be  withheld  from  the  said  agencies  of  any  States  which  have 
established  by  legislative  enactment  and  have  in  operation  a  merit 
system  and  classification  and  compensation  plan  covering  the  selec¬ 
tion,  tenure  in  office,  and  compensation  of  their  employees,  because  of 
any  disapproval  of  their  personnel  or  the  manner  of  their  selection 
by  the  agencies  of  the  said  States,  or  the  rates  of  pay  of  said  officers  or 
employees. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Security  Agency  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  III— NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  to  carry  out  the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the 
Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  141-167),  and 
other  laws,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ; 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  the 
Board  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Chairman  or  the  General 
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Counsel ;  printing  and  binding ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  $8,582,500:  Provided ,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  to  organize  or  assist  in 
organizing  agricultural  laborers  or  used  in  connection  with  investiga¬ 
tions,  hearings,  directives,  or  orders  concerning  bargaining  units  com¬ 
posed  of  agricultural  laborers  as  referred  to  in  section  2  (3)  of  the 
Act  of  July  5,  1935  (49  Stat.  450),  and  as  amended  by  the  Labor- 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  and  as  defined  in  section  3  (f)  of 
the  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (52  Stat.  1060). 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Labor  Relations  Board 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  IV— NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Mediation  Board,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  printing  and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) , 
$412,200. 

Arbitration  and  emergency  boards :  For  expenses  necessary  for  arbi¬ 
tration  boards  established  under  section  7  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act, 
as  amended  (45  U.  S.  C.  157),  and  emergency  boards  appointed  by 
the  President  pursuant  to  section  10  of  said  Act  (45  U.  S.  C.  160), 
including  printing  and  binding,  and  stenographic  reporting  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  $150,000. 

NATIONAL.  RAILROAD  ADJUSTMENT  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Railroad  Adjustment  Board,  including  printing  and  binding,  and 
stenographic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  $797,300,  of  which  not  less  than 
$296,700,  shall  be  available  for  compensation  (at  rates  not  in  excess 
of  $75  per  diem)  and  expenses  of  referees  appointed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act,  as  amended. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Mediation  Board  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  V— RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Railroad  Retirement  Board  (trust  fund)  : 
For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  work  of  the 
Board  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Board ;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  stenographic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims 
pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  $5,446,000,  to  be  derived  from  the 
railroad  retirement  account. 

Railroad  retirement  account:  For  an  amount  sufficient  as  an  annual 
premium  for  the  payments  required  under  the  Railroad  Retirement 
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Acts  of  August  29,  1935,  and  June  24,  1937,  and  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  railroad  retirement  account  established  under 
section  15  (a)  of  the  latter  Act,  $457,832,724:  Provided ,  That  such 
total  amount  shall  be  available  until  expended  for  making  payments 
required  under  said  retirement  Acts,  and  the  amount  not  required  for 
current  payments  shall  be  invested  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of 
June  24,  1937. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Railroad  Retirement  Board  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1951”. 

TITLE  VI— FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND  CONCILIATION 

SERVICE 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Service  to 
carry  out  the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Labor-Management  Rela¬ 
tions  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  171-180,  182),  including  expenses  of  the 
Labor-Management  Panel  as  provided  in  section  205  of  said  Act; 
temporary  employment  of  arbitrators,  conciliators,  and  mediators  on 
labor  relations  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $75  per  diem;  expenses  of 
attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  labor  and  industrial  relations ; 
printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  health  service  program  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $2,949,700. 

Boards  of  inquiry :  To  enable  the  Service  to  pay  necessary  expenses 
of  boards  of  inquiry  appointed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  section 
206  of  the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947  (29  U.  S.  C.  176- 
180,  182),  including  printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  and  rent 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $50,000. 

This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation 
Service  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Labor-Federal  Security  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  VI— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

TITLE  I 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  improve  and  develop,  independently  or 
through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and  others, 
a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and  marketing  of 
agricultural  products  under  the  provisions  of  title  II  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1621-1629),  including  the 
objects  for  which  funds  are  available  for  titles  II  and  III  of  such 
Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $6,000,000:  Provided ,  That  not  less  than 
$650,000  of  this  amount  shall  be  available  for  contracts  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  205  of  said  Act :  Provided  further ,  That 
the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of 
the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be 
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necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts 
made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
and  Office  of  Information,  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  healing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department,  shall  detennine) ,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  amounts  transferx-ecl  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other 
appi'opriation  items  of  the  Depai’tment:  Provided  further ,  That  no 
pai’t  of  this  appropiiation  shall  be  aATailable  for  work  relating  to  fish 
or  shellfish  or  any  product  thereof,  except  for  the  sxxpport  of  equitable 
transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates 
and  for  development  of  foreign  markets. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
establishing  the  Bureau  of  Agricxdtural  Economics  (5  U.  S.  C.  673) 
and  related  Acts,  as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations  and  for 
acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  infonnation  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  production,  distribution,  land 
utilization,  and  conservation  in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm 
management  and  practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  pur¬ 
chasing  of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  production  to 
probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food  products;  land 
ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income  in  their  relation  to 
agriculture,  including  causes  for  their  variations  and  trends, 
$2,600,000 :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
or  made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the 
heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling,  abstract¬ 
ing,  analyzing,  summarizing,  intei'preting,  and  publishing  data  relat¬ 
ing  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  livestock  estimates,  acreage, 
yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton,  stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and 
numbei's,  grades,  and  value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on 
farms,  production,  disti'ibution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and 
x'osin  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b),  and 
for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as  provided 
by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S. 
C.  951-957),  $2,904,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertain¬ 
ing,  collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers 
as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple  pro¬ 
duction  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 

Agricultural  Research  Administration 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Administrator,  including  the 
purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle,  travel  and  subsistence 
expenses  of  advisory  committees  authorized  by  title  III  of  the  Act 
of  August  14, 1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  1628-1629) ,  and  the  maintenance,  oper- 
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ation,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center,  $600,000  :  Provided ,  That  the  appropriation  current 
at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may  be  reimbursed  (by  advance 
credits  or  reimbursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from 
applicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling 
and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equipment, 
and  material  furnished :  Provided  further ,  That  of  the  several  appro¬ 
priations  of  the  Agricultural  Research  Administration,  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  shall  be  available  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574), 
as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  :  Provided  further ,  That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Research  Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion,  alteration,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements :  Provided , 
however ,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  constructing  any 
one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connecting  greenhouses)  shall 
not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount  for  construction  of  buildings  cost¬ 
ing  more  than  $2,500  each  shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates 
submitted  and  approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one 
building  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum 
of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Research  Administrator,! 
whichever  is  greater. 

WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND,  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  CENTER 

For  the  establishment  of  a  working  capital  fund,  to  be  available 
without  fiscal  year  limitation,  for  expenses  necessary  for  furnishing 
facilities  and  services  by  the  Agricultural  Research  Center  to  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  $300,000.  Said  fund  shall  be  reimbursed  from  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  or  other  funds  to  cover  the  charges  for  such 
facilities  and  services,  including  handling  and  related  charges,  for 
equipment  rentals  (including  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs), 
for  supplies,  equipment  and  materials,  stores  of  which  may  be  main¬ 
tained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction,  alterations,  and 
repair,  and  applicable  appropriations  or  other  funds  may  also  be 
charged  their  proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses 
of  the  Center  not  covered  by  the  annual  appropriation. 

RESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  AGRICULTURAL  MATERIALS 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  his 
responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23, 1946  (50  U.  S.  C.  98f ) ,  $399,000, 
including  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  alterations  at  the  Eastern  Regional 
Research  Laboratory,  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania,  to  provide  pilot 
plant  facilities  for  tannin  extraction,  and  such  amount  shall  be  in 
addition  to  amounts  otherwise  available  for  alterations. 

RESEARCH  ON  AGRICULTURAL  PROBLEMS  OF  ALASKA 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  conduct  research 
into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate, 
independently  or  in  cooperation  with  appropriate  agencies  of  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $280,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico  to 
be  paid  quarterly  in  advance  where  applicable,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  experiment 
stations : 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Hatch 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.  362,  363,  365,  368, 
377-379),  $720,000:  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906 
(7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act.  the  Act  approved  February 
24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7 
U.  S..C.  427-427g),  sections  3  and  5,  $2,863,708,  and  sections  9  and  11 
of  said  Act  as  added  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  427h, 
427j),  including  administration  by  the  Office  of  Experiment  Stations 
in  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  $5,000,000,  no  part 
of  which  latter  amount  shall  be  used  for  beginning  construction  of 
any  building  costing  in  excess  of  $15,000,  except  that  a  poultry  breed¬ 
ing  house  may  be  constructed  at  Purdue  University  at  a  cost  to  this 
appropriation  of  not  to  exceed  $29,000;  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved 
May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000 ;  Alaska,  the  Act 
approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  benefits 
of  the  Hatch  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $15,000,  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  369a), 
extending  the  benefits  of  the  Adams  and  Purnell  Acts  to  the  Territory 
of  Alaska,  $37,500;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  $12,416,208. 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  administration  of  grants 
and  coordination  of  research  with  States,  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Acts  approved  March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24, 
1925,  May  16,  1928,  February  23,  1929,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20, 
1936,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-383, 
386-386f),  and  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  relative  to 
their  administration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural 
experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $237,500;  and  the  Secretary  shall 
prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under 
the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance 
with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agri¬ 
cultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in 
said  Acts  with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make 
report  thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico 

For  expenses  necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural 
experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illus¬ 
tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  and  not  to  exceed 
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$24,950  to  replace  water  supply  line  and  increase  capacity  of  reservoir, 
$175,000. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  conducting  investiga¬ 
tions  of  the  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special  suggestions 
of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utilization  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  investigations,  including 
housing  and  houeshold  buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  im¬ 
provement  of  the  rural  home,  for  coordinating  nutrition  services  made 
available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other  agencies,  and  for  disseminating 
useful  information  on  these  subjects,  $1,500,000. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as 
amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  related 
Acts,  and  for  investigation  concerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat 
industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments  in  animal 
husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and  breeding,  and  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101  (b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authorizing  cooperation  with  State  authorities 
in  the  administration  of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry, 
poultry  products,  and  hatcheries,  $2,294,000. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of  diseases  of  ani¬ 
mals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin,  serums,  antitoxins,  and 
analogous  products,  $1,325,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $8,000  for 
the  purchase  of  land  and  appurtenances  near  Ames,  Iowa,  for  continu¬ 
ation  of  a  hog  cholera  experiment  station. 

Animal  disease  control  and  eradication :  For  the  control  and  eradi¬ 
cation,  including  inspections  and  quarantines,  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  Bang’s  disease  of 
cattle,  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  southern  cattle  ticks,  hog  cholera 
and  related  swine  diseases,  and  dourine  in  horses,  and  inspection  and 
quarantine  work;  for  supervision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock, 
including  administration  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law ;  for  inspection 
of  vessels ;  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  March 
4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158),  relating  to  veterinary  biological  prod¬ 
ucts,  $7,950,000,  including  $30,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and 
construction  of  buildings  for  inspection  of  livestock  at  Canadian 
border  ports  of  entry :  Provided ,  That  no  payment  hereunder  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  for  tuberculosis, 
paratuberculosis,  or  Bang’s  disease  shall  exceed  (1)  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  $50  for  any  purebred  animal,  (2)  one-third  of  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  appraised  value  and  the  value  of  salvage  thereof,  or 
(3)  the  amount  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State  or  other  cooperating 
agency,  and  no  payment  hereunder  shall  be  made  for  any  animal  if 
at  the  time  of  test  or  condemnation  it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the 
premises  of  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold, 
shipped,  or  delivered  for  slaughter :  Provided  further ,  That  inspec- 
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tion  service  shall  be  maintained  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service 
during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws  relating 
to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $12,800,000. 

Marketing  Agreements,  Hog  Cholera  Virus  and  Serum 

The  sum  of  $49,800  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section  12  (a)  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  C. 
612) ,  is  hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appro¬ 
priations  are  herein  made  to  carx-y  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclu¬ 
sive,  of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855). 

Ei-adication  of  Foot-and-Mouth  and  Other  Contagious  Diseases  of 

Animals 

For  expenses  necessary  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia,  or  other  con¬ 
tagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals,  or  Eux-opean  fowl  pest  and 
similar  diseases  in  poixltry,  including  the  payment  of  claims  growing 
out  of  past  and  future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (includ¬ 
ing  poultry )  affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  matei'ials  contaminated  by 
or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  iri-espective  of 
ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar  circumstances,  when 
such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful  quarantine  regulations ;  and 
for  foot-and-mouth  disease  and  rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pur- 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (21  U.  S.  C. 
Supp.  II,  114b-114d),  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including  expenses  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  2  of  said  Act  of  February  28,  1947,  the  Secretary 
may  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or  funds  available  to  the 
bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies  of  the  Department  such  sums  as  he 
may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which 
threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country,  and  any 
unexpended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under  this  head  in  the 
next  preceding  fiscal  year  shall  be  mei'ged  with  such  transferred 
amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pursuant  to 
said  Act  of  February  28,  1947,  the  payment  for  such  animals  here¬ 
after  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat,  egg- 
production,  dairy,  or  bi'eeding  value,  but  in  case  of  appraisement 
based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any  such  animal  shall 
exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except 
in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emei-gency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Seci'e- 
tary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government  for  any  such 
animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements :  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the 
basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

For  necessaxy  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401^04),  including  investigations, 
experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C. 
2325,  2326  (c) ),  relating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a) ),  insofar  as  it  relates 
to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,617,500. 
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BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a)  to  202  (e) , 
inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1292) ;  for  the  development  of  new  and  extended  food,  feed, 
and  industrial  uses  for  agricultural  commodities,  both  plant  and 
animal,  and  potential  replacement  crops,  and  processing,  biological, 
chemical,  physical,  pharmacological,  toxicological,  and  technological 
investigation  thereof,  $7,960,000 :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  alteration  to  buildings  of  the  Naval  Stores 
Station  at  Olustee,  Florida. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL  ENGINEERING 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  in  connection  with  the  production  and  improvement  of  farm 
crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  industries ;  soils  and  soil-plant  rela¬ 
tionships,  and  the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ; 
plant  diseases,  including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  preven¬ 
tion  and  control ;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections,  and  surveys ;  the 
distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control ;  methods  of 
handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural 
products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our  possessions  for 
introduction  into  the  United  States,  including  explorations  and 
surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing  in  this  country;  and  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows : 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  improvement, 
and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn,  cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats, 
rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane, 
tobacco,  wheat,  and  other  field  crops,  $3,437,500. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations  on  the 
production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vegetable,  nut,  orna¬ 
mental,  and  related  crops  and  plants,  $3,012,500. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest  and  shade 
trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their  control,  $452,500. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of  soil  manage¬ 
ment  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  productivity,  including  fertili¬ 
zation,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage  practices,  and  other  means  of 
improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improve¬ 
ment  for  agricultural  use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on 
dry  and  irrigated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its 
use  by  crops ;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system  and 
indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and  determina¬ 
tion  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted  cropping  and 
improved  soil  management,  $2,723,750,  including  not  to  exceed 
$100,000  for  construction  or  acquisition  of  buildings,  facilities,  and 
equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley,  California. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  including  farm  power 
and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanitation,  and  rural  electrifi¬ 
cation;  farm  buildings  and  their  appurtenances  and  buildings  for 
processing  and  storing  farm  products,  and  the  preparation  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  building  plans  and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other 
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engineering  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  transpor- 
tation;  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $1,130,000. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  development  of  the 
National  Arboretum  established  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  March  4, 1927  (20  U.  S.  C.  191-194) ,  $152,700. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Salaries  and  Expenses 

_  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  demonstra¬ 
tions,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic  entomology,  for  in¬ 
vestigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of  destroying  insects  and 
related  pests  injurious  to  agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  bene¬ 
ficial  insects  and  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and 
related  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best  ways  of 
utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  149), 
and  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  as  amended,  authorizing 
the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious  insects 
and  plant  pests ;  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes 
and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two,  as  follows : 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects  affecting 
fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest  products,  truck 
and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range  crops,  cotton,  tobacco, 
sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other  plants  and  agricultural  products, 
household  possessions,  and  man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and 
apiary  management;  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  infor¬ 
mation  to  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
investigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies  of 
injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange  with  other 
countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other  arthropods;  for 
developing  methods,  equipment,  and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing 
plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests 
and  plant  diseases;  and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungi¬ 
cides,  including  methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects 
of  their  application,  $4,157,500 :  Provided ,  That  of  the  amount  allotted 
for  oriental  fruitfly,  not  to  exceed  $250,000  may  be  used  for  contracts 
with  public  or  private  agencies  for  research  without  regard  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  existing  law,  and  the  amounts  obligated  for  contract  research 
shall  remain  available  until  expended :  Provided  further ,  That 
$50,000  shall  be  transferred  to  applicable  appropriations  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  investigations  and  studies  of  effects  of  insecticidal 
and  fungicidal  residue  on  human  health. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  operations  or 
measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the 
spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies, 
phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  pink  bollworm  and 
Thurberia  weevil,  golden  nematode,  citrus  blackfly,  white-fringed 
beetle,  and  the  Hall  scale,  including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine 
regulations  and  cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines 
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as  authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  and  including  the  establishment  of 
such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infesta¬ 
tion  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Februai-y  8, 
1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  cooperation  with  States  in  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  growers  for  losses  resulting  from  the  destruction  of  or  for 
not  planting  potatoes  and  tomatoes  on  lands  infested  or  exposed  to 
infestations  of  the  golden  nematode  for  the  purpose  authorized  by 
the  Golden  Nematode  Act  (Public  Law  645,  approved  June  15,  1948), 
and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec¬ 
tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of  materials 
found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  violation  of  Federal 
plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and  operations  under  the  Ter¬ 
minal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  166),  $4,450,000:  Provided ,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value 
of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or  de¬ 
stroyed,  except  potatoes  and  tomatoes  as  authorized  under  the  Golden 
Nematode  Act:  Provided  further ,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the 
control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such  State  has  pro¬ 
vided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this  purpose,  or  for  bar¬ 
berry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expendi¬ 
tures  shall  have  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by 
States,  counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organiza¬ 
tions  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose,  or  with  respect  to  the 
golden  nematode  except  as  prescribed  in  section  4  of  the  Golden 
Nematode  Act. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the  introduction 
of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United  States,  including  the 
enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of 
1905  (7  U.  S.  C.  141-144),  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as 
they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement  of 
regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection 
and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 
requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a),  $2,354,700. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and  Plant  Diseases 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  joint 
resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148-148e),  including 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  two,  and  surveys  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in 
cooperation  with  the  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian 
authorities,  and  the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $2,100,000,  of 
which  $1,250,000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant  to  section 
3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes  of  said  joint  resolution 
only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions. 
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Control  of  Forest  Pests 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations,  measures,  or 
surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or 
retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases  which  endanger  forest  trees  on 
any  lands  in  the  United  States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures 
relating  thereto  as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine 
Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151—167),  including 
the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three)  and  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes,  construction  and  alteration  of  necessary  buildings,  not  to 
exceed  $23,500  for  the  purchase  of  one  building  at  Greenfield,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  :  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  constructing  or  altering  any  one 
building  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500,  as  follows : 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) , 
$560,000. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  June  25,  1947  (16  U.  S.  C.,  Supp.  I,  591—1 — 594-5), 
$1,650,000,  of  which  $750,000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use  pursuant 
to  section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes  for  the  purposes  of  said  Act 
only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary,  with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to  meet  emergency  conditions. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursuant  to  the 
Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a),  $3,490,000,  of  which  amount 
$537,050  shall  be  available  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the 
control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions  of  the 
United  States;  $1,837,475  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service  for  the 
control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  lands  under  its 
jurisdiction;  and  $1,115,475  of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Ento¬ 
mology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination 
of  the  entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations  con¬ 
ducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but  not  con¬ 
fined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  State 
and  privately  owned  lands. 


Forest  Service 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employ¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic 
Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment  and  make  investigations 
and  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering, 
but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment 
or  test  made  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise 
the  owners  of  woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same  ;  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses,  and 
methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek,  through 
investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign  species,  suitable 
trees  for  the  treeless  regions ;  to  erect  necessary  buildings :  Provided , 
That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved, 
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exclusive  of  the  cost  (not  to  exceed  $1,000)  of  constructing  a  water- 
supply  or  sanitary  system  and  of  connecting  the  same  with  any 
such  building,  and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a 
lookout  house  may  be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $15,000,  with  the 
exception  that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  was  $15,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  made  under  this  chapter  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  building  as  certified 
by  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service,  and  that  not  to  exceed  $8,000  may 
be  expended  for  the  installation  of  an  elevator  in  the  Yeon  Avenue 
warehouse  in  Portland,  Oregon ;  to  protect,  administer,  and  improve 
the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting  and  other  measures  to 
prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil  waste,  and  the  formation 
of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions 
upon  and  utilize  the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish 
and  game  supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein ; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experiments  and 
investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service,  as  follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  administration, 
including  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reservation  Commission 
as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C. 
514),  $665,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the  administra¬ 
tion,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement,  and  development  of 
the  national  forests,  including  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of 
forest  tree  nurseries,  including  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nur¬ 
sery  stock  by  purchase,  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree 
planting  and  the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth ;  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three ; 
the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  all  other  improvements  necessary  for  the  proper  and  econom¬ 
ical  administration,  protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national 
forests,  including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  except  that  where  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical 
than  construction,  improvements  may  be  purchased ;  the  construction 
(not  to  exceed  $15,000  for  any  one  structure) ,  equipment,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities;  timber  cultural  opera¬ 
tions;  development  and  application  of  fish  and  game  management 
plans ;  propagation  and  transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting 
on  semiarid  portions  of  the  national  forests ;  estimating  and  apprais¬ 
ing  of  timber  and  other  resources  and  development  and  application  of 
plans  for  their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use ;  examination,  clas¬ 
sification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to  effecting 
exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  national  forests  that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and 
entry  under  the  Act  of  June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912 
(16  U.  S.  C.  506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 
U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water  rights,  includ¬ 
ing  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  or  rights-of- 
way  for  use  and  protection  of  water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in 
connection  with  the  administration  and  public  use  of  the  national 
forests ;  and  all  expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improve¬ 
ment,  pi’otection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
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$27,100,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $75,000  shall  be  available  for  the 
purchase  of  three  nursery  sites,  and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purchase  of  administrative  sites. 

Cooperative  range  improvements:  For  artificial  revegetation,  con¬ 
struction,  and  maintenance  of  range  improvements,  control  of  rodents, 
and  eradication  of  poisonous  and  noxious  plants  on  national  forest 
lands,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  Act  of  April  24,  1950  (Public  Law 
Numbered  478),  $700,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Fighting  forest  fires :  For  fighting  and  preventing  foi’est  fires  on  or 
threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  administration,  including 
lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in  process  of  condemnation  for 
Forest  Service  purposes,  and  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
in  the  preceding  fiscal  year  for  such  purpose,  $6,000,000,  of  which 
$2,500,000  shall  be  apportioned  for  use,  pursuant  to  section  3679  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  only  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  finds  necessary  to  meet 
emergency  conditions. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act  approved  May  22, 
1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581,  581a,  581f-581i) ,  including  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  improvements,  as  follows : 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  silvicultural, 
watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and  experiments  under  said 
section  2,  as  amended,  and  investigations  and  experiments  to  develop 
improved  methods,  of  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under 
section  7,  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$3,030,000,  of  which  $41,000  shall  be  available  for  such  investigations 
and  experiments  at  Bartlett  Experimental  Forest  only. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests  of  forest 
products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory,  or  else¬ 
where,  $1,300,000,  of  which  $30,000  shall  be  made  available  for  the 
establishment  of  a  forest  utilization  service  unit  in  the  Southwest. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest  survey 
under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics  under  section 
10,  $880,000. 

FOREST  DEVELOPMENT  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  November  9,  1921,  as 
amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  relating  to  forest  development  roads 
and  trails,  including  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  $10,348,000,  which  sum  is  authorized  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1948  (Public  Law  834),  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended :  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  build¬ 
ings  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies 
used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost 
of  any  such  building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under  this 
authorization  shall  not  exceed  $15,000  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $15,000 
or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the 
Chief  of  the  Forest  Service. 
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ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519, 
521),  $300,000,  to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase 
price  of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  such  acquisition :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall 
be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of  Adair,  Cherokee, 
and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  without  the  specific  approval 
of  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners  of  the  county  in  which  such 
lands  are  situated. 

Superior  National  Forest:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  land  within 
the  Superior  National  Forest,  Minnesota,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  June  22,  1948  (Public  Law  733),  $150,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

Special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facilitate  the  control 
of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  following  national  forests,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations 
of  forest  receipts  for  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts  from  such  receipts :  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as  amended,  $40,000; 
Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505), 
as  amended,  $10,000 ;  San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests, 
Riverside  County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634), 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests,  Nevada, 
Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as  amended,  $10,000;  Angeles 
National  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591), 
$20,000;  Cleveland  National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California, 
Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637),  $35,000; 
in  all  $142,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appropriate  agen¬ 
cies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and  the  protection  of 
timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  7.  1924,  as  amended  (16 
U.  S.  C.  564^566) ,  $9,500,000. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to  advise  tim- 
berland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  industries  or  other 
appropriate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest  management  prin¬ 
ciples  to  federally  owned  lands  leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest 
lands,  so  as  to  attain  sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation 
of  the  timber  resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the 
stabilization  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  indus¬ 
tries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department 
as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry 
Act,  approved  May  18,  1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed 
$785,034)  and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $449,200) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16 
U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  $1,300,000. 
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Flood  Control 

For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the  Flood  Control  Act, 
approved  June  22,  1936  (Public  Law  738),  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys,  and  to  per¬ 
form  works  of  improvement,  and  to  plan  the  agricultural  phases  of 
the  development  of  the  Columbia  Basin  area  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  laws  relating  to  the  activities  of  the  Department,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $10,315,000,  with  which  shall  be 
merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated 
or  transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control  purposes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 
lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  spe¬ 
cific  approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in 
which  such  lands  are  situated,  nor  shall  any  part  of  such  funds  be 
used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  counties  of  Adair,  Cherokee, 
and  Sequoyah,  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  without  the  specific  approval 
of  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners  of  the  county  in  which  such 
lands  are  situated:  Provided  further ,  That  of  the  funds  available 
herein,  not  in  excess  of  $8,315,000  may  be  expended  in  watersheds 
heretofore  authorized  by  section  13  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
December  22,  1944,  for  necessary  gulley  control,  floodwater  detention, 
and  floodway  structures  in  areas  other  than  those  over  which  the 
Department  of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and  responsibility. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f),  which  provides  for 
a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and  soil  and  water  conservation, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  maintenance 
of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  alteration  of  permanent 
buildings :  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected, 
or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply 
or  sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building, 
shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in  con¬ 
junction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes  and  except 
for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $15,000 
per  building :  Provided  further ,  That  no  money  appropriated  in  this 
chapter  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  any  such  building 
on  land  not  owned  by  the  Government :  Provided  further ,  That  in  the 
State  of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States 
or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  conservation 
district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the 
prior  approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall  become 
effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investigations  into 
the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of  erosion,  soil  and 
moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and  water  conservation  (includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and 
land  drainage,  and  water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce 
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fire  hazards  in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expendi¬ 
tures  for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a 
sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State 
of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental  watersheds,  stations, 
laboratories,  plots,  and  installations,  $1,500,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations :  For  carrying  out  preventive  measures 
to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special  measures  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and 
including  the  improvement  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of 
conservation  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$52,400,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may  be 
expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations  in  demonstration 
projects:  Provided  further ,  That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  may  be  used 
for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of 
the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved  July  22,  1937 
(7  U.  S.  ,C.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved 
August  11, 1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  1011  note) ,  $1,565,175. 

WATER  CONSERVATION  AND  UTILIZATION  PROJECTS 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  functions  of  the 
Department  under  the  Acts  of  May  10,  1939  (53  Stat.  685,  719), 
October  14,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  590y-z-10),  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented,  and  June  28,  1949  (Public  Law  132),  relating  to  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  water  conservation  and 
utilization  projects,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $500,000, 
which  sum  shall  be  merged  with  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds 
heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred  to  said  Department  for  the 
purposes  of  said  Act. 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND  RESOURCES 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  approved  February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g- 
590q) ,  including  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display 
of  exhibits,  including  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  interna¬ 
tional  fairs  within  the  United  States;  $282,500,000,  to  remain 
available  until  December  31  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and 
water-conserving  practices  authorized  under  this  head  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  carried  out  during 
the  period  July  1,  1949,  to  December  31,  1950,  inclusive:  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  $25,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this 
head  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  salaries  and 
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other  administrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  program,  the  cost 
of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation ; 
but  not  more  than  $5,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938” :  Provided  further ,  That  payments  to  claim¬ 
ants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate  of  the  claimant, 
which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
that  he  has  carried  out  the  conseiwation  practice  or  practices  and  has 
complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such  payments 
and  that  the  statements  and  information  contained  in  the  application 
for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief,  under  the  penalties  of  title  18,  United  States  Code:  Provided 
further,  That  none  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  avail¬ 
able  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of  February 
23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or  expenses  of  any  regional 
information  employees  or  any  State  information  employees,  but  this 
shall  not  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  informa¬ 
tion  at  the  county  level  to  individual  farmers  :  Provided  further ,  That 
such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  administrative 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  administration  of 
the  1951  program  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water- 
conserving  practices,  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended 
(amounting  to  $285,000,000,  including  administration,  and  formu¬ 
lated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments 
and  grants  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with  their  con¬ 
servation  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  except  that  the  pro¬ 
portion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15 
per  centum  from  the  distribution  for  the  next  preceding  program 
year,  and  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $2,500)  ;  but  the 
payments  or  grants  under  such  programs  shall  be  conditioned  upon 
the  utilization  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants 
are  to  be  made  in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which  will 
encourage  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserv¬ 
ing  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 
to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  approved  by 
the  State  committees  appointed  pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
590h  (b ) ) ,  for  the  respective  States:  Provided  further ,  That  not  to 
exceed  5  per  centum  of  the  allocation  for  the  agricultural  conservation 
program  for  any  county  may  be  allotted  with  the  approval  of  the 
State  committee  to  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  for  services  of  its 
technicians  in  formulating  and  carrying  out  the  agricultural  conserva¬ 
tion  program  and  the  funds  so  allotted  shall  not  be  utilized  by  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  for  any  purpose  other  than  technical 
and  other  assistance  in  such  county:  Provided  further,  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services, 
and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 
carrying  out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under 
programs  provided  for  herein :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of 
any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  cor¬ 
poration,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department, 
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shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating 
the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”, 
approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  section 
1913,  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  per¬ 
sonal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner 
a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appro¬ 
priation  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through 
the  proper  official  channels. 

-  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS  AND  MARKETING  QUOTAS 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  formulate  and  carry  out  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  and  marketing  quota  programs  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1301-1393),  $32,300,000,  of  which  not  more  than  $5,500,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  account  “Administrative 
expenses,  section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938” :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  $4,000,000  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  placed  in  reserve 
pending  determination  by  the  Secretary  as  to  necessity  of  marketing 
quotas  on  the  1951  crops  of  wheat,  corn,  and  rice,  to  be  released  in 
such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  be  necessary  in  connection  with  such  marketing  quotas. 

SUGAR  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948  (7  U.  S.  C.  1101-1160),  $63,750,000,  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year:  Provided ,  That 
expenditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for  other 
than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,500,000. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act  (42  U.  S.  C.  1751-1760),  $83,500,000:  Provided , 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assist¬ 
ance  under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

For  expenses  necessary  in  conducting  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations,  as  follows : 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and  distributing, 
by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  information  on  the  market 
supply  and  demand,  commercial  movement,  location,  disposition, 
quality,  condition,  and  market  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and 
animal  products,  dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers), 
fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products,  $2,118,500. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investigation  and 
certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition  of  any  agricultural 
commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise 
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processed,  and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity  or 
derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when 
received  at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from 
time  to  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached 
therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered,  $780,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing  among  the 
people  of  the  United  States  useful  information  relative  to  the  needed 
supplies,  standardization,  classification,  grading,  preparation  for 
market,  handling,  transportation,  storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and 
food  products,  including  the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the 
use  of  uniform  standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and 
food  products  throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton 
fiber  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d),  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d),  inclusive, 
of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1291),  including  not  to  exceed  $25,000  for  employment  at  rates  not  to 
exceed  $100  per  diem,  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a) ,  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  as  amended  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C,  55a),  and  not  to  exceed 
$20,000  for  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  including  not 
to  exceed  $10  per  diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while 
away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business,  $1,260,000 : 
Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appropriation 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  this  appro¬ 
priation  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this 
Act. 

Tobacco  Acts :  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of  classification  for  tobacco, 
to  provide  and  maintain  an  official  tobacco-inspection  service, 
approved  August  23, 1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for 
the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco  seed  and  plants, 
approved  June  5, 1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516) ,  $1,660,500. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts:  To  cari’y 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing  the  Secretary  to  col¬ 
lect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade  and  staple  length  of  cotton, 
approved  March  3,  1927,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937 
(7  U.  S.  C.  471-476),  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him 
by  chapter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures 
(26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved  March  4,  1923,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65),  $1,675,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  Acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a^99r),  the  Act  to  prevent  the 
destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce  (7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the 
Act  to  provide  standards  for  baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and 
vegetables,  as  amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  the  Act  to  fix  standards 
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for  hampers,  round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and 
vegetables  (15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i),  the  Act  to  provide  export  standards 
for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  71-87),  the  United  States  Warehouse 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  241-273) ,  the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) , 
the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229),  the 
Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  135-135k),  $3,495,000. 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1-I7a),  $650,000. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

For  operating  and  administrative  expenses,  $7,204,000. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 
of  1936,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915) ,  as  follows : 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  administrative  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports,  $8,550,000. 

LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  in  accordance  with  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  section  7  thereof,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  of 
said  Act  as  follows :  Rural  electrification  program,  $350,000,000 ;  and 
rural  telephone  program,  $32,500,000;  and  additional  amounts,  not 
to  exceed  a  total  of  $150,000,000  (including  the  uncommitted  balance 
available  as  a  carry-over  from  the  fiscal  year  1950) ,  may  be  borrowed 
for  the  rural  electrification  program  under  the  same  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
certify,  from  time  to  time,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that 
such  additional  amounts  are  required  during  the  fiscal  year  1951, 
under  the  then  existing  conditions,  for  the  expeditious  and  orderly 
development  of  the  program. 

Farmers’  Home  Administration 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related 
provisions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1031),  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration 
Act  of  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  1001,  note;  31  U.  S.  C.  82h;  12  U.  S.  C.  371; 
35  D.  C.  Code  535;  60  Stat.  1062-1080)  ;  the  Act  of  July  30,  1946  (40 
U.  S.  C.  436^39)  ;  the  Act  of  October  19,  1949  (Public  Law  361)  ; 
the  Act  of  August  28, 1937,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) , 
for  the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization  in 
the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States ;  and  the  provisions 
of  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  relating  to  financial  assistance 
for  farm  housing  (Public  Law  171,  approved  July  15,  1949),  as 
follows : 
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LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

For  loans  (including  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  and  taxes  under  sec¬ 
tion  50  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  and 
advances  incident  to  the  acquisition  and  preservation  of  security  of 
obligations  under  the  foregoing  several  authorities)  :  Title  I  and 
section  43  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended  and  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  (except  grants  under 
504  (a) )  $65,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000  of  the  amount 
available  for  the  purposes  of  title  I  and  section  43  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  may  be  distributed  to  States 
and  Territories  without  regard  to  farm  population  and  prevalence  of 
tenancy,  in  addition  to  the  amount  otherwise  distributed  thereto,  for 
loans  in  reclamation  projects  and  to  entrymen  on  unpatented  public 
land  (sums  available  for  loans  under  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949 
to  remain  available  until  expended)  ;  title  II  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended,  $85,000,000;  the  Act  of  August  28, 
1937,  as  amended,  $4,000,000 :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  the  fore¬ 
going  several  amounts  shall  be  borrowed  in  one  account  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
at  such  rate  of  interest  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  but  not  in  excess  of  3  per  centum  per  annum ;  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  lend  such 
sums  to  the  Secretary  upon  the  security  of  any  obligations  of  borrowers 
from  the  Secretary  under  the  provisions  of  said  Acts :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  Secretary  may  utilize  proceeds  from  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  under  such  Acts  to  repay  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  the  amounts  borrowed  therefrom  for  the  purposes  of  such 
Acts :  Provided  further ,  That  for  the  purpose  of  making  loans  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing  authority,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
to  use  as  a  public-debt  transaction  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any 
securities  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued  under  that  Act  are 
extended  to  include  such  loans  to  the  Secretary :  Provided  further ,  That 
repayments  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  such  loans  shall  be 
treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction. 

GRANTS 

For  grants  and  for  the  grant  portion  of  combination  loans  and 
grants  for  the  purpose  of  section  504  (a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
$650,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  the  making,  servicing,  and  collecting  of  loans  and  insured  mort¬ 
gages,  the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made  under  prior  authority, 
the  liquidation  of  assets  transferred  to  Farmers  Home  Administration 
pursuant  to  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946,  and  the 
extension  of  financial  assistance  under  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
$28,500,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation  item  of  not 
to  exceed  $80,000  of  the  fees  and  administrative  expense  charges  made 
available  by  subsections  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 
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Farm  Credit  Administration 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  or  conventions  of  members  of  organizations  at  which 
matters  of  importance  to  the  work  of  the  Farm  Credit  .Administration 
are  to  be  discussed  or  transacted ;  library  membership  fees  or  dues  in 
organizations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  to  members 
at  a  lower  price  than  to  others,  payment  for  which  may  be  made  in 
advance ;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  expenditures  authorized  by  section 
602  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (12  U.  S.  C.  833)  ;  purchase  of  one  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicle  (for  replacement  only)  for  use  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere;  garage  rental  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
payment  of  actual  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  and 
not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  persons  serving, 
while  away  from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation  from  the 
United  States,  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion,  except  that  such  expenditures  shall  not  exceed  $10,000 ;  examina¬ 
tion  of  corporations,  banks,  associations,  and  institutions  operated, 
supervised,  or  regulated  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  $585,000, 
together  with  not  to  exceed  $2,325,000  of  collections  from  Federal 
Farm  Credit  agencies  of  assessments  and  charges,  to  be  advanced  by 
transfer  and  counter  warrant  to  this  appropriation,  to  cover  the  cost 
of  Farm  Credit  Administration  facilities,  examinations,  and  other 
services  rendered  to  such  agencies ;  $2,910,000. 

Extension  Service 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  for 
cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows : 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b), 
$1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  ap¬ 
proved  June  29,  1935,  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones 
Act,  section  23,  title  II.  of  the  Act  approved  June  29, 1935,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l),  $12,500,000;  additional 
extension  work,  the  Act  approved  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343c-l),  $555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23, 
1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act 
to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  the  Act  approved  October  27, 
1949  (Public  Law  417) ,  extending  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  and  sections  21  and  23  of  title  II  of 
the  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  $42,150;  Puerto  Ilico,  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1931  (7  U.  S.  C.  386f),  authorizing  extension  of  the  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $31,348;  the  Act  approved  August  28, 
1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g),  extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000,  and  the  Act  approved 
October  26,  1949  (Public  Law  406),  extending  the  benefits  of  section 
23  of  title  II  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $40,000 ;  and 
section  506a  of  title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949  (Public  Law  171), 
$33,050 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico, 
$27,103,498. 
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SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the  Smith- 
Lever  Act,  approved  May  8, 1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341-348) ,  and  Acts  amend¬ 
atory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and  to  coordinate  the  extension  work 
of  the  Department  and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  pos¬ 
sessions,  $900,000. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

For  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  including 
the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only; 
travel  expenses,  including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropria¬ 
tions  in  the  field;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment; 
freight,  express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication 
service,  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 
miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided  for  and 
necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  $2,161,300,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other 
appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  services  and  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $109,280,  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided ,  however ,  That 
if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts 
estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the 
amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as 
changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or 
authorizations. 

Office  of  the  Solicitor 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the 
use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service,  $2,562,500, 
together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authoriza¬ 
tions  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  budget  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  such  expenses  which  several  amounts  not  exceeding  a 
total  of  $207,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation. 

Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 

For  necessary  expenses  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate 
activities  of  the  Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural 
work.  $600,000. 

Office  of  Information 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publication,  indexing, 
illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  documents,  and  reports, 
the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display  of  agricultural  motion  and 
sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and  the  coordination  of  informational 
work  and  programs  authorized  by  Congress  in  the  Department, 
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$1,265,800,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations 
or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses,  which  several  amounts 
or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $16,200,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a 
part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts 
not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes  enumer¬ 
ated  as  follows:  For  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  $109,959; 
for  preparation,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and  sound 
pictures,  $58,700;  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country, 
an  equal  proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or 
sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress?  as  they  shall  direct  (7  TJ.  S.  C. 
417)  and  not  less  than  two  hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
part  2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the  Yearbook 
of  Agriculture),  as  authorized  by  section  73  of  the  Act  of  January  12, 
1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241),  $611,128:  Provided ,  That  when  and  to  the 
extent  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  programs  of  the  various 
agencies  of  the  Department  authorized  by  Congress  can  be  more  advan¬ 
tageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the  Office  of  Informa¬ 
tion,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Department  therefor,  additional  funds 
not  exceeding  $300,000  for  these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall 
be  available  for  the  objects  specified  herein  :  Provided  further ,  That  in 
the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for  employment  pursuant  to 
the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  for  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional 
or  State  field  offices,  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such 
offices  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain  the 
San  Francisco  radio  office. 

Library 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  dues,  for  library  membership 
in  societies  or  associations  which  issue  publications  to  members  only 
or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 
members ;  $713,293. 

TITLE  II— CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations  and  agencies  are  hereby  authorized  to 
make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing 
authority  available  to  each  such  corporation  or  agency  and  in  accord 
with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard 
to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in 
carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year 
1951  for  such  corporation  or  agency,  except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 
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Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from 
carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program  authorized  by  law :  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $16,350,000  shall  be  available  for  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  of  the  Corporation :  Provided  further ,  That  all 
necessary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on 
a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improve¬ 
ment,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  the 
Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  including  expenses  of 
collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadminis- 
trative  expenses  for  the  purposes  hereof :  Provided  further ,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  dis¬ 
charge  $66,698,457  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  canceling  notes  in  such 
amount  issued  by  the  Corporation  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  8,  1938,  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  7l3a-4). 

Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed  $1,280,000  (to 
be  computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporation 
shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses,  including  employment 
on  a  contract  or  fee  basis  of  persons,  firms,  and  corporations  for  the 
performance  of  special  services,  including  legal  services,  and  the  use 
of  the  services  and  facilities  of  Federal  land  banks,  national  farm 
loan  associations,  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and  agencies  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  January  31,  1934  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020- 
1020h)  ;  and  said  total  sum  shall  be  exclusive  of  services  and  facilities 
furnished  and  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  central  office,  interest  expense,  and  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  or 
disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation 
or  in  which  it  has  an  interest:  Provided ,  That  promptly  after  June 
30  of  each  fiscal  year  all  cash  funds  in  excess  of  the  estimated  operat¬ 
ing  requirements  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  declared  as  divi¬ 
dends  and  paid  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury :  Provided 
further ,  That  the  aggregate  amount  of  bonds  the  Corporation  may 
issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed 
$500,000,000. 

Federal  intermediate  credit  banks:  Not  to  exceed  $1,496,000  (to  be 
computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  banks  shall  be 
available  for  administrative  expenses  and  services  performed  for  the 
banks  by  other  Government  agencies  (except  services  and  facilities 
furnished  and  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  central  office,  and  services  performed  by  any  Federal  Reserve 
bank  and  by  the  United  States  Treasury  in  connection  with  the  finan¬ 
cial  transactions  of  the  banks)  ;  and  said  total  sum  shall  be  exclusive 
of  interest  expense,  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  opera¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or 
personal  property  belonging  to  the  banks  or  in  which  they  have  an 
interest. 

Production  credit  corporations:  Not  to  exceed  $1,358,000  (to  be 
computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  corporations  shall 
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be  available  for  administrative  expenses  and  services  performed  for 
the  corporations  by  other  Government  agencies  (except  services  and 
facilities  furnished  and  examinations  made  by  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  central  office)  ;  and  said  total  sum  shall  be  exclusive 
of  interest  expense,  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  opera¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  improvement,,  protection,  or  disposition  of  real  or 
personal  property  belonging  to  the  corporations  or  in  which  they 
nave  an  interest. 

TITLE  III— REDUCTIONS  IN  APPROPRIATIONS 

Amounts  available  from  appropriations  are  hereby  reduced  in  the 
sums  hereinafter  set  forth,  such  sums  to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund 
and  covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately  upon  the  approval  of 
this  chapter : 

An  amount  of  $199,990,000  in  the  revolving  fund  held  in  the 
Treasury  available  to  the  Governor,  Farm  Credit  Administration,  as 
authorized  by  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Act,  as 
amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1020b),  for  resubscriptions  to  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

The  total  amount  of  $125,000,000  in  the  revolving  fund  appropri¬ 
ated  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Treasury  Department,  as  authorized 
by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  698),  for  sub¬ 
scriptions  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  land  banks. 

TITLE  IV— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law,  the  lump-sum 
appropriations  and  authorizations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  497 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  for  the  hire  of 
such  vehicles,  necessary  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  402.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary  employment  of 
translators  when  competent  citizen  translators  are  not  available;  (2) 
employment  in  cases  of  emergency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of 
the  Department  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3) 
employment  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
cultural  Relations. 

Sec.  403.  Appropriations  and  authorizations  made  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  available  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  bv  law 
(5U.S.  C.150). 

Sec.  404.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

Sec.  405.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  during 
the  current  fiscal  year  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  406.  Funds  available  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  may 
be  used  for  printing  and  binding,  including  the  purchase  of  reprints 
of  scientific  and  technical  articles. 

Sec.  407.  Of  appropriations  herein  made  which  are  available  for 
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the  purchase  of  lands,] not  to  exceed  $1  may  be  expended  for  each 
option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or  tracts  of  land. 

Sec.  408.  No  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  chapter  shall 
be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Department 
or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be 
issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or  forecast,  except  as  to 
damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects  and  pests,  with  respect  to 
future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same. 

Sec.  409.  Except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or  incident  to 
research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic  product  is 
available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  chapter  shall  be 
expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 
materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  410.  Not  less  than  $575,000  shall  be  available  for  contracts 
in  accordance  with  section  10  (a)  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946 
(7  U.  S.  C.  427i)  from  appropriations  herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics;  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry;  Bureau  of 
Dairy  Industry;  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 
Engineering;  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine;  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry;  Bureau  of  Human  Nutri¬ 
tion  and  Home  Economics ;  and  the  F orest  Service. 

Sec.  411.  Of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  chapter  for  travel 
expenses,  $791,888  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered  into 
the  Treasury  within  thirty  days  after  enactment  of  this  Act;  but  such 
amount  shall  be  credited  toward  any  other  reduction  in  amounts 
available  for  such  travel  expenses  resulting  from  decreases  in  appro¬ 
priations  made  by  this  Act  below  the  budget  estimates. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  VII— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

TITLE  I 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

'  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  (hereafter  in  this  chapter  referred  to  as  the  Secretary), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere; 
for  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only 
at  not  to  exceed  $4,500 ;  printing  and  binding ;  employment  of  a  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Oil  and  Gas  Division  without  regard  to  the  civil  service 
laws;  and  teletype  rentals  and  service;  $2,315,000. 

ENFORCEMENT  OF  THE  CONNALLY  HOT  OIL  ACT 

For  expenses  necessary  for  controlling  the  interstate  shipment  of 
contraband  oil  as  required  by  law  (15  U.  S.  C.  715),  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
four  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only ;  and  printing 
and  binding;  $180,000. 
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WORKING  CAPITAL  FUND 

For  establishment  of  a  working  capital  fund,  to  be  available  without 
fiscal  year  limitation,  for  expenses  necessary  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  (1)  a  central  reproduction  service;  (2)  communication 
services;  (3)  a  central  supply  service  for  stationery,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment,  blank  forms,  and  miscellaneous  materials,  for  which  adequate 
stocks  may  be  maintained  to  meet  in  whole  or  in  part  requirements 
of  the  bureaus  and  offices  of  the  Department  in  the  city  of  Washington 
and  elsewhere;  (4)  a  central  library  service;  (5)  health  services;  and 
(6)  such  other  similar  service  functions  as  the  Secretary  determines 
may  be  performed  more  advantageously  on  a  reimbursable  basis; 
$300,000.  Said  fund  shall  be  reimbursed  from  available  funds  of 
bureaus,  offices,  and  agencies  for  which  services  are  performed  at 
rates  which  will  return  in  full  all  expenses  of  operation,  including 
reserves  for  accrued  annual  leave  and  depreciation  of  equipment. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHEASTERN  POWER  MARKETING  AREA 

For  necessary  expenses  of  marketing  electric  power  and  energy 
produced  or  to  be  produced  at  multiple-purpose  projects  of  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s),  as 
applied  to  the  area  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  including  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  two)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  $150,000. 

CONSTRUCTION,  SOUTHWESTERN  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines,  substations, 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  and  for  administrative  expenses  connected 
therewith,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s),  as  applied  to  the  southwestern 
power  area,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $8,620,000,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted ;  and,  in  addition,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,730,000 :  Provided ,  That 
the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  appropriated  under  the  head  “Con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance,  power  transmission  facilities” 
in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  for  the  foregoing 
purposes  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  SOUTHWESTERN  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance  of  power 
transmission  facilities  and  of  marketing  electric  power  and  energy 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1944  (16  U.  S.  C.  825s),  as  applied  to  the  southwestern  power  area, 
$760,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  of  the  Southwestern  Power  Administration  shall  be 
available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  eight,  of  which  six  shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and 
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hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appro¬ 
priations  made  herein  to  the  Southwestern  Power  Administration  shall 
be  available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein  made 
for  operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only  for  the  service 
of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  made  necessary  by  the  Act  establishing  a  Commission 
of  Fine  Arts  (40  U.  S.  C.  104),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  printing  and 
binding  and  payment  of  actual  traveling  expenses  of  the  members  and 
secretary  of  the  Commission  in  attending  meetings  and  committee 
meetings  of  the  Commission  either  within  or  outside  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  be  disbursed  on  vouchers  approved  by  the  Commission, 
$12,530. 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  transmission  lines,  substations, 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  as  authorized  by  law,  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $39,500,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously 
granted;  and,  in  addition,  the  Administrator  is  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $20,000,000:  Provided ,  That  unexpended  balances  of 
prior  year  appropriations,  including  unused  balances  of  related  con¬ 
tract  authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

operation  and  maintenance 

For  necessary  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Bonne¬ 
ville  transmission  system  and  of  marketing  electric  power  and  energy, 
$5,000,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  of  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration  shall  be 
available  to  carry  out  all  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Administrator 
pursuant  to  law,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  seventeen  of  which  twelve  shall  be  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  two)  of  aircraft ;  and  printing  and  binding.  Appropria¬ 
tions  made  herein  to  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration  shall  be 
available  in  one  fund,  except  that  the  appropriation  herein  made  for 
operation  and  maintenance  shall  be  available  only  for  the  service  of 
the  current  fiscal  year. 

Not  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  appropriation  for  construction 
herein  made  for  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  construction  work  by  force  account  or  on  a  hired-labor  basis, 
except  in  case  of  emergencies,  local  in  character,  so  declared  by  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administrator. 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MANAGEMENT  OF  LANDS  AND  RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  protection,  use,  improvement,  develop¬ 
ment,  disposal,  cadastral  surveying,  classification,  and  performance 
of  other  functions,  as  authorized  by  law,  in  the  management  of  lands 
and  their  resources  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  $7,127,810:  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  may  be 
expended  on  a  reimbursable  basis  for  surveys  of  lands  other  than  those 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  of  access  roads  on  the  revested  Oregon  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands; 
acquisition  of  rights-of-way  and  of  existing  connecting  roads  adjacent 
to  such  lands;  and  for  acquisition,  construction,  or  reconstruction  of 
buildings  and  appurtenant  facilities  in  Alaska;  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  $700,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $200,000  is  for  liqui¬ 
dation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  under 
the  head  “Revested  Oregon  and  California  Railroad  and  reconveyed 
Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands”  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1950 :  Provided ,  That  the  amounts  of  appropria¬ 
tion  made  herein  for  road  construction  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  Department  of  Commerce. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  twenty-eight  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles ;  purchase  of  two  aircraft ;  printing  and  binding ;  and 
alteration  and  maintenance  of  necessary  buildings  and  appurtenant 
facilities  to  which  the  United  States  has  title:  Provided ,  That  of 
appropriations  herein  made  for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
expenditures  in  connection  with  the  revested  Oregon  and  California 
•  Railroad  and  reconveyed  Coos  Bay  Wagon  Road  grant  lands  shall 
be  reimbursed  from  the  25  per  centum  referred  to  in  section  c,  title  II, 
of  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937,  of  the  special  fund  designated 
the  “Oregon  and  California  Land  Grant  Fund”  and  section  4  of  the 
Act  approved  May  24,  1939,  of  the  special  fund  designated  the  “Coos 
Bay  Wagon  Road  Grant  Fund”. 

RANGE  IMPROVEMENTS 

For  construction,  purchase,  and  maintenance  of  range  improvements 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  3  and  10  of  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1934,  as  amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315),  sums  equal  to  the  aggregate 
of  all  moneys  received  as  range  improvement  fees  under  section  3  of 
said  Act  and  of  25  per  centum  of  all  moneys  received  under  section  15 
of  said  Act  dur.ng  the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years  but  not  yet 
appropriated,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  (PROCEEDS  OF  SALES) 

For  payment  to  the  several  States  of  5  per  centum  of  the  net  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  sales  of  public  lands  and  materials  lying  within  their  limits, 
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for  the  purpose  of  education  or  of  making  public  roads  and  improve¬ 
ments,  sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  receipts  (not  to  exceed  $20,000) 
covered  into  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
June  26,  1934  (31  U.  S.  C.  725c),  during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal 
years  but  not  yet  appropriated. 

PAYMENT  TO  OKLAHOMA 

For  payment  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma  in  lieu  of  all  State  and  local 
taxes  upon  tribal  funds  accruing  under  the  provisions  of  the  joint 
resolution  of  June  12, 1926  (44  Stat.  740),  to  be  expended  by  the  State 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  received  under  section  35  of  the  Act  approved 
February  25,  1920  (30  U.  S.  C.  191),  sums  equal  to  37 y2  per  centum 
of  the  royalties  received  during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years  (but 
not  yet  appropriated)  from  the  south  half  of  Red  River  in  Oklahoma 
under  the  provisions  of  said  joint  resolution  of  June  12,  1926. 

LEASING  OF  GRAZING  LANDS 

For  leasing  State,  county,  or  privately  owned  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938  (43  U.  S.  C.  315m-l), 
sums  equal  to  the  aggregate  of  receipts  covered  into  the  Treasury  m 
accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  23,  1938  (43  U.  S.  C.  315m-4),  during 
the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years  but  not  yet  appropriated. 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES  ( GRAZING  FEES ) 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  331/3  per  centum  of  all  grazing  fees  received 
during  the  current  and  prior  fiscal  years  (but  not  yet  appropriated) 
from  each  grazing  district  on  Indian  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States 
for  disposition  under  the  public-land  laws,  to  be  paid  to  the  State 
in  which  said  lands  are  situated,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  11  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1934,  as  amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  315j). 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  SERVICES 

For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  health,  education,  and  welfare 
services  for  Indians,  either  directly  or  in  cooperation  with  States  and 
other  organizations,  including  payment  (in  advance  or  from  date  of 
admission)  of  care,  tuition,  assistance,  and  other  expenses  of  Indians 
in  boarding  homes,  institutions,  or  schools ;  grants  and  other  assistance 
to  needy  Indians;  maintenance  of  law  and  order,  and  payment  of 
rewards  for  information  or  evidence  concerning  violations  of  law 
on  Indian  reservations  or  lands ;  operation  of  Indian  arts  and  crafts 
shops  and  museums;  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  and  other 
expenses  of  Indians  participating  in  folk  festivals;  $40,252,328. 

RESOURCES  MANAGEMENT 

For  expenses  necessary  for  management,  development,  improve¬ 
ment,  and  protection  of  resources  and  appurtenant  facilities  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  including  payment 
of  irrigation  assessments  and  charges;  acquisition  of  water  rights; 
conducting  agricultural  experiments  and  demonstrations;  furnishing 
plants  or  seed  to  Indians ;  advances  for  Indian  industrial  and  business 
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enterprises ;  payment  of  expenses  of  Indian  fairs,  including  premiums 
for  exhibits ;  and  development  of  Indian  arts  and  crafts  as  authorized 
by  law  (25  U.  S.  C.  305),  including  expenses  of  exhibits;  $10,814,576. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction,  major  repair,  and  improvement  of  irrigation  and 
power  systems,  buildings,  utilities,  roads  and  trails,  and  other  facili¬ 
ties  ;  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests  in  lands ;  preparation  of  lands 
for  farming ;  and  architectural  and  engineering  services  by  contract ; 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  $23,272,651,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$3,737,500  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to 
authority  previously  granted;  and,  in  addition,  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part 
of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  of 
land  within  the  States  of  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  New  Mexico, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  outside  of  the  boundaries  of 
existing  Indian  reservations :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights 
within  the  States  of  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington  either  inside 
or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  reservations. 

The  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  heretofore  made, 
including  unused  balances  of  related  contract  authorizations,  under 
the  heads  “Construction,  and  so  forth,  buildings  and  utilities,  Indian 
Service,”  “Construction,  and  so  forth,  irrigation  systems,  Indian 
Service,”  “Roads,  Indian  Service,”  “Navajo  and  Hopi  construction 
and  maintenance  services,”  and  “Acquisition  of  lands  for  Indian 
tribes”,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  general  administration  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  including  such  expenses  in  field  offices, 
$3,600,000. 

REVOLVING  FUND  FOR  LOANS 

For  an  additional  amount  for  loans  as  authorized  by  sections  10  and 
11  of  the  Act  of  June  18,  1934  (25  U.  S.  C.  470,  471),  as  amended  and 
supplemented,  $2,400,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  (except  the  revolv¬ 
ing  fund  for  loans)  shall  be  available  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred  and 
twenty-seven,  of  which  two  hundred  and  twenty  shall  be  for  replace¬ 
ment  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  which  may  be  used  for 
the  transportation  of  Indians;  printing  and  binding,  including  illus¬ 
trations  and  purchase  of  reprints;  purchase  of  ice  for  official  use  of 
employees;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  including  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  expenditure  at 
rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $100  per  diem  on  irrigation 
and  power  matters,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary;  and  expenses 
required  by  continuing  or  permanent  treaty  provisions. 


|Pub.  Law  759.) 


100 


CLAIMS  AND  TREATY  OBLIGATIONS 

For  fulfilling  treaties  with  Senecas  and  Six  Nations  of  New  Yorlu 
Choctaws  and  Pawnees  of  Oklahoma,  and  payment  to  Indians  of 
Sioux  reservations,  to  be  expended  as  provided  by  law,  such  amounts 
as  may  be  necessary  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

PROCEEDS  PROM  POWER 

Sums  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  power  revenues  covered  into 
the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  each  of  the  power  projects,  including 
revenues  credited  prior  to  August  7,  1946,  to  be  available  for  the 
purposes  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  August  7,  1946  (Public 
Law  647 ) ,  as  amended,  including  printing  and  binding,  in  connection 
with  the  respective  projects  from  which  such  revenues  are  derived. 

TRIBAL  FUNDS 

In  addition  to  the  tribal  funds  authorized  to  be  expended  by  existing 
law,  there  is  hereby  appropriated  $2,437,965  from  tribal  funds  not 
otherwise  available  for  expenditure  for  the  benefit  of  Indians  and 
Indian  tribes,  including  pay  and  travel  expenses  of  employees ;  care, 
tuition  and  other  assistance  to  Indian  children  attending  public  and 
private  schools  (which  may  be  paid  in  advance  or  from  date  of  admis¬ 
sion)  ;  purchase  of  land  and  improvements  on  land,  title  to  which 
shall  be  taken  in  the  name  of  the  United  States  in  trust  for  the  tribe 
for  which  purchased;  lease  of  lands  and  water  rights;  printing  and 
binding;  compensation  and  expenses  of  attorneys  and  other  persons 
employed  by  Indian  tribes  under  approved  contracts ;  pay,  travel  and 
other  expenses  of  tribal  officers,  councils,  and  committees  thereof,  or 
other  tribal  organizations,  including  mileage  for  use  of  privately  owned 
automobiles  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  at  rates  established 
administratively  but  not  to  exceed  those  applicable  to  civilian 
employees  of  the  Government;  relief  of  Indians,  without  regard  to 
section  7  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1930  (46  Stat.  391),  including  cash 
grants ;  and  employment  of  a  recreational  director  for  the  Menominee 
Reservation  and  a  curator  for  the  Osage  Museum,  each  of  whom  shall 
be  appointed  with  the  approval  of  the  respective  tribal  councils  and 
without  regard  to  the  classification  laws :  Provided ,  That  in  addition 
to  the  amount  appropriated  herein,  tribal  funds  may  be  advanced  to 
Indian  tribes  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  purposes  as  may 
be  designated  by  the  governing  body  of  the  particular  tribe  involved 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary.  Any  tribal  funds  advanced  under 
this  authority  shall  be  reported  to  the  Congress  in  the  annual  Budget 
for  the  fiscal  year  1952 :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  acquisition  of  land  or  water  rights 
within  the  States  of  Nevada,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wyoming, 
either  inside  or  outside  the  boundaries  of  existing  Indian  reservations. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

For  carrying  out  the  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  as 
provided  in  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act  of  June  1  < ,  1902,  32 
Stat.  388,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary  thereto) 
and  other  Acts  applicable  to  that  Bureau,  as  follows : 
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GENERAL  INVESTIGATIONS 

For  engineering  and  economic  investigations  of  proposed  Federal 
reclamation  projects  and  studies  of  water  conservation  and  develop¬ 
ment  plans;  engineering  and  economic  investigations,  as  a  basis  for 
legislation,  and  for  reports  thereon  to  Congress,  relating  to  projects 
for  the  development  and  utilization  of  the  water  resources  of  Alaska ; 
formulating  plans  and  preparing  designs  and  specifications  for  author¬ 
ized  Federal  reclamation  projects  or  parts  thereof  prior  to  appro¬ 
priations  for  construction  of  such  projects  or  parts;  and  activities  pre¬ 
liminary  to  the  reconstruction,  rehabilitation  and  betterment,  financial 
adjustment,  or  extension  of  existing  projects ;  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $5,875,000,  of  which  $5,116,000  shall  be  derived  from  the 
reclamation  fund  and  $500,000  shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado 
River  development  fund :  Provided ,  That  the  expenditure  of  any  sums 
from  this  appropriation  for  investigations  of  any  nature  requested  by 
States,  municipalities,  or  other  interests  shall  be  upon  the  basis  of  the 
State,  municipality,  or  other  interest  advancing  at  least  50  per  centum 
of  the  estimated  cost  of  such  investigations:  Provided  further ,  That 
the  limitation  on  the  amount  available  for  surveys  and  preconstruction 
work  in  connection  with  the  North  Side  pumping  division,  Minidoka 
project,  Idaho,  stated  in  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act, 
1950,  is  increased  from  $725,000  to  $1,000,000  :  Provided  further ,  That, 
except  as  herein  expressly  provided  with  respect  to  investigations  in 
Alaska,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  in  the  conduct 
of  activities  which  are  not  authorized  by  law. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  REHABILITATION 

For  construction  and  rehabilitation  of  authorized  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  or  parts  thereof  (including  power  transmission  facilities)  and 
for  other  related  activities,  as  authorized  by  law,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $295,828,000,  of  which  $25,135,700  shall 
be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund,  and  in  addition  thereto  the 
Commissioner  of  Reclamation  is  hereby  authorized  to  incur  obliga¬ 
tions  and  enter  into  contracts  for  additional  work,  materials,  and 
equipment  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $3,000,000  for  power  transmis¬ 
sion  lines  and  substations  in  the  fiscal  year  1951 :  Provided,  That 
hereafter  when  funds  appropriated  under  this  head  are  transferred 
to  the  credit  of  the  appropriate  regional  disbursing  officer  of  the 
Treasury  Department  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  Hoover 
Dam  and  related  works,  such  funds,  solely  for  the  purpose  of  com¬ 
puting  interest  on  advances  under  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  December  21, 1928,  as  amended  (43  U.  S.  C.  617a  (b),  617a  (d), 
618e),  shall  be  considered  as  if  advanced  to  the  Colorado  River  Dam 
fund :  Provided  further,  That  $3,000,000  of  the  funds  provided  in  this 
paragraph  plus  $3,000,000  contract  authority  shall  be  available  for 
construction  of  transmission  lines  and  substations  in  South  Dakota,  to 
include  a  transmission  loop  from  Fort  Randall  through  the  load 
centers  of  Armour,  Huron,  Aberdeen,  Andover,  Watertown,  Brook¬ 
ings,  Sioux  Falls,  and  Gavins  Point  to  Fort  Randall,  and  lines  from 
Fort  Randall  to  Winner  and  from  Rapid  City  to  Midland:  Provided 
further.  That  in  order  to  promote  agreement  among  the  States  of 
Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado  and  to  avoid  any  possible  altera- 
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tion  of  existing  vested  water  rights,  no  part  of  this  or  of  any  prior 
appropriation  shall  be  used  for  construction  or  for  further  com¬ 
mitment  for  construction  of  the  Glendo  unit  or  any  feature  thereof, 
until  a  definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  completed,  reviewed  by 
the  States  of  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado,  and  approved  by 
Congress :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  or  prior  appropria¬ 
tions  shall  be  used  for  construction,  nor  for  further  commitments  to 
construction  of  Moorhead  Dam  and  Reservoir,  Montana,  or  any 
feature  thereof  until  a  definite  plan  report  thereon  has  been  completed, 
reviewed  by  the  States  of  Wyoming  and  Montana,  and  approved  by 
the  Congress. 

Of  the  amount  appropriated  under  the  preceding  paragraph, 
$1,600,000  is  for  liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under 
the  appropriation  “Reclamation  fund,  special  fund,  construction, 
Santa  Barbara  County  project,  California,  Cachuma  unit”,  in  the 
Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1949;  $225,700  is  for  partial 
liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “General  fund,  construction,  advances  to  Colorado  River  dam 
fund,  Boulder  Canyon  project  (All-American  Canal)”  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950;  $1,000,000  is  for  liquidation 
of  the  contract  authority  provided  under  the  appropriation  “General 
fund,  construction,  Fort  Sumner  project,  New  Mexico”,  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950;  and  $1,770,000  is  for  partial 
liquidation  of  the  contract  authority  granted  under  the  appropriation 
“General  fund,  construction,  Missouri  River  Basin”,  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE 

For  operation  and  maintenance  of  reclamation  projects  or  parts 
thereof  and  of  other  facilities,  as  authorized  by  law ;  and  for  a  soil 
and  moisture  conservation  program  on  lands  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  pursuant  to  law,  $15,491,000.  of  which 
$12,001,400  shall  be  derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  $1,808,000 
shall  be  derived  from  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund :  Provided ,  That 
funds  advanced  for  operation  and  maintenance  of  reclamation  proj¬ 
ects  or  parts  thereof  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  and  may  be  expended  for  the  same  objects  and  in  the  same  manner 
as  sums  appropriated  herein  may  be  expended,  and  the  unexpended 
balances  of  such  advances  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  for 
the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  of  general  administration  and  related 
functions  in  the  offices  of  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  and  in 
the  regional  offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  $7,200,000,  to  be 
derived  from  the  reclamation  fund  and  to  be  nonreimbursable  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act  of  April  19,  1945  (48  U.  S.  C.  377)  :  Provided ,  That, 
no  part  of  any  other  appropriation  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
activities  or  functions  budgeted  for  the  current  fiscal  year  as  general 
administrative  expenses :  Provided  further ,  That  not  exceeding 
$150,000  of  funds  available  for  expenditure  under  this  appropriation 
shall  be  used  for  salaries  and  expenses  in  connection  with  information 
work. 
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special  funds 

Sums  herein  referred  to  as  being  derived  from  the  reclamation 
fund,  the  Colorado  River  dam  fund,  or  the  Colorado  River  develop¬ 
ment  fund,  ai-e  appropriated  from  the  special  funds  in  the  Treasury 
created  by  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902  (43  U.  S.  C.  391),  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1928  (43  U.  S.  C.  617a),  and  the  Act  of  July  19,  1940 
(43  U.  S.  C.  618a),  respectively.  Such  sums  shall  be  transferred, 
upon  request  of  the  Secretary,  to  be  merged  with  and  expended  under 
the  heads  herein  specified;  and  the  unexpended  balances  of  sums 
transferred  for  expenditure  under  the  heads  “Operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance”  and  “General  administrative  expenses”  shall  revert  and  be 
credited  to  the  special  fund  from  which  derived. 

PRIOR  YEAR  APPROPRIATIONS 

Except  for  the  emergency  fund  established  in  the  First  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  unexpended  balances  on  June  30,  1950, 
of  sums  heretofore  appropriated  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  which 
were  made  available  until  expended  shall  be  classified  under  the 
corresponding  heads  herein  established,  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
merged  with  the  amounts  appropriated  under  those  headings,  and 
shall  be  available  for  the  purposes  therein  specified. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  shall  be  available  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
two  hundred  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three  aircraft  for  replacement 
only;  printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
including  such  services  at  rates  for  individuals  not  to  exceed  $100  per 
day,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary ;  payment  of  claims  for  damage 
to  or  loss  of  property,  personal  injury,  or  death  arising  out  of 
activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation;  payment,  except  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  for,  of  compensation  and  expense  of  persons  on  the 
rolls  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  appointed  as  authorized  by  law 
to  represent  the  United  States  in  the  negotiation  and  administration 
of  interstate  compacts  without  reimbursement  or  return  under  the 
reclamation  laws;  rewards  for  information  or  evidence  concerning 
violations  of  law  involving  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation;  payments  to  school  districts  as  authorized 
by  law  (43  U.  S.  C.  385a  and  618  (a)  ( e) ) ,  including  payments  on 
account  of  dependents  of  employees  in  field  offices  in  project  areas 
engaged  in  construction  and  related  activities;  performance  of  the 
functions  specified  under  the  head  “Operation  and  Maintenance 
Administration”,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1945;  preparation  and  dissemination  of  useful 
information  including  recordings,  photographs,  and  photographic 
prints;  and  studies  of  recreational  uses  of  reservoir  areas,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law :  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  any  appropriation  made 
herein  shall  be  available  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  April  19,  1945  (43 
U.  S.  C.  377),  for  expenses  other  than  those  incurred  on  behalf  of 
specific  reclamation  projects  except  $7,200,000  under  the  head  “General 
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Administrative  Expenses”  and  $1,193,205  ($197,925  for  reconnaissance, 
$769,080  for  basin  surveys,  and  $226,200  for  general  engineering  and 
research)  under  the  head  “General  Investigations.” 

Allotments  to  the  Missouri  Biver  Basin  project  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  head  “Construction  and  rehabilitation”  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  additionally  for  said  project  for  those  functions  of  the  Bureau 
of  Beclamation  provided  for  under  the  head  “General  investigations” 
(but  this  authorization  shall  not  preclude  use  of  the  appropriation 
under  said  head  within  that  area),  and  for  the  continuation  of  inves¬ 
tigations  by  agencies  of  the  Department  on  a  general  plan  for  the 
development  of  the  Missouri  Biver  Basin.  Such  allotments  may  be 
expended  through  or  in  cooperation  with  State  and  other  Federal 
agencies,  and  advances  to  such  agencies  are  hereby  authorized. 

Sums  appropriated  herein  which  are  expended  in  the  performance 
of  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Beclamation  shall  be  reimbursable  or 
returnable  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner  provided  by  law. 

Any  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  having  title  thereto 
is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Beclamation,  without  reim¬ 
bursement,  parts,  equipment  and  supplies  for  aircraft  excess  to  its 
needs. 

No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  Bureau  of  Beclamation,  con¬ 
tained  in  this  chapter  or  in  any  prior  Act,  which  represents  amounts 
earned  under  the  terms  of  a  contract  but  remaining  unpaid,  shall  be 
obligated  for  any  other  purpose,  regardless  of  when  such  amounts 
are  to  be  paid :  Provided ,  That  the  incurring  of  any  obligation  pro¬ 
hibited  by  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  a  violation  of  section  665 
of  title  31  of  the  United  States  Code. 

No  funds  appropriated  to  the  Bureau  of  Beclamation  for  operation 
and  maintenance,  except  those  derived  from  advances  by  water  users, 
shall  be  used  for  the  particular  benefit  of  lands  (a)  within  the 
boundaries  of  an  irrigation  district,  (b)  of  any  member  of  a  water 
users’  organization,  or  (c)  of  any  individual,  when  such  district, 
organization,  or  individual  is  in  arrears  for  more  than  twelve  months 
in  the  payment  of  charges  due  under  a  contract  entered  into  with 
the  United  States  pursuant  to  laws  administered  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation. 

Not  to  exceed  12  per  centum  of  the  construction  allotment  made 
by  the  Bureau  of  Beclamation  for  any  project  from  the  appropriation 
“Construction  and  Behabilitation”  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
available  for  construction  work  by  force  account  or  on  a  hired-labor 
basis;  except  that  not  to  exceed  $225,000  may  on  approval  of  the 
Commissioner  be  expended  for  construction  work  by  force  account 
on  any  one  project  or  Missouri  Basin  unit  when  the  work  is  unsuitable 
for  contract  or  when  excessive  bids  are  received;  and  except  in  cases 
of  emergencies  local  in  character,  so  declared  by  the  Commissioner. 

APPROPRIATION  OF  CERTAIN  PAYMENTS 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  from  the  reclamation  fund  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  after  June  30,  1950,  to  make  payments,  to  the 
extent  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  25,  1948  (62  Stat.  273),  to  the 
Farmers’  Irrigation  District  on  behalf  of  the  Nortliport  Irrigation 
District  (North  Platte  project,  Nebraska-Wyoming)  for  water  car¬ 
riage  in  accordance  with  contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to  said  Act. 
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REFUNDS  AND  RETURNS 

There  are  hereby  appropriated  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary 
after  June  30,  1950,  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  to  refund  over¬ 
collections,  and  to  return  deposits  in  excess  of  amounts  applied  to 
the  purposes  for  which  the  deposits  were  accepted,  each  such  refund 
or  return  to  be  derived  from  the  account  into  which  such  overcollec¬ 
tion  or  deposit  shall  have  been  covered. 

TRANSFER  OF  EPIIRATA  AIR  FORCE  BASE 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance,  and  settlement  programs  on  the  Columbia  Basin  project 
in  the  State  of  Washington,  the  Armed  Services,  General  Services 
Administration,  or  other  Federal  agency  having  ownership  or  custody 
thereof  or  interest  therein,  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  without  reimbursement  or  transfer  of 
funds,  all  of  their  right,  title,  and  interest  to  certain  buildings,  facili¬ 
ties,  and  equipment  at  the  Eplirata  Air  Force  Base,  Ephrata,  Wash¬ 
ington,  including  the  following  buildings  in  accordance  with  block 
and  building  numbers:  Block  800,  building  numbered  68;  block  1900, 
buildings  numbered  10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17 ;  block  2000,  four  buildings 
numbered  75,  two  buildings  numbered  56;  block  3000,  buildings  num¬ 
bered  56,  131,  58 ;  block  2900,  buildings  numbered  59,  53,  55,  57,  66,  89, 
90,  85,  84,  124,  141,  two  buildings  numbered  60,  two  buildings  num¬ 
bered  64,  two  buildings  numbered  65;  block  3300,  eleven  buildings 
numbered  28;  block  3400,  seven  buildings  numbered  28;  block  3500, 
buildings  numbered  43,  46 ;  block  3600,  buildings  numbered  34,  35,  36, 
38,  two  buildings  numbered  37 ;  block  3700,  buildings  numbered  35, 
38,  four  buildings  numbered  31,  two  buildings  numbered  32,  two 
buildings  numbered  34,  two  buildings  numbered  37 ;  block  3800,  build¬ 
ings  numbered  35,  38,  39,  42,  two  buildings  numbered  37 ;  block  4300, 
buildings  numbered  19,  20,  21,  22;  block  4400,  buildings  numbered 
113,  114,  two  buildings  numbered  112;  block  4600,  buildings  numbered 
134 ;  block  4700,  buildings  numbered  94,  95,  96,  99, 109, 100,  35, 108, 104, 
110,  six  buildings  numbered  97 ;  block  4800,  buildings  numbered  53,  40, 
102,  101,  103,  105,  107,  111,  two  buildings  numbered  32,  five  buildings 
numbered  106,  three  buildings  numbered  98,  together  with  one  sewage- 
disposal  plant  numbered  116,  one  water  tank  numbered  115,  one  well, 
one  flag  pole  numbered  118,  two  garbage  racks  numbered  155,  two 
garbage  racks  numbered  158,  one  wash  rack  numbered  63,  two  grease 
racks  numbered  62,  and  sewer  system,  water  lines,  electric-power  lines, 
railroad  spur  and  siding,  road  improvements,  and  all  other  facilities 
and  equipment  incident  to  the  foregoing  property,  and  including  land 
and  rights-of-way  formerly  under  Reclamation  withdrawal  to  other 
federally  owned  land  on  which  said  buildings  are  situate,  which  have 
heretofore  or  which  may  hereafter  be  declared  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
the  Armed  Forces:  Provided ,  That  amounts  equal  to  the  value  of  all 
property  transferred  hereunder  and  used  shall  be  charged,  in  the 
same  manner  as  appropriations  are  charged,  as  part  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  or  appropriate  other  costs  of  the  Columbia  Basin  project,  such 
value  to  be  determined  by  appraisal  approved  by  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  of  the  market  value  of  such  property  current 
at  the  time  of  transfer  hereunder  less  expenditures  on  such  property 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  prior  to  such  transfer. 
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Geological  Survey 

SURVEYS,  INVESTIGATIONS,  AND  RESEARCH 

F or  expenses  necessary  for  the  Geological  Survey  to  perform  sur¬ 
veys,  investigations,  and  research  covering  topography,  geology,  and 
the  mineral  and  water  resources  of  the  United  States,  its  territories 
and  possessions ;  classify  lands  as  to  mineral  character  and  water  and 
power  resources;  give  engineering  supervision  to  power  permits  and 
Federal  Power  Commission  licenses ;  enforce  departmental  regulations 
applicable  to  oil,  gas,  and  other  mining  leases,  permits,  licenses,  and 
operating  contracts ;  and  publish  and  disseminate  data  relative  to  the 
foregoing  activities;  $19,382,000,  of  which  $3,100,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  only  for  cooperation  with  States  or  municipalities  for  water 
resources  investigations :  Provided ,  That  the  share  of  the  Geological 
Survey  in  any  topographic  mapping  or  water  resources  investigations 
carried  on  in  cooperation  with  any  State  or  municipality  shall  not 
exceed  50  per  centum  of  the  cost  thereof. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

The  amount  appropriated  for  the  Geological  Survey  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not 
to  exceed  one  hundred  and  twenty-nine,  of  which  eighty-five  shall  be 
for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  printing 
and  binding,  including  purchase  of  reprints;  reimbursement  of  the 
General  Services  Administration  for  security  guard  service  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files;  contracting  for  the  furnishing  of  topo¬ 
graphic  maps  and  for  the  making  of  geophysical  or  other  specialized 
surveys  when  it  is  administratively  determined  that  such  procedures 
are  in  the  public  interest ;  construction  and  maintenance  of  necessary 
buildings  and  appurtenant  facilities ;  acquisition  of  lands  for  gaging 
stations;  and  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  (not  to  exceed 
$10,000)  of  the  person  appointed  by  the  President  to  participate  as 
the  representative  of  the  United  States  in  the  administration  of  the 
compact  consented  to  by  the  Act  of  May  31,  1949  (Public  Law  82)  : 
Provided ,  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 
President  is  authorized  to  appoint  a  retired  officer  as  such  representa¬ 
tive,  without  prejudice  to  his  status  as  a  retired  Army  officer,  and  he 
shall  receive  such  compensation  and  expenses  in  addition  to  his  retired 
pay. 

Bureau  of  Mines 

CONSERVATION  AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  MINERAL  RESOURCES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  promoting  the  conservation,  explora¬ 
tion,  development,  production,  and  utilization  of  mineral  resources, 
including  fuels,  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories,  and  possessions ; 
developing  synthetics  and  substitutes;  producing  and  distributing 
helium ;  and  controlling  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  on  public  lands, 
and  on  private  lands,  with  the  consent  of  the  owner ;  $17,758,000 :  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  the  Secretary  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
suitable  arrangements  with  owners  of  private  property  or  with  a 
State  or  its  subdivisions  for  payment  in  the  current  fiscal  year  of  a 
sum  equal  to  not  less  than  one-half  the  amount  of  expenditure  to  be 
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made  for  control  or  extinguishment  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits 
from  funds  provided  under  the  authorization  of  this  Act  except  that 
expenditure  of  Federal  funds  for  this  purpose  in  any  privately  owned 
operating  coal  mine  shall  be  limited  to  investigation  and  supervision. 

HEALTH  AND  SAFETY 

F or  expenses  necessary  for  promotion  of  health  and  safety  in  mines 
and  in  the  minerals  industries  as  authorized  by  law,  $3,805,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  improvement  of  facilities  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$1,268,100,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $550,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obli¬ 
gations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  under  the  heads 
“Anthracite  research  laboratory”  and  “Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville, 
Colorado”,  in  The  Interior  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950: 
Provided ,  That  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  heretofore 
made,  including  unused  balances  of  related  contract  authorizations, 
under  the  heads,  “Synthetic  liquid  fuels”,  “Drainage  tunnel,  Leadville, 
Colorado”,  “Lignite  research  laboratory”,  and  “Anthracite  research 
laboratory”  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropria¬ 
tion. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines,  including  such  expenses  in  the  regional  offices,  $1,300,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  and  funds  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Mines  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  pur¬ 
chase  ( not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  fifty,  of  which  one  hundred  and 
forty-five  shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  purchase  of  reprints;  pro¬ 
viding  transportation  services  in  isolated  areas  for  employees,  student 
dependents  of  employees,  and  other  pupils,  and  such  activities  may  be 
financed  under  cooperative  arrangements;  temporary  and  emergency 
contracts  for  personal  services  and  employment  of  persons  without 
regard  to  civil-service  regulations  as  required  in  the  conduct  of  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  control  of  fires  in  inactive  coal  deposits  and  flood  pre¬ 
vention  in  anthracite  mines;  purchase  and  bestowal  of  certificates  and 
trophies  in  connection  with  mine  rescue  and  first-aid  work :  Provided , 
That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  accept  lands,  buildings,  equipment 
and  other  contributions  from  public  and  private  sources  and  to  prose¬ 
cute  projects  in  cooperation  with  other  agencies,  Federal,  State,  or 
private:  Provided  further ,  That  power  produced  in  the  operation  of 
the  power  plant  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  at  Louisiana,  Missouri,  in 
excess  of  the  Bureau’s  needs  may  be  sold  to  non-Federal  purchasers, 
but  the  expenses  of  the  Bureau  in  the  production  and  sale  of  such 
excess  power  shall  not  exceed  the  total  amount  of  such  sales,  and 
expenditures  for  the  production  of  excess  power  shall  not  be  deemed 
a  charge  against  the  total  appropriations  authorized  by  the  Synthetic 
Liquid  Fuels  Act,  as  amended :  Provided  further ,  That  the  sums  made 
available  for  the  current  fiscal  year  in  the  Act  making  appropriations 
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for  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  helium  from  the  Bureau  of  Mines  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  on  July  1  of  said  fiscal  year :  Provided  further ,  That 
the  Bureau  of  Mines  is  authorized,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  to 
sell  directly  or  through  any  Government  agency,  including  corpora¬ 
tions,  any  metal  or  mineral  product  that  may  be  manufactured  in 
pilot  plants  operated  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  and  the  proceeds  of 
such  sales  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

The  Veterans’  Administration  is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  use  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  with¬ 
out  compensation  therefor,  full  jurisdiction,  possession,  and  control 
of  a  parcel  of  forty-three  acres,  more  or  less,  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  Fort  Snelling  Government  Reservation  in  Hennepin  County, 
Minnesota. 

National  Park  Service 

MANAGEMENT  AND  PROTECTION 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  management  and  protection  of  the 
areas  and  facilities  administered  by  the  National  Park  Service,  includ¬ 
ing  protection  of  lands  in  process  of  condemnation;  and  for  plans, 
investigations,  and  studies  of  the  recreational  resources  (exclusive  of 
preparation  of  detailed  plans  and  working  drawings)  and  archaeo¬ 
logical  values  in  river  basins  of  the  United  States  (except  the  Missouri 
River  Basin)  ;  $7,688,700 :  Provided ,  That  the  unexpended  balance  of 
the  appropriation  under  the  head  “Mississippi  River  Parkway”  in  the 
Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  merged  with  this  appropriate 

MAINTENANCE  AND  REHABILITATION  OE  PHYSICAL  FACILITIES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation,  maintenance,  and  rehabil¬ 
itation  of  roads,  trails,  buildings,  utilities,  and  other  physical  facilities 
essential  to  the  operation  of  areas  administered  pursuant  to  law  by  the 
National  Park  Service,  $7,400,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  improvement,  without  regard  to  the  Act  of 
August  24,  1912,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  451),  of  roads,  trails,  park¬ 
ways,  buildings,  utilities,  and  other  physical  facilities ;  and  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  lands,  interests  therein,  improvements,  and  water  rights;  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $19,667,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$7,935,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to 
authority  granted  under  the  heads  “Independence  National  Historical 
Park,  Pennsylvania”,  “Parkways,  National  Park  Service”,  and  “Roads 
and  Trails,  National  Park  Service”,  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act,  1950 :  Provided ,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of 
prior  year  appropriations,  including  unused  balances  of  related  con¬ 
tract  authorizations,  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That  not  to 
exceed  $150,000  of  the  funds  available  for  the  Independence  National 
Historical  Park,  Pennsylvania,  shall  be  available  after  January  1, 
1951,  for  the  management,  protection,  maintenance,  and  rehabilitation 
of  Independence  Hall,  grounds,  and  structures  in  that  Park. 
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GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the  National 
Park  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the  regional  offices,  $1,314,500. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  National  Park  Service  shall  be  available  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
nineteen,  of  which  sixteen  shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles ;  printing  and  binding ;  cleaning  and  repair 
of  uniforms  for  National  Capital  Parks  police  and  guards;  and  the 
objects  and  purposes  specified  in  the  Act  of  August  7, 1946  (16  U.  S.  C. 
17j-2). 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
management  or  resources 

For  expenses  necessary  for  conservation,  management,  protection, 
and  utilization  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources,  and  for  the  performance 
of  other  authorized  functions  related  to  such  resources;  operation  of 
the  industrial  properties  within  the  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  (61  Stat.  770)  ;  maintenance  of  the  herd  of  long-horned  cattle 
on  the  Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge;  purchase  or  rent  of  land, 
and  functions  related  to  wildlife  management  in  California  (16  U.  S. 
C.  695-695c)  ;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  payment,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Secretary,  for  information  or  evidence  concerning  violations 
of  laws  administered  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service ;  $7,082,000. 

investigations  of  resources 

For  expenses  necessary  for  scientific  and  economic  studies  and  inves¬ 
tigations  respecting  conservation,  management,  protection,  and  utili¬ 
zation  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources,  including  related  aquatic  plants 
and  products;  collection,  compilation,  and  publication  of  information 
concerning  such  studies  and  investigations;  and  the  performance  of 
other  functions  related  thereto;  as  authorized  by  law;  $4,125,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 

For  construction  and  acquisition  of  buildings  and  other  facilities 
required  in  the  conservation,  management,  protection,  and  utilization 
of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  and  the  acquisition  of  lands  and  interests 
therein,  including  continuing  the  construction  of  fish  cultural  facili¬ 
ties  on  lands  owned  by  the  State  of  South  Dakota ;  to  remain  available 
until  expended.  $2,423,450,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $50,000  is  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted 
under  the  head  “Investigations  respecting  food  fishes”  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  administration  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  including  such  expenses  in  the  regional  offices, 
$917,500. 
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FEDERAL  AID  IN  WILDLIFE  RESTORATION 

For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  September  2,  1937, 
as  amended  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  669-669 j) ,  amounts  equal  to  the  sums  credited 
during  the  next  preceding  fiscal  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  to 
the  special  fund  created  by  said  Act. 

MIGRATORY  BIRD  CONSERVATION  FUND 

For  carrying  into  effect  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  16,  1934,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  718-7l8h),  amounts  equal  to  the  sums  received 
during  the  current  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  from  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  of  stamps,  to  be  warranted  monthly  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGES 

For  management  of  national  wildlife  refuges,  including  the  con¬ 
struction,  improvement,  repair,  and  alteration  of  buildings,  roads, 
and  other  facilities,  and  enforcement  of  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty 
Act  of  July  3,  1918,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  703-711),  amounts  equal 
to  75  per  centum  of  the  net  proceeds  received  during  the  next  preced¬ 
ing  fiscal  year  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  under  the  provisions 
of  section  401  of  the  Act  of  June  15, 1935  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  715s) ,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  shall  be  available 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  (not  to 
exceed  ninety,  of  which  sixty  shall  be  for  replacement  only)  and  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  ten,  of  which  six 
shall  be  for  replacement  only)  of  aircraft;  printing  and  binding, 
including  purchase  of  reprints;  publication  and  distribution  of  bul¬ 
letins  as  authorized  by  law  (7  U.  S.  C.  417)  ;  rations  or  commutation 
of  rations  for  officers  and  crews  of  vessels  at  rates  not  to  exceed  $2 
per  man  per  day;  repair  of  damage  to  public  roads  within  and 
adjacent  to  reservation  areas  caused  by  operations  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service;  options  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  not  to  exceed 
$1  for  each  option;  facilities  incident  to  such  public  recreational  uses 
on  conservation  areas  as  are  not  inconsistent  with  their  primary  pur¬ 
poses;  and  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  aquaria,  buildings, 
and  other  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  and  to  which  the  United  States  has  title,  and  which  are 
utilized  pursuant  to  law  in  connection  with  management  and  inves¬ 
tigation  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources. 

Territories  and  Island  Possessions 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  TERRITORIES  AND  POSSESSIONS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  Territories  and 
possessions  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
including  expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  Governors  of  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
and  Guam,  and  the  Government  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  including  the 
agricultural  station;  compensation  and  mileage  of  members  of  the 
legislatures  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii;  compensation  of  members  of  the 
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Supreme  Court  and  the  legislature  in  Guam ;  care  of  insane  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  for  Alaska  (48  U.  S.  C.  46-50)  ;  grants  to  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  Guam,  in  addition  to  current  local  revenues,  for  support 
of  governmental  functions;  personal  services,  household  equipment 
and  furnishings,  and  utilities  necessary  in  the  operation  of  the  several 
Governors’  houses ;  and  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ; 
$3,392,180 :  Provided ,  That  the  territorial  and  local  governments  of  the 
Virgin  Islands  and  Guam  are  authorized  to  make  purchases  for  their 
public  institutions  through  the  General  Services  Administration. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  ROADS,  ALASKA 

F or  construction  of  roads,  tramways,  buildings,  ferries,  bridges,  and 
trails,  including  surveys  and  plans  for  new  road  construction ;  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  by  purchase,  donation,  condemna¬ 
tion,  or  otherwise;  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $20,400,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $8,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
incurred  pursuant  to  authority  previously  granted ;  and,  in  addition, 
the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes 
of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $8,000,000 :  Provided , 
That  the  unexpended  balances  of  prior  year  appropriations,  including 
unused  balances  of  related  contract  authorizations,  for  the  foregoing 
purposes,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  merged  with  this  appropriation. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  ROADS,  ALASKA 

For  operation  and  maintenance  of  roads,  tramways,  buildings,  fer¬ 
ries,  bridges,  and  trails,  $2,600,000. 

The  total  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  construction,  operation 
and  maintenance  of  roads  in  Alaska  shall  be  available  in  one  fund, 
except  that  the  appropriation  herein  made  for  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  shall  be  available  only  for  the  service  of  the  current  fiscal  year. 

CONSTRUCTION,  ALASKA  RAILROAD 

For  the  authorized  work  of  the  Alaska  Eailroad,  including  improve¬ 
ments  and  new  construction,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$30,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $17,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of 
obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  granted  in  the  Interior 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1950 :  Provided ,  That  funds  appro¬ 
priated  under  this  head  may  be  transferred  to  the  Alaska  Eailroad 
Special  Fund  for  purposes  of  accounting  and  administration. 

OPERATION  AND  MAINTENANCE,  ALASKA  RAILROAD 

The  Alaska  Eailroad  Special  Fund  shall  continue  available  until 
expended  for  the  work  authorized  by  law,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  operation  of  facilities  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  railroad  in  Mount  McKinley  National  Park;  operation 
and  maintenance  of  oceangoing  or  coastwise  vessels  by  ownership, 
charter,  or  arrangement  with  other  branches  of  the  Government 
service,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  additional  facilities  for  trans¬ 
portation  of  freight,  passengers,  or  mail,  when  deemed  necessary  for 
the  benefit  and  development  of  industries  or  travel  in  the  area  served; 
and  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  as  authorized  by  section 
42  of  the  Act  of  September  7,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C.  793),  to  be  reimbursed 
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as  therein  provided:  Provided ,  That  no  one  other  than  the  general 
manager  of  said  railroad,  and  one  assistant  general  manager  at  not 
to  exceed  $13,000  per  annum,  shall  be  paid  an  annual  salary  out  of 
said  fund  of  more  than  $11,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS 

Appropriations  for  Territories  and  island  possessions  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  printing  and  binding. 

General  Provisions — Department  of  the  Interior 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available 
for  the  purchase  of  station  wagons  without  such  vehicles  being  con¬ 
sidered  as  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

Sec.  103.  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  law  to  the  contrary, 
aliens  may  be  employed  during  the  current  fiscal  year  in  the  field 
service  of  the  Department  for  periods  of  not  more  than  thirty  days 
in  cases  of  emergency  caused  by  fire,  flood,  storm,  act  of  God,  or 
sabotage. 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  in  this  chapter  available  for  travel 
expenses  shall  be  available,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  for  expenses  of  attendance  of  officers  and  employees  at  meetings 
or  conventions  of  members  of  societies  or  associations  concerned  with 
the  work  of  the  bureau  or  office  for  which  the  appropriation  concerned 
is  made. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  for  the  emergency  reconstruction, 
replacement  or  repair  of  buildings,  utilities,  or  other  facilities  or 
equipment  damaged  or  destroyed  by  fire,  flood,  storm,  or  other 
unavoidable  causes :  Provided ,  That  no  funds  shall  be  made  available 
under  this  authority  until  funds  specifically  made  available  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  for  emergencies  shall  have  been  exhausted. 

Sec.  106.  The  Secretary  may  authorize  the  use  of  any  appropria¬ 
tion  in  this  chapter,  in  addition  to  the  amounts  included  in  the  budget 
programs  of  the  several  agencies,  for  the  suppression  or  emergency 
prevention  of  forest  or  range  fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior:  Provided ,  That  appro¬ 
priations  made  in  this  chapter  for  fire  suppression  purposes  shall  be 
available  for  the  payment  of  obligations  incurred  during  the  preceding 
fiscal  year. 

Sec.  107.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available 
for  operation  of  warehouses,  garages,  shops,  and  similar  facilities, 
wherever  consolidation  of  activities  will  contribute  to  efficiency  or 
economy,  and  said  appropriations  shall  be  reimbursed  for  services 
rendered  to  any  other  activity  in  the  same  manner  as  authorized  by 
the  Act  of  June  30,  1932  (31  U.  S.  C.  686)  :  Provided ,  That  reim¬ 
bursements  for  cost  of  supplies,  materials  and  equipment,  and  for 
services  rendered  may  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  current  at 
the  time  such  reimbursements  are  received. 

Sec.  108.  Appropriations  made  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available 
for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary;  maintenance 
and  operation  of  aircraft ;  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations 
in  the  field;  payment  for  telephone  service  in  private  residences  in 
the  field,  when  authorized  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secre- 
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tary ;  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  the 
payment  of  dues,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary,  for  library  mem¬ 
bership  in  societies  or  associations  "which  issue  publications  to  mem¬ 
bers  only  or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are 
not  members. 

Sec.  109.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  head  of  any  Depart¬ 
ment  or  establishment  of  the  Government  having  funds  available  for 
scientific  and  technical  investigations  within  the  scope  of  the  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  may,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary,  transfer  to  the  Department  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  therefor,  which  sums  so  transferred  may  be  expended  for 
the  same  objects  and  in  the  same  manner  as  sums  appropriated  herein 
but  without  their  limitations. 

Sec.  110.  Transfers  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  of 
equipment,  material  and  supplies,  excess  to  the  needs  of  Federal 
agencies  may  be  made  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  without  reim¬ 
bursement  or  transfer  of  funds  when  required  by  the  Department 
for  operations  conducted  in  Territories  and  island  possessions. 

TITLE  II— VIRGIN  ISLANDS  CORPORATION 

GRANTS 

For  payment  to  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  in  the  form  of 
grants,  $474,000,  for  estimated  losses  to  be  sustained  during  the  fiscal 
years  1950  and  1951,  as  authorized  by  section  8  (a)  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  Corporation  Act,  in  the  conduct  of  activities  budgeted  as 
predominantly  revenue  producing. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  is 
hereby  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of 
funds  available  to  it  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  con¬ 
tracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal-year  limitations  as 
provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act, 
as  amended,  as  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  its  programs  as  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1951 :  Provided ,  That  not  to 
exceed  $121,480  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses  (to  be 
computed  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  Corporation,  covering  the  cate¬ 
gories  set  forth  in  the  1951  Budget  estimates  for  such  expenses. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Interior  Department  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  VIII— EXECUTIVE  AND  INDEPENDENT 

OFFICES 

TITLE  I 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

COMPENSATION  OF  THE  PRESIDENT 

For  compensation  of  the  President,  including  an  expense  allowance 
at  the  rate  of  $50,000  per  annum,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  January 
19,  1949  (Public  Law  2),  $150,000. 
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THE  WHITE  HOUSE  OFFICE 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  The  White 
House  Office,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ; 
printing  and  binding;  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
at  such  per  diem  rates  for  individuals  as  the  President  may  specify, 
and  other  personal  services  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  law 
regulating  the  employment  and  compensation  of  persons  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  service;  and  travel  and  official  entertainment  expenses  of 
the  President,  to  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate;  $1,585,553. 

EMERGENCY  FUND  FOR  THE  PRESIDENT 

To  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  interest  or 
security,  without  regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regulating  the 
expenditure  of  Government  funds  as  the  President  may  specify,  and 
for  supplementing  the  efforts  and  available  resources  of  State  and 
local  governments  or  other  agencies  in  alleviating  hardship  or  suffer¬ 
ing  caused  by  flood,  fire,  hurricane,  earthquake,  or  other  catastrophe 
in  any  part  of  the  United  States,  $1,000,000:  Provided ,  That  assist¬ 
ance  in  alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  such  a  catastrophe 
may  be  rendered  through  such  agency  or  agencies  as  the  President 
may  designate  and  in  such  manner  as  he  shall  determine,  without 
regard  to  such  provisions  of  law  regulating  the  expenditure  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  funds  or  the  employment  of  persons  in  the  Government 
service  as  he  shall  specify,  whenever  he  finds  that  such  a  catastrophe 
is  of  sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  emergency  assist¬ 
ance  by  the  Federal  Government  in  alleviating  hardship  or  suffering 
caused  thereby,  and  if  the  Governor  of  any  State  in  which  such  a 
catastrophe  shall  occur  shall  certify  that  such  assistance  is  required, 
and  shall  have  entered  into  an  agreement  with  such  agency  of  the 
Government  as  the  President  may  designate,  giving  assurance  of 
expenditure  of  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  funds  of  the  government 
of  such  State,  local  governments  therein,  or  other  agencies,  for  the 
same  or  similar  purposes  with  respect  to  such  catastrophe :  Provided 
further ,  That  within  any  affected  area  Federal  agencies  are  author¬ 
ized  to  participate  in  any  such  emergency  assistance :  Provided 
further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  which  may  be  allocated 
for  alleviating  hardship  or  suffering  caused  by  a  catastrophe  shall 
be  expended  for  departmental  personal  services  or  for  permanent 
construction:  And  provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  allocation  to  finance  a  function  or 
project  for  which  function  or  project  a  budget  estimate  of  appro¬ 
priation  was  transmitted  pursuant  to  law  during  the  Eighty-first 
Congress  or  the  first  session  of  the  Eighty-second  Congress  and  such 
appropriation  denied  after  consideration  thereof  by  the  Senate  or 
House  of  Representatives  or  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
of  either  body. 

EXECUTIVE  MANSION  AND  GROUNDS 

For  the  care,  maintenance,  repair  and  alteration,  refurnishing, 
improvement,  heating  and  lighting,  including  electric  power  and 
fixtures,  of  the  Executive  Mansion  and  the  Executive  Mansion  grounds, 
and  traveling  expenses,  to  be  expended  as  the  President  may  determine, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  Act,  $266,000. 
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BUREAU  OP  THE  BUDGET 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  tlie  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where;  exchange  of  books;  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not  exceed¬ 
ing  $200)  ;  teletype  news  service  (not  exceeding  $900)  ;  printing  and 
binding;  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  to  exceed 
$50  per  diem  for  individuals;  a  health  service  program  as  authorized 
by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  the  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $3,412,000. 

COUNCIL  OF  ECONOMIC  ADVISERS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Council  in 
carrying  out  its  functions  under  the  Employment  Act  of  1946  ( 15  U. 
S.  C.  1021),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
travel  expenses ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  printing  and  binding;  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not 
exceeding  $200)  ;  press  clippings  (not  exceeding  $300)  ;  a  health  serv¬ 
ice  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $300,000. 

Office  for  Emergency  Management 

PHILIPPINE  ALIEN  PROPERTY  ADMINISTRATION 

Administrative  expenses,  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administra¬ 
tion  :  The  Philippine  Alien  Property  Administrator  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  pay  out  of  any  funds  or  other  property  or  interest  vested  in 
him  or  transferred  to  him,  necessary  expenses  incurred  in  carrying 
out  the  powers  and  duties  conferred  on  him  pursuant  to  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.) ,  and  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Property  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  418)  :  Provided ,  That  not  to 
exceed  $187,750  shall  be  available  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the 
general  administrative  expenses  of  the  Philippine  Alien  Property 
Administration;  printing  and  binding;  rent  of  private  or  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  space  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  employment  outside 
the  United  States  of  persons  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  and 
classification  laws  including  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of 
organizations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  agency :  Provided 
further ,  That  on  or  before  November  1  of  the  current  fiscal  year  the 
Philippine  Alien  Property  Administrator  shall  make  a  report  to  the 
Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  giving  detailed  information  on  all  administrative  and 
nonadministrative  expenses  incurred  during  the  next  preceding  fiscal 
year,  in  connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Philippine  Alien  Prop¬ 
erty  Administration:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Philippine  Alien 
Property  Administration  shall  cease  to  exist  after  June  30,  1951,  and 
all  duties  being  performed  by  such  Administration  as  of  that  date 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  Office  of  Alien  Property  Custodian,  includ¬ 
ing  all  records,  files,  and  other  property. 
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INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

AMERICAN  BATTLE  MONUMENTS  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  as  authorized  by 
the  Act  of  June  26,  1946  (36  U.  S-  C.  121,  123-132,  138),  including 
the  acquisition  of  land  or  interest  in  land  in  foreign  countries ;  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  purchase  and  repair  of  uniforms 
for  caretakers  of  national  cemeteries  and  monuments  outside  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territories  and  possessions  at  a  cost  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $4,845 ;  travel  expenses ;  rent  of  office  and  garage  space  in  foreign 
countries ;  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle ;  insurance  of 
official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by  law  of 
such  countries;  and  printing,  binding,  engraving,  lithographing, 
photographing,  and  typewriting;  $670,000:  Provided ,  That  where 
station  allowance  has  been  authorized  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
for  officers  of  the  Army  serving  the  Army  at  certain  foreign  stations, 
the  same  allowance  shall  be  authorized  for  officers  of  the  armed  forces 
assigned  to  the  Commission  while  serving  at  the  same  foreign  stations, 
and  this  appropriation  is  hereby  made  available  for  the  payment  of 
such  allowance :  Provided  further ,  That  when  traveling  on  business 
of  the  Commission,  officers  of  the  armed  forces  serving  as  members 
or  as  secretary  of  the  Commission  may  be  reimbursed  for  expenses 
as  provided  for  civilian  members  of  the  Commission. 

Construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries:  For  the  permanent 
design  and  construction  of  memorials  and  cemeteries  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  26,  1946  (36  U.  S.  C.  121,  123- 
132,  138),  and  the  Act  of  August  5,  1947  (50  U.  S.  C.  1819),  and  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  $8,500,000, 
of  which  $5,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  provided  under  this  head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  to  remain  available  until  expended;  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount 
of  $1,500,000  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1946,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  employment  of  aliens;  purchase  of  land  and  interests 
in  land ;  services  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  one  hundred  and  fifty 
passenger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only;  purchase,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  operation  of  aircraft;  printing  and  binding;  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  publication  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  atomic  information;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms;  purchase  of  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals  (not  to  exceed  $8,000)  and  travel  expenses; 
official  entertainment  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $5,000)  ;  reimbursement 
of  the  General  Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services; 
and  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  prior  year  contract  author¬ 
izations;  $647,820,000,  together  with  the  unexpended  balances,  as  of 
June  30,  1950,  of  prior  year  appropriations  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  of  which  amounts  $100,000  may  be  expended  for  objects 
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of  a  confidential  nature  and  in  any  such  case  the  certificate  of  the 
Commission  as  to  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  and  that  it  is  deemed 
inadvisable  to  specify  the  nature  thereof  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient 
voucher  for  the  sum  therein  expressed  to  have  been  expended ;  from 
which  appropriation  transfers  of  sums  may  be  made  to  other  agencies 
of  the  Government  for  the  performance  of  the  work  for  which  this 
appropriation  is  made,  and  in  such  cases  the  sums  so  transferred  may 
be  merged  with  the  appropriation  to  which  transferred ;  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  amount  herein  provided,  the  Commission  is  authorized 
to  contract  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  $300,150,000 :  Provided ,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  salary  of  any 
officer  or  employee  (except  such  officers  and  employees  whose  compen¬ 
sation  is  fixed  by  law,  and  scientific  and  technical  personnel)  whose 
position  would  be  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended, 
if  such  Act  were  applicable  to  such  position,  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  the 
rate  payable  under  such  Act  for  positions  of  equivalent  difficulty  or 
responsibility :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
or  contract  authorization  shall  be  used — ■ 

(A)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  for  which  an  esti¬ 
mate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year; 

(B)  to  start  any  new  construction  project  the  currently  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  which  exceeds  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor 
in  such  budget ;  or 

(C)  to  continue  any  community  facility  construction  project 
whenever  the  currently  estimated  cost  thereof  exceeds  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget ; 

unless  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  approves 
the  start  of  such  construction  project  or  its  continuation  and  a  detailed 
explanation  thereof  is  submitted  forthwith  by  the  Director  to  the 
Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy;  the  limita¬ 
tions  contained  in  this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  any  construction 
project  the  total  estimated  cost  of  which  does  not  exceed  $500,000; 
and,  as  used  herein,  the  term  “construction  project”  includes  the 
purchase,  alteration,  or  improvement  of  buildings,  and  the  term 
“budget”  includes  the  detailed  justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates :  Provided  further ,  That  whenever  the  current  estimate  to 
complete  any  construction  project  (except  community  facilities) 
exceeds  by  15  per  centum  the  estimated  cost  included  therefor  in  such 
budget  or  the  estimated  cost  of  a  construction  project  covered  by 
clause  (A)  of  the  foregoing  proviso  which  has  been  approved  by  the 
Director,  the  Commission  shall  forthwith  submit  a  detailed  explana¬ 
tion  thereof  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the 
Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy :  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  the  two  foregoing  provisos  shall  have  no  appli¬ 
cation  with  respect  to  technical  and  production  facilities  (1)  if  the 
Commission  certifies  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
that  immediate  construction  or  immediate  continuation  of  construc¬ 
tion  is  necessary  to  the  national  defense  and  security,  and  (2)  if  the 
Director  agrees  that  such  certification  is  justified:  Provided  further , 
That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  or  contract  authorization 
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shall  be  used  in  connection  with  the  payment  of  a  fixed  fee  to  any 
contractor  or  firm  of  contractors  engaged  under  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
contract  or  contracts  at  any  installation  of  the  Commission,  where 
that  fee  for  community  management  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $90,000 
per  annum,  or  for  the  operation  of  a  transportation  system  where 
that  fee  is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $45,000  per  annum. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $28,000  for  services 
as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  medical  examinations  performed  for 
veterans  by  private  physicians  on  a  fee  basis;  travel  expenses,  of 
examiners  acting  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  and  expenses 
of  examinations  and  investigations  held  in  Washington  and  elsewhere; 
payment  in  advance  for  library  membership  in  societies  whose  publi¬ 
cations  are  available  to  members  only  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower 
than  to  the  general  public ;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed  $50,000 
for  performing  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by  the  Act  of 
July  19,  1940  (54  Stat.  767)  ;  reimbursement  of  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  protection  of  confiden¬ 
tial  files;  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) ; 
and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  actuarial  services  by  contract,  without 
regal’d  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended;  $15,511,913: 
Provided ,  That  no  details  from  any  executive  department  or 
independent  establishment  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere  to 
the  Commission’s  central  office  in  Washington  cr  to  any  of  its  regional 
offices  shall  be  made  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  but  this  shall 
not  affect  the  making  of  details  for  service  as  members  of  the  boards 
of  examiners  outside  the  immediate  offices  of  the  Commission  in 
Washington  or  of  the  regional  directors,  nor  shall  it  affect  the  making 
of  details  of  persons  qualified  to  serve  as  expert  examiners  on  special 
subjects:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Civil  Service  Commission  shall 
have  power  in  case  of  emergency  to  transfer  or  detail  any  of  its 
employees  to  or  from  its  office  or  field  force :  Provided  further ,  That 
members  of  the  Loyalty  Review  Board  in  Washington  and  of  the 
regional  loyalty  boards  in  the  field  may  be  paid  actual  transportation 
expenses,  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  authorized  by  the  Travel 
Expense  Act  of  1949  while  traveling  on  official  business  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business,  and  while  en  route  to  and 
from  and  at  the  place  where  their  services  are  to  be  performed : 
Provided  further ,  That  nothing  in  section  281  or  283  of  title  18, 
United  States  Code,  or  in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.  S. 
C.  99)  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  any  person  because  of  his  appoint¬ 
ment  for  part-time  or  intermittent  service  as  a  member  of  the  Loyalty 
Review  Board  or  a  regional  loyalty  board  in  the  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

No  part  of  the  appropriations  herein  made  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  shall  be  available  for  the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the 
Legal  Examining  Unit  in  the  Examining  and  Personnel  Utilization 
Division  of  the  Commission,  established  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
Numbered  9358  of  July  1,  1943,  or  for  the  compensation  or  expenses 
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of  any  member  of  a  board  of  examiners  (1)  who  has  not  made 
affidavit  that  he  has  not  appeared  in  any  agency  proceeding  within  the 
preceding  two  years,  and  will  not  thereafter  while  a  board  member 
appear  in  any  agency  proceeding,  as  a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party 
to  the  proceeding,  before  an  agency  in  which  an  applicant  is  employed 
who  has  been  rated  or  will  be  rated  by  such  member ;  or  (2)  who,  after 
making  such  affidavit,  has  rated  an  applicant  who  at  the  time  of  the 
rating  is  employed  by  an  agency  before  which  the  board  member  has 
appeared  as  a  party,  or  in  behalf  of  a  party,  within  the  preceding  two 
3rears :  Provided ,  That  the  definitions  of  “agency”,  “agency  proceed¬ 
ing”  and  “party”  in  section  2  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
shall  apply  to  these  terms  as  used  herein. 

No  part  of  appropriations  herein  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  officers  and  employees  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  who 
allocate  or  reallocate  supervisory  positions  in  the  classified  civil  service 
solely  on  the  size  of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization 
unit,  or  on  the  number  of  subordinates  supervised.  References  to  size 
of  the  group,  section,  bureau,  or  other  organization  unit  or  the  number 
of  subordinates  supervised  may  be  given  effect  only  to  the  extent  war¬ 
ranted  by  the  work  load  of  such  organization  unit  and  then  only  in 
combination  with  other  factors,  such  as  the  kind,  difficulty,  and  com¬ 
plexity  of  work  supervised,  the  degree  and  scope  of  responsibility 
delegated  to  the  supervisor,  and  the  kind,  degree,  and  value  of  the 
supervision  actually  exercised. 

Panama  Canal  construction  annuity  fund:  For  payment  of  annui¬ 
ties  authorized  by  the  Act  of  May  29,  1944,  as  amended  (48  U.  S.  C. 
1373a) ,  $2,803,177. 

Civil-service  retirement  and  disability  fund:  For  financing  the 
liability  of  the  United  States,  created  by  the  Act  approved  May  22, 
1920,  and  Acts  amendatory  thereof  (5  U.  S.  C.  chap.  14),  $305,000,000, 
which  amount  shall  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  “civil-service  retire¬ 
ment  and  disability  fund”. 

COMMISSION  ON  RENOVATION  OF  THE  EXECUTIVE 

MANSION 

For  all  expenses  of  the  Commission  on  Renovation  of  the  Executive 
Mansion  as  authorized  by  Public  Law  40,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
$35,000,  together  with  not  exceeding  $30,000  of  the  unobligated 
balances  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purpose  in  the  Third 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  and  the  Second  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

DISPLACED  PERSONS  COMMISSION 

Displaced  Persons  Commission  :  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  June  16,  1950  (Public  Law  555),  including  personal  serv¬ 
ices  and  rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel  expenses,  including 
travel  expenses  outside  continental  United  States  without  regard  to 
the  Standardized  Government  Travel  Regulations,  as  amended,  and 
the  rates  of  per  diem  allowances  under  the  Subsistence  Expense  Act 
of  1926,  as  amended;  purchase  (not  to  exceed  three),  and  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles;  printing  and  binding,  including  printing  and 
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binding  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  without 
regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ; 
expenses  incident  to  the  primary  and  secondary  education  of  American 
children  who  are  dependents  of  Government  personnel  paid  from  this 
appropriation  and  stationed  overseas;  services  as  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  pro¬ 
gram  as  authorized  by  law  (5U.S.  C.  150)  ;  employment  of  aliens ;  and 
payment  of  rent  in  foreign  countries  in  advance ;  $8,000,000 :  Provided , 
That  allocations  may  be  made  from  this  appropriation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  approval  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  any  depart¬ 
ment,  agency,  corporation,  or  independent  establishment  of  the 
Government  for  direct  expenditure  for  the  purposes  of  this  appro¬ 
priation,  and  any  such  expenditures  may  be  made  under  the  specific 
authority  herein  contained  or  under  the  authority  governing  the 
activities  of  the  department,  agency,  corporation,  or  independent 
establishment  to  which  amounts  are  allocated :  Provided  further ,  That 
the  Commission  may  enter  into  agreements  with  United  States 
governmental  agencies  and  may  make  payment  in  advance  or  by 
reimbursement  for  expenses  incurred  by  such  agencies  in  rendering 
assistance  to  the  Commission  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  in  performing  the 
duties  imposed  by  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  approved  June 
19, 1934  (48  Stat.  1064),  the  Ship  Act  of  1910,  approved  June  24, 1910, 
as  amended  (46  U.  S.  C.  484-A87),  the  International  Radiotelegraphic 
Convention  (45  Stat.  pt.  2,  p.  2760),  Executive  Order  3513,  dated 
July  9, 1921,  as  amended  under  date  of  June  30, 1934,  relating  to  appli¬ 
cations  for  submarine  cable  licenses,  and  the  radiotelegraphy  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Convention  for  Promoting  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  ratified 
by  the  President  July  7,  1936,  including  personal  services  in  t'he 
District  of  Columbia,  contract  stenographic  reporting  services,  special 
counsel  fees,  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150),  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672), 
improvement  and  care  of  grounds  and  repairs  to  buildings  (not  to 
exceed  $17,500),  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  twenty  passenger  motor 
vehicles  for  replacement  only,  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  $93,000), 
and  printing  and  binding,  $6,625,000,  of  which  $25,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  only  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  for  a  survey  as  to  ways  and  means 
of  expediting  business :  Provided ,  That  funds  appropriated  under  this 
paragraph  may  be  used  for  application  processing  and  hearings  in 
connection  with  broadcast  activities  and  for  application  processing 
in  connection  with  safety  and  special  services  without  regard  to  the 
apportionment  of  funds  required  by  the  Act  of  February  27,  1906 
(31  U.  S.  C.  665). 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  work  of 
the  Commission,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  as  authorized  by  law, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed 
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$256,500  for  travel ;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  ( 5 
U-.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  printing  and  binding;  and  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two,  for 
replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  not  to 
exceed  $500  for  newspapers ;  $4,013,300,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  shall  be  available  for  special  counsel  and  services  as  authorized 
by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  but  at 
rates  not  exceeding  $50  per  diem  for  individuals. 

Flood-control  surveys :  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  work  of  the 
Commission  as  authorized  by  section  4  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938 
(33  U.  S.  C.  701  j ) ,  and  similar  provisions  in  subsequent  Acts,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  contract  steno¬ 
graphic  reporting  services,  and  printing  and  binding,  $351,700. 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
contract  stenographic  reporting  services;  and  printing  and  binding; 
and  not  to  exceed  $700  for  newspapers;  $3,891,695,  of  which  not  less 
than  $223,473  shall  be  available  for  trade  practice  agreement  work : 
Provided ,  That  no  part,  of  the  funds  appropriated  herein  for  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  shall  be  expended  upon  any  investiga¬ 
tion  hereafter  provided  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  until 
funds  are  appropriated  subsequently  to  the  enactment  of  such  reso¬ 
lution  to  finance  the  cost  of  such  investigation. 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Salaries:  For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else¬ 
where,  $32,689,500. 

Miscellaneous  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  printing 
and  binding  and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for 
replacement  only,  $1,750,000. 

Appropriations  for  the  General  Accounting  Office  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150),  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672), 
for  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not  exceeding  $300),  and  services  as 
authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Sites  and  planning,  public  buildings  outside  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia:  For  expenses  necessary  for  continuing  the  program  for  the 
acquisition  of  sites  and  the  preparation  of  drawings  and  specifications 
for  Federal  public  building  projects  outside  the  District  of  Columbia, 
as  authorized  and  provided  for  by  title  I  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1949 
(Public  Law  105),  and  by  the  Act  of  May  25,  1926  (44  Stat.  630),  as 
amended,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$22,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Renovation  and  improvement  of  federally  owned  buildings  outside 
of  the  District  of  Columbia:  For  expenses  necessary  for  continuing 
the  program  for  the  renovation  and  improvement  of  federally  owned 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


122 


buildings  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  which  funds  are  not 
otherwise  available,  including  appurtenances  and  approaches  thereto, 
that  are  under  the  control  of  the  General  Services  Administration 
for  repair  and  preservation,  as  authorized  by  title  III  of  the  Act  of 
June  16,  1949  (Public  Law  105),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $10,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Repair,  preservation,  and  equipment,  outside  the  District  of 
Columbia :  For  the  repair,  alteration,  improvement,  preservation,  and 
equipment,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  completed  Federal  buildings,  the 
grounds  and  approaches  thereof,  wharves,  and  piers,  together  with  the 
necessary  dredging  adjacent  thereto,  and  care  and  safeguarding  of 
sites  acquired  for  F ederal  buildings  and  of  surplus  real  property,  the 
custody  of  which  is  the  responsibility  of  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  under  the  Act  of  August  27,  1935  (40  U.  S.  C.  304),  and 
Public  Law  152,  Eighty-first  Congress,  pending  sale  or  disposition; 
the  demolition  of  buildings  thereon;  the  purchase  and  repair  of 
equipment  and  fixtures  in  buildings  under  the  administration  of  the 
General  Services  Administration ;  and  for  changes  in,  maintenance  of, 
and  repairs  to  the  pneumatic-tube  system  in  New  York  City  installed 
under  franchise  of  the  city  of  New  York,  approved  June  29,  1909, 
and  June  11,  1928,  and  the  payment  of  any  obligations  arising  there¬ 
under  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved  August 
5,  1909  (36  Stat.  120),  and  May  15,  1928  (45  Stat.  533) ;  $10,000,000. 

Federal  office  building,  Nashville,  Tennessee:  For  completion  of 
construction  of  a  Federal  office  building  in  Nashville,  Tennessee,  to 
remain  available  until  expended,  $1,200,000,  which  shall  be  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

Buildings  and  facilities,  Cincinnati,  Ohio:  For  completion  of  con¬ 
struction  of  buildings  and  facilities  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  for  the  use 
of  the  Pubic  Health  Service,  as  authorized  by  section  8  (b)  of  the 
Act  of  June  30, 1948  (Public  Law  845) ,  $1,400,000,  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  and  in  addition  thereto  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $2,400,000. 

Federal  Courts  Building,  District  of  Columbia:  For  completion 
of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  authorized  by  the  Act 
of  May  14, 1948  (Public  Law  527) ,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$6,000,000,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1948. 

General  Accounting  Office  Building,  District  of  Columbia:  For 
completion  of  construction  of  a  building  for  the  use  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  on  square  518,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  18,  1948  (Public  Law  533),  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $15,358,194,  which  shall  be  for  payment  of 
obligations  incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948. 

Renovation  and  modernization,  Executive  Mansion :  F or  complet¬ 
ing  the  renovation,  repair,  and  modernization  of  the  Executive  Man- 
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sion,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $3,400,000,  which  shall  be  for 
payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  authority  granted  under  this 
head  in  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949. 

For  necessary  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Stra¬ 
tegic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23, 1946,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  pur¬ 
chase  of  five  passenger  motor  vehicles;  and  printing  and  binding; 
$605,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  of  which  $240,000,000 
is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  here¬ 
tofore  granted  under  this  head ;  and  in  addition  to  the  amount  herein 
appropriated,  contracts  may  be  entered  into  for  the  purposes  of  the 
said  Act  of  July  23,  1946,  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  $125,000,000 : 
Provided ,  That  any  funds  received  as  proceeds  from  sale  or  other  dis¬ 
position  of  materials  on  account  of  the  rotation  of  stocks  under  said 
Act  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit,  and  be  available  for  expendi¬ 
ture  for  the  purposes,  of  this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That 
during  the  current  fiscal  year,  there  shall  be  no  limitation  on  the  value 
of  surplus  strategic  and  critical  materials  which,  in  accordance  with 
subsection*  6  (a)  of  the  Act  of  July  23,  1946  (60  Stat.  598),  may  be 
transferred  to  stock  piles  established  in  accordance  with  said  Act. 

For  refunds  under  section  403  (a)  (4)  (D)  (relating  to  the  recom¬ 
putation  of  the  amortization  deduction)  and  by  the  last  sentence  of 
section  403  (i)  (3)  (relating  to  excess  inventories)  of  the  Renegotia¬ 
tion  Act;  and  to  refund  any  amount  finally  adjudged  or  determined  to 
have  been  erroneously  collected  by  the  United  States  pursuant  to  a 
unilateral  determination  of  excessive  profits,  with  interest  thereon 
(at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  4  per  centum  per  annum)  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board,  computed  to 
the  date  of  certification  to  the  Treasury  Department  for  payment; 
$7,400,000 :  Provided ,  That  to  the  extent  refunds  are  made  from  this 
appropriation  of  excessive  profits  collected  under  the  Renegotiation 
Act  and  retained  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  any 
of  its  subsidiaries,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  or  the 
appropriate  subsidiary  shall  reimburse  this  appropriation :  Provided 
further ,  That  refunds  made  hereunder  shall  be  based  solely  on  the 
certificate  of  the  War  Contracts  Price  Adjustment  Board  or  its  duly 
authorized  representatives. 

To  increase  the  General  Supply  Fund  established  by  section  109 
of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949 
(Public  Law  152,  approved  June  30, 1949),  $4,000,000. 

Alaska  public  works :  For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1949 
(Public  Law  264),  relating  to  the  development  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1955,  $9,000,000,  of  which 
$4,000,000  shall  be  for  the  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursu¬ 
ant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  and  of  which  not 
to  exceed  $500,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses, 
including  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  two  passenger  motor  vehicles : 
Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for 
expenditure  on  any  project  until  a  certificate  has  been  received  from 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  the  installation  of  such  facility  will  be 
of  value  in  connection  with  national  defense. 
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Advance  planning  of  non-Federal  public  works:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  October  13,  1949  (Public  Law  352),  relating  to  the  advance 
planning  of  public  works,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $20,000,- 
000,  of  which  $14,100,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred 
pursuant  to  authority  heretofore  granted  under  this  head  and  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $1,704,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  and 
in  addition,  the  General  Services  Administration  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $27,000,000,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Grants  for  plan  preparation,  water  pollution  control :  For  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount  for  grants  to  States,  municipalities,  or  interstate  agen¬ 
cies  to  aid  in  financing  the  cost  of  action  preliminary  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  projects  for  water  pollution  control  as  authorized  by  section 
8  (c)  of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  of  June  30,  1918  (G2  Stat. 
1155),  $750,000. 

Administrative  expenses,  water  pollution  control:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  administrative  functions  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  under  the  provisions  of  the  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  of  June  30, 1948  (62  Stat.  1155),  as  authorized  by  section 
8  (e)  of  said  Act,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  ;  travel,  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles ;  health  service  programs 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  exchange  of  books;  $52,285. 

Virgin  Islands  public  works :  For  an  additional  amount  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (58  Stat.  827), 
$1,000,000,  and,  in  addition,  the  General  Services  Administration  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$1,467,000,  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

Public  works  advance  planning:  Not  to  exceed  $4,350,000  of  the 
unexpended  balances  on  June  30,  1950,  of  funds  made  available  for 
public  works  advance  planning  under  title  V  of  the  War  Mobilization 
and  Reconversion  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  791),  are  hereby  continued 
available  for  expenditure  until  June  30,  1951.  The  sum  of  $1,324,000 
carried  in  the  said  unexpended  balances  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus 
fund  and  covered  into  the  Treasury  immediately  upon  the  approval 
of  this  Act. 

Liquidation  of  public  works  advance  planning:  Not  to  exceed  $125,- 
000  of  the  unobligated  balance  on  June  30,  1950,  of  the  funds  made 
available  for  public  works  advance  planning  under  title  V  of  the  War 
Mobilization  and  Reconversion  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  791)  shall  be 
available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  administrative  expenses 
incident  to  the  liquidation  of  the  activity  for  which  said  funds  were 
appropriated,  including  the  objects  specified  under  this  head  in  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1946. 

War  public  works  (community  facilities)  liquidation:  For  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  necessary  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the 
liquidation  of  all  activities  under  titles  II,  III,  and  IV  of  the  Act  of 
October  14,  1940,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534,  1541,  and  1562), 
except  expenses  related  to  the  maintenance,  operation  and  disposal  of 
Federal  project  properties,  and  those  in  connection  with  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  disposal  of  project  securities,  including  personal  services  and 
rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  and  a  health 
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service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$40,000  of  the  unobligated  balances  of  the  funds  heretofore  appropri¬ 
ated  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  titles  II,  III,  and  IV  of  the  Act 
of  October  14, 1940,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  1531-1534, 1541,  and  1502) . 

Operating  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  General  Services 
Administration  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including:  Operation, 
maintenance,  protection,  repair,  and  improvement  of  public  buildings 
and  grounds  to  the  extent  that  such  buildings  and  grounds  are  under 
the  control  of  the  General  Services  Administration  for  any  of  such 
purposes  (including  the  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection  of  the 
District  Court  Building  in  the  District  of  Columbia)  ;  rental  of  build¬ 
ings  or  parts  thereof  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere ;  the 
restoration  of  leased  premises;  moving  Government  agencies  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  assignment,  allocation,  and  transfer  of  building  space ; 
ground  rent,  which  may  be  paid  in  advance  where  required;  demoli¬ 
tion  of  buildings ;  furnishings  and  equipment ;  acquisition  by  purchase 
or  otherwise  and  disposal  by  sale  or  otherwise  of  real  estate  and 
interests  therein;  payment  of  sums  in  lieu  of  taxes  accruing  against 
real  property  declared  surplus  by  Government  corporations  under 
the  Surplus  Property  Act  of  1944,  where  legal  title  to  such  property 
remains  in  the  Government  corporation;  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions, of  the  National  Industrial  Reserve  Act  of  1948  (50  U.  S.  C. 
451  ff)  ;  payment  of  per  diem  employees  employed  in  connection  with 
any  of  the  foregoing  functions  at  rates  approved  by  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  or  his  designee  not  exceeding  current  rates  for 
similar  services  in  the  place  where  such  services  are  employed ;  arms 
and  ammunition  for  the  guard  force;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning 
of  uniforms  for  guards  and  elevator  operators;  purchase  of  not  to 
exceed  twenty -three  passenger  motor  vehicles;  processing  and  deter¬ 
mining  net  renegotiation  rebates;  liquidation  of  activities  under  the 
Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States  (55  Stat.  31)  ;  scien¬ 
tific,  technical  and  other  apparatus  and  materials  for  the  arrangement, 
titling,  scoring,  repair,  editing,  processing,  duplication,  and  repro¬ 
duction  of  photographic  and  other  records  (including  motion-picture 
and  other  films  and  sound  recordings)  in  the  custody  of  the  Archivist 
of  the  United  States  and  preparation  of  guides  and  other  finding 
aids  to  records  of  the  Second  World  War;  $78,500,000. 

Section  322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended  (40  U.  S.  C. 
278a)  shall  not  apply  to  any  lease  entered  into  by,  or  transferred  to, 
the  General  Services  Administration,  for  the  housing  of  agencies 
specifically  exempted  from  the  requirements  of  said  section. 

The  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  credited  with  (1)  advances 
or  reimbursements  for  salaries  and  administrative  expenses  charge¬ 
able  against  other  appropriations  of  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  such  salaries  and  expenses  may  be  paid  from  this 
appropriation;  (2)  advances  or  reimbursements  for  services,  quarters, 
maintenance,  or  other  facilities  furnished  other  agencies  on  a  reim¬ 
bursable  basis;  (3)  cost  of  maintenance,  upkeep,  and  repair  included 
as  part  of  rentals  received  from  Government  corporations  pui'suant 
to  law  (40  U.  S.  C.  129)  ;  (4)  reimbursements  for  services  performed 
in  respect  to  bonds  and  other  obligations  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
General  Services  Administration,  issued  by  public  authorities,  States, 
or  other  public  bodies,  and  such  services  in  respect  to  such  bonds  or 
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obligations  as  the  Administrator  deems  necessary  and  in  the  public 
interest  may,  upon  the  request  and  at  the  expense  of  the  issuing  agen¬ 
cies,  be  provided  from  this  appropriation ;  and  (5)  as  respects  property 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration  pursuant  to  the 
Act  of  July  2,  1948  (50  U.  S.  C.  451ff),  (a)  advances  or  reimburse¬ 
ments  for  necessary  utilities  and  services  furnished  private  occupants 
of  industrial  plants,  and  such  utilities  and  services  may  be  provided 
at  cost  from  this  appropriation;  (b)  proceeds  received  from  insurance 
against  damage  to  such  property,  and  such  proceeds  may,  at  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  used  to  repair  or  restore  the 
damaged  property;  and  (c)  appropriations  or  funds  available  to  other 
agencies,  and  transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration,  in 
connection  with  such  property,  and  such  appropriations  or  funds  may, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  be  so  transferred. 

Appropriations  or  other  funds  available  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  health  service  programs 
as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  printing  and  binding;  pur¬ 
chase  of  newspapers  and  periodicals  (not  to  exceed  $400)  ;  prepara¬ 
tion,  shipment,  and  installation  of  photographic  displays,  exhibits, 
and  other  descriptive  materials ;  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672) . 

During  the  current  fiscal  year,  no  part  of  any  money  appropriated 
in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  during  any  quarter  of  such 
fiscal  year  to  purchase  typewriting  machines  (except  bookkeeping 
and  billing  machines)  at  a  price  which  exceeds  90  per  centum  of  the 
lowest  net  cash  price,  plus  applicable  Federal  excise  taxes,  accorded 
the  most-favored  customer  (other  than  the  Government,  the  American 
National  Red  Cross,  and  the  purchasers  of  typewriting  machines  for 
educational  purposes  only)  of  the  manufacturer  of  such  machines 
during  the  six-month  period  immediately  preceding  such  quarter. 

No  part  of  any  money  appropriated  by  this  or  any  other  Act  for 
any  agency  of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  (which  shall 
include  all  departments,  independent  establishments,  and  wholly 
owned  Government  corporations)  shall  be  used  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  the  purchase  within  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  of  any  typewriting  machines  (except  typewriting  machines  for 
veterans  under  public  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration)  unless  the  Administrator  of  General  Services  certifies  that 
he  is  unable  to  furnish  such  agency  with  suitable  typewriting  machines 
out  of  stock  on  hand.  The  Administrator  of  General  Services  is 
authorized  and  directed  at  such  times  as  he  may  determine  to  be 
necessary  to  survey  and  determine  the  numbers  and  kinds  of  type¬ 
writing  machines  located  in  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  which  are  at  any  time  surplus  to  the  requirements  of  any 
agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  (which  shall  include 
all  departments,  independent  establishments,  and  wholly  owned  Gov¬ 
ernment  corporations) .  Upon  such  determination,  the  Administrator 
of  General  Services  is  authorized  to  direct,  upon  such  notice  and  in 
such  manner  as  he  may  prescribe,  the  head  of  any  such  agency  to 
surrender  to  the  General  Services  Administration  any  and  all  type¬ 
writing  machines  surplus  to  its  requirements,  the  costs  of  packing, 
shipping,  and  handling  thereof  to  be  charged  to  the  general  supply 
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fund.  Each  such  agency  shall  furnish  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  such  information  regarding  typewriting  machines,  wherever 
located,  as  he  may  from  time  to  time  request.  The  General  Services 
Administration  is  authorized  and  directed  to  receive,  hold,  sell, 
exchange,  or  supply  to  any  branch  of  the  Government,  including  the 
District  of  Columbia,  typewriting  machines  surrendered  to  it  here¬ 
under.  The  Administrator  of  General  Services  is  authorized  to 
charge  each  agency  to  which  typewriting  machines  are  supplied  here¬ 
under  amounts  equal  to  the  fair  value  thereof,  as  determined  by  him, 
and  such  amounts  shall  be  credited  to  the  general  supply  fund. 

HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  the 
Administrator,  including  personal  services  and  rent  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle,  for  replace¬ 
ment  only;  printing  and  binding;  services  as  authorized  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  expenses  of  attend¬ 
ance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  work  of  the 
agency;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ; 
a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and 
transportation  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  $25  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
subsistence,  as  authorized  by  section  5  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C,  73b-2),  for  persons  serving  without  compensation  as 
members  of  any  advisory  committee  established  pursuant  to  Title  VI 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949 ;  $4,200,000 :  Provided,  That  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  transfer  to  this  account  from  funds  of  the  constituent  agencies 
such  sums  as  relate  primarily  to  functions  which  are  consolidated 
in  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  as  authorized  by  Title  III  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1948,  as  amended :  Provided  further ,  That  necessary 
expenses  of  inspections  of  projects  financed  through  loans  to  educa¬ 
tional  institutions  authorized  by  Title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950 
shall  be  compensated  by  such  institutions  by  the  payment  of  fixed 
fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  relation  to  the  development  costs  of 
such  projects  will  cover  the  costs  of  rendering  such  services,  and 
expenses  for  such  purpose  shall  be  considered  nonadministrative, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  providing  such  inspections,  the  Administrator 
may  utilize  any  agency  and  such  agency  may  accept  reimbursement 
or  payment  for  such  services  from  such  institutions  or  the  adminis¬ 
trator,  and  shall  credit  such  amounts  to  the  appropriations  or  funds 
against  which  such  charges  have  been  made. 

PUBLIC  HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION 

Annual  contributions:  For  the  payment  of  annual  contributions  to 
public  housing  agencies  in  accordance  with  section  10  of  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  1410) ,  $7,500,000 : 
Provided ,  That  except  for  payments  required  on  contracts  entered 
into  prior  to  April  18,  1940,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  payment  to  any  public  housing  agency  for  expenditure 
in  connection  with  any  low-rent  housing  project,  unless  the  public 
housing  agency  shall  have  adopted  regulations  prohibiting  as  a  tenant 
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of  any  such  project  by  rental  or  occupancy  any  person  other  than  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  but  such  prohibition  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  case  of  a  family  of  any  serviceman  or  the  family  of  any 
veteran  who  has  been  discharged  (other  than  dishonorably)  from, 
or  the  family  and  any  serviceman  who  died  in,  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  within  four  years  prior  to  the  date  of  application 
for  admission  to  such  housing :  Provided  further ,  That  all  expendi¬ 
tures  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  subject  to  audit  and  final  settle¬ 
ment  by  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act  of  1921,  as  amended. 

Administrative  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses  of  the 
Public  Housing  Administration,  $9,000,000,  to  be  merged  with  and 
expended  under  the  authorization  for  such  expenses  contained  in  title 
II  of  this  chapter. 

INDIAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (25  U.  S.  C.  70),  creating 
an  Indian  Claims  Commission,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  printing  and  binding,  $91,700,  together 
with  not  exceeding  $7,300  of  the  unobligated  balance  available  for 
such  purpose  contained  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1950. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

General  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  in  performing  the  func¬ 
tions  vested  by  law  in  the  Commission  (49  U.  S.  C.  1-24,  301-327, 
901-923,  1001-1022),  except  those  otherwise  specifically  provided  for 
in  this  Act,  and  for  general  administration,  including  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  the  employment  of  special  counsel ;  contract  stenographic 
reporting  services;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $200)  ;  health  service  program  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to 
law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  purchase  of  twenty  passenger  motor  vehicles 
for  replacement  only;  and  printing  and  binding;  $9,889,600  (and 
any  part  of  the  amounts  of  $100,000  for  valuations  of  pipe  lines,  and 
$3,831,920  for  the  wmrk  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers,  contained 
in  this  paragraph,  may  be  transferred  as  the  Commission  may 
determine  for  carrying  out  other  functions  of  the  Commission),  of 
which  $100,000  shall  be  available  for  valuations  of  pipe  lines,  and 
$3,831,920  shall  be  available  for  the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carriers:  Provided ,  That  Joint  Board  members  and  cooperating 
State  commissioners  may  use  Government  transportation  requests 
when  traveling  in  connection  with  their  duties  as  such. 

Railroad  safety:  For  expenses  necessary  in  performing  functions 
authorized  by  law  (45  U.  S.  C.  1-15,  17-21,  35-46,  61-64 ;  49  U.  S.  C. 
26)  to  insure  a  maximum  of  safety  in  the  operation  of  railroads,  in¬ 
cluding  authority  to  investigate,  test  experimentally,  and  report  on 
the  use  and  need  of  any  appliances  or  systems  intended  to  promote 
the  safety  of  railway  operation,  including  those  pertaining  to  block- 
signal  and  train-control  systems,  as  authorized  by  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  approved  June  30, 1906,  and  the  Sundry  Civil  Act  of  May  27, 1908 
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(45  U.  S.  C.  35-37),  and  to  require  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to 
the  Act  to  install  automatic  train-stop  or  train-control  devices  as 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  (49  U.  S.  C.  26),  including  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  inspectors,  engineers,  and  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672),  $1,000,000. 

Locomotive  inspection:  For  expenses  necessary  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  Act  of  February  17,  1911,  entitled  “An  Act  to  promote  the 
safety  of  employees  and  travelers  upon  railroads  by  compelling  com¬ 
mon  carriers  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  to  equip  their  loco¬ 
motives  with  safe  and  suitable  boilers  and  appurtenances  thereto”, 
as  amended  (45  U.  S.  C.  22-34),  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(28  U.  S.  C.  2672),  $718,600. 

INTERSTATE  COMMISSION  ON  THE  POTOMAC 
RIVER  BASIN 

Contribution  to  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin : 
To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  in  advance  to  the 
Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin  the  Federal  con¬ 
tribution  toward  the  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  in  the  administration  of  its  business  in  the  conservancy 
district  established  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  July  11, 1940  (54  Stat.  748) , 
$5,000. 

MOTOR  CARRIER  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Motor  Carrier  Claims  Commission 
established  by  the  Act  of  July  2,  1948  (Public  Law  880),  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  travel,  printing  and 
binding,  and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  $190,000. 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  AERONAUTICS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Committee, 
including  contracts  for  the  making  of  special  investigations  and 
reports  and  for  engineering,  drafting  and  computing  services ;  equip¬ 
ment,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  the  Langley  Aeronautical  Lab¬ 
oratory,  the  Ames  Aeronautical  Laboratory,  and  the  Lewis  Flight 
Propulsion  Laboratory ;  purchase  and  maintenance  of  cafeteria  equip¬ 
ment  ;  maintenance  and  operation  of  aircraft ;  purchase  of  eight  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles  of  which  seven  shall  be  for  replacement ;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  for  employees  as  authorized  by 
law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  in  all,  $42,500,000:  Provided ,  That  statutory 
provisions  prohibiting  the  payment  of  compensation  to  aliens  shall  not 
apply  to  any  person  whose  employment  lay  the  Committee  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Chairman  thereof  to  be  necessary :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther ,  That  aircraft  and  parts,  equipment,  and  supplies  may  be  trans- 
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ferred  to  the  Committee  by  the  Air  Force,  Army,  and  Navy  without 
reimbursement :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  the  operation  of  a  field  office  outside  the 
continental  or  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States. 

Construction  and  equipment:  For  construction  and  equipment  at 
laboratories  and  research  stations  of  the  Committee,  to  be  available 
until  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding  year,  $15,500,000,  of  which 
$10,000,000  and  $5,000,000  shall  be  available  for  payments  under 
contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to  the  contract  authority  under  this 
head  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Acts,  1949  and  1950 
respectively :  Provided ,  That  in  addition,  the  Committee  may  enter 
into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an  amount 
not  in  excess  of  $11,000,000. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  properties:  For  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  properties  under  title  I  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Alley 
Dwelling  Authority  Act  $38,000 :  Provided ',  That  all  receipts  derived 
from  sales,  leases,  or  other  sources  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  monthly :  Provided  further ,  That  so  long  as  funds 
are  available  from  appropriations  for  the  foregoing  purposes,  the 
provisions  of  section  507  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (Public  Law  475, 
Eighty -first  Congress)  shall  not  be  effective. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PARK  AND  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

Land  acquisition,  National  Capital  and  metropolitan  area:  For 
necessary  expenses  for  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Com¬ 
mission  in  connection  with  the  acquisition  of  land  for  the  park,  park¬ 
way,  and  playground  system  of  the  National  Capital,  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  May  29,  1930  (46  Stat.  4S2),  and  amendment  of  August 
8,  1946  (60  Stat.  960),  including  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  ( 5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  and  real  estate  appraisers, 
by  contract  or  otherwise  without  regard  to  the  civil  service  and  classi¬ 
fication  laws,  at  rates  of  pay  or  fees  not  to  exceed  those  usual  for 
similar  services;  and  purchase  of  options  and  other  costs  incident  to 
the  acquisition  of  land;  $724,500,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$480,500  of  said  sum  to  be  used  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
section  1  (b)  of  said  Act  and  $244,000  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  4  of  said  Act:  Provided ,  That  not  exceeding  $29,000  of  the 
funds  available  under  the  above  appropriation  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  may  be  used  for  regular  and  part-time  personal  services  of 
the  Commission,  excepting  services  by  contract. 

OFFICE  OF  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  RECORDS 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records,  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  March  31,  1947  (61  Stat.  31),  and  by  section  10  (a)  (4) 
of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding; 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
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2672)  ;  and  a  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  $4,954,000. 

PHILIPPINE  WAP  DAMAGE  COMMISSION 

Philippine  War  Damage  Commission:  For  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  title  I  of  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1946, 
$40,200,000,  to  remain  available  until  April  30,  1951,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $1,620,000  shall  be  for  necessary  expenses  of  the  Philippine 
War  Damage  Commission  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  purchase  of  newspapers 
and  periodicals  not  to  exceed  $200;  housing  of  American  employees 
by  rental  or  lease  and  necessary  repairs  and  alterations  to  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  quarters,  without  regard  to  section  322  of  the  Act  of  June 
30,  1932,  as  amended  (40  U.  S.  C.  278a)  ;  printing  and  binding  with¬ 
out  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1, 1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ; 
and  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided ,  That  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June 
29,  1936  (46  U.  S.  C.  1241),  shall  not  apply  to  any  travel  or  transpor¬ 
tation  pf  effects  payable  from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further , 
That  no  payment  shall  be  made  under  the  provisions  of  such  title  of 
such  Act  to  any  person  who,  by  a  civil  or  military  court  having 
jurisdiction,  has  been  found  guilty  of  collaborating  with  the  enemy 
or  of  any  act  involving  disloyalty  to  the  United  States  or  the  Republic 
of  the  Philippines  or,  in  any  case  involving  charges  of  such  collabora¬ 
tion  or  disloyalty  which  have  not  been  adjudicated  by  any  such  court, 
where  the  Commission,  after  hearing  and  evidence,  certifies  that  it  is 
satisfied  that  the  person  so  charged  is  guilty  of  such  collaboration  or 
disloyalty :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  available  for  engaging  in  any  phase  of  activity  or  for  undertaking 
any  phase  of  activity  authorized  by  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act 
of  1946  which  would  result  in  obligating  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  in  any  sense  or  respect  to  the  future  payment  of  amounts  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  authorized  to  be  appropriated  in  such  Act. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  not  to  exceed  $1,150  for  the  purchase  of 
newspapers;  printing  and  binding;  and  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  $6,230,000. 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Smithsonian  Institution:  For  all  necessary 
expenses  for  the  preservation,  exhibition,  and  increase  of  collections 
from  the  surveying  and  exploring  expeditions  of  the  Government  and 
from  other  sources ;  for  the  system  of  international  exchanges  between 
the  United  States  and  foreign  countries ;  for  anthropological  researches 
among  the  American  Indians  and  the  natives  of  lands  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  or  protection  of  the  United  States,  independently  or  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  State,  educational,  and  scientific  organizations  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  excavation  and  preservation  of  archeological  remains ; 
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for  maintenance  of  the  Astrophysical  Observatory  and  making  neces¬ 
sary  observations  in  high  altitudes;  for  the  administration  of  the 
National  Collection  of  Fine  Arts;  for  the  administration,  and  for  the 
construction  and  maintenance,  of  laboratory  and  other  facilities  on 
Barro  Colorado  Island,  Canal  Zone,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  July  2,  1940,  as  amended  by  the  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan 
Numbered  3  of  1946;  for  the  maintenance  and  administration  of  a 
national  air  museum  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  August  12,  1946 
(20  U.  S.  C.  77)  ;  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of 
the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ;  traveling  expenses;  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  printing  and 
binding,  including  printing  the  report  of  the  American  Historical 
Association ;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
elevator  conductors;  repairs  and  alterations  of  buildings  and 
approaches;  and  preparation  of  manuscripts,  drawings,  and  illustra¬ 
tions  for  publications;  $2,700,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  National  Gallery  of  Art:  For  the  upkeep  and 
operation  of  the  National  Gallery  of  Art,  the  protection  and  care  of 
the  works  of  art  therein,  and  administrative  expenses  incident  thereto, 
as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  24,  1937  (50  Stat.  51),  as  amended 
by  the  public  resolution  of  April  13,  1939  (Public  Resolution  9, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress),  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as  authorized  bv  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150)  ;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  traveling  expenses;  payment  in  advance  when  authorized  by  the 
treasurer  of  the  Gallery  for  membership  in  library,  museum,  and  art 
associations  or  societies  whose  publications  or  services  are  available 
to  members  only,  or  to  members  at  a  price  lower  than  to  the  general 
public;  purchase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards  and 
elevator  operators;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  or  rental  of  devices 
and  services  for  protecting  buildings  and  contents  thereof,  and  main¬ 
tenance  and  repair  of  buildings,  approaches,  and  grounds;  and  not  to 
exceed  $15,000  for  restoration  and  repair  of  works  of  art  for  the 
National  Gallery  of  Art  by  contracts  made,  without  advertising,  with 
individuals,  firms,  or  organizations  at  such  rates  or  prices  and  under 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Gallery  may  deem  proper,  $1,179,000. 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  print¬ 
ing  and  binding,  subscriptions  to  newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $250), 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  and 
contract  stenographic  reporting  services  as  authorized  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  $1,290,700:  Provided , 
That  no  part  of  tills  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  of 
any  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission  who  shall  hereafter  partici¬ 
pate  in  any  proceedings  under  sections  336,  337,  and  338  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  wherein  he  or  any  member  of  his  family  has  any  special, 
direct,  and  pecuniary  interest,  or  in  which  he  has  acted  as  attorney 
or  special  representative. 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933,  as  amended  (1G  U.  S.  C.,  cli.  12A), 
including  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  hire,  maintenance,  repair, 
and  operation  of  aircraft;  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two  hundred 
and  twenty-five  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  $102,714,000  to  remain  available  until  expended,  and  to  be 
available  for  the  payment  of  obligations  chargeable  against  prior 
appropriations. 

THE  TAX  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  printing 
and  binding  and  contract  stenographic  reporting  services,  $826,900 : 
Provided ,  That  travel  expenses  of  the  judges  shall  be  paid  upon  the 
written  certificate  of  the  judge. 

UNITED  STATES  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Ship  construction:  For  new  ship  construction,  including  recondi¬ 
tioning  and  betterment,  as  authorized  by  title  V  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936  (except  for  construction  of  one  prototype  vessel 
under  title  VII  of  said  Act) ,  $35,000,000,  of  which  $30,000,000  is  for 
payment  of  obligations  for  new  ship  construction  incurred  under 
authority  granted  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1948;  and,  in  addition,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  new  ship  construction  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$63,000,000:  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $64,875,000  of  the  funds 
and  contract  authority  made  available  for  new  ship  construction, 
including  reconditioning  and  betterment,  in  the  Independent  Offices 
Appropriation  Act,  1950,  shall  continue  to  be  available  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1950:  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
or  contract  authorization  shall  be  used  (1)  to  start  any  new  ship  con¬ 
struction  for  which  an  estimate  was  not  included  in  the  budget  for 
the  current  fiscal  year,*'  or  (2)  to  start  any  new  ship  construction  the 
currently  estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  by  10  per  centum  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  included  therefor  in  such  budget  unless  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  specifically  approves  the  start  of  such  ship 
construction  and  the  Director  shall  submit  forthwith  a  detailed 
explanation  thereof  to  the  Committees  on  Appropriations  of'  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives ;  and,  as  used  herein,  the 
term  “budget”  includes  the  detailed  justification  supporting  the  budget 
estimates. 

Operating-differential  subsidies:  For  operating-differential  sub¬ 
sidies,  as  authorized  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
$26,450,000,  together  with  funds  appropriated  under  this  head  in  the 
Supplemental  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1949,  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  not  to  exceed  $16,770,000 
from  the  special  deposit  account  established  with  receipts  from  sales 
under  Public  Laws  44  and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  and  not 
to  exceed  $3,529,000  from  the  special  deposit  account  established 
from  the  refund  of  unobligated  amounts  out  of  the  working  fund 
established  with  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  for 
development  of  reserve  fleet  sites,  all  to  be  available  until  expended  for 
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payment  of  operating-differential  subsidies  for  the  fiscal  years  1949, 
1950,  and  1951,  to  grant  operating-differential  subsidies  on  a  long-term 
basis  and  to  obligate  the  United  States  to  make  future  payments  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  such  contracts:  Provided ,  That  to  the 
extent  that  the  operating-differential  subsidy  accrual  (computed  on 
the  basis  of  parity)  is  represented  on  the  operators  books  by  a  con¬ 
tingent  accounts  receivable  item  against  the  Commission  as  a  partial 
or  complete  offset  to  the  recapture  accrual,  the  operator  (1)  shall  be 
excused  from  making  deposits  in  the  special  reserve  fund,  and  (2) 
as  to  the  amount  of  such  earnings  the  deposit  of  which  is  so  excused 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  tax  treatment  as  though  it  had  been 
deposited  in  said  special  reserve  fund.  To  the  extent  that  any  amount 
paid  to  the  operator  by  the  Commission  reduces  the  balance  in  the 
operator’s  contingent  receivable  account  against  the  Commission,  such 
amount,  unless  it  is  forthwith  deposited  in  the  fund,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  withdrawn  under  section  607  (h)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended :  Provided  further ,  That  nothing  contained  in 
this  Act,  or  in  any  prior  appropriation  Act,  shall  be  construed  to 
affect  the  authority  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  603  (a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  (1) 
to  grant  operating-differential  subsidies  on  a  long-term  basis,  and  (2) 
to  obligate  the  United  States  to  make  future  payments  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  such  operating-differential  subsidy  contracts:  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  no  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  obligation,  nor  any  obligation  made,  for  the  payment 
of  an  operating-differential  subsidy  for  any  number  of  ships  in 
excess  of  the  number  of  two  hundred  and  sixty-three,  unless  a  certifi¬ 
cate  has  been  received  from  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  that  an  operating- 
differential  subsidy  is  required  for  a  larger  number  of  such  ships  in 
connection  with  national  defense :  Provided  further ,  That  the  balance 
in  excess  of  $16,770,000  as  of  June  30,  1950,  in  the  special  deposit 
account  established  with  receipts  from  sales  under  Public  Laws  44 
and  305  of  the  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  together  with  any  receipts 
after  that  date  from  such  sales,  shall  be  covered  into  miscellaneous 
receipts  of  the  Treasury. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  and  other  laws  administered  by 
the  United  States  Maritime  Commission,  $19,903,300,  within  limita¬ 
tions  as  follows : 

Administrative  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia ;  printing  and  binding ;  not  to  exceed  $2,000  for  news¬ 
papers  and  periodicals;  purchase  of  five  passenger  motor  vehicles,  for 
replacement  only;  not  to  exceed  $17,700  for  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  iVet  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  not  to  exceed 
$1,125  for  entertainment  of  officials  of  other  countries  when  specifi¬ 
cally  authorized  by  the  Chairman;  payment  of  tort  claims  pmrsuant 
to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  and  $50,000  to  be  available  exclusively  for 
ship  structure  research,  testing  and  models;  $9,271,700:  Provided , 
That  the  Maritime  Commission  is  authorized  to  dispense  with  the 
administrative  audit  of  agents’  accounts  covering  voyages  beginning 
prior  to  April  1,  1949 ; 

Maintenance  of  shipyard  facilities,  $152,000 ; 
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Operation  of  warehouses,  $436,000; 

Reserve  fleet  expense,  $8,978,600; 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  terminals,  $765,000. 

Maritime  training :  For  training  personnel  for  the  manning  of  the 
merchant  marine  (including  operation  of  training  stations  at  Kings 
Point,  New  York;  Sheepshead  Bay,  New  York;  Alameda,  California, 
and  the  United  States  Maritime  Service  Institute) ,  including  not  to 
exceed  $2,477,000  for  administrative  personal  services  (exclusive  of 
pay  of  cadet  midshipmen  and  other  trainees)  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere  which  may  be  used  to  provide  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  for  personnel  of  the  United  States  Maritime  Service  comparable 
to  those  of  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  by  law  (46  U.  S.  C.  1126, 
14  F.  R.  7707)  ;  purchase  of  three  jiassenger  motor  vehicles,  for 
replacement  only;  printing  and  binding;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  not  to  exceed  $2,500  for  con¬ 
tingencies  for  the  Superintendent,  United  States  Merchant  Marine 
Academy,  to  be  expended  in  his  discretion;  not ’to  exceed  $77,000  for 
transfer  to. applicable  appropriations  of  the  Public  Plealth  Service 
for  services  rendered  the  Commission;  $4,348,520,  including  the  pay 
of  cadet  midshipmen  and  other  trainees. 

State  marine  schools :  To  reimburse  the  State  of  California,  $50,000 ; 
the  State  of  Maine,  $50,000 ;  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  $50,000 ;  and 
the  State  of  New  York,  $50,000;  for  expenses  incurred  in  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  support  of  marine  schools  in  such  States  as  provided  in 
the  Act  authorizing  the  establishment  of  marine  schools,  and  so 
forth,  approved  March  4,  1911,  as  amended  (34  U.  S.  C.  1121-1123)  ; 
$153,000  for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  vessels  loaned  by  the 
United  States  to  the  said  States  for  use  in  connection  with  such  State 
marine  schools,  and  $749,050  for  the  pay  of  seven  hundred  and  ten 
cadet  midshipmen  at  $65  per  month  and  $275  per  annum  for  the  sub¬ 
sistence  of  each  cadet  midshipman ;  $1,102,050. 

Vessel  operating  functions:  For  expenses  (other  than  administra¬ 
tive  expenses)  necessary  for  liquidating  the  operating  functions  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  by  section  202  of 
the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1947  (60  Stat.  501),  $764,760,  together 
with  not  to  exceed  $150,000  of  the  unobligated  balance  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  contained  in  the  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1949, 
which  latter  sum,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $150,000  of  the  amount 
herein  appropriated,  shall  be  available  for  liquidation  of  liens  or 
claims  which  may  take  precedence  over  the  Government’s  preferred 
mortgage  on  vessels,  and  other  expenses  necessary  to  protect  the 
Government’s  interest  in  vessels  sold  or  chartered:  Provided ,  That 
receipts  from  such  functions  during  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

No  additional  vessels  shall  be  allocated  under  charter,  nor  shall  any 
vessel  be  continued  under  charter  by  reason  of  any  extension  of  char¬ 
tering  authority  beyond  June  30,  1949,  unless  the  charterer  shall  agree 
that  the  Commission  shall  have  no  obligation  upon  redelivery  to 
accept  or  pay  for  consumable  stores,  bunkers,  and  slop-chest  items, 
except  with  respect  to  such  minimum  amounts  of  bunkers  as  the 
Commission  considers  advisable  to  be  retained  on  the  vessel  and  that 
prior  to  such  redelivery  all  consumable  stores,  slop-chest  items,  and 
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bunkers  over  and  above  sucli  minimums  shall  be  removed  from  the 
vessel  by  the  charterer  at  his  own  expense. 

War  Shipping  Administration  liquidation :  The  unexpended  balance 
of  the  appropriation  to  the  Secretarj?  of  the  Treasury  in  the  Second 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
approved  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  properly  incurred 
against  funds  of  the  War  Shipping  Administration  prior  to  January 
1,  1947,  is  hereby  continued  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 

Construction  fund :  For  an  additional  amount  for  payment  of  obli¬ 
gations  (exclusive  of  obligations  for  ship  construction,  reconditioning, 
and  betterments  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1948)  incurred  prior  to  July 
1,  1948,  against  the  Construction  fund  established  pursuant  to  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  $10,000,000,  to  be  available 
until  June  30, 1951,  for  expenditure  only. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  chapter,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  authorized  to  furnish  utilities  and  services  and  make  necessary 
repairs  in  connection  with  any  lease,  contract,  or  occupancy  involving 
Government  property  under  control  of  the  Commission,  and  payments 
received  by  the  Commission  for  utilities,  services,  and  repairs  so 
furnished  or  made  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation  charged  with 
the  cost  thereof :  Provided ,  That  rental  payments  under  any  such  lease, 
contract,  or  occupancy  on  account  of  items  other  than  such  utilities, 
services,  or  repairs  shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous 
receipts. 

The  United  States  Maritime  Commission  shall  not  incur  any  obli¬ 
gations  during  the  current  fiscal  year  from  the  construction  fund 
established  by  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  or  otherwise,  in  excess 
of  the  appropriations  and  limitations  contained  in  this  chapter,  or 
in  any  prior  appropriation  Act,  and  all  receipts  which  otherwise 
would  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of  said  fund  shall  be  covered  into 
the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

VETERANS’  ADMINISTRATION 

Administration,  medical,  hospital,  and  domiciliary  services:  For 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Veterans’  Administration,  including  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  medical,  hospital,  and  domiciliary  services, 
in  carrying  out  the  functions  pursuant  to  all  laws  for  which  the 
Administration  is  charged  with  administering,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  purchase  of  ninety -three  passen¬ 
ger  motor  vehicles  for  replacement  only,  and  one  without  reference 
to  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  Act ;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5_U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  maintenance 
and  operation  of  farms;  recreational  articles  and  facilities  at  insti¬ 
tutions  maintained  by  the  Veterans’  Administration;  expenses  inci¬ 
dental  to  securing  employment  for  war  veterans;  funeral,  burial,  and 
other  expenses  incidental  thereto  for  beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  except  burial  awards  authorized  by  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  Regulation  Numbered  9  (a),  as  amended;  aid  to  State  or 
Territorial  homes  in  conformity  with  the  Act  approved  August  27, 
1888,  as  amended  (24  U.  S.  C.  134),  for  the  support  of  veterans  eligi¬ 
ble  for  admission  to  Veterans’  Administration  facilities  for  hospital 
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or  domiciliary  care ;  not  to  exceed  $5,600  for  newspapers  and  period¬ 
icals;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  not 
to  exceed  $44,000  for  the  preparation,  shipment,  installation,  and 
display  of  exhibits,  photographic  displays,  moving  pictures,  and 
other  visual  educational  information  and  descriptive  material,  includ¬ 
ing  the  purchase  or  rental  of  equipment ;  and  not  to  exceed  $800,000 
for  research  work  in  connection  with  prosthetic  appliances ; 
$881,750,000,  together  with  not  to  exceed  $179,000  of  the  unobligated 
balance  of  funds  appropriated  for  this  purpose  in  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  from  which  allotments  and  transfers 
may  be  made  to-  the  Federal  Security  Agency  (Public  Health 
Service),  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Interior  Departments,  for  disburse¬ 
ments  by  them  under  the  various  headings  of  their  applicable  appro¬ 
priations,  of  such  amounts  as  are  necessary  for  the  care  and  treatment 
of  beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans’  Administration:  Provided ,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  in  excess  of  seventy 
persons  engaged  in  public  relations  work :  Provided  further ,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the  purchase  of  any 
site  for  or  toward  the  construction  of  any  new  hospital  or  home,  or 
for  the  purchase  of  any  hospital  or  home;  and  not  more  than 
$4,708,000  of  this  appropriation  may  be  used  to  repair,  alter,  improve, 
or  provide  facilities  in  the  several  hospitals  and  homes  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’  Administration  either  by  contract  or  by 
the  hire  of  temporary  employees  and  the  purchase  of  materials : 
Provided  further ,  That  hereafter  the  Administrator  shall  assign  as 
his  representatives,  as  provided  for  in  the  last  sentence  of  section 
1100  (a)  of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38  U.  S.  C. 
696f),  only  such  numbers  of  regional  or  sectional  representatives  as 
he  finds  necessary  to  provide  for  the  processing  of  readjustment 
allowances  in  an  efficient  and  economical  manner. 

Compensation  and  pensions:  For  the  payment  of  compensation, 
pensions,  gratuities,  and  allowances  (including  subsistence  allowances 
authorized  by  part  VII  of  Veterans  Regulation  la,  as  amended), 
authorized  under  any  Act  of  Congress,  or  regulation  of  the  President 
based  thereon,  including  emergency  officers’  retirement  pay  and  annu¬ 
ities,  the  administration  of  which  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  placed 
in  the  Veterans’  Administration,  and  for  the  payment  of  adjusted- 
service  credits  as  provided  in  sections  401  and  601  of  the  Act  of  May 
19,  1924,  as  amended  (38  U.  S.  C.  631  and  661),  $2,147,520,000,  to  be 
immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Readjustment  benefits :  For  the  payment  of  benefits  to  or  on  behalf 
of  veterans  as  authorized  by  titles  II,  III,  and  V,  of  the  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  $2,505,600,000,  to  be  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Military  and  naval  insurance:  For  military  and  naval  insurance, 
$6,830,000  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Hospital  and  domiciliai’y  facilities:  For  hospital  and  domiciliary 
facilities,  $160,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended  for  the 
payment  of  obligations  heretofore  or  herein  authorized  to  be  incurred 
under  this  head,  for  extending,  with  the  approval  of  the  Pi'esident, 
any  of  the  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  or  for  any  of  the  puiposes  set  forth  in  sections  1  and  2  of  the 
Act  approved  March  4,  1931  (38  U.  S.  C.  438  j-k)  or  in  section  101 
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of  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  19-14  (38  U.  S.  C.  693a)  : 
Provided,  That  the  authority  contained  in  the  Third  Urgent  Defi¬ 
ciency  Appropriation  Act,  1916,  the  Independent  Offices  Appropri¬ 
ation  Act,  1918,  the  Supplemental  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act,  1919,  and  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1950,  to 
incur  obligations  for  the  purposes  specified  in  those  Acts,  is  hereby 
extended  to  July  1,  1952:  Provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed  5.5 
per  centum  of  the  foregoing  appropriation  and  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  shall  be  available  for  the  employment  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  in  the  field  of  all  necessary  technical  and  clerical  personnel  for 
the  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  the  projects  as  ap¬ 
proved  hereunder  and  in  the  supervision  of  the  execution  thereof, 
and  for  all  travel  expenses,  field  office  equipment,  and  supplies  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  except  that  whenever  the  Veterans’  Administration 
finds  it  necessary  in  the  construction  of  any  project  to  employ  other 
Government  agencies  or  persons  outside  the  Federal  service  to  per¬ 
form  such  services  not  to  exceed  9  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
projects  may  be  expended  for  such  services:  Provided  further ,  That 
the  amount  of  the  foregoing  contract  authorizations  available  for 
obligation  for  portable  initial  equipment,  is  increased  from  $10,000,- 
000  to  $25,000,000,  including  the  purchase  of  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
six  passenger  motor  vehicles. 

National  service  life  insurance:  For  the  payment  of  benefits  and 
for  transfer  to  the  national  service  life  insurance  fund,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  $31,600,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided , 
That  certain  premiums  shall  be  credited  to  this  appropriation  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act. 

Veterans’  miscellaneous  benefits :  For  the  payment  of  burial  awards 
authorized  by  Veterans’  Administration  Regulation  Numbered  9  (a), 
as  amended,  and  for  supplies,  equipment,  and  tuition  authorized  by 
part  VII  and  payments  authorized  by  part  IX  of  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istration  Regulation  Numbered  1  (a),  as  amended,  $71,100,000,  to 
remain  available  until  expended. 

Grants  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines:  For  payments  to  the 
Republic  of  the  Philippines  of  grants  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of 
July  1,  1948  (Public  Law  865),  for  expenses  incident  to  medical  care 
and  treatment  of  veterans,  $3,285,000. 

No  part  of  the  foregoing  appropriations  shall  be  available  for 
hospitalization  or  examination  of  any  persons  except  beneficiaries 
entitled  under  the  laws  bestowing  such  benefits  to  veterans,  unless 
reimbursement  of  cost  is  made  to  the  appropriation  at  such  rates  as 
may  be  fixed  by  the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs. 

WAR  CLAIMS  COMMISSION 

PAYMENT  OF  CLAIMS 

For  payment  of  claims,  as  authorized  by  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948,  from  funds  deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  war 
claims  fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  said  Act,  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary,  to  be  available  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
payment  of  claims  under  sections  4  (a),  4  (b)  (2),  5  (e),  6  (b),  and  7 
of  said  Act  to  the  payees  named  and  in  the  amounts  stated  in  certifi- 
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cations  by  the  War  Claims  Commission  arid  tlie  Federal  Security 
Administrator  or  their  duly  authorized  representatives,  which  cer¬ 
tifications  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  vouchers  which  might  otherwise  be 
required:  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  shall  not  be  available 
for  administrative  expenses:  Provided  further ,  That  no  claims  shall 
be  allowed  or  paid  under  the  provisions  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948  from  any  funds  other  than  those  covered  into  the  Treasury 

Eursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  39  of  the  Trading  With  the 
nemy  Act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  as  provided  by  section 
13  (a)  of  said  War  Claims  Act  of  1948. 

administrative  expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  War  Claims  Commission,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  travel;  printing  and 
binding ;  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle ;  services  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ; 
expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of 
this  appropriation;  and  advances  or  reimbursements  to  other  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  for  use  of  their  facilities  and  services  in  carrying  out 
the  functions  of  the  Commission;  $600,000,  to  be  derived  from  the 
Avar  claims  fund  created  by  section  13  (a)  of  the  War  Claims  Act  of 
1948  (Public  Laiv  896,  approved  July  3,  1948). 

Independent  Offices — General  Provisions 

Sec.  102.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  for 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  shall  be  used  to  confer  a  fellowship 
on  any  person  who  advocates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 
or  party  that  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  force  or  violence  or  with  respect  to  whom  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds,  upon  investigation  and  report  by  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  on  the  character,  associations,  and  loyalty  of  whom, 
that  reasonable  grounds  exist  for  belief  that  such  person  is  disloyal 
to  the  Government  of  the  United  States :  Provided  f  urther ,  That  any 
person  Avho  advocates  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  or  party 
that  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
by  force  or  violence  and  accepts  employment  or  a  fellowship  the 
salary,  Avages,  stipend,  grant,  or  expenses  for  which  are  paid  from 
any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony 
and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned 
for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both :  Provided  further ,  That  the  above 
penal  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law. 

Sec.  103.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  expendable  for 
travel  expenses  of  employees  and  no  specific  limitation  has  been  placed 
thereon,  the  expenditures  for  such  traA’el  expenses  may  not  exceed  the 
amount  set  forth  therefor  in  the  budget  estimates  submitted  for  the 
appropriations. 

Sec.  104.  Where  appropriations  in  this  title  are  expendable  for  the 
purchase  of  newspapers  and  periodicals  and  no  specific  limitation  has 
been  placed  thereon,  the  expenditures  therefor  under  each  such  appro¬ 
priation  may  net  exceed  the  amount  of  $50:  Provided.  That  this  limi¬ 
tation  shall  not  apply  to  the  purchase  of  scientific,  technical,  trade,  or 
traffic  periodicals  necessary  in  connection  with  the  performance  of  the 
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authorized  functions  of  the  agencies  for  which  funds  are  herein 
provided. 

Sec.  105.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall 
be  available  to  pay  the  salary  of  any  person  filling  a  position,  other 
than  a  temporary  position,  formerly  held  by  an  employee  who  has 
left  to  enter  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  has  satisfac¬ 
torily  completed  his  period  of  active  military  or  naval  service  and  has 
within  ninety  days  after  his  release  from  such  service  or  from  hospi¬ 
talization  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 
one  year  made  application  for  restoration  to  his  former  position  and 
has  been  certified  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  as  still  qualified  to 
perform  the  duties  of  his  fqrmer  position  and  has  not  been  restored 
thereto. 

Sec.  10C.  Appropriations  contained  in  this  title,  available  for 
expenses  of  travel  shall  be  aAuiilable,  when  specifically  authorized  by 
the  head  of  the  activity  or  establishment  concerned,  for  expenses  of 
attendance  at  meetings  of  organizations  concerned  with  the  function 
or  activity  for  which  the  appropriation  concerned  is  made ;  and  shall 
be  available  for  the  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  and 
activities  in  the  field. 

Sec.  107.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  or  fund  contained  in  this 
title  shall  be  available  for  installing  or  maintaining  systems  for 
administrative  appropriation,  fund,  or  inventory  accounting  except 
such  systems  as  are  prescribed  or  approved  by  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  :  Provided ,  That  all  agencies,  for  whose  activities  provision  is 
made  in  this  title,  shall  hereafter  maintain  fiscal-accounting  control  of 
all  inventories  of  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment  which  may  be 
owned  by  or  be  in  the  custody  of  such  agencies. 

Sec.  108.  No  part  of  any  appropriations  made  available  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  real  estate 
or  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  new  offices  outside  the  District  of 
Columbia :  Provided ,  That  this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  programs 
which  have  been  approved  by  the  Congress  and  appropriations  made 
therefor. 

Sec.  109.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall 
be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  employee  engaged  in  personnel 
work  in  excess  of  the  number  that  would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of 
one  such  employee  to  one  hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full¬ 
time,  part-time,  and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned : 
Provided ,  That  for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  engaged  in  personnel  work  if  they  spend  half  time  or  more  in 
personnel  administration  consisting  of  direction  and  administration 
of  the  personnel  program;  employment,  placement,  and  separation; 
job  evaluation  and  classification;  employee  relations  and  services; 
training;  committees  of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service 
examiners;  wage  administration;  and  processing,  recording,  and 
reporting. 

Sec.  110.  None  of  the  sections  under  the  head  “Independent  offices, 
General  provisions”  in  this  title  shall  apply  to  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency,  the  Inland  Waterways  Corporation,  or  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority. 
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TITLE  II— CORPORATIONS 

The  following  corporations  and  agencies,  respectively,  are  hereby 
authorized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and 
borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation  or  agency 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  commitments 
without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided  by  section  104 
of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  as  may  be 
necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for 
the  fiscal  year  1951  for  each  such  corporation  or  agency,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided : 

HOUSING  AND  HOME  FINANCE  AGENCY 

Home  Loan  Bank  Board :  Not  to  exceed  a  total  of  $455,000  to  be 
derived  from  the  special  deposit  account  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  under  the  head  “Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration” 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1944,  and  from  receipts 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Administration,  the  Federal  Llome 
Loan  Bank  Board,  or  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  and  prior  fiscal  years,  shall  be  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Llome  Loan  Bank  Board, 
including  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150),  and  the  Board  may  utilize  and  may  make  payment  for  services 
and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation,  the 
Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  :  Provided ,  That  all  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
conservatorship  of  institutions  insured  by  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation  and  all  necessary  expenses  (including 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other 
personal  services)  in  connection  with  the  handling,  including  the  pur¬ 
chase,  sale,  and  exchange,  of  securities  on  behalf  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks,  and  the  sale,  issuance,  and  retirement  of,  or  payment  of  interest 
on,  debentures  or  bonds,  under  the  Federal  Llome  Loan  Bank  Act,  as 
amended,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the 
purposes  hereof :  Provided  further ,  That  notwithstanding  any  other 
provisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for  the  limitation  in  amount  herein¬ 
before  specified,  the  administrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of 
the  Board  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  of  July  22,  1932,  as 
amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1421-1449). 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed 
$635,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses,  including 
health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  which 
shall  be  on  an  accrual  basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid, 
depreciation,  properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  liquidation  of  insured  institutions,  liquidation  or  handling 
of  assets  of  or  derived  from  insured  institutions,  payment  of  insur¬ 
ance,  and  action  for  or  toward  the  avoidance,  termination,  or  minimiz¬ 
ing  of  losses  in  the  case  of  specific  insured  institutions,  and  legal  fees 
and  expenses,  and  said  Corporation  may  utilize  and  may  make  pay- 
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ment  for  services  and  facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks,  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  the  Home 
Owners’  Loan  Corporation,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government: 
Provided ,  That  notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  chapter, 
except  for  the  limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  and  other  obligations  of  said  Corporation  shall  be 
incurred,  allowed  and  paid  in  accordance  with  title  IV  of  the  Act 
of  June  27,  1934,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1724-1730). 

Home  Owners’  Loan  Corporation:  Not  to  exceed  $1,400,000  shall 
be  available  for  administrative  expenses,  including  health  service 
program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150),  which  shall  be  on 
an  accrual  basis  and  shall  be  exclusive  of  interest  paid,  depreciation, 
properly  capitalized  expenditures,  expenses  (including  pei’sonal 
services)  in  connection  with  the  termination  or  liquidation  of  accounts 
carried  on  the  books  of  the  Corporation  not  to  exceed  $500,000,  expenses 
(including  services  performed  on  a  force  account,  contract,  or  fee 
basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with 
the  acquisition,  protection,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or 
disposition  of  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  said  Corporation 
or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  and  legal  fees  and  expenses,  and  said 
Corporation  may  utilize  and  may  make  payment  for  seiwices  and 
facilities  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks,  the  Federal  Reserve  banks, 
the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation,  and  other  agencies  of  the  Government :  Provided,  That, 
notwithstanding  any  other  pi’ovisions  of  this  chapter,  except  for  the 
limitation  in  amount  hereinbefore  specified,  the  administrative 
expenses  and  other  obligations  of  said  Corporation  shall  be  incurred, 
allowed,  and  paid  in  accordance  with  the  Home  Owners’  Loan  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1461-1468). 

Federal  Housing  Administration:  In  addition  to  the  amounts  avail¬ 
able  by  or  pursuant  to  law  (which  shall  be  transferred  to  this  author¬ 
ization)  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  in  carrying  out  duties  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to 
law,  not  to  exceed  $5,425,000  of  the  various  funds  of  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration  shall  be  available  for  expenditure,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C.  1701)  : 
Provided ,  That,  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  all  expenses  and 
obligations  of  said  Administration  shall  be  incurred,  allowed,  and 
paid  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said  Act:  Provided  further , 
That  funds  available  for  expenditure  shall  be  available  for  contract 
actuarial  services  (not  to  exceed  $1,500)  ;  purchase  of  periodicals  and 
newspapers  (not  to  exceed  $1,500) ;  health  service  program  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  and  the  purchase  of  two  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  of  which  one  shall  be  for  replacement  only. 

Public  Housing  Administration :  Of  the  amounts  available  by  or 
pursuant  to  law  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  in  carrying  out  duties  imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  law 
including  funds  appropriated  by  title  I  of  this  chapter,  not  to  exceed 
$15,024,000  shall  be  available  for  such  expenses,  including  imrehase  of 
not  to  exceed  nine  passenger  motor  vehicles,  of  which  eight  shall  be 
for  replacement  only ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  work  of  the  Administration;  and  a  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  :  Provided , 


143 


[Pub.  Law  759.] 


That  necessary  expenses  of  providing  representatives  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  at  the  sites  of  non-Federal  projects  in  connection  with  the 
construction  of  such  non-Federal  projects  by  public  housing  agencies 
with  the  aid  of  the  Administration,  shall  be  compensated  by  such 
agencies  by  the  payment  of  fixed  fees  which  in  the  aggregate  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  development  costs  of  such  projects  will  cover  the  costs  of 
rendering  such  services,  and  expenditures  by  the  Administration  for 
such  purpose  shall  be  considered  nonadministrative  expenses,  and 
funds  received  from  such  payments  may  be  used  only  for  the  payment 
of  necessary  expenses  of  providing  representatives  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion  at  the  sites  of  non-Federal  projects  or  for  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Administration  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  authorized  by  the 
Congress :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Administrator  of  the  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Agency  may  relinquish  and  transfer,  pursuant  to 
tire  same  general  terms  and  conditions  specified  in  subsections  505  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  Act  of  October  14,  19-10,  as  added  by  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1948  (Public  Law  796),  title  to  temporary  housing  provided  for 
certain  veterans  and  their  families  under  title  V  of  said  Act  of 
October  14,  1910,  as  amended,  to  any  State,  county,  city,  other  public 
body,  educational  institution,  or  nonprofit  organization:  Provided 
further ,  That  any  application  for  such  relinquishment  and  transfer 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Administrator  by  December  31,  1950 :  Provided 
further ,  That  funds  made  available  by  the  Act  of  June  29,  1936  (49 
Stat.  2035)  shall  be  available  for  necessary  expenses,  including 
administrative  expenses,  of  the  Public  Housing  Administration  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  19,  1919  (Public 
Law  65) . 


INLAND  WATERWAYS  CORPORATION 

Inland  Waterways  Corporation  (administered  under  the  super¬ 
vision  and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce)  :  Not  to  exceed 
$542,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses,  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  the  manner  set  forth  under  the  title  “General  expenses”  in  the 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for  Carriers  by  Water  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  (effective  January  i,  1947)  :  Provided ,  That 
no  funds  shall  be  used  to  pay  compensation  of  employees  normally 
subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949  at  rates  in  excess  of  rates 
fixed  for  similar  services  under  the  provisions  of  said  Act,  nor  to  pay 
the  compensation  of  vessel  employees  and  such  terminal  and  other 
employees  as  are  not  covered  by  said  Act,  at  rates  in  excess  of  rates 
prevailing  in  the  river  transportation  industry  in  the  area'  (including 
prevailing  leave  allowances  for  vessel  employees,  but  the  granting 
of  such  allowances  shall  not  be  construed  as  establishing  a  different 
leave  system  within  the  meaning  of  that  term  as  used  in  section  3 
of  the  Act  of  December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  Old)). 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Not  to  exceed  $4,026,000  of  the  funds  available  to  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for 
all  administrative  and  general  expenses  of  the  Corporation,  which 
expenses  shall  be  inclusive  of  costs  of  all  administrative  offices  and 
other  activities  representing  management  and  other  functions  serving 
the  programs  and  projects  of  the  Corporation  in  general. 
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Corporations — General  Provision 

Sec.  202.  No  part  of  tlie  funds  of,  or  available  for  expenditure  by, 
any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  compensation  of  any  employee  engaged  in  personnel  work  in  excess 
of  the  number  that  would  be  provided  by  a  ratio  of  one  such  employee 
to  one  hundred  and  fifteen,  or  a  part  thereof,  full-time,  part-time, 
and  intermittent  employees  of  the  agency  concerned :  Provided ,  That 
for  purposes  of  this  section  employees  shall  be  considered  as  engaged 
in  personnel  work  if  they  spend  half-time  or  more  in  personnel  admin¬ 
istration  consisting  of  direction  and  administration  of  the  personnel 
program ;  employment,  placement,  and  separation ;  job  evaluation  and 
classification;  employee  relations  and  services;  training;  committees 
of  expert  examiners  and  boards  of  civil-service  examiners;  wage 
administration ;  and  processing,  recording,  and  reporting. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Independent  Offices  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  1951”. 

CHAPTER  IX— CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 

ARMY 

Quartermaster  Corps 
cemeterial  expenses 

Cemeterial  expenses:  For  maintaining  and  improving  national 
cemeteries,  including  personal  services  and  fuel  for  superintendents; 
purchase  of  grave  sites;  maintenance  of  the  Arlington  Memorial 
Amphitheater,  chapel,  and  grounds  in  the  Arlington  National  Ceme¬ 
tery,  and  that  portion  of  Congressional  Cemetery  to  which  the  United 
States  has  title  and  the  graves  of  those  buried  therein,  including 
Confederate  graves,  and  the  burial  site  of  Pushmataha,  a  Choctaw 
Indian  chief;  repair  to  roadways  but  not  to  more  than  a  single 
approach  road  to  any  national  cemetery;  for  headstones  or  mark¬ 
ers  for  unmarked  graves  of  members  of  the  armed  forces  under  the 
Act  of  July  1,  1948  (24  U.  S.  C.  279a,  b),  and  civilians  interred  in 
post  cemeteries ;  for  maintenance  of  monuments,  tablets,  roads,  fences, 
and  so  forth,  made  and  constructed  by  the  United  States  in  Cuba 
and  China  to  mark  the  places  where  American  soldiers  fell ;  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  Confederate  Mound  in  Oakwood  Cemetery  at  Chicago, 
the  Confederate  Stockade  Cemetery  at  Johnstons  Island,  the  Con¬ 
federate  burial  plats  owned  by  the  United  States  in  Confederate 
Cemetery  at  North  Alton,  the  Confederate  Cemetery,  Camp  Chase, 
at  Columbus,  the  Confederate  Cemetery  at  Point  Lookout,  and  the 
Confederate  Cemetery  at  Rock  Island ;  and  for  maintenance  of  graves 
used  by  the  Army  for  burials  in  commercial  cemeteries;  $5,000,000: 
Provided ,  That  no  railroad  shall  be  permitted  upon  any  right-of-way 
which  may  have  been  acquired  by  the  United  States  leading  to  a 
national  cemetery,  or  to  encroach  upon  any  roads  or  walks  constructed 
thereon  and  maintained  by  the  United  States :  Provided  further ,  That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  repairing  any  roadway 
not  owned  by  the  United  States  within  the  corporate  limits  of  any 
city,  town,  or  village. 
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Signal  Corps 

ALASKA  COMMUNICATION  SYSTEM 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation,  maintenance,  and 
improvement  of  the  Alaska  Communication  System,  including  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  one)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles, 
$3,000,000,  to  remain  available  until  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  1952, 
and  in  addition  not  to  exceed  15  per  centum  of  the  current  fiscal  year 
receipts  of  the  Alaska  Communication  System  may  be  merged  with 
and  used  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation. 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  temporary  or 
permanent  public  works,  including  buildings,  facilities,,  appurtenances 
and  utilities,  at  stations  of  the  Alaska  Communication  System,  as 
authorized  bv  Act  of  October  27,  1949  (Public  Law  414),  without 
regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  includ¬ 
ing  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles ;  payment  of  claims  as  authorized 
by  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  $2,877,920,  to  remain  available  until 
expended:  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  shall  not  be  available 
for  construction  of  family  quarters  at  (1)  an  average  cost  in  excess 
of  $24,000  for  construction,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  kitchen 
range,  refrigerator,  telephone,  architectural  and  engineering  services, 
and  all  contingencies;  nor  at  (2)  a  cost  per  family  unit  in  excess  of 
$5,000,  for  site  development  and  outside  utilities,  including  archi¬ 
tectural  and  engineering  services  therefor  and  all  contingencies. 

Corps  of  Engineers 

RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  AND  FLOOD  CONTROL 

The  following  appropriations  for  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood 
control  shall  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  and  shall 
remain  available  until  expended:  Provided ,  That  the  services  of  such 
additional  technical  and  clerical  personnel  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  deem  necessary  may  be  employed  only  in  the  Office  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers,  to  carry  into  effect  the  various  appropriations 
for  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control,  surveys,  and  preparation 
for  and  the  consideration  of  river  and  harbor  and  flood-control  esti¬ 
mates  and  bills,  to  be  paid  from  such  appropriations :  Provided 
further ,  That  the  expenditures  on  this  account  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  shall  not  exceed  $1,525,000 :  Provided  further ,  That  the  various 
appropriations  for  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood  control  may  be  used 
for  the  purchase  (for  replacement  only)  in  the  current  fiscal  year  of 
three  hundred  and  fifty  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  one  motorboat 
(to  be  acquired  from  surplus  stock  where  practicable)  and  the  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  one,  to  be  acquired  from  surplus  stock  where 
practicable) ,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  aircraft :  Provided 
further ,  That  the  various  appropriations  for  rivers  and  harbors  and 
flood  control  shall  be  available  for  payments  to  school  districts  as 
authorized  by  law. 

.  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

Maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing  river  and  harbor  works : 
For  the  preservation  and  maintenance  of  existing  river  and  harbor 
works,  and  for  the  prosecution  of  such  projects  heretofore  authorized 
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as  may  be  most  desirable  in  the  interests  of  commerce  and  navigation ; 
lor  surveys  of  northern  and  northwestern  lakes  and  other  boundary 
and  connecting  waters  as  heretofore  authorized,  including  the  prep¬ 
aration,  correction,  printing,  and  issuing  of  charts  and  bulletins,  and 
the  investigation  of  lake  levels;  for  prevention  of  obstructive  and 
injurious  deposits  within  the  harbor  and  adjacent  wraters  of  New 
^ ork  City;  for  expenses  of  the  California  Debris  Commission  in 
carrying  on  the  work  authorized  by  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1893, 
as  amended  (33  U.  S.  C.  661,  678,  and  683)  ;  for  removing  sunken 
vessels  or  craft  obstructing  or  endangering  navigation  as  authorized 
by  law;  for  operating  and  maintaining,  keeping  in  repair,  and  con¬ 
tinuing  in  use  without  interruption  any  lock,  canal  (except  the 
Panama  Canal),  canalized  river,  or  other  public  works  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  navigation  belonging  to  the  United  States;  for  pay¬ 
ment  annually  of  tuition  fees  of  not  to  exceed  seventy-six  student 
officers  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  at  civil  technical  institutions  under 
the  provisions  of  section  127a  of  the  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended 
(10  U.  S.  C.  535)  ;  for  examinations,  surveys,  and  contingencies  of 
rivers  and  harbors :  for  the  execution  of  detailed  investigations  and 
the  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  for  projects  heretofore 
authorized;  for  examination  of  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the 
field;  for  printing  and  binding  and  office  supplies  and  equipment 
required  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation,  including  such  printing,  either  during 
a  recess  or  session  of  Congress,  of  surveys  authorized  by  law,  and 
such  surveys  as  may  be  printed  during  a  recess  of  Congress  shall  be 
printed,  with  illustrations,  as  documents  of  the  next  succeeding  session 
of  Congress;  $198,811,500:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro- 
•priation  shall  be  expended  for  any  preliminary  examination,  survey, 
project,  or  estimate  not  authorized  by  law:  Provided  further ,  That 
from  this  appropriation  the  Secretai’y  of  the  Army  may,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion  and  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  based 
on  the  recommendation  by  the  Board  of  Divers  and  Harbors  in 
the  review  of  a  report  or  reports  authorized  by  law,  expend  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  harbor  channels 
provided  by  a  State,  municipality,  or  other  public  agency  outside 
of  harbor  lines  and  serving  essential  needs  of  general  commerce 
and  navigation,  such  work  to  be  subject  to  the  conditions  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report  or  reports  thereon: 
Provided  further ,  That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  of  the  amount  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  available  for  the  support  and  maintenance 
of  the  Permanent  International  Commission  of  the  Congress  of 
Navigation  and  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly 
accredited  delegates  of  the  United  States  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Congresses  and  of  the  Conxmission:  Provided  further ,  That  from 
this  appropriation  not  to  exceed  $2,700,000  shall  be  available  for 
transfer  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  expenditure  for  the 
purposes  of  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
August  8,  1946  (16  U.  S.  C.  756),  and  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946. 

Alteration  of  bridges  over  navigable  watei’s:  For  payment  of  the 
share  of  the  United  States  of  the  cost  of  alteration  of  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  June  21, 1940  (Public  Law  647) ,  $900,000. 
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FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control,  general:  For  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  flood  control,  and  for 
other  purposes,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936,  as  amended  and  supplemented, 
including  printing  and  binding,  and  office  supplies  and  equipment 
required  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  appropriation,  and  for  preliminary  examinations,  sur¬ 
veys,  and  contingencies'  in  connection  with  flood  control,  $383,408,250 : 
Provided ,  That  funds  appropriated  herein  may  be  used  for  flood- 
control  work  on  the  Salmon  River,  Alaska,  as  authorized  by  law : 
Provided  further ,  That  funds  appropriated  herein  may  be  used  to 
execute  detailed  surveys,  and  prepare  plans  and  specifications,  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  construction  of  flood-control  projects  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  authorized  o,r  for  flood-control  projects  considered  for  selection 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  approved  June  28,  1938,  and  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act 
approved  August  18,  1941  (55  Stat.  638)  :  Provided  further ,  That  the 
expenditure  of  funds  for  completing  the  necessary  surveys  shall  not 
be  construed  as  a  commitment  of  the  Government  to  the  construction 
of  any  project:  Provided  further ,  That  the  section  entitled  “National 
Military  Establishment”  in  Public  Law  343,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
first  session,  providing  appropriations  for  the  project  at  Mandan, 
Noi'th  Dakota,  is  hereby  amended  to  authorize  reimbursement  to  local 
interests  for  such  work  as  they  may  have  done  in  providing  interior 
drainage  facilities  at  Mandan,  subsequent  to  appropriation  of  funds 
for  construction,  as  a  part  of  the  local  flood  protection  project,  insofar 
as  such  drainage  facilities  shall  be  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  found  to  have  been  done  in  accordance  with  the  authorized  project : 
Provided  further ,  That  such  payment  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of 
$76,000. 

Flood  control,  general  (emergency  fund)  :  For  the  repair,  restora¬ 
tion,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood  control  works  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  of  June  30, 1948  (Public  Law  858) ,  $2,700,000, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 

Flood  control,  Mississippi  River  and  tributaries:  For  prosecuting 
work  of  flood  control  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  approved  May  15,  1928,  as  amended  (33  U.  S.  C.  702a), 
including  printing  and  binding  and  office  supplies  and  equipment 
required  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  appropriation,  $66,422,400. 

Emergency  fund  for  flood  control  on  tributaries  of  Mississippi 
River:  For  rescue  work  and  for  repair  or  maintenance  of  any  flood- 
control  work  on  any  tributaries  of  the  Mississippi  River  threatened 
or  destroyed  by  flood,  in  accordance  with  section  9  of  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  approved  June  15, 1936  (49  Stat.  1508) ,  $450,000. 

Flood  Control,  Sacramento  River,  California  :  For  prosecuting  work 
of  flood  control,  Sacramento  River,  California,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1.  1917,  as  amended  (33 
U.  S.  C.  703,  704;  50  Slat.  849;  55  Stat.  038-651),  $2,524,500. 

Flood  control,  Roseville,  Ohio:  For  the  construction  of  local  flood 
protection  works  at  Roseville,  Ohio,  heretofore  authorized  by  law 
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(Public  Law  761,  75th  Congress,  as  amended  and  supplemented), 
$432,000. 

MISCELLANEOUS  CIVIL  WORKS 

Maintenance  and  operation,  Certain  Federal  Water  Mains  Outside 
the  District  of  Columbia:  For  the  maintenance,  operation,  improve¬ 
ment,  extension,  and  protection  of  Federal  water  lines  located  outside 
the  District  of  Columbia  required  to  serve  nearby  Government  estab¬ 
lishments  and  facilities  with  water  from  the  water  supply  system  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  including  interconnections  with  other  water 
systems  for  emergency  use  wherever  located,  to  be  expended  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  $16,000. 

United  States  Soldiers’  Home 

For  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  United  States  Soldiers’ 
Home,  to  be  paid  from  the  Soldiers’  Home  permanent  fund,  $2,395,000 : 
Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  shall  not  be  available  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  hospitalization  of  members  of  the  Home  in  United  States 
Army  hospitals  at  rates  in  excess  of  those  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Board  of  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  the  Home  and  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Army. 

Tiie  Panama  Canal 

For  every  expenditure  requisite  for  and  incident  to  the  maintenance, 
operation,  sanitation,  and  civil  government  of  the  Panama  Canal  and 
Canal  Zone,  and  construction  of  additional  facilities,  including  print¬ 
ing  and  binding ;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  twenty-five  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  replace¬ 
ment  only),  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  payment  of  tort 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  acquisition  of  land  and 
land  under  water,  as  authorized  in  the  Panama  Canal  Act;  expenses 
incident  to  conducting  hearings  and  examining  estimates  for  appro¬ 
priations  on  the  Isthmus;  expenses  of  attendance  (not  to  exceed 
$10,000),  when  authorized  by  the  Governor,  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  activities  pertaining  to  the  Panama  Canal;  not 
to  exceed  $2,000  for  travel  and  subsistence  expenses  of  employees  of 
the  Panama  Canal  incident  to  their  special  training  as  authorized  by 
law  (63  Stat.  600)  ;  to  be  available  until  expended,  as  follows: 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Panama  Canal:  For  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  the  Panama  Canal,  including  contingencies  of 
the  Governor  (including  not  to  exceed  $3,000  for  entertainment,  to  be 
expended  in  his  discretion;  payment  to  alien  cripples  as  authorized 
by  law  (63  Stat.  600)  ;  and  relief  payments  authorized  by  law  (50 
Stat.  478 ) ;  $13,251,700. 

Sanitation:  For  sanitation,  quarantine,  hospitals,  and  medical  aid 
and  support  of  the  insane  and  of  lepers  and  aid  and  support  of  indi¬ 
gent  persons  legally  within  the  Canal  Zone,  including  expenses  of 
their  deportation  when  practicable;  the  purchase  of  artificial  limbs  or 
other  appliances  as  authorized  by  law  (63  Stat.  600)  ;  additional  com¬ 
pensation  to  any  officer  of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service 
detailed  with  the  Panama  Canal  as  chief  quarantine  officer;  and  pay- 
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ments  of  not  to  exceed  $50  in  any  one  case  to  persons  within  the 
Government  service  who  shall  furnish  blood  for  transfusions; 
$3,400,000. 

Civil  government :  For  civil  government  of  the  Panama  Canal  and 
Canal  Zone,  including  gratuities  and  necessary  clothing  for  indigent 
discharged  prisoners,  as  authorized  by  law  (63  Stat.  600),  $3,849,000. 

Panama  Railroad  Company 

The  following  corporation  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such 
expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority 
available  to  it  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and 
commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  provided 
by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  may 
be  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  programs  set  forth  in  the  Budget  for 
the  fiscal  year  1951  for  such  corporation,  except  as  hereinafter 
provided : 

Panama  Railroad  Company:  Not  to  exceed  $820,000  (to  be  com¬ 
puted  on  an  accrual  basis)  of  the  funds  of  the  company  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  its  administrative  expenses, 
including  administrative  services  performed  for  the  company  by  other 
Government  agencies,  which  shall  be  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  company’s  prescribed  accounting  system  in  effect  on  July  1,  1946, 
and  shall  be  exclusive  of  depreciation,  payment  of  claims,  expenses  of 
the  commissary  coupon  audit,  commissary  contraband  inspection, 
expenditures  which  the  company’s  prescribed  accounting  system 
requires  to  be  capitalized  or  charged  to  cost  of  commodities  acquired, 
and  expenses  in  connection  with  acquisition,  construction,  operation, 
maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  and  disposition  of  facilities 
and  other  property  belonging  to  the  company  or  in  which  it  has  an 
interest. 

General  Provisions 

Sec.  102.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  used  directly  or  indirectly,  except  for  temporary  employment 
in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any  civilian  for  services 
rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying  a  skilled,  tech¬ 
nical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  position 
unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America  or 
of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided ,  however ,  (1)  That,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provision  in  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1939  (53 
Stat.  1409)  limiting  employment  in  the  above-mentioned  positions 
to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and  after  the  date  of  approval 
of  said  Act,  citizens  of  Panama  may  be  employed  in  such  positions; 
(2)  that  at  no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed 
in  the  above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States  so  employed,  if  United  States  citizens  are  avail¬ 
able  in  continental  United  States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (3)  that 
nothing  in  this  chapter  shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of 
any  person  who  shall  have  rendered  fifteen  or  more  years  of  faithful 
and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (4)  that  in  the  selection  of 
personnel  for  skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory, 
or  executive  positions,  the  controlling  factors  in  filling  these  positions 
shall  be  efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  education;  (5)  that  all 
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citizens  of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical, 
clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal 
Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  chapter  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed 
not  more  than  forty  hours  per  week,  (b)  may  receive  as  compensa¬ 
tion  equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment 
in  continental  United  States  plus  25  per  centum;  (6)  this  entire  sec¬ 
tion  shall  apply  only  to  persons  employed  in  skilled,  technical,  clerical, 
administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone 
directly  or  indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  or  by  any  corporation  or  company  whose  stock  is  owned  wholly 
or  in  part  by  the  United  States  Government :  Provided  further ,  That 
the  President  may  suspend  from  time  to  time  in  whole  or  in  part  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  if  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

Sec.  105.  The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  and  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  are  authorized  to  employ 
services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a),  in  amounts  not  exceeding  $15,000  for  the  Panama  Canal 
and  not  exceeding  $150,000  for  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department 
of  the  Army:  Provided ,  That  the  rates  for  individuals  shall  not 
exceed  $100  per  diem. 

Sec.  104.  Appropriations  for  civil  functions  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army  may  be  used  for  the  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law 
(31  U.  S.  C.  223c;  28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  examination  of  estimates  of 
appropriations  in  the  field;  and  for  health  programs  as  authorized 
bylaw  (5U.  S.C.  150). 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Civil  Functions  Appropriation 
Act.  1951”. 

CHAPTER  X— DEFENSE 
TITLE  I— INDEPENDENT  OFFICES 

NATIONAL  SECURITY  COUNCIL 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Security  Council,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a) ,  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals ; 
printing  and  binding;  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28 
U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  acceptance  and  utilization  of  voluntary  and  uncom¬ 
pensated  services;  and  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  concerned 
with  work  related  to  the  activity  of  the  Council:  $160,000. 

NATIONAL  SECURITY  RESOURCES  BOARD 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  expenses  necessary  for  the  National 
Security  Resources  Board,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia ;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $50 
per  diem  and  contracts  with  temporary  or  part-time  employees  may  be 
renewed  for  one  year :  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  of  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  ‘with  the  work  of  the  National  Security  Resources 
Board ;  printing  and  binding ;  travel  expenses ;  purchase  (not  to  exceed 
one  for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  pay¬ 
ment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  a  health  service 
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program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  reimbursement  of  the 
General  Services  Administration  for  security  guard  services  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  confidential  files ;  and  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  emergency  and 
extraordinary  expenses,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the 
Chairman  for  such  purposes  as  he  deems  proper,  and  his  determination 
thereon  shall  be  final  and  conclusive ;  $3,500,000. 

TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Armed  Forces  Policy  Council,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the 
Joint  Staff,  the  Munitions  Board,  and  the  Research  and  Development 
Board,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  pur¬ 
chase  (not  to  exceed  four,  including  one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  and 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles ;  and  not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  emer¬ 
gency  and  extraordinary  expenses,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for  such  purposes  as  he  deems  proper,  and 
his  determination  thereon  shall  be  final  and  conclusive:  $11,300,000. 

CLAIMS 

For  payment  of  claims  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the 
Army  (except  as  provided  in  appropriations  for  civil  functions  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Department  of  the  Army),  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and 
Air  Force,  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  946;  28  U.  S.  C.  2672; 
31  U.  S.  C.  222c,  222e,  223b,  223d,  224d;  34  U.  S.  C.  600;  35  U.  S.  C. 
91;  39  U.  S.  C.  135;  46  U.  S.  C.  797;  Act  of  November  15,  1945,  59 
Stat.  582)  ;  claims  (not  to  exceed  $1,000  in  any  one  case)  for  damages 
to  or  loss  of  private  property  incident  to  the  operation  of  Army  and 
Air  National  Guard  camps  of  instruction,  either  during  the  stay  of 
units  of  said  organizations  at  such  camps  or  while  en  route  thereto 
or  therefrom ;  claims,  as  authorized  by  law,  for  damage  to  property  of 
railroads  under  training  contracts;  and  repayment  of  amounts  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  officers  designated  by  them,  to  have 
been  erroneously  collected  from  military  and  civilian  personnel  of 
the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  or  from  States, 
Territories,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  members  of  National  Guard 
units  thereof ;  $5,000,000. 

RETIRED  FAY 

For  retired  pay  and  retirement  pay,  as  authorized  by  law,  of  military 
personnel  on  the  retired  lists  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and 
the  Air  Force,  including  the  reserve  components  thereof;  and  retainer 
pay  for  personnel  of  the  inactive  Fleet  Reserve ;  $342,000,000. 

TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

CONTINGENCIES  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  emergencies  and  extraordinary  expenses  arising  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  or  any  of  its  subordinate  bureaus  or  offices  in  the 
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District  of  Columbia,  or  in  tlie  Army  at  large,  but  impossible  to  be 
anticipated  or  classified,  including  personal  services;  the  actual  and 
necessary  expenses  or  per  diem  in  lieu  thereof,  as  may  be  determined 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  of  military  and  civilian 
personnel  in  and  under  the  Department  of  the  Army  on  special  duty 
in  foreign  countries;  and  for  examination  of  estimates  of  appro¬ 
priations  and  of  military  activities  in  the  field,  to  be  expended  on  the 
approval  or  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and  for  such 
purposes  as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  his  determination  thereon  shall 
be  final  and  conclusive  upon  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  payments  from  this  appropriation  may,  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  be  made  on  his  certificate  that  the  expendi¬ 
tures  were  necessary  for  confidential  military  purposes;  $51,878,000. 

General  Staff  Corps 

FIELD  EXERCISES 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  required  for  the  conduct 
of  special  field  exercises,  including  participation  therein  by  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Organized  Reserves,  and  including  personal 
services  of  temporary  employees,  expenses  of  troop  movements  and 
temporary  duty  travel  of  military  and  civilian  personnel,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  special  field  exercises,  including  special  combat  train¬ 
ing  for  small  units,  movement  of  materiel,  maintenance  and  operation 
of  structures  and  utilities,  rental  of  land  or  purchase  of  options  to 
rent  land  without  reference  to  section  3648,  Revised  Statutes,  and  for 
use  or  repair  of  private  property,  $5,350,000. 

INTER-AMERICAN  RELATIONS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  adopt 
such  measures,  appropriate  to  the  functions  and  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  as  he  may  deem  advisable,  to  promote  better 
relations  with  the  other  American  countries,  including  transportation 
and  subsistence  expenses,  while  traveling  in  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
of  Army  officers  and  military  students  of  the  other  American  coun¬ 
tries  and  Army  officers  of  the  United  States,  $432,000. 

Finance  Department 


FINANCE  SERVICE,  ARMY 


For  Finance  Service,  Army,  to  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund,  as 
follows — 


PAY'  OF  THE  ARMY 


For  pay  and  allowances  (except  commuted  rations  for  enlisted  per¬ 
sonnel)  of  cadets  and  all  other  personnel  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  on  active  duty  (other  than  personnel  of  the  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents,  including  the  National  Guard,  on  active  duty  while  undergoing 
Reserve  training)  ;  pay  of  civilian  employees  at  military  headquar¬ 
ters;  interest  on  soldiers’  deposits;  payment  of  life  insurance  pre¬ 
miums  authorized  by  law ;  mustering-out  payments,  as  authorized  by 
the  “Mustering-Out  Payment  Act  of  1944”.  as  amended  (38  U.  S.  C. 
691-C91g),  to  persons  who  were  or  may  be  denied  such  payments 
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because  they  were  discharged  from  the  Army  to  enter  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  or  the  United  States  Naval  Academy  and 
subsequently  were  discharged  from  either  academy  because  of  physi¬ 
cal  disability ;  expenses  of  military  courts,  boards  and  commissions ; 
expenses  of  apprehension  and  delivery  of  deserters,  escaped  military 
prisoners,  and  soldiers  absent  without  leave,  including  payment  of 
rewards,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  not  exceeding 
$25  in  any  one  case,  to  civil  officers  and  citizens,  costs  of  confinement 
of  military  prisoners  in  nonmilitary  facilities,  donations  of  not  to 
exceed  $25  to  each  civilian  prisoner  upon  each  release  from  an  Army 
prison  and  each  soldier  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably  upon 
each  release  from  confinement  under  court-martial  sentence,  and  dona¬ 
tions  of  not  to  exceed  $10,  as  authorized  by  law,  to  each  person 
discharged  for  fraudulent  enlistment;  $1,447,600,000:  Provided ,  That 
section  212  of  the  Act  of  June  30, 1932  (5  U.  S.  C.  59a) ,  shall  not  apply 
to  retired  military  personnel  on  duty  at  the  United  States  Soldiers’ 
Home :  Provided  further ,  That  the  duties  of  librarian  at  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  may  be  performed  by  an  officer  of  the 
Regular  Army  retired  from  active  service,  and  detailed  on  active  duty 
for  that  purpose ; 

TRAVEL  OF  THE  ARMY 

Nor  travel  allowances  and  travel  in  kind,  as  authorized  by  law,  for 
persons  traveling  in  connection  with  the  military  activities  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  including  mileage,  transportation,  reim¬ 
bursement  of  actual  expenses,  or  per  diem  allowances,  to  officers, 
contract  surgeons,  and  others  whose  rank,  pay  and  allowances  are 
assimilated  to  officers;  transportation  of  troops;  transportation,  or 
reimbursement  therefor,  of  cadets,  enlisted  personnel,  recruits,  recruit¬ 
ing  parties,  applicants  for  enlistment  between  places  of  acceptance  for 
enlistment  and  recruiting  stations,  rejected  applicants  for  enlistment, 
general  prisoners,  cadets  and  accepted  cadets  from  their  homes  to  the 
Military  Academy,  discharged  cadets,  civilian  employees,  civilian 
witnesses  before  courts  martial,  and  dependents  of  civilian  and  mili¬ 
tary  personnel;  travel  pay  to  discharged  military  personnel;  trans¬ 
portation  of  discharged  or  paroled  prisoners  and  persons  discharged 
from  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital  after  transfer  thereto  from  the  mili¬ 
tary  service;  transportation  of  persons  discharged  other  than 
honorably ;  monetary  allowances  for  liquid  coffee  for  troops  traveling 
when  supplied  with  cooked  or  travel  rations ;  commutation  of  quarters 
and  rations  to  enlisted  personnel  traveling  on  detached  duty  when  it 
is  impracticable  to  carry  rations,  and  to  applicants  for  enlistment 
and  general  prisoners  traveling  under  orders;  per  diem  allowances 
or  actual  cost  of  subsistence  while  in  a  travel  status,  to  civilian 
employees  and  civilian  witnesses  before  courts  martial ;  for  rental 
of  camp  sites  and  the  local  procurement  of  communication  service, 
fuel,  light,  water  service,  and  other  necessary  supplies  and  services 
incident  to  individual  or  troop  movements,  including  transportation 
of  organizational  equipment  and  impedimenta ;  and  for  expenses,  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  incident  to  the  transportation  of  authorized 
baggage  of  military  and  civilian  personnel ;  $76,500,000 :  Provided , 
That  other  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  the  Army  shall  be 
charged  with  such  amounts  as  may  be  required  for  travel  in  connection 
with  development,  procurement,  production,  maintenance,  or  con- 
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struct  ion  activities;  and,  with  such  exception,  no  other  Army  appro¬ 
priation  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for  any  expense  for  or  incident 
to  travel  of  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  or  civilian  employees 
under  the  Department  of  the  Army,  except  the  appropriation  “Con¬ 
tingencies  of  the  Army”  and  the  appropriations  for  Engineer  Service, 
Army,  the  Army  National  Guard,  the  Organized  Reserves,  the  Reserve 
Officers’  Training  Corps,  the  National  Board  for  the  Promotion  of 
Rifle  Practice,  and  the  appropriations  “Special  Field  Exercises”,  and 
“Inter- American  Relations,  Department  of  the  Army”; 

FINANCE  SERVICE 

1  or  compensation  of  field  personnel  of  the  Finance  Department, 
and  those  engaged  in  financial  management  activities  not  otherwise 
provided  for;  payment  of  exchange  fees  and  exchange  losses  incurred 
by  disbursing  officers  or  their  agents;  and  losses  in  the  accounts  of 
Army  disbursing  officers  in  accordance  with  the  Acts  of  December 
13,  1944  (31  U.  S.  C.  95a) ,  December  23,  1944  (50  U.  S.  C.  1705-1707), 
and  July  26,  1947  (61  Stat.  493)  ;  $29,000,000. 

Quartermaster  Corps 


QUARTERMASTER  SERVICE,  ARMY 


For  Quartermaster  Service,  Army,  to  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund, 
as  follows — 


WELFARE  OF  ENLISTED  MEN 


For  the  equipment  and  conduct  of  school,  reading,  lunch,  and  amuse¬ 
ment  rooms,  service  clubs,  chapels,  gymnasiums,  and  libraries,  includ¬ 
ing  periodicals  and  other  publications  and  subscriptions  for  news¬ 
papers,  transportation  of  books  and  equipment  for  these  services, 
rental  of  films,  purchase  of  slides  for  and  making  repairs  to  moving- 
picture  outfits,  and  for  similar  and  other  recreational  purposes  at 
training  and  mobilization  camps  now  established  or  which  may  be 
hereafter  established,  including  expenses  for  the  entertainment  and 
instruction  of  enlisted  personnel,  $8,362,500 :  Provided ,  That  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  instruction  of  officers  on  the 
same  basis  as  enlisted  men ; 


SUBSISTENCE  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  purchase  of  subsistence  supplies  for  issue  as  rations  to  troops, 
including  retired  enlisted  men  when  ordered  to  active  duty,  civil 
employees  when  entitled  thereto,  hospital  matrons,  applicants  for 
enlistment  while  held  under  observation,  general  prisoners  of  war, 
and  general  prisoners  at  posts;  ice  for  issue  to  organizations  of 
enlisted  men  and  for  cooling  drinking  water  and  for  preservation  of 
stores;  subsistence  of  the  masters,  officers,  crews,  and  employees  of  the 
vessels  of  the  Army  Transport  Service;  meals  for  recruiting  parties 
and  applicants  for  enlistment  while  under  observation ;  sales  to  officers, 
including  members  of  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps  while  on  active 
duty,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Armj? ;  payment  of  allowances  of  com¬ 
mutation  in  lieu  of  rations  to  enlisted  men  as  authorized  by  law; 
commuted  rations  for  eidisted  men,  applicants  for  enlistment  while 
held  under  observation,  civilian  employees  who  are  entitled  to  sub- 
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sistence  at  public  expense,  ancl  general  prisoners  while  sick  in  hos¬ 
pitals,  to  be  paid  to  the  surgeon  in  charge;  advertising;  for  sub¬ 
sistence  of  supernumeraries  necessitated  by  emergent  military  cir¬ 
cumstances  ;  prizes  to  be  established  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for 
enlisted  men  of  the  Army  who  graduate  from  the  Army  schools  for 
bakers  and  cooks;  and  for  other  necessary  expenses  incident  to  the 
purchase,  testing,  care,  preservation,  issue,  sale,  and  accounting  for 
subsistence  supplies  for  the  Army;  in  all,  $160,000,000:  Provided , 
That  none  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  title  shall  be  used  for 
the  payment  of  any  subsidy  on  agricultural  or  other  products :  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  or  any  other  appropriation  con¬ 
tained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  available  for  the  procurement  of  any 
article  of  food  or  clothing  not  grown  or  produced  in  the  United 
States  or  its  possessions,  except  to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  concerned  shall  determine  that  a  satisfactory  quality  and 
sufficient  quantity  of  any  articles  of  food  or  clothing  grown  or  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  States  or  its  possessions  cannot  be  procured  as 
and  when  needed  at  United  States  market  prices  and  except  procure¬ 
ments  by  vessels  in  foreign  waters  and  emergency  procurements  oc 
procurements  of  perishable  foods  by  establishments  located  outside 
the  continental  United  States,  except  the  Territories  of  Hawaii 
and  Alaska,  for  the  personnel  attached  thereto:  Provided  further , 
That  nothing  herein  shall  preclude  the  procurement  of  foods  manu¬ 
factured  or  processed  in  the  United  States  or  its  possessions ; 

REGULAR  SUPPLIES  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  supplies,  services,  and  other  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided 
for,  incident  to  the  design,  development,  procurement,  manufacture, 
care,  protection,  alteration,  repair,  maintenance,  installation,  storage 
and  issue  of  Quartermaster  Corps  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment 
(exclusive  of  fixed  installations  in  buildings  otherwise  provided  for), 
including  petroleum  and  other  products,  market  reports  and  personal 
services;  supplies  and  equipment  for  troops  and  general  service 
schools;  operation  of  field  printing  plants  not  otherwise  provided  for 
and  contract  printing  and  binding;  purchase,  subsistence,  and  care 
of  animals  required  in  connection  with  Army  training  and  other 
activities;  expenses  incident  to  raising  and  harvesting  forage  on  mili¬ 
tary  reservations,  including,  when  specifically  authorized  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the,  Army,  the  cost  of  irrigation ;  $107,247,258 ; 

CLOTHING  AND  EQUIPAGE 

For  cloth,  woolens,  materials,  and  for  the  purchase  and  manufac¬ 
ture  of  clothing  for  the  Army,  including  retired  enlisted  men  when 
ordered  to  active  duty,  for  issue  and  for  sale ;  commutation  of  cloth¬ 
ing  due  to  warrant  officers  of  the  mine-planter  service  and  to  enlisted 
men;  altering  and  fitting  clothing  and  washing  ancl  cleaning  when 
necessary,  including  laundry  work  for  enlisted  men  while  patients  in 
a.  hospital ,  operation  of  laundries,  existing  or  now  under  construc¬ 
tion,  including  purchase  and  repair  of  laundry  machinery  therefor  i 
authonzed  issues  of  articles  for  use  of  general  prisoners  confined  at 
military  posts  without  pay  or  allowances,  ancl  for  applicants  for 
enlistment  while  held  under  observation ;  equipment  and  repair  of 
equipment  of  existing  dry-cleaning  plants,  salvage  ancl  sorting  store- 
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houses,  hat-repairing  shops,  shoe-repair  shops,  clothing-repair  shops, 
and  garbage-reduction  works ;  equipage ;  issue  of  toilet  kits  to  recruits 
upon  their  first  enlistment;  expenses  of  packing  and  handling  and 
similar  necessaries;  citizens’  outer  clothing  and  an  overcoat,  when 
necessary,  the  cost  of  all  not  to  exceed  $30,  to  be  issued  each  person 
upon  each  release  from  an  Army  prison,  each  soldier  discharged 
otherwise  than  honorably,  to  each  enlisted  man  convicted  by  civil 
court  for  an  offense  resulting  in  confinement  in  a  penitentiary  or 
other  civil  prison,  and  to  each  enlisted  man  ordered  interned  as  an 
alien  enemy,  or,  for  the  same  reason,  discharged  without  internment ; 
$93,853,305 ; 

INCIDENTAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  ARMY 

Postage;  personal  services;  incidental  expenses  of  recruiting;  for 
activities  of  chaplains  (excluding  ritual  garments  and  personal  serv¬ 
ices)  ;  for  tests  and  experimental  and  development  work  and  scientific 
research,  not  otherwise  provided  for.  including  that  to  be  performed 
by  the  Bureau  of  Standards  for  the  Quartermaster  Corps;  for  inspec¬ 
tion  service  and  instruction  furnished  by  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  which  may  be  transferred  in  advance ;  for  such  additional  expendi¬ 
tures  as  are  necessary  and  authorized  by  law  in  the  movements  and 
operation  of  the  Army  and  at  military  posts,  and  not  expressly 
assigned  to  any  other  departments ;  for  burial  of  the  dead  as  authorized 
by  Acts  of  May  17,  1938  (10  U.  S.  C.  916-916d),  and  July  8,  1940 
( 5  U.  S.  C.  103a) ,  including  remains  of  personnel  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  who  die  while  on  active  duty,  including  travel  allow¬ 
ances  of  attendants  accompanying  remains,  communication  service, 
transportation  of  remains,  and  acquisition  by  lease  or  otherwise  of 
temporary  burial  sites;  $101,998,313. 

Transportation  Corps 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  ARMY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  transportation  of  Army  supplies, 
equipment,  funds  of  the  Army,  including  packing,  crating,  and 
unpacking;  maintenance  and  operation  of  transportation  facilities 
and  installations,  including  the  purchase,  construction,  alteration, 
operation,  lease,  repair,  development,  and  maintenance  of  and  research 
in  transportation  equipment,  including  boats,  vessels,  and  railroad 
equipment;  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  procure¬ 
ment  of  supplies  and  equipment;  printing  and  binding;  communica¬ 
tion  service ;  maps,  wharfage,  tolls,  ferriage,  drayage,  and  cartage ;  con¬ 
ducting  instruction  in  Army  transportation  activities;  $289,960,000: 
Provided ,  That  during  the  current  fiscal  year  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion  from  point  of  origin  to  the  first  point  of  storage  or  consumption  of 
supplies,  equipment,  and  material  in  connection  with  the  manufactur¬ 
ing  and  purchasing  activities  of  the  Quartermaster  Corps  may  be 
charged  to  the  appropriations  from  which  such  supplies,  equipment, 
and  material  are  procured :  Provided  further ,  That  vessels  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime  Commission,  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
or  the  Department  of  the  Navy  may  be  transferred  or  otherwise  made 
available  without  reimbursement  to  any  of  such  agencies  upon  the 
request  of  the  head  of  one  agency  and  the  approval  of  the  agency 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  vessels  concerned. 
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Signal  Corps 

SIGNAL  SERVICE  OF  THE  ARMY 

Purchase,  equipment,  operation,  installation  and  repair  of  military 
telegraph,  telephone,  radio,  cable,  signaling,  and  aircraft  warning 
systems;  signal  equipment  and  stores,  heliographs,  signal  lanterns, 
flags,  and  other  necessary  instruments;  wind  vanes,  barometers,  ane¬ 
mometers,  thermometers,  and  other  meteorological  instruments ;  photo¬ 
graphic  and  cinematographic  work  performed  for  the  Army  by  the 
Signal  Corps;  motor-driven  and  other  vehicles  for  technical  and 
official  purposes  in  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  communication  or  signaling  systems,  and  supplies  for 
their  operation  and  maintenance;  maps  for  use  of  the  Signal  Corps 
and  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer;  telephone  apparatus,  in¬ 
cluding  rental  and  payment  for  commercial,  exchange,  message,  trunk¬ 
line,  long-distance,  and  leased-line  telephone  service,  excepting  tele¬ 
phone  service  for  the  various  bureaus  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
the  rental  of  commercial  telegraph  lines  and  equipment,  and  their 
operation,  at  or  connecting  any  Army  facility,  including  payment  for 
official  individual  telegraph  messages  transmitted  over  commercial 
lines;  electrical  installations  and  maintenance  thereof,  electric  time 
service,  fire  control  and  direction  apparatus,  and  materiel  for  Field 
Artillery;  salaries  of  civilian  employees,  including  those  necessary  as 
instructors  at  vocational  schools ;  supplies,  general  repairs,  reserve  sup¬ 
plies,  and  other  expenses  connected  with  the  collection  and  transmitting 
of  information  for  the  Army  by  telegraph  or  otherwise ;  experimental 
investigation,  research,  purchase,  and  development,  or  improvements 
in  apparatus,  and  maintenance  of  signaling  and  accessories  thereto, 
including  machines,  instruments,  and  other  equipment  for  laboratory 
and  repair  purposes;  lease,  alteration,  and  repair  of  such  buildings 
required  for  storing  or  guarding  Signal  Corps  supplies,  equipment, 
and  personnel  when  not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  the  in¬ 
troduction  of  water,  electric  light  and  power,  sewerage,  grading,  roads 
and  walks,  and  other  equipment  required;  for  all  expenses,  not  other¬ 
wise  provided  for,  incident  to  the  preparation  of  plans,  and  con¬ 
struction,  purchase,  installation,  equipment,  maintenance,  repair,  and 
operation  of  aircraft  warning  service  systems,  and  their  accessories, 
including  purchase  of  lands  and  rights-of-way,  acquisition  of  lease¬ 
holds  and  other  interests  therein,  and  temporary  use  thereof  : 
$158,248,000. 

Medical  Department 

MEDICAL  AND  HOSPITAL  DEPARTMENT 

For  the  manufacture  and  purchase  of  medical  and  hospital  supplies 
for  military  posts,  camps,  hospitals,  hospital  ships  and  transports, 
and  supplies  required  for  mosquito  destruction  in  and  about  military 
posts  in  the  Canal  Zone ;  operation  of  the  Army  Medical  Library  and 
Museum  under  the  direct  supervision  of  the  Surgeon  General;  pur¬ 
chase  of  veterinary  supplies  and  hire  of  veterinary  surgeons ;  expenses 
of  medical  supply  depots  and  maintenance  of  branch  depots ;  medical 
care  and  treatment  of  patients  when  entitled  thereto  by  law,  regulation, 
or  contract,  including  their  care,  treatment,  and  subsistence  in  private 
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hospitals,  whether  on  duty  or  on  furlough  or  on  leave  of  absence 
except  when  elective  medical  treatment  has  been  obtained  by  such 
personnel  in  civilian  hospitals  or  from  civilian  physicians  or  dentists ; 
medical  care  and  treatment  of  authorized  personnel  of  any  country 
whose  defense  the  President  deems  vital  to  the  defense  of  the  United 
States  when  such  care  and  treatment  cannot  be  obtained  from  medical 
units  of  their  own  country;  care  and  treatment  of  epidemic  and  con¬ 
tagious  diseases  in  the  Army  or  at  military  posts  or  stations,  including 
measures  to  prevent  the  spread  thereof;  pay  of  male  and  female 
nurses,  not  including  the  Army  Nurse  Corps,  and  of  cooks  and  other 
civilians  employed  for  the  proper  care  of  patients,  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  fixing  their  number,  qualifications,  assignments,  pay,  and  allow¬ 
ances  as  shall  have  been  or  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army ;  pay  of  internes ;  pay  of  civilian  physicians  employed  to  exam¬ 
ine  physically  applicants  for  enlistment  and  enlisted  men  and  to 
render  other  professional  services  from  time  to  time  under  proper 
authority ;  pay  of  other  employees  of  the  Medical  Department ;  pay¬ 
ment  of  express  companies  and  local  transfers  employed  directly  by 
the  Medical  Department  for  the  transportation  of  medical  and  hos¬ 
pital  supplies,  including  bidders’  samples  and  water  for  analysis; 
supply  of  Army  and  Navy  Hospital  at  Hot  Springs,  Arkansas;  adver¬ 
tising,  and  other  necessary  miscellaneous  expenses  of  the  Medical 
Department,  including  tuition  and  fees  of  military  and  civilian  per¬ 
sonnel  at  civilian  educational  institutions;  $54,883,000. 

Corps  of  Engineers 

ENGINEER  SERVICE,  ARMY 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  procurement,  manufacture,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  issue  of  utilities,  engineer  supplies,  materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment;  procurement,  preparation,  and  reproduction  of  maps  and  sim¬ 
ilar  data  for  military  purposes;  military  surveys,  engineering  plan¬ 
ning,  and  investigation  and  design ;  expenses  incident  to  military  and 
training  operations,  including  operation  of  the  Engineer  School;  per¬ 
sonal  services;  travel  and  transportation;  rentals,  at  the  seat  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  elsewhere,  maintenance,  installation,  alteration,  repair, 
protection,  and  operation  of  buildings,  grounds,  and  other  facilities, 
including  appurtenances  thereto;  administration  of  real  estate,  acqui¬ 
sition  of  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way,  or  other  similar  interests 
in  and  temporary  use  of  lands,  and,  in  administering  the  provisions 
of  43  U.  S.  C.  315q,  rentals  may  be  paid  in  advance;  payment  of 
deficiency  judgments  and  interest  thereon  arising  out  of  condemnation 
proceedings;  relocation  of  utilities  not  otherwise  provided  for;  utility 
services  for  buildings  erected  at  private  cost,  as  authorized  by  law 
(10  U.  S.  C.  1346),  and  buildings  on  military  reservations  authorized 
by  Department  of  the  Army  regulations  to  lie  used  for  a  similar  pur¬ 
pose:  and  expenses  of  packing,  crating,  unpacking,  and  uncrating  of 
supplies,  materials,  equipment,  and  baggage  not  otherwise  provided 
for ;  $304,187,500 :  Provided ,  That  the  sum  of  $2,000,000  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  “Engineer  Service,  Army”,  fiscal  year  1947,  shall  remain 
available  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the  payment  of  obligations  incurred 
under  contracts  executed  thereunder  prior  to  July  1,  1947. 
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MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION,  ARMY 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  temporary  or  per¬ 
manent  public  works,  military  installations,  and  facilities  for  the 
Army,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564, 
Eighty-first  Congress),  without  regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734. 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  including  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles;  $95,318,585,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  $661,400  of  the  funds  appropriated  under  this 
head  in  the  Military  F unctions  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  are  hereby 
made  available  for  construction  authorized  by  the  Act  of  October  27, 
1949  (Public  Law  414). 

Ordnance  Department 

ORDNANCE  SERVICE  AND  SUPPLIES,  ARMY 

For  manufacture,  procurement,  storage,  and  issue,  including 
research,  planning,  design,  development,  inspection,  test,  alteration, 
maintenance,  repair,  and  handling  of  ordnance  material  and  aircraft, 
together  with  the  machinery,  supplies,  and  services  necessary  thereto ; 
supplies  and  services  in  connection  with  the  general  work  of  the 
Ordnance  Department,  comprising  police  and  office  duties,  rents,  tolls, 
fuel,  light,  water,  advertising,  stationery,  typewriting  and  computing 
machines,  including  their  exchange,  and  furniture,  tools,  and  instru¬ 
ments  of  service ;  instruction,  training,  and  other  incidental  expenses 
of  the  ordnance  service ;  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles ; 
ammunition  for  military  salutes  at  Government  establishments  and 
institutions  to  which  the  issues  of  arms  for  salutes  are  authorized; 
services,  material,  tools,  and  appliances  for  operation  of  the  testing 
machines  and  chemical  laboratory  in  connection  therewith ;  publica¬ 
tions  for  libraries  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  including  the 
Ordnance  Office ;  $647,327,000. 

Chemical  Corps 

CHEMICAL  SERVICE,  ARMY 

For  purchase,  manufacture,  and  test  of  chemical  agents  and  toxic 
substances,  incendiary  materials  and  munitions,  gas  masks,  or  other 
offensive  or  defensive  materials  or  appliances  required  for  chemical 
purposes,  investigations,  research,  design,  experimentation,  and  oper¬ 
ation,  purchase  of  chemicals,  special  scientific  and  technical  apparatus 
and  instruments,  including  services  connected  therewith;  mainte¬ 
nance  and  repair  of  plants,  buildings,  and  equipment,  and  the  machin¬ 
ery  therefor;  receiving,  storing,  and  issuing  of  supplies,  comprising 
police  and  office  duties,  rents,  tolls,  fuels,  gasoline,  lubricants,  paints 
and  oils,  rope  and  cordage,  light,  water,  advertising,  stationery,  type¬ 
writing  and  computing  machines  including  their  exchange,  office  fur¬ 
niture,  tools,  and  instruments ;  incidental  expenses ;  civilian  employees ; 
libraries  of  the  Chemical  Corps;  expenses  incidental  to  the  organi¬ 
zation,  training,  and  equipment  of  special  gas  troops  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  including  the  training  of  the  Army  in  Chemical  Corps 
activities,  both  offensive  and  defensive,  together  with  the  necessary 
schools,  tactical  demonstrations,  and  maneuvers;  expenses  of  chemical 
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projectile  filling  plants  and  proving  grounds,  including  maintenance 
of  rail  transportation,  repairs,  alterations,  accessories,  building  and 
repairing  butts  and  targets,  clearing  and  grading  ranges ;  $37,300,000. 

Army  Training 

For  miscellaneous  supplies,  material,  equipment,  personal  and  other 
services,  tuition  and  other  incidental  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided 
for,  essential  in  conducting  instruction  in  service  schools  and  else¬ 
where;  contingencies  for  the  Commandant  of  the  National  War  Col¬ 
lege,  to  be  expended  in  his  discretion  (not  exceeding  $1,000)  ;  pur¬ 
chase,  repair,  and  cleaning  of  uniforms  for  guards  at  the  National 
War  College;  operation  of  the  Office,  Chief,  Army  Field  Forces,  sub¬ 
ordinate  commands,  installations,  and  boards,  not  otherwise  provided 
for.  $7,830,000. 

United  States  Military  Academy 

MAINTENANCE  AND  OPERATION 

For  text  and  reference  books  for  instruction ;  increase  and  expense 
of  library;  office  equipment  and  supplies;  stationery,  blank  books, 
forms,  printing  and  binding;  diplomas  for  graduates;  expense  of 
lectures;  apparatus,  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials  for  purpose 
of  instruction  and  athletics,  and  maintenance  and  repair  thereof; 
musical  instruments  and  maintenance  of  band;  care  and  maintenance 
of  organ;  equipment  for  cadet  mess;  postage,  telephones,  and  tele¬ 
grams;  freight  and  expressage;  for  commutation  of  rations  to  the 
cadet  mess  for  civilians  employed  and  subsisted  at  cadet  mess  in  the 
same  amount  as  deducted  from  each  civilian’s  pay  for  said  rations; 
maintenance  of  children’s  school  (not  exceeding  $12,200)  ;  contin¬ 
gencies  for  Superintendent  of  the  Military  Academy  (not  exceeding 
$5,200)  and  for  the  Commandant  of  Cadets  (not  exceeding  $1,200), 
to  be  expended  in  their  respective  discretions;  expenses  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  (not  exceeding  $1,500)  ;  contingent 
fund,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Academic  Board  (not 
exceeding  $1,000)  ;  improvement,  repair,  and  maintenance  of  buildings 
and  grounds  (including  roads,  walls,  and  fences)  ;  shooting  galleries 
and  ranges;  cooking,  heating,  and  lighting  apparatus  and  fixtures  and 
operation  and  maintenance  thereof;  maintenance  of  water,  sewer, 
and  plumbing  systems;  maintenance  of  and  repairs  to  cadet  camp; 
fire-extinguishing  apparatus;  machinery  and  tools  and  repairs  of 
same;  policing  buildings  and  grounds;  furniture,  refrigerators,  and 
lockers  for  Government-owned  buildings  at  the  Academy  and  repair 
and  maintenance  thereof;  fuel  for  heat,  light,  and  power;  pay  of 
employees;  and  other  necessary  incidental  expenses  in  the  discretion 
of  the  superintendent ;  in  all.  $5,120,000 :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed 
$3,750  of  this  amount  shall  be  available  to  liquidate  the  indebtedness 
of  cadets  separated  from  the  service  for  any  reason  during  their  first 
year,  who  at  the  time  of  their  separation  are  in  debt  to  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States  Military  Academy. 

Civilian  Components 

ARMY  NATIONAL  GUARD 

For  expenses  necessary  for  equipping,  maintaining,  operating  and 
training  the  Army  National  Guard,  including  expenses  of  camps,  air- 
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fields,  storage  facilities  and  alterations  and  additions  to  present  struc¬ 
tures,  transportation  and  erection  of  temporary  structures,  either  on 
Government-owned  or  State-owned  land,  or  on  land  made  available  by 
lease  or  loan  from  any  political  subdivision  of  a  State  or  any  indi¬ 
vidual,  corporation,  or  organization  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  ten 
years,  construction  and  maintenance  of  buildings,  structures,  rifle 
ranges,  and  facilities,  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  one  hundred)  and 
hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  official  use  only,  and  the  modi¬ 
fication,  repair,  maintenance  and  operation  of  airplanes;  transporta¬ 
tion  of  things;  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  government  or  else¬ 
where  (including  personal  services  in  the  National  Guard  Bureau  and 
services  of  personnel  of  the  Army  National  Guard  employed  as  civil¬ 
ians,  without  regard  to  their  military  rank)  necessary  for  the  care, 
maintenance,  modification  and  repair  of  materials  and  equipment,  for 
Federal  property  and  custodial  accounting  work,  and  for  administra¬ 
tive  and  such  other  duties  as  may  be  required;  medical  and  hospital 
treatment  of  members  of  the  Army  National  Guard  who  suffer  injury 
or  contract  disease  in  line  of  duty  and  other  expenses  connected  there¬ 
with  as  authorized  by  law ;  pay  at  a  rate  not  less  than  $2,400  per  annum 
and  travel  of  property  and  disbursing  officers  for  the  United  States; 
travel  expenses  (other  than  mileage),  at  the  same  rates  as  authorized 
by  law  for  Army  National  Guard  personnel  on  active  Federal  duty, 
of  Army  National  Guard  division  and  regimental  commanders  while 
inspecting  units  in  compliance  with  National  Guard  regulations  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Chief,  National  Guard  Bureau;  attend¬ 
ance  of  Army  National  Guard  personnel  at  military  service  schools; 
drill  pay  of  the  Army  National  Guard;  expenses  of  temporary  duty 
travel  of  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  in  connection  with  activities 
of  the  Army  National  Guard;  procurement  and  issue  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  military  equipment  and  supplies,  as  provided  by  law,  in¬ 
cluding  motor-propelled  vehicles  and  airplanes,  and  repair  and  modi¬ 
fication  of  such  equipment  and  supplies ;  $210,500,000 :  Provided ,  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  without  charge  against  this  appropriation  except  for 
actual  expenses  incident  to  such  issue,  supplies  and  equipment  from 
surplus  or  excess  supplies  or  equipment  purchased  for  the  Army :  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  the  number  of  caretakers  authorized  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  for  any  one  unit  or  pool  under  the  provisions  of  section  90  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  as  amended,  may  be  such 
as  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Organized  Reserves 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  transportation  (includ¬ 
ing  mileage,  actual  and  necessary  expenses,  or  per  diem  in  lieu 
thereof),  and  medical  and  hospital  treatment  and  related  expenses, 
as  authorized  by  law,  for  personnel  of  the  Organized  Reserve  Corps 
while  on  active  duty  undergoing  Reserve  training  or  while  performing 
drills  or  equivalent  duty;  maintenance,  operation,  repair,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administration 
of  the  Organized  Reserve  Corps ;  construction  of  buildings,  structures, 
rifle  ranges,  and  facilities,  including  alterations  and  additions  thereto, 
and  acquisition  of  land,  rights  pertaining  thereto,  leasehold,  and  other 
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interests  therein  and  temporary  use  thereof;  personal  services; 
expenses  of  temporary-duty  travel  in  connection  with  activities  of 
the  Organized  Reserve  Corps;  transportation  of  things;  purchase 
(not  to  exceed  two  hundred)  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles 
and  aircraft ;  supplies,  services,  materiel,  and  equipment,  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  necessary  to  train  and  equip  the  Organized  Reserve 
Corps;  and  expenses  of  modification,  issue,  maintenance,  and  use  of 
supplies,  materiel,  and  equipment,  which  may  be  furnished  without 
reimbursement  from  excess  Army  stocks;  $114,525,000. 

The  pay  and  allowances  of  such  additional  officers  and  nurses  of 
the  Medical  Reserve  Corps  as  are  required  to  supplement  the  like 
officers  and  nurses  of  the  Regular  Army  in  the  care  of  beneficiaries 
of  the  United  States  Veterans’  Administration  treated  in  Army  hos¬ 
pitals  may  be  paid  from  the  funds  allotted  to  the  Department  of 
the  Army  by  that  Administration  under  existing  law. 

ARMY  RESERVE  OFFICERS’  TRAINING  CORPS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  operation  of  the  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  procurement,  main¬ 
tenance,  transportation,  and  issue  of  supplies  and  equipment;  pay, 
subsistence,  allowances,  transportation  (including  mileage),  and 
medical  and  hospital  treatment  and  related  expenses  for  members 
of  the  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  as  authorized  by  law ;  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  maintenance  and  operation  of  facilities; 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  camps;  cleaning  and  laundering 
of  uniforms  and  clothing  at  camps ;  expenses  of  temporary  duty  travel 
in  connection  with  activities  of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps; 
expenses  for  institutions  as  authorized  by  section  1225,  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes,  as  amended,  and  section  55c  of  the  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended  (34  U.  S.  C.  1129;  10  U.  S.  C.  1180,  1181)  ;  expenses  of 
modification,  issue,  maintenance,  and  use  of  supplies,  materials,  and 
equipment,  which  may  be  furnished  without  reimbursement  from 
excess  Army  stocks;  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1952, 
$24,900,000. 

National  Board  for  Promotion  of  Rifle  Practice,  Army 

Promotion  of  rifle  practice:  For  construction,  equipment,  and 
maintenance  of  rifle  ranges,  the  instruction  of  citizens  in  marksman¬ 
ship  ;  and  promotion  of  practice  in  the  use  of  rifled  arms,  for  arms, 
ammunition,  targets,  and  other  accessories  for  target  practice,  for 
issue  and  sale  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  National  Board  for  the  Promotion  of  Rifle  Practice  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army ;  clerical  services,  including  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $91,427  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  procurement  of  materials, 
supplies,  trophies,  prizes,  badges,  services,  and  such  other  items  as 
are  authorized  in  section  113,  Act  of  June  3, 1916,  and  under  this  head 
in  War  Department  Appropriation  Act  of  June  7,  1924 ;  conduct  of  the 
national  matches,  including  incidental  travel  of  rifle  teams  and  of 
individuals  and  of  Marine  Corps  and  other  detachments  required  in 
the  operation  of  the  matches  and  including  incidental  travel  of  rifle 
teams  and  individuals  attending  regional,  national,  and  international 
competitions,  and  for  the  purchase  of  medals  and  badges  for  use  in 
National  Rifle  Association  competitions,  including  those  fired  as  a 
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part  of  the  national  matches ;  mileage  at  8  cents  per  mile  for  members 
of  the  National  Board  for  the  Promotion  of  Rifle  Practice  when 
authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  any  provision  of  law  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding;  and  maintenance  of  the  National 
Board  for  the  Promotion  of  Rifle  Practice,  including  not  to  exceed 
$10,500  for  incidental  expenses  in  addition  to  the  amount  authorized 
by  Act  of  May  28,  1928;  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army;  $160,000:  Provided ,  That  officers,  warrant 
officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  and  Organized 
Reserves,  who,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  volunteer  to  participate  without  pay  as  competitors  or  range 
officers  in  the  national  matches  to  be  held  during  the  current  fiscal 
year,  may  attend  such  matches  without  pay,  notwithstanding  any 
provision  of  law  to  the  contrary,  but  shall  be  entitled  to  travel  and 
subsistence  allowances  at  the  same  rates  as  are  provided  for  civilians 
who  attend  and  participate  in  said  matches,  but  this  proviso  shall  not 
operate  to  prohibit  the  pay  of  such  competitors  or  range  officers,  pro¬ 
vided  funds  for  such  payment  are  available  from  this  appropriation, 
nor  shall  any  provision  in  this  Act  operate  to  deprive  a  Reserve  officer 
ordered  to  active  duty  incident  to  the  national  matches  of  pay  for 
the  full  period  of  such  active  duty,  provided  funds  for  such  payment 
are  available  from  this  appropriation  :  Provided  further,  That  officers, 
warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  and  Organ¬ 
ized  Reserves  may  be  ordered  to  duty,  with  their  consent,  for  the  care, 
maintenance,  and  operation  of  the  ranges  used  in  the  conduct  of 
the  national  matches,  and  such  officers,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted 
men  while  so  engaged  shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  pay,  subsistence, 
and  transportation  as  officers,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of 
corresponding  grades  of  the  Regular  Army  are  entitled  by  law,  which 
expense  shall  be  provided  by  this  appropriation;  and  after  being  duly 
mustered  may  be  paid  for  the  period  from  the  date  of  leaving  home 
rendezvous  to  date  of  return  thereto  as  determined  in  advance,  both 
dates  inclusive. 


Departmental  Salaries  and  Expenses 

SALARIES,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  compensation  for  personal  services  in  the  Department  of  the 
Army  proper,  to  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund,  as  follows : 

Office  of  Secretary  of  the  Army:  Secretary  of  the  Army,  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  Assistant  Secretaries  of  the  Army  and  other 
personal  services,  $3,368,271; 

Office  of  Chief  of  Staff,  $6,576,293 ; 

Adjutant  General’s  Office,  $9,777,200; 

Office  of  the  Inspector  General,  $203,880; 

Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  $595,375; 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Finance,  $1,483,202 ; 

Office  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  $6,981,504; 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Transportation,  $2,940,000 ; 

Office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  $2,455,821 ; 

Office  of  Chief  of  Special  Services,  $58,636; 

Office  of  the  Provost  Marshal  General,  $116,038 ; 

Office  of  the  Surgeon  General,  $2,475,873; 
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Office  of  Chief  of  Engineers,  $3,751,026; 

Office  of  Chief  of  Ordnance,  $4,137,696; 

Office  of  Chief,  Chemical  Corps,  $817,707 ; 

Office  of  Chief  of  Chaplains,  $131,100. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

For  miscellaneous  expenses  at  the  seat  of  government,  $9,970,000. 
TITLE  IV— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 
Military  Personnel,  Navy 

For  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  interest  on  deposits,  gratuities, 
clothing,  hire  of  quarters,  permanent  change  of  station  travel  (includ¬ 
ing  expenses  of  temporary  duty  between  permanent  duty  stations), 
and  transportation  of  dependents,  as  authorized  by  law,  for  regular 
and  reserve  personnel  on  active  duty  ( except  those  on  active  duty  while 
undergoing  reserve  training),  $1,162,435,000. 

Military  Personnel,  Naval  Reserve 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  gratuities,  and  travel,  as 
authorized  by  law,  for  personnel  of  the  Naval  Reserve  on  active  duty 
while  undergoing  reserve  training,  or  while  performing  drills  or 
equivalent  duty,  $66,893,000. 

Military  Personnel,  Officer  Candidates 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  travel,  and  insurance 
premiums,  as  authorized  by  law,  for  officer  candidates,  including  mid¬ 
shipmen  at  the  Naval  Academy,  aviation  midshipmen,  aviation  cadets, 
regular  and  contract  enrollees  in  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  and  Reserve  officer  candidates;  and  retainer  pay  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  August  13, 1946  (34  U.  S.  C.  1020h) ,  to  remain  available 
until  June  30,  1952;  $18,430,300. 

Navy  Personnel,  General  Expenses 

For  expenses  necessary  for  general  training,  education  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  regular  and  reserve  personnel,  including  tuition,  cash 
book  allowances  of  not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  Naval  Aviation  College 
program  student,  and  other  costs  incurred  at  civilian  schools,  general 
training  aids  and  devices,  procurement  of  military  personnel,  and 
authorized  annuity  premiums  and  retirement  benefits  for  civilian 
members  of  teaching  staffs;  maintenance  and  operation  of  Navy  train¬ 
ing  and  personnel  facilities,  including  the  Naval  Academy,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Naval  War  College,  Naval  Home,  Navy  training 
schools  and  facilities,  disciplinary  barracks,  and  retraining  com¬ 
mands  ;  rent ;  hire  of  motor  vehicles ;  not  to  exceed  $30  per  person  for 
civilian  clothing,  including  an  overcoat  when  necessary,  for  enlisted 
personnel  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably;  welfare  and  recrea¬ 
tion  ;  medals  and  other  awards ;  research  and  development ;  care  of 
the  Naval  Academy  collection  of  ship  models;  and  departmental 
salaries;  $60,533,000. 
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Military  Personnel,  Marine  Corps 

For  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  interest  on  deposits,  gratuities, 
clothing,  hire  of  quarters,  permanent  change  of  station  travel  (includ¬ 
ing  expenses  of  temporary  duty  between  permanent  duty  stations), 
and  transportation  of  dependents,  as  authorized  by  law,  for  regular 
and  reserve  personnel  on  active  duty  (except  those  on  active  duty 
whfie  undergoing  reserve  training),  $200,923,000. 

Military  Personnel,  Marine  Corps  Reserve 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  gratuities,  and  travel, 
as  authorized  by  law,  for  personnel  of  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  and 
the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders  class  on  active  duty  while  under¬ 
going  reserve  training,  or  while  performing  drills  or  equivalent  duty, 
$17,532,000. 

Marine  Corps  Troops  and  Facilities 

For  necessary  expenses  of  troops  and  facilities  of  the  Marine  Corps 
not  otherwise  provided  for,  including  maintenance  and  operation  of 
equipment  and  facilities,  and  procurement  of  military  personnel ; 
training  and  education  of  regular  and  reserve  personnel,  including 
tuition  and  other  costs  incurred  at  civilian  schools;  welfare  and  recrea¬ 
tion  ;  not  to  exceed  $30  per  person  for  civilian  clothing,  including  an 
overcoat  when  necessary,  for  enlisted  personnel  discharged  otherwise 
than  honorably ;  research  and  development ;  procurement  and  manu¬ 
facture  of  ordnance,  ammunition,  and  other  military  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  clothing;  purchase  (for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles;  transportation  of  things;  industrial  mobili¬ 
zation  ;  rent ;  medals,  awards,  emblems  and  other  insignia ;  care  of 
the  dead;  and  departmental  salaries;  $82,354,000. 

Aircraft  and  Facilities 

For  expenses  necessary  for  maintenance,  operation,  and  modifica¬ 
tion  of  aircraft;  maintenance,  operation,  and  lease  of  air  stations  and 
facilities,  testing  laboratories,  fleet  and  other  aviation  activities; 
procurement  of  services,  supplies,  special  clothing,  tools,  materials, 
and  equipment,  including  rescue  boats;  research  and  development; 
industrial  mobilization ;  aerological  services,  supplies,  and  equipment 
for  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps;  and  departmental  salaries;  $532,226,- 
000:  Provided ,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  the  appropriations 
for  “Aviation,  Navy,  1947”  and  “Aviation,  Navy,  1948”  shall  remain 
available  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the  liquidation  of  contract  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  thereunder  during  the  fiscal  years  1947  and  1948, 
respectively,  for  aircraft  equipment  and  research  and  development. 

Construction  of  Aircraft  and  Related  Procurement 

For  construction,  procurement,  and  modernization  of  aircraft  and 
equipment,  including  ordnance,  spare  parts,  and  accessories  therefor; 
expansion  of  public  plants,  and  not  to  exceed  $500,000  for  expansion 
of  private  plants;  procurement  and  installation  of  equipment  in 
public  or  private  plants ;  and  departmental  salaries  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  this  appropriation,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
$620,000,000,  of  which  $530,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations 
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incurred  under  authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  the  foregoing  purposes :  Provided ,  That  there  is  hereby  established 
a  1951  aircraft  procurement  program  (including  all  purposes  and 
objects  provided  for  under  this  head)  in  an  amount  of  $790,293,000, 
to  be  provided  from  (1)  this  appropriation,  (2)  the  contract  authority 
granted  hereinafter,  and  (3)  $124,797,000  of  the  balance  of  the  contract 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  “National  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950”,  but  this  proviso  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  the  use  in  the  fiscal  year  1951  of  other  unused 
contract  authority  heretofore  granted  for  aircraft  procurement : 
Provided  further ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $575,496,000. 

Ships  and  Facilities 

For  expenses  necessary  for  design,  maintenance,  operation,  and 
alteration  of  vessels;  maintenance  and  operation  of  facilities;  pro¬ 
curement  of  plant  equipment,  appliances,  and  machine  tools,  and 
installation  thereof  in  public  or  private  plants ;  procurement  of  equip¬ 
ment,  supplies,  special  clothing  and  services,  including  subsistence 
and  other  expenses  of  civilian  crews  of  vessels ;  installation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  removal  of  ships’  ordnance ;  lease  of  facilities  and  docks ; 
charter  and  hire  of  vessels;  relief  of  vessels  in  distress;  maritime 
salvage  services ;  research  and  development ;  industrial  mobilization ; 
and  departmental  salaries;  $411,782,000. 

Construction  of  Ships 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  of  Ships,”  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  $111,420,000,  of  which  $76,400,000  is  for 
liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  heretofore 
granted  under  this  head :  Provided ,  That  the  limitation  imposed  under 
this  head  on  the  total  obligations  to  be  incurred  for  construction, 
conversion,  or  replacement  approved  during  the  fiscal  year  1950  is 
hereby  increased  by  $35,020,000,  and  obligations  incurred  for  con¬ 
struction,  conversion,  or  replacement  approved  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  also  be  charged  against  said  limitation. 

Ordnance  and  Facilities 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  production  and  procurement  of 
Navy  ordnance  and  ammunition  (except  ordnance  for  new  aircraft, 
new  ships,  and  ships  authorized  for  conversion)  ;  alteration,  preserva¬ 
tion,  and  handling  of  ordnance  and  ammunition;  maintenance  of 
ordnance  (except  installation,  maintenance,  and  removal  of  ships’  ord¬ 
nance,  and  line  maintenance  of  ordnance  installed  in  aircraft)  ;  main¬ 
tenance  and  operation  of  ordnance  facilities;  procurement  of  equip¬ 
ment,  supplies,  special  clothing  and  services;  procurement  of  plant 
equipment,  appliances,  and  machine  tools,  and  installation  thereof 
in  naval  or  private  plants;  lease  of  facilities;  research  and 
development;  industrial  mobilization;  and  departmental  salaries; 
$181,665,000. 

Ordnance  for  New  Construction 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Ordnance  for  New  Construction,” 
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to  remain  available  until  expended,  $41,856,000,  of  which  $30,000,000 
is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to  authority  here¬ 
tofore  granted  under  this  head :  Provided ,  That  the  limitation  imposed 
under  this  head  on  the  total  obligations  to  be  incurred  for  armor, 
armament,  and  ammunition  for  construction,  conversion,  or  replace¬ 
ment  approved  during  the  fiscal  year  1950  is  hereby  increased  by 
$11,856,000  and  obligations  incurred  for  such  purposes  for  construc¬ 
tion,  conversion,  or  replacement  approved  during  the  current  fiscal 
year  shall  also  be  charged  against  said  limitation. 

Increase  and  Beplacement  of  Naval  Vessels 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  MACHINERY 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Construction  and  machinery"’, 
including,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  personal  services  in  the 
Bureau  of  Ships  necessarv  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation, 
$43,800,000. 


ARMOR,  ARMAMENT,  AND  AMMUNITION 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Armor,  armament,  and  ammuni¬ 
tion,”  including,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  personal  services  in 
rhe  Bureau  of  Ordnance  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  appro¬ 
priation,  $47,40<b000. 

Medical  Care 

For  expenses  necessary  for  maintenance  and  operation  of  naval 
hospitals,  medical  centers,  clinics,  schools,  research  facilities,  the 
medical  supply  system,  and  other  medical  activities;  procurement  of 
medical  and  dental  supplies,  equipment  and  services;  rent;  instruction 
of  medical  personnel  in  naval  hospitals,  naval  medical  schools,  and 
civilian  schools;  research  and  development;  industrial  mobilization; 
care  of  the  dead;  and  departmental  salaries;  $37,862,000. 

Civil  Engineering 

For  expenses  necessary  for  maintenance  and  operation  of  district 
public  works  offices,  public  works  centers,  advance  base  depots,  con¬ 
struction  battalion  centers,  defense  housing  projects,  other  civil 
engineering  facilities,  and  shore  activities  not  otherwise  provided  for; 
procurement  of  services,  supplies  and  equipment  for  the  foregoing 
activities;  purchase  (for  replacement  only)  and  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  research  and  development  ;  advance  engineering  plan¬ 
ning;  industrial  mobilization;  and  departmental  salaries;  $34,778,000. 

Public  Works 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  temporary  or  per¬ 
manent  public  works,  naval  installations,  and  facilities  for  the  Navy, 
as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  June  16,  1948  (62  Stat.  459),  and  the  Act 
of  June  17,  1950  (Public  Law  564,  Eighty-first  Congress)  ;  major 
repairs  and  improvements  to  the  Davisville  pier,  Naval  Base,  New- 

SDi't,  Ithode  Island;  furniture  for  public  quarters;  personnel  in  the 
ureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  and  other  personal  services  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  and  engineering  and  architectural 
services  as  authorized  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  April  25,  1939  (34 
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U.  S.  C.  556)  ;  $62,928,000,  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Pro¬ 
vided ,  That  the  funds  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  June  25,  1948  (62 
Stat.  1027),  for  construction  of  two  new  storehouses  at  Adak,  Alaska, 
may  be  used  for  the  conversion  of  existing  facilities,  if  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  determines  such  action  would  result  in  a  savings  to  the 
Government. 

Research 

For  conduct  and  encouragement  of  research  and  development,  not 
otherwise  provided  for;  dissemination  of  scientific  information; 
administration  of  patents,  trade-marks,  and  copyrights ;  maintenance 
and  operation  of  research  and  development  facilities;  development, 
installation,  and  maintenance  of  special  devices  (including  specialized 
housing  therefor)  ;  procurement  of  supplies,  services,  and  equipment ; 
departmental  salaries;  and  other  expenses  necessary  in  carrying  out 
the  Act  of  August  1,  1916  (5  U.  S.  C.  475),  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  $43,083,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  unexpended  balance  of  the 
funds  made  available  under  this  head  in  the  Naval  Appropriation 
Act,  1947,  shall  remain  available  until  June  30,  1951,  for  liquidation 
of  obligations  incurred  thereunder  during  the  fiscal  year  1947. 

Service-Wide  Supply  and  Finance 

For  expenses  necessary  for  maintenance  and  operation  of  service¬ 
wide  supply  and  finance  activities,  including  supply  depots  and  cen¬ 
ters,  clothing  depots,  market  and  purchasing  offices,  supply  demand 
control  points,  fleet  fueling  facilities,  overseas  air  cargo  terminals, 
regional  accounting  and  disbursing  offices,  the  material  catalog  office, 
the  cost  inspection  service,  and  other  service-wide  supply  and 
finance  facilities,  as  designated  by  the  Secretary ;  procurement  of  sup¬ 
plies,  services,  special  clothing,  and  equipment;  rent;  intra-Navv 
transportation  of  things,  including  contract  operation  of  tankers,  ail 
transportation  of  navy  stock  fund  and  clothing  and  small  stores  fund 
material,  and  transportation  of  household  effects;  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  ;  industrial  mobilization ;  losses  in  exchange  and  in  the 
accounts  of  disbursing  officers,  as  authorized  by  law ;  and  departmental 
salaries ;  $209,292,000. 

Service -Wide  Operations 

For  expenses  necessary  for  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Naval 
Observatory,  the  Hydrographic  Office,  Service-wide  Communica¬ 
tions,  Naval  Records  Centers,  Naval  District  Headquarters  (except 
training  and  public  works  offices),  River  Commands,  Sea  Frontiers 
and  other  service-wide  operations  and  functions  not  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  for ;  procurement  of  supplies,  services  and  equipment  for  activi¬ 
ties  financed  hereunder;  Latin- American  cooperation;  not  to  exceed 
$26,090,000  for  emergencies  and  extraordinary  expenses,  as  authorized 
by  section  6  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  419c),  to  be 
expended  on  the  approval  and  authority  of  the  Secretary,  and  his 
determination  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  upon  the  accounting  officers 
of  the  Government;  for  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations 
and  of  naval  activities  in  the  field  for  any  branch  of  the  naval  service : 
and  departmental  salaries;  $99,281,000. 
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Island  Governments 

For  expenses  incident  to  the  administration  of  island  governments, 
including  liberated  and  occupied  areas  and  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands,  $1,500,000. 

Operation  and  Conservation  of  Naval  Petroleum  Reserves 

For  expenses  necessary  for  exploration,  prospecting,  conservation, 
development,  use,  and  operation  of  the  naval  petroleum  reserves,  as 
authorized  by  law,  $4,000,000. 

Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  Numbered  4,  Alaska 

For  expenses  necessary  for  exploration  and  prospecting  in  Naval 
Petroleum  Reserve  Numbered  4,  $11,000,000:  Provided ,  That  the 
unexpended  balances  of  the  appropriations  made  available  under  this 
head  by  the  “Department  of  the  Navy  Appropriation  Act,  1949”  and 
the  “Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950”  shall  be  con¬ 
solidated  herewith,  to  be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  as  one  fund 
which  shall  remain  available  until  June  30, 1952. 

TITLE  V— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Construction  of  Aircraft  and  Related  Procurement 

For  construction,  procurement,  and  contract  modification  of  air¬ 
craft  and  equipment,  armor  and  armament,  spare  parts  and  accessories 
therefor;  electronic  and  communication  equipment,  detection  and 
warning  systems,  and  specialized  equipment;  expansion  of  public 
plants,  and  Government-owned  equipment  and  installation  thereof  in 
public  or  private  plants  for  the  foregoing  purposes;  industrial  mobili¬ 
zation,  including  maintenance  of  reserve  plants  and  equipment  and 
procurement  planning ;  and  other  expenses  necessary  for  the  fore¬ 
going  purposes,  including  rents,  transportation  of  things  and  personal 
services  in  the  field ;  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $1,700,000,000 
of  which  $1,525,000,000  is  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under 
authority  heretofore  granted  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  fore¬ 
going  purposes  >  Provided ,  That  there  is  hereby  established  a  1951 
aircraft  procurement  program  (including  all  purposes  and  objects 
provided  for  under  this  head)  in  an  amount  of  $1,711,440,000,  to  be 
provided  from  (1)  this  appropriation,  (2)  the  contract  authority 
granted  hereinafter,  and  (3)  $726,151,000  of  the  balance  of  the  con¬ 
tract  authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  “National  Military 
Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950”,  but  this  proviso  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  the  use  in  the  fiscal  year  1951  of  other  unused 
contract  authority  heretofore  granted  for  aircraft  procurement: 
Provided  further ,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  granted  under  the  head  “Air  Corps,  Army,”  for  the  fiscal  years 
1947  and  1948,  shall  remain  available  until  June  30,  1951,  for  the 
payment  of  obligations  incurred  thereunder  prior  to  July  1,  1947, 
and  July  1,  1948,  respectively:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  fore¬ 
going  purposes  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $810,289,000. 
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Special  Procurement 

l1  or  tlie  procurement,  of  ordnance  supplies,  materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  spare  parts  therefor ;  purchase  of  passenger  motor  vehicles 
(including  one  at  not  to  exceed  $3,000)  ;  and  supplies,  materials,  and 
equipment,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  $147,900,000. 

Acquisition  and  Construction  of  Real  Property 

For  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of  temporary  or 
permanent  public  works,  military  installations,  and  facilities  for  the 
Air  Force,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  March  30,  1949  (Public  Law 
30,  Eighty-first  Congress),  the  Act  of  October  27,  1949  (Public  Law 
415,  Eighty-first  Congress),  the  Act  of  May  11,  1949  (Public  Law  60, 
Eighty-first  Congress),  and  the  Act  of  June  17,  1950  (Public  Law 
564,  Eighty-first  Congress),  without  regard  to  sections  1136  and  3734, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  including  hire  of  passenger  motor 
vehicles,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $164,784,000,  of  which 
$25,000,000  is  for  liquidation  of  obligations  incurred  pursuant  to 
authority  granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1950,  or  authorized  to  be  transferred  to  this  head  by  the 
National  Military  Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950. 

Maintenance  and  Operations 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  maintenance,  operation,  and  modi¬ 
fication  of  aircraft,  and  for  maintenance,  operation,  repair,  and  other 
expenses  necessary  for  Air  Force  facilities,  including  transportation 
of  things;  rents  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere,  and  in 
administering  the  provisions  of  43  U.  S.  C.  315q  payments  of  rents 
may  be  made  in  advance ;  field  printing  plants ;  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles ;  training  and  instruction  of  military  and  civilian  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Air  Force,  including  tuition  and  related  expenses;  pay, 
allowances  and  travel  expenses  of  contract  surgeons;  utility  services 
for  buildings  erected  at  private  cost  as  authorized  by  law  (10  U.  S.  C. 
1346),  and  buildings  on  military  reservations  authorized  by  Air  Force 
regulations  to  be  used  for  welfare  and  recreational  purposes;  rental 
of  land  or  purchase  of  options  to  rent  land  without  reference  to  section 
3648,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  use  or  repair  oF  private  property, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  of  combat  maneuvers ;  expenses  of  courts, 
boards,  and  commissions;  organizational  clothing  and  equipage; 
civilian  clothing  and  when  necessary  an  overcoat,  the  cost  of  all  not 
to  exceed  $30,  for  each  person  upon  each  release  from  a  military  prison, 
each  enlisted  man  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably,  each  enlisted 
man  convicted  by  a  civil  court  for  an  offense  resulting  in  confinement 
in  a  civil  prison,  and  each  enlisted  man  interned,  or  discharged  without 
internment  as  an  alien  enemy;  payment  of  exchange  fees  and  exchange 
losses  incurred  by  Air  Force  disbursing  officers  or  their  agents;  losses 
in  the  accounts  of  Air  Force  disbursing  officers  as  authorized  by  law 
(31  U.  S.  C.  95a;  50  U.  S.  C.  1705-1707;  Act  of  July  26,  1947.  Public 
Law  248)  ;  burial  of  the  dead  as  authorized  by  law  (10  U.  S.  C.  916- 
916d;  5  U.  S.  C.  103a),  including  remains  of  personnel  of  the  Air 
Force  of  the  United  States  who  die  while  on  active  duty,  travel  allow¬ 
ances  of  attendants  accompanying  remains,  and  acquisition  by  lease 
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or  otherwise  of  temporary  burial  sites ;  conduct  of  schoolrooms,  service 
clubs,  chapels,  and  other  instructional,  entertainment,  and  welfare 
expenses  for  enlisted  men;  expenses  for  inter- American  cooperation 
as  authorized  for  the  Navy  by  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
421f),  for  Latin- American  cooperation;  payments  of  deficiency  judg¬ 
ments  and  interests  thereon  arising  out  of  condemnation  proceedings 
heretofore  instituted;  and  special  services  bv  contract  or  otherwise, 
$1,027,662,000. 


Military  Personnel  Requirements 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  transportation,  interest 
on  deposits  of  enlisted  personnel,  payment  of  life  insurance  premiums, 
and  travel  in  kind  for  cadets  and  all  other  personnel  of  the  Air  Force 
of  the  United  States  on  active  duty  (other  than  personnel  of  the 
Reserve  components,  including  the  Air  National  Guard,  on  active 
duty  while  undergoing  reserve  training),  including  mileage,  per  diem 
allowances,  reimbursement  of  actual  expenses  of  travel,  transporta¬ 
tion  of  troops,  commutation  of  quarters,  subsistence  supplies  for  issue 
as  rations  to  enlisted  personnel,  cloth  and  materials  and  clothing  for 
issue  and  sale,  and  clothing  allowances,  as  authorized  by  law ;  and, 
in  connection  with  personnel  paid  from  this  appropriation,  for  rental 
of  camp  sites  and  local  procurement  of  utility  services  and  other 
necessary  expenses  incident  to  individual  or  troop  movements  (includ¬ 
ing  packing  and  unpacking  and  transportation  of  organizational 
equipment),  ice,  meals  for  recruiting  parties,  monetary  allowances 
for  liquid  coffee  for  troops  when  supplied  cooked  or  travel  rations, 
altering  and  fitting  clothing,  and  commutation  of  rations,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  to  enlisted  personnel,  including  those  sick  in  hospitals 
(to  be  paid  to  the  surgeon  in  charge)  ;  transportation,  as  authorized 
by  law,  of  dependents,  baggage,  and  household  effects  of  personnel 
paid  from  this  appropriation;  transportation,  or  reimbursement 
therefor,  of  applicants  for  enlistment  between  places  of  acceptance 
for  enlistment  and  recruiting  stations,  rejected  applicants  for  enlist¬ 
ment,  general  prisoners,  and  discharged  cadets;  travel  pay  to  dis¬ 
charged  military  personnel;  transportation  of  persons  discharged 
otherwise  than  honorably,  prisoners  upon  each  termination  of  con¬ 
finement.  and  persons  discharged  from  Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital 
after  transfer  thereto  from  the  military  service;  commutation  of 
quarters  and  rations  to  applicants  for  enlistment  and  general  pris¬ 
oners  traveling  under  orders ;  rations  for  civilian  employees  when 
entitled  thereto,  applicants  for  enlistment,  prisoners  of  war,  and 
general  prisoners;  subsistence  supplies  for  resale,  as  authorized  by 
law ;  commutation  of  rations,  as  authorized  by  regulations,  to  appli¬ 
cants  for  enlistment,  civilian  employees  entitled  to  subsistence  at 
public,  expense,  and  general  prisoners,  while  sick  in  hospitals  (to  be 
paid  to  the  surgeon  in  charge)  ;  subsistence  of  supernumeraries  neces¬ 
sitated  by  emergent  military  circumstances;  issues  of  toilet  articles 
and  barbers’  and  tailors’  material  to  general  prisoners  confined  at 
military  posts  without  pay  and  allowances,  applicants  for  enlistment, 
and  recruits  upon  first  enlistment;  expenses  of  apprehension  and 
delivery  of  deserters,  stragglers,  and  escaped  military  prisoners;  pay¬ 
ment,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  of  rewards  (not  to  exceed 
$25  in  any  one  case)  for  the  apprehension  of  deserters;  confinement 
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of  military  prisoners  in  nonmilitary  facilities;  donations  of  not  to 
exceed  $25  to  each  civilian  prisoner  upon  each  release  from  a  military 
prison,  to  each  enlisted  man  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably 
upon  each  release  from  confinement  under  court-martial  sentence, 
and  to  each  person  discharged  for  fraudulent  enlistment,  $1,245,- 
000,000. 

Research  and  Development 

For  expenses  necessary  for  basic  and  applied  scientific  research 
and  development,  by  contract  or  otherwise,  and  transportation  of 
things,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  $182,611,000. 

Air  Force  Reserve 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  transportation  (includ¬ 
ing  mileage,  actual  and  necessary  expenses,  or  per  diem  in  lieu 
thereof),  and  medical  and  hospital  treatment  and  related  expenses, 
as  authorized  by  law,  for  personnel  of  the  Air  Force  Reserve  while 
on  active  duty  undergoing  Reserve  training  or  while  performing 
drills  or  equivalent  duty;  maintenance,  operation,  repair,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  of  facilities  for  the  training  and  administration 
of  the  Air  Force  Resei’ve;  maintenance,  operation,  and  modification 
of  aircraft;  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  the  government  and  else¬ 
where;  transportation  of  things;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
supplies,  materials,  and  equipment,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  neces¬ 
sary  to  train  and  equip  Air  Force  Reserve  organizations ;  and  expenses 
incident  to  the  maintenance  and  use  of  supplies,  materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment  furnished  from  stocks  under  the  control  of  the  Air  Force; 
$73,235,000. 

Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps 

For  pay,  subsistence,  transportation,  and  allowances,  including 
travel  allowances,  commutation  of  subsistence  and  uniforms,  medical 
and  hospital  treatment  and  related  expenses,  as  authorized  by  law, 
for  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps;  and  for  necessary 
expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  of  training  and  instruction  of 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  including  maintenance  and 
operation  of  facilities;  transportation  of  things;  hire  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles;  procurement  and  issue  to  institutions  of  supplies, 
materials,  and  equipment,  including  uniforms,  necessary  for  the  train¬ 
ing  and  instruction  of  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  as 
authorized  by  law;  and  expenses  incident  to  the  maintenance  and 
use  of  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment  furnished  from  stocks  under 
the  control  of  the  Air  Force;  to  remain  available  until  June  30,  1952; 
$10,600,000. 

Air  National  Guard 

For  pay,  allowances,  clothing,  subsistence,  transportation  (includ¬ 
ing  mileage,  actual  and  necessary  expenses,  or  per  diem  in  lieu 
thereof),  medical  and  hospital  treatment  and  related  expenses,  for 
members  of  the  Air  National  Guard  while  undergoing  Reserve  train¬ 
ing  or  while  performing  drills  or  equivalent  duty,  as  authorized  by 
law;  travel  expenses  (other  than  mileage),  on  the  same  basis  as 
authorized  by  law  for  Air  National  Guard  personnel  on  active  Fed¬ 
eral  duty,  of* Air  National  Guard  commanders  while  inspecting  units 
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in  compliance  with  National  Guard  regulations  when  specifically 
authorized  by  the  Chief,  National  Guard  Bureau;  establishment, 
maintenance,  operation,  repair,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  facil¬ 
ities  for  the  training  and  administration  of  the  Air  National  Guard, 
either  on  Government-owned  or  State-owned  land  or  on  land  made 
available  by  lease  or  loan  from  any  political  subdivision  of  a  State 
or  any  individual,  corporation,  or  organization,  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  ten  years,  including  construction  of  facilities,  and  additions, 
extensions,  alterations,  improvements,  and  rehabilitation  of  existing 
facilities;  maintenance,  operation,  and  modification  of  aircraft;  per¬ 
sonal  services  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere ;  transportation 
of  things ;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles ;  procurement  and  issue  to 
the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  of'  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment,  as 
authorized  by  law ;  and  expenses  incident  to  the  maintenance  and  use 
of  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment,  including  such  as  may  be 
furnished  from  stocks  under  the  control  of  agencies  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense ;  $103,935,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  number  of  care¬ 
takers  authorized  to  be  employed  under  the  provisions  of  law  (32 
U.  S.  C.  42)  may  be  such  as  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Administration 

For  expenses  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the  Air  Force  at 
the  seat  of  government  and  at  headquarters  of  major  commands, 
including  personal  services;  transportation  of  things;  hire  of  pas¬ 
senger  motor  vehicles ;  and  travel  expenses,  transportation  of  depend¬ 
ents,  baggage,  and  household  effects  of  civilian  employees  upon  per¬ 
manent  change  of  station ;  $58,545,000. 

Contingencies 

For  emergencies  and  extraordinary  expenses,  including  personal 
services  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere,  to  be  expended  on 
the  authority  or  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  F orce,  and  such 
expenses  may  be  accounted  for  solely  on  his  certificate,  $26,714,000. 

TITLE  VI— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  601.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  the  Secretaries  of  the  Air  Force,  Army,  and  Navy,  respectively, 
if  they  should  deem  it  advantageous  to  the  national  defense,  and  if 
in  their  opinions  the  existing  facilities  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
are  inadequate,  are  authorized  to  procure  services  in  accordance  with 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  but  at  rates 
for  individuals  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  day,  and  to  pay  in  connection 
therewith  travel  expenses  of  individuals,  including  actual  transporta¬ 
tion  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  while  traveling  from  their 
homes  or  places  of  business  to  official  duty  station  and  return  as  may 
be  authorized  by  law :  Provided ,  That  such  contracts  may  be  renewed 
annually. 

Sec.  602.  Section  3648,  Revised  Statutes,  shall  not  apply,  in  the 
case  of  payments  made  from  appropriations  contained  in  this  Act, 
(1)  to  payments  made  in  compliance  with  the  laws  of  foreign  coun- 
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tries  or  their  ministerial  regulations,  (2)  to  payments  for  rent  in 
such  countries  for  such  periods  as  may  be  necessary  to  accord  with 
local  custom,  or  (3)  to  payments  made  for  tuition. 

Sec.  603.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  provisions  of  law  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  payment  of  compensation  to,  or  employment  of,  any 
person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  not  apply  to  personnel 
of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

Sec.  604.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
for  “Pay  and  allowances”  of  military  personnel  shall  be  transferred 
or  used  for  any  other  purpose. 

Sec.  605.  The  appropriations  in  this  chapter  otherwise  available 
for  travel  or  transportation  which  are  current  on  date  of  relief  from 
duty  station  of  personnel  traveling  under  orders  may  be  charged  with 
tfll  expenses  in  connection  with  such  travel  including  transportation 
of  dependents  and  household  goods,  regardless  of  time  of  arrival  at 
destination  of  such  personnel. 

Sec.  606.  During  the  current  fiscal  year  the  dependents  and  house¬ 
hold  effects  of  such  civilian  personnel  (without  regard  to  grade)  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  on  duty  at  stations  outside  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States,  or  in  Alaska,  as  may  be  determined  upon 
by  the  Secretary  concerned,  may,  prior  or  subsequent  to  the  issuance 
of  orders  for  the  relief  of  such  personnel  from  their  stations,  be 
moved  (including  packing  and  unpacking  of  household  effects)  from 
such  stations  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States,  or 
in  Alaska,  to  such  locations  as  may  be  designated  by  such  personnel 
(subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  concerned),  by  the  use  of 
either  Government  or  commercial  means  of  transportation,  and  later 
from  such  locations  to  the  duty  stations  to  which  such  personnel  may 
be  ordered,  and  current  appropriations  available  for  travel  and  trans¬ 
portation  may  be  used  for  this  purpose,  the  decision  of  the  Secretary 
concerned  to  be  final  as  to  the  dependency  of  any  individual  sought 
to  be  affected  by  this  provision  except  as  to  travel  performed  subse¬ 
quent  to  arrival  in  the  United  States. 

Sec.  607.  Appropriations  contained  in  this  chapter  available  for 
travel  shall  be  available  for  all  expenses  incident  to  attendance  at 
meetings  of  technical,  scientific,  professional,  or  other  similar 
organizations. 

Sec.  608.  No  part  of  any  money  appropriated  in  this  chapter  or 
included  under  any  contract  authority  granted  in  this  chapter  shall 
be  expended  for  the  payment  of  any  commission  on  any  land  purchase 
contract  in  excess  of  2  per  centum  of  the  purchase  price. 

Sec.  609.  The  appropriations  in  this  chapter  shall  not  be  available 
for  the  pay,  allowances,  or  travel  of  any  member  of  the  Air  National 
Guard,  Air  Force  Deserve,  Army  National  Guard,  or  the  Organized 
Reserve  Corps,  for  periods  of  active  duty,  drills,  training,  instruction, 
or  other  duty  for  which  he  may  be  entitled  to  receive  compensation 
pursuant  to  any  provisions  of  law,  who  may  be  drawing  a  pension, 
retirement  pay,  disability  allowance,  disability  compensation,  or 
retired  pay  (where  retirement  has  been  made  on  account  of  physical 
disability  or  age)  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  nothing  in  this  section  or  any  other  provision  of  law 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  application  of  funds  to  the 
pay,  allowances,  or  travel  of  any  member  of  the  Air  National  Guard, 
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Air  Force  Reserve,  Army  National  Guard,  Organized  Reserve  Corps, 
Naval  Reserve,  or  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  who  may  waive  or  relinquish 
said  pension,  retirement  pay,  disability  allowance,  or  disability  com¬ 
pensation  (where  such  disability  is  of  such  degree  as  not  to  prevent 
acceptance  for  active  Federal  duty)  for  the  periods  of  active  duty, 
field  training,  instruction,  other  duty,  or  drill,  for  which  he  may  be 
entitled  to  receive  compensation  pursuant  to  law :  Provided  further , 
That  adjutants  general  who  may  be  drawing  such  emoluments  may 
be  continued  in  a  federally  recognized  status  without  pay  under  this 
chapter. 

Sec.  610.  Such  military  and  naval  personnel  as  may  be  detailed  for 
duty  with  agencies  not  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  on  a 
reimbursement  basis  may  be  employed  in  addition  to  the  numbers 
otherwise  authorized  and  appropriated  for. 

Sec.  611.  No  collection  or  reclamation  shall  be  made  by  the  United 
States  on  account  of  any  money  paid  to  assignees,  transferees,  or 
allottees,  or  to  others  for  them,  under  assignments,  transfers,  or  allot¬ 
ments  of  pay  and  allowances  made  under  authority  of  law  where  lia¬ 
bility  might  exist  with  respect  to  such  assignments,  transfers,  or 
allotments  or  the  use  of  such  moneys,  because  of  the  death  of  as¬ 
signors,  transferors,  or  allotters. 

Sec.  612.  Appropriations  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  insurance  of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries,  when 
required  by  laws  of  such  countries ;  payments  in  advance  of  expenses 
determined  by  the  investigating  officer  to  be  necessary  and  in  accord 
with  local  custom  for  conducting  investigations  in  foreign  countries 
incident  to  matters  relating  to  the  activities  of  the  department  con¬ 
cerned  ;  reimbursement  of  General  Services  Administration  for 
security  guard  services  for  protection  of  confidential  files;  and  all 
necessary  expenses,  at  the  seat  of  government  of  the  United  States 
of  America  or  elsewhere,  in  connection  with  (1)  instruction  and  train¬ 
ing,  including  tuition,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  of  civilian  em¬ 
ployees,  (2)  printing  and  binding,  communication  and  other  services 
and  supplies  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
chapter,  and  (3)  health  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C. 
150). 

Sec.  613.  The  appropriations  contained  in  this  chapter  for  the 
Air  Force,  Navy,  and  for  the  Army,  which  are  available  for  the 
procurement  or  manufacture  of  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment 
of  special  or  technical  design  may  be  used  for  the  development  and 
procurement  of  gages,  dies,  jigs,  and  other  special  aids  and  appliances, 
production  studies,  factory  plans,  and  other  production  data,  includ¬ 
ing  specifications  and  detailed  drawings,  and  for  the  purchase  of 
copyrights  and  letters  patent,  applications  therefor,  and  licenses 
thereunder  pertaining  to  such  supplies,  equipment,  and  materials 
for  which  the  appropriations  are  made. 

Sec.  614.  Any  appropriation  available  to  the  Air  Force,  Army,  or 
the  Navy  may,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  concerned  may 
prescribe,  be  used  for  expenses  incident  to  the  maintenance,  pay,  and 
allowances  of  prisoners  of  war,  other  persons  in  Air  Force,  Army, 
or  Navy  custody  whose  status  is  determined  by  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned  to  be  similar  to  prisoners  of  war,  and  persons  detained  in  such 
custody  pursuant  to  Presidential  proclamation. 
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Sec.  G15.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  without  deposit  to  the 
credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  and  withdrawal  on  money 
requisitions,  receipts  of  public  moneys  from  sales  or  other  sources  by 
officers  of  the  Department  of  Defense  on  disbursing  duty  and  charged 
in  their  official  accounts,  except  receipts  to  be  credited  to  river  and 
harbor  and  flood-control  appropriations,  may  be  used  by  them  as 
required  for  current  expenditures,  all  necessary  bookkeeping  adjust¬ 
ments  of  appropriations,  funds,  and  accounts  to  be  made  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  their  disbursing  accounts. 

Sec.  GIG.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  are  authorized  to  expend  out 
of  Army,  Air  Force  or  Navy  appropriations  available  for  construction 
or  maintenance  such  amounts  as  may  be  required  for  minor  construc¬ 
tion  (except  living  quarters),  extensions  to  existing  structures  and 
improvements  at  facilities  of  the  department  concerned,  but  the  cost 
of  any  project  authorized  under  this  section  which  is  not  otherwise 
authorized  shall  not  exceed  $30,000  except  that,  whenever  in  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  the  interests  of  national  defense  so 
require,  such  appropriations  shall  be  available  for  construction  proj¬ 
ects  of  a  temporary  nature  without  regard  to  such  limitation,  and  the 
cost  of  any  such  temporary  project  authorized  under  this  section 
which  is  not  otherwise  authorized  shall  not  exceed  $100,000 :  Provided , 
That  the  cost  limitations  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  the  appropri¬ 
ations  for  “Contingencies  of  the  Army”,  “Army  National  Guard”, 
“Organized  Reserves”,  and  “Contingencies  of  the  Air  Force”. 

Sec.  617.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  appropriations  contained 
in  this  chapter  (except  those  for  liquidation  of  prior  contract  authori¬ 
zations)  shall  not  be  obligated  for  construction  of  family  quarters  for 
personnel  at  a  cost  per  family  unit  in  excess  of  $14,0-10  on  housing  units 
for  generals;  $12,040  on  housing  units  for  majors,  lieutenant  colonels 
and  colonels,  or  equivalent;  $11,040  on  housing  units  for  second  lieu¬ 
tenants,  lieutenants,  captains,  and  warrant  officers,  or  equivalent ;  or 
$10,040  on  housing  units  for  enlisted  personnel,  except  that  when  such 
units  are  constructed  outside  the  continental  United  States  or  in 
Alaska,  the  average  cost  per  unit  of  all  such  units  shall  not  exceed 
$25,850  and  in  no  event  shall  the  individual  cost  exceed  $35,000.  The 
last  proviso  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  12,  1948  (Public  Law  626) , 
and  the  last  proviso  in  the  next  to  last  paragraph  of  section  3  of  the 
Act  of  June  1G,  1948  (Public  Law  653),  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
appropriations  made  herein  or  heretofore  to  carry  out  such  Acts,  in 
cases  where  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  concerned  determines 
that  the  erection  of  prefabricated  family  quarters  will  be  more  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  United  States  than  multiple  type  dwellings  of  conven¬ 
tional  construction. 

Sec.  618.  (a)  All  negotiated  contracts  for  procurement  in  excess  of 
$1,600  entered  into  during  the  current  fiscal  year  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  (including  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
Department  of  the  Navy,  and  Department  of  the  Air  Force),  and  all 
subcontracts  thereunder  in  excess  of  $1,000,  are  hereby  made  subject  to 
the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1948  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same 
extent  as  if  such  contracts  and  subcontracts  were  required  by  such  Act 
to  contain  the  renegotiation  article  prescribed  in  subsection  (a)  of  such 
Act.  Each  contract  and  subcontract  made  subject  to  the  Renegotia- 
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tion  Act  of  1948  by  this  section  shall  contain  an  article  stating  that  it 
is  subject  to  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1948.  In  determining  whether 
the  amounts  received  or  accrued  to  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  during 
his  fiscal  year  from  contracts  and  subcontracts  subject  to  the  Renego¬ 
tiation  Act  of  1948  amount  in  the  aggregate  to  $100,000,  receipts  or 
accruals  from  contracts  and  subcontracts  made  subject  to  such  Act  by 
this  section  shall  be  added  to  receipts  or  accruals  from  all  other  con¬ 
tracts  and  subcontracts  subject  to  such  Act. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  any  agreement  to  the  contrary,  the  profit  limi¬ 
tation  provisions  of  the  Act  of  March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  503,  505),  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  shall  not  apply  to  any  contract  or  sub¬ 
contract  which  is  subject  to  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1948. 

Sec.  619.  Appropriations  for  the  Air  Force  and  the  Army  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  shall  be  available  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
Executive  Order  9112  of  March  26,  1942;  for  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  administration  of  occupied  areas ;  for  distribution  of  trophies 
and  devices  as  authorized  by  law ;  for  actual  and  necessary  expenses 
or  per  diem  in  lieu  thereof  authorized  by  law ;  and  for  primary  and 
secondary  schooling  for  dependents  of  military  and  civilian  personnel 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  residing  on  military  installations  or 
stationed  in  foreign  countries,  but  in  amounts  not  exceeding  $140  per 
child  in  the  United  States,  when  the  Secretary  of  the  department  con¬ 
cerned  finds  that  schools,  if  any,  available  in  the  locality,  are  unable 
to  provide  adequately  for  the  education  of  such  dependents ;  and  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Air  Force  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  expenses  of  temporary  duty  travel  of  military  personnel  and 
for  travel  expenses  of  civilians  (other  than  on  permanent  change  of 
station)  traveling  in  connection  with  the  activities  of  the  Air  Force. 

Sec.  620.  Appropriations  for  the  Navy  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
shall  be  available  for  expenses  in  connection  with  the  transfer  to  the 
United  States  of  foreign  vessels,  including  pay,  subsistence,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  repatriation  of  alien  crews;  expenses  including  those 
heretofore  incurred  incident  to  the  operation  by  the  Navy  of  private 
plants  taken  over  at  the  direction  of  the  President,  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  may  designate  any  naval  appropriation  to  be  charged 
with  such  expenses,  proper  adjustment  to  be  made  on  the  basis  of  final 
costs  between  applicable  appropriations;  payment  of  rewards,  as 
authorized  by  law,  for  information  leading  to  the  discovery  of  missing 
naval  property  or  the  recovery  thereof,  and  contributions  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  schools  for  dependents  of  military  and  civilian  personnel  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  as  authorized  by  section  13  of  the  Act  of  August 
2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  421d). 

Sec.  621.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  used  directly  or  indirectly,  except  for  temporary  employment 
in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any  civilian  for  services 
I’endered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying  a  skilled,  tech¬ 
nical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  position  unless 
such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America  or  of  the 
Republic  of  Panama:  Provided ,  however ,  (1)  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provision  in  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1939  (53  Stat.  1409). 
limiting  employment  in  the  above-mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States  from  and  after  the  date  of  approval  of  said  Act, 
citizens  of  Panama  may  be  employed  in  such  positions;  (2)  that  at 
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no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  in  the 
above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  so  employed,  if  United  States  citizens  are  available  in  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (3)  that  nothing  in 
this  chapter  shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person 
who  shall  have  rendered  fifteen  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honor¬ 
able  service  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (4)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel 
for  skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory,  or  execu¬ 
tive  positions,  the  controlling  factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall  be 
efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  education  ;  (5)  that  all  citizens  of 
Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clerical, 
administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone 
under  the  terms  of  this  chapter  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed  not 
more  than  forty  hours  per  week,  (b)  may  receive  as  compensation 
equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment  in 
continental  United  States  plus  25  per  centum;  (6)  this  entire  section 
shall  apply  only  to  persons  employed  in  skilled,  technical,  clerical, 
administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone 
directly  or  indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the  United  States  Government 
or  by  any  corporation  or  company  whose  stock  is  owned  wholly  or  in 
part  by  the  United  States  Government:  Provided  further ,  That  the 
President  may  suspend  from  time  to  time  in  whole  or  in  part  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  if  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

Sec.  622.  The  powers  and  duties  vested  in  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  with  respect  to  civil-service  employees  of  their 
Departments  by  section  3  of  the  Act  of  December  17,  1942  (56  Stat. 
1053) ,  shall,  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  be  vested  also  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  with  respect  to  civil-service  employees  of  all  agencies 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  other  than  the  Department  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  and  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
with  respect  to  civil-service  employees  of  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force.  The  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1912 
(37  Stat.  555),  shall  not  apply  to  any  civil-service  employees  with 
regard  to  whom  the  powers  granted  in  this  section  are  exercised: 
Provided ,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  repeal  or  modify  any 
existing  powers  and  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  under  section  3  of  the  Act  of  December  17, 1942  (56  Stat.  1053). 

Sec.  623.  Insofar  as  practicable,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
assist  American  small  business  to  participate  equitably  in  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  commodities  and  services  financed  with  funds  appropriated 
under  this  chapter  by  making  available  or  causing  to  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  suppliers  in  the  United  States,  and  particularly  to  small  inde¬ 
pendent  enterprises,  information,  as  far  in  advance  as  possible,  with 
respect  to  purchases  proposed  to  be  financed  with  funds  appropriated 
under  this  chapter,  and  by  making  available  or  causing  to  be  made 
available  to  purchasing  and  contracting  agencies  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  information  as  to  commodities  and  services  produced  and 
furnished  by  small  independent  enterprises  in  the  United  States,  and 
by  otherwise  helping  to  give  small  business  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  furnishing  of  commodities  and  services  financed  with 
funds  appropriated  by  this  chapter. 
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Sec.  024.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  commuted  rations  for 
enlisted  personnel  of  the  uniformed  services  (as  defined  in  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949)  on  leave,  or  otherwise  authorized  to  mess 
separately,  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  the  ration  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Sec.  025.  No  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
available  for  expenses  of  operation  of  messes  (other  than  organized 
messes  which  are  financed  principally  from  nonappropriated  funds) 
at  which  meals  are  sold  to  officers  or  civilians  except  under  regulations 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  which  shall  (except  under 
unusual  or  extraordinary  circumstances)  establish  rates  for  such 
meals  sufficient  to  provide  reimbursement  of  operating  expenses  and 
food  costs  to  the  appropriations  concerned :  Provided ,  That,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  payments  for  meals  at  the  rates  established 
hereunder  may  be  made  in  cash  or  by  deductions  from  the  pay  of 
civilian  employees. 

Sec.  626.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  available  until  expended  unless  expressly  so  provided  else¬ 
where  in  this  or  some  other  appropriation  Act. 

Sec.  627.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  chapter 
shall  be  available  for  or  on  account  of  the  supply  or  replacement  of 
table  linen,  dishes,  glassware,  silver,  and  kitchen  utensils  for  use  in 
the  residences  or  quarters  of  officers  on  shore  (other  than  for  field 
messes,  messes  temporarily  set  up  on  shore  for  bachelor  officers  and 
officers  attached  to  seagoing  or  district  defense  vessels,  to  aviation 
units  based  on  seagoing  vessels,  to  the  fleet  air  bases,  to  the  submarine 
bases,  or  to  landing  forces  and  expeditions),  except  in  accordance 
with  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  which  shall 
provide  for  uniform  practices  among  all  of  the  services. 

Sec.  628.  The  provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  9,  1946  (60  Stat. 
8),  shall  be  applicable  to  the  appropriations  of  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  for  military  pay  for  the  fiscal  year  1950  and  the  current  fiscal 
year,  upon  certification  by  the  appropriate  agency  of  the  department 
concerned. 

Sec.  629.  Not  more  than  $15,000,000  of  the  amounts  received  during 
the  current  fiscal  year  by  each  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  as  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  scrap  or  salvage 
material,  shall  be  available  during  the  current  fiscal  year  for  expenses 
of  transportation,  demilitarization,  and  other  preparation  for  sale  or 
salvage  of  military  supplies,  equipment,  and  materiel :  Provided ,  That 
a  report  of  receipts  and  disbursements  under  this  limitation  shall  be 
made  quarterly  to  the  Appropriation  Committees  of  the  Congress. 

Sec.  630.  During  the  current  fiscal  year,  appropriations,  funds,  and 
contract  authorizations,  available  for  military  functions  under  the 
Department  of  Defense,  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (c)  of  section  3679  of  the  Devised  Statutes,  as  amended  by 
section  1211  of  this  Act. 

TITLE  VII— DEDUCTION  IN  APPROPRIATIONS 

Sec.  701.  The  contract  authorization  granted  under  the  head 
“Ordnance  for  New  Construction,”  in  title  IV  of  the  “National  Mil¬ 
itary  Establishment  Appropriation  Act,  1950,”  is  reduced  by  the  sum 
of  $31,460,000  and  the  amount  of  the  limitation  imposed  by  the 
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proviso  under  said  head  on  the  total  obligations  to  be  incurred  for 
armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  for  construction,  conversion,  or 
replacement  approved  during  the  fiscal  year  1950,  is  also  reduced  by 
the  sum  of  $31,460,000. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Defense  Appropriation  Act, 
1951”.  11  1  ’ 

CHAPTER  XI— FOREIGN  AID 

TITLE  I— FUNDS  APPROPRIATED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

ECONOMIC  COOPERATION 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948.  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  April  19,  1949  (Public  Law  47),  and  as  further  amended  by 
the  Act  of  June  5,  1950  (Public  Law  535),  including  expenses  of 
attendance  at  meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  (not  to  exceed  $30,000)  ;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles; 
maintenance  and  operation  and  hire  of  aircraft ;  payment  of  damage 
claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  program  as 
authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  rents  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
transportation  of  privately  owned  automobiles;  entertainment  (not 
to  exceed  $20,000) ;  exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651 
of  the  Revised  Statutes ;  and  loss  by  exchange ;  $2,250,000,000,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  shall  be  available  for  expenditures  of  a  confiden¬ 
tial  character  (other  than  entertainment)  under  the  direction  of  the 
Administrator  or  the  Deputy  Administrator,  who  shall  make  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  the  amount  of  each  such  expenditure  which  he  may  think 
it  advisable  not  to  specify,  and  every  such  certificate  shall  be  deemed 
a  sufficient  voucher  for  the  amount  therein  specified :  Provided ,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  consolidated  and  merged  with  funds  here¬ 
tofore  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Economic  Cooperation 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  such  consolidated  appropriation  may 
be  used  during  the  fiscal  year  1951  within  the  limitations  herein  speci¬ 
fied:  Provided  further ,  That  the  Administrator  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  issue  notes  from  time  to  time  during  the  fiscal  year  1951 
for  purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  make  such  purchases,  in  an  amount  not  exceed¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  $62,500,000  for  the  purpose  of  assistance  to 
Spain,  to  be  extended  upon  credit  terms  as  provided  in  section  111 
(c)  (2)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended: 
Provided  further ,  That  not  to  exceed  $14,000,000  of  such  con¬ 
solidated  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
during  the  fiscal  year  1951,  of  which  not  more  than  $25,000  shall  be 
available  to  the  Administrator  for  any  further  action  he  may  consider 
advisable  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  115  (f)  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended :  Provided  further ,  That 
not  to  exceed  $500,000,000  shall  be  available  for  transfers  under  sec¬ 
tion  111  (d)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as  amended: 
Provided  further,  That  after  November  1,  1950,  no  funds  herein 
appropriated  shall  be  made  available  to  any  nation  of  which  a  depend¬ 
ent  area  fails  in  the  opinion  of  the  President  to  comply  with  any 
treaty  to  which  the  United  States  and  such  dependent  area  are 
parties :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
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appropriated  shall  be  used  to  provide  assistance  to  any  participating 
country  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  has  failed,  refused, 
or  neglected  to  support  the  United  Nations  in  resisting  aggression. 

ASSISTANCE  TO  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 

For  expenses  necessary  to  provide  assistance  to  the  Republic  of 
Korea,  as  authorized  by  law,  including  expenses  of  attendance  at 
meetings  concerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  payment 
.of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health  service  pro¬ 
grams  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  transportation  of  pri¬ 
vately  owned  automobiles;  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  and  air¬ 
craft;  exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the  Revised 
Statutes ;  and  loss  by  exchange ;  $90,000,000 :  Provided ,  That  not  to 
exceed  $1,500,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses. 

INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  for  International  Development  (title  IV  of 
Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950),  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  expenses  of  attendance  at  meetings  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation;  purchase  (not  to 
exceed  twelve),  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  for  use  outside 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States ;  printing  and  binding ; 
payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  ;  health 
service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150) ;  insurance 
of  official  motor  vehicles  in  foreign  countries  when  required  by  law 
of  such  countries ;  acquisition  of  temporary  quarters  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  limits  of  the  United  States  to  house  employees  of  the  United 
States  Government  by  rental  (without  regard  to  section  322  of  the 
Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended  (40  U.  S.  C.  278a)),  lease,  or  con¬ 
struction,  and  necessary  repairs  and  alterations  to  such  temporary 
quarters;  exchange  of  funds  without  regard  to  section  3651  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  543)  ;  entertainment  (not  to  exceed 
$2,000)  ;  health  and  accident  insurance  for  foreign  trainees  and  tech¬ 
nicians  while  absent  from  their  own  countries  participating  in  activi¬ 
ties  authorized  under  this  appropriation,  and  actual  expenses  of  pre¬ 
paring  and  transporting  to  their  former  homes  the  remains  of  such 
persons  who  may  die  away  from  their  homes  while  participating  in 
such  activities ;  services  of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  and  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  for  purposes  of 
providing  such  services  the  Public  Health  Service  may  appoint  not 
to  exceed  twenty  officers  in  the  Regular  Corps  to  grades  above  that 
of  senior  assistant,  but  not  above  that  of  director,  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  in  accordance  with  section  711  of  the  Act  of  July  1,  1944,  as 
amended  (42  U.  S.  C.  211a),  and  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  may 
appoint  for  such  purposes  not  to  exceed  twenty  commissioned  officers 
in  addition  to  those  otherwise  authorized;  $26,900,000;  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  there  may  be  transferred  to  this  appropriation  for  the  purposes 
hereof  not  to  exceed  $2,600,000  from  the  appropriation  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  for  “International  information  and  educational  activi¬ 
ties,”  fiscal  year  1951:  Provided ,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  during  the  fiscal 
year  1951  pursuant  to  section  405  (e)  of  the  Act  for  International 
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Development  which  entail  commitments  for  the  expenditure  of  funds 
for  not  to  exceed  three  years:  Provided ,  however ,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  may  be  expended  for  the  duplication  of  any  pro¬ 
gram  being  carried  on  by  any  other  agency  of  the  United  States 
Government  or  any  international  agency  to  which  the  United  States 
is  a  major  contributor,  nor  for  the  construction  of  any  project  except 
for  demonstration  or  instructional  purposes,  nor  for  any  purpose 
except  administrative  expenses,  and  preliminary  surveys  and 
technical  cooperation  programs  upon  which  reports  shall  be  made 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  quarterly:  Provided  further,' 
That  the  making  of  any  survey  or  the  advancement  of  any  technical 
cooperation  program  or  the  preparation  of  plans  for  projects  does 
not  constitute  any  obligation  whatsoever  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  make  any  loan  or  grant  for  the 
execution  or  construction  of  any  project  or  for  the  completion  of  any 
program  devised  under  title  IV  of  Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5, 
1950 :  Provided  further ,  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  give  written  notice  to  each  recipient  of  funds  or  beneficiary 
under  said  title  that  such  assistance  shall  not  be  construed  as  an 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  make  funds  available 
for  the  construction  or  execution  of  any  project  and  to  report  such 
action  to  Congress. 

MUTUAL  DEFENSE  ASSISTANCE 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  President  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Mutual  Defense  Assistance  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
for  the  period  through  June  30,  1951,  $1,678,023,729,  of  which  (a) 
$1,000,000,000  shall  be  available,  in  accordance  with  section  102  (b), 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  I,  including  expenses,  as 
authorized  by  section  408  (b),  of  administering  the  provisions  of  said 
Act  and  the  Act  of  May  22,  1947  (61  Sat.  103),  as  amended;  (b) 
$131,500,000  shall  be  available  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title 
II;  (c)  $91,000,000  shall  be  available  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  title  III,  including  $16,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  302  (b) 
and  $75,000,000  as  authorized  by  section  303  (b)  ;  and  (d)  $455,523,729 
shall  be  available  for  payment  of  obligations  incurred  under  the 
authority  to  enter  into  contracts  granted  under  this  head  in  the 
Second  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1950:  Provided ,  That  the 
unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  and  contract  authorizations 
granted  under  this  head  in  the  Second  Supplemental  Appropriation 
Act,  1950,  shall  continue  available  until  June  30,  1951. 

TITLE  II— DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army,  Civil  Functions 

GOVERNMENT  AND  RELIEF  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to  meet  the 
responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connection 
with  the  government  or  occupation  of  certain  foreign  areas  (except 
Germany),  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere  and,  subject  to  such  authorizations  and  limitations  as 
may  be  prescribed  bv  the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned, 
tuition,  personal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10  per  day),  travel 
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expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for  like  United  States  mili¬ 
tary  or  civilian  personnel),  and  fees  incident  to  instruction  in  the 
United  States  or  elsewhere  of  such  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation;  travel  expenses  and 
transportation;  services  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem 
for  individuals;  health  service  program  as  authorized  by  law 
(5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672)  ;  translation  rights,  photographic  work,  educational  exhibits, 
and  dissemination  of  information,  including  preview  and  review 
expenses  incident  thereto;  expenses  incident  to  the  operation  of 
schools  in  Japan  for  American  children  who  are  dependents  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  personnel;  printing  and  binding;  purchase  and  hire  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles  and  aircraft;  repair  and  maintenance  of 
buildings,  utilities,  facilities,  and  appurtenances;  contingencies  for 
the  United  States  commanders,  commissioners,  or  other  administrators 
of  foreign  areas,  to  be  expended  in  their  respective  discretions  (not 
exceeding  amounts  authorized  or  approved  by  the  head  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  concerned) ;  such  minimum  supplies  for  the  civilian 
populations  of  such  areas  as  may  be  essential  to  prevent  starvation, 
disease,  or  unrest,  prejudicial  to  the  objectives  sought  to  be  accom¬ 
plished;  and  such  supplies,  commodities,  and  equipment  as  may  be 
essential  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation ;  $288,000,000, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $18,200,000  shall  be  available  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses:  Provided,  That  the  general  provisions  of  the  appro- 

B nation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  for  the  military  functions  of  the 
epai'tment  of  the  Army  shall  apply  to  expenditures  made  by  that 
Department  from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That  expendi¬ 
tures  from  this  appropriation  may  be  made  outside  continental  United 
States,  when  necessai’y  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to 
sections  355,  1136,  3648,  and  3734,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  civil 
service  or  classification  laws,  or  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  pay¬ 
ment  of  any  person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther ,  That  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  may  be  made,  when 
necessary  to  carry  out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  section  3709, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Act  of  1947  (41  U.  S.  C.  151-161)  :  Provided  further ,  That  expendi¬ 
tures  may  be  made  hereunder  for  the  purposes  of  economic  rehabilita¬ 
tion  in  such  occupied  areas  in  such  manner  as  to  be  consistent  with 
the  general  objectives  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended :  Provided  further ,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  and 
unexpended  at  the  time  of  the  termination  of  occupation  by  the  United 
States,  of  any  area  for  which  such  funds  are  made  available,  may  be 
expended  by  the  President  for  the  procurement  of  such  commodities 
and  technical  services,  and  commodities  procured  from  funds  herein 
or  heretofore  appropriated  for  government  and  relief  in  occupied 
areas  and  not  delivered  to  such  an  area  prior  to  the  time  of  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  occupation,  may  be  utilized  by  the  President,  as  may  be 
necessary  to  assist  in  the  maintenance  of  the  political  and  economic 
stability  of  such  areas :  Provided  further,  That  before  any  such  assist¬ 
ance  is  made  available,  an  agreement  shall  be  entered  into  between 
the  United  States  and  the  recognized  government  or  authority  with 
respect  to  such  ar-ea  containing  such  undertakings  by  such  government 
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or  authority  as  the  President  may  determine  to  be  necessary  in  order 
to  assure  the  efficient  use  of  such  assistance  in  furtherance  of  such 
purposes :  Provided  further ,  That  such  agreement  shall,  when  appli¬ 
cable,  include  requirements  and  undertakings  corresponding  to  the 
requirements  and  undertakings  specified  in  sections  5,  6,  and  7  of  the 
Foreign  Aid  Act  of  1947  (Public  Law  389,  approved  ^December  17, 
1947)  :  Provided  further ,  That  funds  appropriated  hereunder  may  be 
used,  insofar  as  practicable,  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned 
to  pay  ocean  transportation  charges  from  United  States  ports,  includ¬ 
ing  territorial  ports,  to  ports  in  Japan  and  the  Ryukyus  for  the  move¬ 
ment  of  supplies  donated  to,  or  purchased  by,  United  States  voluntary 
nonprofit  relief  agencies  registered  with  and  recommended  by  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  or  of  relief  packages 
consigned  to  individuals  residing  in  such  countries :  Provided  further , 
That  under  the  rules  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed,  the  head  of  the 
department  or  agency  concerned  shall  fix  and  pay  a  uniform  rate  per 
pound  for  the  ocean  transportation  of  all  relief  packages  of  food  or 
other  general  classification  of  commodities  shipped  to  Japan  or  the 
Ryukyus  regardless  of  methods  of  shipment  and  higher  rates  charged 
by  particular  agencies  of  transportation,  but  this  proviso  shall  not 
apply  to  shipments  made  by  individuals  to  individuals:  Provided 
further ,  That  the  President  may  transfer  to  any  other  department  or 
agency  any  function  or  functions  provided  for  under  this  appropria¬ 
tion,  and  there  shall  be  transferred  to  any  such  department  or  agency 
such  unobligated  balances  of  this  appropriation  and,  without  reim¬ 
bursement  and  without  regard  to  the  appropriation  from  which  pro¬ 
cured,  such  property  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
shall  determine  to  relate  primarily  to  any  function  or  functions  so 
transferred;  and  any  funds  so  transferred  may  be  expended  either 
under  the  authority  contained  herein  or  under  the  authority  governing 
the  activities  of  the  department  or  agency  concerned. 

TITLE  III— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

GOVERNMENT  IN  OCCUPIED  AREAS  OF  GERMANY 

For  expenses,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  necessary  to  'meet  the 
responsibilities  and  obligations  of  the  United  States  in  connection 
with  the  government,  occupation,  and  control  of  occupied  areas  of 
Germany,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  one 
deputy  to  the  United  States  Lligh  Commissioner  for  Germany  at  a 
salary  of  $17,500;  tuition,  personal  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $10  per 
day),  travel  expenses  (not  to  exceed  those  authorized  for  United  States 
civilian  personnel),  health  and  accident  insurance,  and  fees  incident 
to  instruction  in  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  of  such  persons  as 
may  be  required  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  appropriation; 
actual  expenses  of  preparing  and  transporting  to  their  former  homes 
the  remains  of  persons  who  may  die  awTay  from  their  homes  while 
participating  in  activities  authorized  under  this  appropriation ;  serv¬ 
ices  as  authorized  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a),  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  $50  per  diem  for  individuals;  health 
service  program  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150)  ;  payment  of 
tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C.  2672)  and  payment  of  tort 
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claims  in  the  manner  authorized  in  the  first  paragraph  of  section  2672, 
as  amended,  of  title  28  of  the  United  States  Code  when  such  claims 
arise  in  foreign  countries ;  expenses  for  translation  and  reproduction 
rights ;  acquisition,  maintenance,  operation,  and  distribution  of  educa¬ 
tional,  informational,  reorientation,  and  rehabilitation  materials  and 
equipment  for  Germany,  including  grants;  medical  and  health  assist¬ 
ance  for  the  civilian  population  of  Germany ;  expenses  incident  to  the 
operation  of  schools  for  American  children  who  are  dependents  of 
Government  personnel;  expenses  incident  to  maintaining  discipline 
and  order  in  occupied  areas  (including  trial  and  punishment  by  courts 
established  by  or  under  authority  of  the  President)  ;  printing  and 
binding,  including  printing  and  binding  outside  continental  United 
States  without  regard  to  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44 
U.  S.  C.  Ill)  ;  purchase,  rental,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  print¬ 
ing  and  binding  machines,  equipment,  and  devices  abroad ;  purchase 
and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles;  transportation  to  occupied  Ger¬ 
many  of  property  donated  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation; 
unforeseen  contingencies  (not  to  exceed  $100,000)  for  the  United 
States  High  Commissioner  for  Germany,  to  be  accounted  for  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C. 
107)  ;  and  representation  allowances  (not  to  exceed  $20,000)  similar 
to  those  authorized  by  section  901  (3)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946  (22  U.  S.  C.  1131)  ;  $27,000,000:  Provided ,  That  provisions  of 
law,  including  current  appropriation  Acts,  applicable  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  shall  be  available  for  application  to  expenditures  made 
from  this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That  when  section  601 
of  the  Economy  Act  of  1932,  as  amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  686) ,  is  employed 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation  the  requisitioned 
agency  may  utilize  the  authority  contained  in  this  appropriation: 
Provided  further ,  That  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  may  be 
made  outside  the  continental  United  States,  when  necessary  to  carry 
out  its  purposes,  without  regard  to  sections  355  and  3648,  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Department  of 
State  is  authorized  to  utilize  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this 
appropriation,  including  unforeseen  contingencies,  without  dollar 
reimbursement  from  this  or  any  other  appropriation  (1)  currencies 
deposited  in  Germany  by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  115  (b)  (6)  of  the  Economic  Cooperation  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended,  and  which  may  be  made  available  by  the  Economic 
Cooperation  Administration,  (2)  currencies  otherwise  deposited  in 
Germany  by  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany  and  which  become 
available  for  use  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  its  repre¬ 
sentatives  or  agencies  in  Germany,  in  such  quantities  and  under  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
after  consultation  with  the  Administrator  for  Economic  Cooperation, 
and  (3)  other  currencies  derived  from  activities  carried  on  under 
this  appropriation :  Provided  further ,  That  civilian  employees  of  the 
United  States  serving  in  Germany  who  received  appointments  in 
October  1949  to  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States  for  service 
in  Germany  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  section  625  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946,  be  considered  to  have  been  in  class  on  September 
30,  1 949 :  Provided  further ,  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  appointments  may  be  made  to  the  Foreign  Service  Reserve  with- 
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out  regard  to  the  four-year  limitation  contained  in  section  522  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946 :  Provided  further ,  That  in  the  event  the 
President  assigns  to  the  Department  of  State  responsibilities  and  obli¬ 
gations  of  the  United  States  in  connection  with  the  government,  occu¬ 
pation,  or  control  of  foreign  areas  in  addition  to  Germany,  the 
authorities  contained  in  this  appropriation  may  be  utilized  by  the 
Department  of  State  in  connection  with  such  government,  occupation, 
or  control  of  such  foreign  areas:  Provided  further ,  That  when  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  March 
3,  1911,  as  amended  (10  IJ.  S.  C.  1253),  furnishes  subsistence  supplies 
to  personnel  of  civilian  agencies  of  the  United  States  Government 
serving  in  Germany,  payment  therefor  by  such  personnel  shall  be 
made  at  the  same  rate  as  is  paid  by  civilian  personnel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  serving  in  Germany. 

AID  TO  PALESTINE  REFUGEES 

For  contributions  by  the  United  States  to  the  United  Nations  for 
the  United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency  for  Palestine  Refugees 
in  the  Near  East,  as  authorized  by  title  III  of  the  Foreign  Economic 
Assistance  Act  of  1950  (Public  Law  535,  approved  June  5,  1950), 
$27,450,000. 

This  chapter  may  be  cited  as  the  “Foreign  Aid  Appropriation  Act, 

1951”. 

CHAPTER  XII— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Departments  and  Agencies 

Sec.  1201.  Unless  otherwise  specifically  provided,  the  maximum 
amount  allowable  during  the  current  fiscal  year,  in  accordance  with 
section  16  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  78) ,  for  the  purchase 
of  any  passenger  motor  vehicle  (exclusive  of  busses,  ambulances,  and 
station  wagons),  is  hereby  fixed  at  $1,400. 

Sec.  1202.  Unless  otherwise  specified  and  during  the  current  fiscal 
\  ear,  no  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  (including  any  agency  the  majority 
of  the  stock  of  which  is  owned  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States) 
whose  post  of  duty  is  in  continental  United  States  unless  such  person 
(1)  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  (2)  is  a  person  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  who,  being 
eligible  for  citizenship,  had  filed  a  declaration  of  intention  to  become  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  prior  to  such  date,  or  (3)  is  a  person  who 
owes  allegiance  to  the  United  States :  Provided ,  That  for  the  purpose 
of  this  section,  an  affidavit  signed  by  any  such  person  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  requirements  of  this  section  with 
respect  to  his  status  have  been  complied  with :  Provided  further , 
That  any  person  making  a  false  affidavit  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and, 
upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $4,000  or  imprisoned  for 
not  more  than  one  year,  or  both :  Provided  further ,  That  the  above 
penal  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law :  Provided  further ,  That  any  payment 
made  to  any  officer  or  employee  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  be  recoverable  in  action  by  the  Federal  Government. 
This  section  shall  not  apply  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philip- 
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pines  or  to  nationals  of  those  countries  allied  with  the  United  States 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

Sec.  1203.  Appropriations  of  the  executive  departments  and  inde¬ 
pendent  establishments  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  available  for 
expenses  of  travel  or  for  the  expenses  of  the  activity  concerned,  are 
hereby  made  available  for  living  quarters  allowances  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  June  2G,  1930  (5  U.  S.  C.  118a),  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder,  and  cost-of-living  allowances  similar  to  those  al¬ 
lowed  under  section  901  (2)  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1916,  in 
accordance  with  and  to  the  extent  prescribed  by  regulations  of  the 
President,  for  all  civilian  officers  and  employees  of  the  Government 
permanently  stationed  in  foreign  countries :  Provided ,  That  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  appropriations  made  to  the  Department  of  State  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  provisions  of  tlie  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  shall  not 
be  affected  hereby. 

Sec.  1201.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  paid  to  any  person  for  the 
filling  of  any  position  for  which  he  or  she  has  been  nominated  after 
the  Senate  has  voted  not  to  approve  of  the  nomination  of  said  person. 

Sec.  1205.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  or  any 
other  Act  shall  be  used  to  pay  in  excess  of  $4  per  volume  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  and  future  volumes  of  the  United  States  Code  Annotated  and 
such  volumes  shall  be  purchased  on  condition  and  with  the  understand¬ 
ing  that  latest  published  cumulative  annual  pocket  parts  issued  prior 
to  the  date  of  purchase  shall  be  furnished  free  of  charge,  or  in  excess 
of  $4.25  per  volume  for  the  current  or  future  volumes  of  the  Lifetime 
Federal  Digest. 

Sec.  1206.  F unds  made  available  by  this  or  any  other  Act  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  in  the  current  fiscal  year  of  the  corporations  and 
agencies  subject  to  the  Government  Corporation  Control  Act,  as 
amended  (31  U.  S.  C.  841),  shall  be  available,  in  addition  to  objects 
for  which  such  funds  are  otherwise  available,  for  personal  services 
and  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  examina¬ 
tion  of  budgets  and  estimates  of  appropriations  in  the  field ;  services 
in  accordance  with  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a)  ;  and  the  objects  specified  in  the  sections  of  this  title  under 
the  head  “Departments  and  agencies”,  all  the  provisions  of  which  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  expenditure  of  such  funds  unless  otherwise  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Act  by  which  they  are  made  available :  Provided ,  That  in 
the  event  any  functions  budgeted  as  administrative  expenses  are. 
subsequently  transferred  to  or  paid  from  other  funds,  the  limitations 
on  administrative  expenses  shall  be  correspondingly  reduced. 

Sec.  1207.  No  part  of  any  funds  of  or  available  to  any  wholly  owned 
Government  corporation  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  or  construction, 
or  in  making  loans  for  the  purchase  or  construction  of  any  office  build¬ 
ing  at  the  seat  of  government  primarily  for  occupancy  by  any  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any  cor¬ 
poration  owned  by  the  United  States  Government. 

Sec.  1208.  Funds  of  corporations  and  agencies,  subject  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Corporation  Control  Act,  as  amended,  covered  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year  for  payment  of  tort  claims  pursuant  to  law  (28  U.  S.  C. 
2672). 
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Sec.  1209.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  or  any 
other  Act,  or  of  the  funds  available  for  expenditure  by  any  corpora¬ 
tion  included  in  this  or  any  other  Act,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary 
or  wages  of  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization 
of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence :  Provided ,  That  for  the 
purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima  facie  evidence 
that  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  advocate,  and  is  not 
a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence :  Provided 
further ,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of 
Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts  employ¬ 
ment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from  any  appropriation 
or  fund  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony 
and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  impris¬ 
oned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both:  Provided  further ,  That 
the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution 
for,  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law :  Provided  further ,  That,  as 
applicable  to  the  Departments  of  Agriculture  and  Interior,  nothing 
in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any 
person  employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 
involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property,  and  the 
payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons  from  appli¬ 
cable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such  emergency  without 
execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  1210.  No  funds  made  available  by  this  or  any  other  Act  shall 
be  Avithdrawn  from  one  appropriation  account  for  credit  to  another, 
or  to  a  working  fund,  except  as  authorized  by  law :  Provided ,  That, 
except  as  otherwise  specifically  provided  by  law,  any  funds  so  with- 
drawn  and  credited  shall  be  available  for  the  same  purposes,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  limitations,  conditions,  and  restrictions,  as  provided 
by  the  Act  appropriating  such  funds:  Provided  further ,  That  any 
such  withdrawal  and  credit  shall  be  made,  Avithout  warrant  action, 
by  check:  Provided  further ,  That  no  funds  withdrawn  and  credited 
pursuant  to  section  601  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended  (47 
Stat.  417;  31  U.  S.  C.  686),  shall  be  available  for  any  period  beyond 
that  provided  by  the  Act  appropriating  such  funds. 

Sec.  1211.  Section  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (31 
U.  S.  C.  665) ,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  3679.  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
make  or  authorize  an  expenditure  from  or  create  or  authorize  an 
obligation  under  any  appropriation  or  fund  in  excess  of  the  amount 
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available  therein;  nor  shall  any  such  officer  or  employee  involve  the 
Government  in  any  contract  or  other  obligation,  for  the  payment  of 
money  for  any  purpose,  in  advance  of  appropriations  made  for  such 
purpose,  unless  such  contract  or  obligation  is  authorized  by  law. 

“(b)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall  accept  vol¬ 
untary  service  for  the  United  States  or  employ  personal  service  in 
excess  of  that  authorized  by  law,  except  in  cases  of  emergency  involv¬ 
ing  the  safetv  of  human  life  or  the  protection  of  property. 

“(c)  (1)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  all  appro¬ 
priations  or  funds  available  for  obligation  for  a  definite  period  of  time 
shall  be  so  apportioned  as  to  prevent  obligation  or  expenditure  thereof 
in  a  manner  which  would  indicate  a  necessity  for  deficiency  or  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  §uch  period;  and  all  appropriations  or 
funds  not  limited  to  a  definite  period  of  time,  and  all  authorizations 
to  create  obligations  by  contract  in  advance  of  appropriations,  shall 
be  so  apportioned  as  to  achieve  the  most  effective  and  economical  use 
thereof.  As  used  hereafter  in  this  section,  the  term  ‘appropriation’ 
means  appropriations,  funds,  and  authorizations  to  create  obligations 
by  contract  in  advance  of  appropriations. 

“(2)  In  apportioning  any  appropriation,  reserves  may  be  estab¬ 
lished  to  provide  for  contingencies,  or  to  effect  savings  whenever 
savings  are  made  possible  by  or  through  changes  in  requirements, 
greater  efficiency  of  operations,  or  other  developments  subsequent  to 
the  date  on  which  such  appropriation  was  made  available.  Whenever 
it  is  determined  by  an  officer  designated  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments  that  any  amount 
so  reserved  will  not  be  required  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  concerned,  he  shall  recommend  the  rescission  of  such  amount 
in  the  manner  provided  in  the  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921,  for 
estimates  of  appropriations. 

“(3)  Any  appropriation  subject  to  apportionment  shall  be  dis¬ 
tributed  by  months,  calendar  quarters,  operating  seasons,  or  other 
time  periods,  or  by  activities,  functions,  projects,  or  objects,  or  by  a 
combination  thereof,  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate  by  the  officers 
designated  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section  to  make  apportionments 
and  reapportionments.  Except  as  otherwise  specified  by  the  officer 
making  the  apportionment,  amounts  so  apportioned  shall  remain 
available  for  obligation,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  appropri¬ 
ation,  on  a  cumulative  basis  unless  reapportioned. 

“(4)  Apportionments  shall  be  reviewed  at  least  four  times  each  year 
by  the  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section  to  make 
apportionments  and  reapportionments,  and  such  reapportionments 
made  or  such  reserves  established,  modified,  or  released  as  may  be 
necessary  to  further  the  effective  use  of  the  appropriation  concerned, 
in  accordance  with  the  purposes  stated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection. 

“(d)  (1)  Any  appropriation  available  to  the  legislative  branch,  the 

judiciary,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  is  required  to  be  appor¬ 
tioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  shall  be  apportioned  or 
reapportioned  in  writing  by  the  officer  having  administrative  control 
of  such  appropriation.  Each  such  appropriation  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  not  later  than  thirty  days  before  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  the  appropriation  is  available,  or  not  more  than  thirty 
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days  after  approval  of  the  Act  by  which  the  appropriation  is  made 
available,  whichever  is  later. 

“(2)  Any  appropriation  available  to  an  agency,  which  is  required 
to  be  apportioned  under  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  or  reapportioned  in  writing  by  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget.  The  head  of  each  agency  to  which  any  such  appropria¬ 
tion  is  available  shall  submit  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  informa¬ 
tion,  in  such  form  and  manner  and  at  such  time  or  times  as  the  Director 
may  prescribe,  as  may  be  required  for  the  apportionment  of  such 
appropriation.  Such  information  shall  be  submitted  not  later  than 
forty  days  before  the  beginning  of  any  fiscal  year  for  which  the  appro¬ 
priation  is  available,  or  not  more  than  fifteen  days  after  approval  of 
the  Act  by  which  such  appropriation  is  made  available,  whichever 
is  later.  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  apportion 
each  such  appropriation  and  shall  notify  the  agency  concerned  of 
his  action  not  later  than  twenty  days  before  the  beginning  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  the  appropriation  is  available,  or  not  more  than 
thirty  days  after  the  approval  of  the  Act  by  which  such  appropriation 
is  made  available,  whichever  is  later.  When  used  in  this  section,  the 
term  ‘agency’  means  any  executive  department,  agency,  commission, 
authority,  administration,  board,  or  other  independent  establishment 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government,  including  any  corporation 
wholly  or  partly  owned  by  the  United  States  which  is  an  instru¬ 
mentality  of  the  United  States.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
so  construed  as  to  interfere  with  the  initiation,  operation,  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  agricultural  price  support  programs  and  no  funds  (other 
than  funds  for  administrative  expenses)  available  for  price  support, 
surplus  removal,  and  available  under  Section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 
24, 1935,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ),  with  respect  to  agricultural 
commodities  shall  be  subject  to  apportionment  pursuant  to  this 
section.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  corpo¬ 
ration  which  obtains  funds  for  making  loans,  other  than  paid  in 
capital  funds,  without  legal  liability  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

“(e)  ( 1 )  No  apportionment  or  reapportionment  which,  in  the  j  udg- 
ment  of  the  officer  making  such  apportionment  or  reapportionment, 
would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supplemental  estimate 
shall  be  made  except  upon  a  determination  by  such  officer  that  such 
action  is  required  because  of  (A)  any  laws  enacted  subsequent  to  the 
transmission  to  the  Congress  of  the  estimates  for  an  appropriation 
which  require  expenditures  beyond  administrative  control;  or  (B) 
emergencies  involving  the  safety  of  human  life,  the  protection  of  prop¬ 
erty,  or  the  immediate  welfare  of  individuals  in  cases  where  an  appro¬ 
priation  has  been  made  to  enable  the  United  States  to  make  payment 
of,  or  contributions  toward,  sums  which  are  required  to  be  paid  to 
individuals  either  in  specific  amounts  fixed  by  law  or  in  accordance 
with  formulae  prescribed  by  law. 

“(2)  In  each  case  of  an  apportionment  or  a  reapportionment  which, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  officer  making  such  apportionment  or  reap- 
portionment,  would  indicate  a  necessity  for  a  deficiency  or  supple¬ 
mental  estimate,  such  officer  shall  immediately  submit  a  detailed  report 
of  the  facts  of  the  case  to  the  Congress.  In  transmitting  any  deficiency 
or  supplemental  estimates  required  on  account  of  any  such  apportion¬ 
ment  or  reapportionment,  reference  shall  be  made  to  such  report. 
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“(f)  (1)  The  officers  designated  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section 
to  make  apportionments  and  reapportionments  may  exempt  from 
apportionments  trust  funds  and  working  funds  expenditures  from 
which  have  no  significant  effect  on  the  financial  operations  of  the 
Government,  working  capital  and  revolving  funds  established  for 
intragovernmental  operations,  receipts  from  industrial  and  power 
operations  available  under  law  and  any  appropriation  made  specif¬ 
ically  for — 

“(1)  interest  on,  or  retirement  of,  the  public  debt; 

“(2)  payment  of  claims,  judgments,  refunds,  and  draw-backs; 

“(3)  any  item  determined  by  the  President  to  be  of  a  confi¬ 
dential  nature; 

“(4)  payment  under  private/  relief  Acts  or  other  laws  requir¬ 
ing  payments  to  designated  payees  in  the  total  amount  of  such 
appropriation ; 

“(5)  grants  to  the  States  under  title  I,  IV,  or  X  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  or  under  any  other  public  assistance  title  in  such 
Act. 

“  (2)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply 
to  appropriations  to  the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  or  to 
any  Member,  committee,  Office  (including  the  office  of  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol),  officer,  or  employee  thereof. 

“(g)  Any  appropriation  which  is  apportioned  or  reapportioned 
pursuant  to  this  section  may  be  divided  and  subdivided  administra¬ 
tively  within  the  limits  of  such  apportionments  or  reapportionments. 
The  officer  having  adminstrative  control  of  any  such  appropriation 
available  to  the  legislative  branch,  the  judiciary,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  the  head  of  each  agency,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  shall  prescribe,  by  regulation, 
a  system  of  adminstrative  control  (not  inconsistent  with  any  account¬ 
ing  procedures  prescribed  by  or  pursuant  to  law)  which  shall  be 
designed  to  (A)  restrict  obligations  or  expenditures  against  each 
appropriation  to  the  amount  of  apportionments  or  reapportionments 
made  for  each  such  appropriation,  and  (B)  enable  such  officer  or 
agency  head  to  fix  responsibility  for  the  creation  of  any  obligation  or 
the  making  of  any  expenditure  in  excess  of  an  apportionment  or 
reapportionment. 

“(h)  No  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall  authorize 
or  create  any  obligation  or  make  any  expenditure  (A)  in  excess  of 
an  apportionment  or  reapportionment,  or  (B)  in  excess  of  the  amount 
permitted  by  regulations  prescribed  pursuant  to  subsection  (g)  of  this 
section. 

“(i)  (1)  In  addition  to  any  penalty  or  liability  under  other  law,  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  who  shall  violate  subsection 
(a),  (la),  or  (h)  of  this  section  shall  be  subjected  to  appropriate 
administrative  discipline,  including,  when  circumstances  warrant, 
suspension  from  duty  without  pay  or  removal  from  office;  and  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  who  shall  knowingly  and 
willfully  violate  subsection  (a),  (b),  or  (h)  of  this  section  shall,  upon 
conviction,  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  two  years,  or  both. 

“(2)  In  the  case  of  a  violation  of  subsection  (a),  (b),  or  (h)  of 
this  section  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  an  agency,  or  of  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  the  head  of  the  agency  concerned  or  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  immediately  report  to  the  President, 
through  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  to  the  Congress 
all  pertinent  facts  together  with  a  statement  of  the  action  taken 
thereon.” 

Sec.  1212.  No  part  of  the  funds  of,  or  available  for  expenditure  by 
any  corporation  or  agency  included  in  this  Act,  including  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  be  available  to  pay  for  annual 
leave  accumulated  by  any  civilian  officer  or  employee  during  the  cal¬ 
endar  year  1950  and  unused  at  the  close  of  business  on  June  30,  1951 : 
Provided ,  That  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  officers  and  employees 
whose  post  of  duty  is  outside  the  continental  United  States :  And  'pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That  this  section  shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  the 
payment  of  compensation  for  accumulated  annual  leave  in  the  case  of 
officers  or  employees  who  leave  their  civilian  positions  for  the  purpose 
of  entering  upon  active  military  or  naval  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  1213.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act 
of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the  provisions  of  any  other  law, 
the  Secretary  of  State  may,  in  his  absolute  discretion,  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year,  terminate  the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Department  of  State  or  of  the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United 
States  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termination  necessary  or  advisable 
in  the  intei'ests  of  the  United  States. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  August 
24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555),  or  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  may,  in  his  absolute  discretion,  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  terminate  the  employment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce  whenever  he  shall  deem  such  termina¬ 
tion  necessary  or  advisable  in  the  best  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  1214.  Appropriations,  reappropriations,  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  and  reauthorizations  made  by  this  Act  for  departments  and 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  government  shall,  without 
impairing  national  defense,  be  reduced  in  the  amount  of  not  less  than 
$550,000,000  through  the  apportionment  procedure  provided  for  in 
Section  1211  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  1215.  No  payment  shall  be  made  from  appropriations  in  this 
Act  to  any  officer  on  the  retired  lists  of  the  Regular  Army,  Regular 
Navy,  Regular  Marine  Corps,  Regular  Air  Force,  Regular  Coast 
Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service  for  a 
period  of  two  years  after  retirement  who  for  himself  or  for  others 
is  engaged  in  the  selling  of  or  contracting  for  the  sale  of  or  negotiating 
for  the  sale  of  to  any  agency  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Coast 
Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health  Service 
any  supplies  or  war  materials. 

This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “General  Appropriation  Act,  1951”. 

Approved  September  6,  1950. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  30,  1950, 


Hon.  Frederick  J.  Lawton, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 

Washington,  D,  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Director* 

The  General  Appropriation  Act  for  1951  includes  section  1214,  which  reads* 

"Appropriations,  reappropriations,  contract  authorizations,  and  reauthori¬ 
zations  made  by  this  act  for  departments  and  agencies  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  shall,  without  impairing  national  defense,  be 
reduced  in  the  amount  of  not  less  than  $550,000,000  through  the  apportion¬ 
ment  procedure  provided  for  in  section  1211  of,  this  act." 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  section  it  will  be  necessary  for  you,  as  the 
official  empowered  to  make  apportionments  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  3679, 
as  amended,  to  place  in  reserve  and  withhold  from  expenditure  not  less  than 
$550,000,000  of  the  amounts  provided  in  the  general  appropriation  bill.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  some  discussion  as  to  how  this  reduction  would 
be  applied  to  the  various  items  in  the  budget  it  occurs  to  me  that  I  should  call 
your  attention  to  a  few  of  the  considerations  in  the  legislative  history  of  the 
act  for  your  guidance  in  making  the  fund  reserves  contemplated. 

You  will  recall  that  an  amendment  was  offered  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by 
Mr.  Thomas,  of  Texas,  requiring  the  President  to  impound  $500,000,000  of  funds 
appropriated  in  the  bill  with  certain  restrictions  as  to  the  amount  by  which 
single  items  might  be  reduced  and  also  exempting  items  related  to  the  national 
defense.  As  a  substitute  Mr.  Taber,  of  New  York,  offered  an  amendment  to  make 
reductions  totaling  $600,000,000  and  proceeding  to  specify  percentage  reductions 
in  the  standard  budget  classifications  such  as  personal  services,  travel,  etc. 

The  proposal  of  Mr.  Taber  applied  to  every  item  in  the  budget  but  specifically 
reduced  those  amounts  chargeable  to  budget  classifications  1  to  9,  inclusive. 

Also  the  House  adopted  the  so-called  Jensen  amendment  which  would  have  frozen 
90  percent  of  the  vacancies  occurring  in  Federal  employment  during  the  fiscal  year 
excepting  certain  exempted  categories  such  as  law-enforcement  officers,  hospital 
personnel,  and  so  forth. 

During  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the  Senate  the  Taber- Thomas  and  Jensen 
amendments  were  stricken  from  the  bill  and  there  was  substituted  therefor  the  so- 
called  Byrd-Bridges  amendment  (Senate  amendment  No.  508)  which  reduced  by-  10  per¬ 
cent  all  appropriations  in  the  bill  except  certain  specified  items. 

The  conference  between  the  Houses  was  confronted  with  the  Taber-Thomas,  Jensen 
and  Byrd-Bridges  amendments,  all  of  which  were  subject  to  inclusion,  in  either 
original  or  revised  form,  in  the  bill  or  exclusion  from  the  bill  by  the  conferees. 
After  considerable  discussion  the  conferees  determined  upon  the  language  which 
now  appears  in  section  1214  of  the  appropriation  act. 
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I  recite  all  this  rather  obvious  and  well-known  history  for  the  purpose  of 
demonstrating  that  ,it  is  .the  ...clear  intent  of  the  Congress  that  the  reduction  im¬ 
posed  by  section  1214  -is  intended  to  apply  generally  to  the  items  in  the  Act. 

Any  ether  interpretation  would  not  be  supported  by  the  facts*  The  specific 
phraseology  of  the  statute  is  that  reduction  shall  be  accomplished  "without  im¬ 
pairing  national  defense.1"  That  phrase  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  all  items 
appearing  in  the  national  defense  chapter  of  the  budget  are  untouchable.  It  does 
mean  that  any  item  in  either  the  national  defense  chapter. or  any  other  chapter 
of  the  bill  which  is  related  to  the  national  defense  shall,  not  be  reduced  to  the 
point  where  such  reduction  would  impair  national  defense  arjd,  further,  that  any 
item  in  either  the  national  defense  or  other  chapters  of  the  bill  which  can  be 
reduced  must  be  reduced.  Every  effort  that  has  been  made  during  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  in  both  the  House  and  the  Senate  and  in  conference  has  been  to 
obtain  general  reduction  in  the  nondefense  portions  of  the  budget. 

Opponents  of  the  theory  of  section  1214  have  stated— —and  I  do  not  agree  with 
their  reasoning — that  the  Director  of  the  Budget  has  been  granted  plenary  powers 
to  impose  reductions  wherever 'he  may  please  and;  in  so  doing,  thwart  the  will  of 
Congress.  The  Director  of  the  Budget  in  discharging  his  responsibilities  under 
the  law  is  restricted  in  several  ways.  He  is  restricted  by  the  law  in  two  specific 
provisions*  In  the  first  place  he  is  required  by  section  3679,  as  amended,  to 
apportion  funds  in  such  a  manner  as  to  avoid  deficiency  or  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  -except  in  those  special  cases  meeting  the  tests  of  other  provisions  of  the 
law  and  therefore  beyond  his  control,  Secondly,  he  is  required  to  so  apportion 
the  j„unds  as  to  achieve  the  most  effective  and  economical  use  thereof,*  He  is  also 
very  pointedly  restricted  by  the  force  of  circumstances  surrounding  the  adoption 
of  section  1214.  It  seems  obvious  that  he  must  give  consideration  to  a  general 
revision  of  the  nondefense  portions  of  the  budget.  To  fail  to  do  so  would  result 
.in  failure  to  recognize  the  clear  intent  of  Congress  in  enacting  the  legislation 
as  every  proposal  ior  a  general  reduction  in  the  budget  applied  across  the  board 
to  every  item.  The  only  difference  between  section  1214  and  the  Taber-Thomas  and 
Byrd-Bridges  and  Jensen  amendments  is  to  leave  to  the'. Director  of  .the  Budget  a 
degree  oi  discretion  in  applying  the  reduction  so  as  adequately  to.  maintain  es¬ 
sential  services -of  the  Government.  It  has  also  been-  stated  that  the  Director  of 
the  Budget  can  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  law  by  deferring  meeting  obligations  until 
a  later  date  or  by  paper  savings  such, as  postponement  of  essential  items  which  will 
'n°t  afxect  the  actual  expenditure  of'fbnds.'  To  accomplish  the  reduction  in  such 
manner  would  be.  such  an  obvious  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  statute  that  no 
responsible  official  would  think  of  it«  I  mention  it  here  only  beoause  the  pos¬ 
sibility,  has  been  suggested  and  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  while  technically 
such  action  might  be  possible  it  is  entirely  without  the  realm  of  reason  when  the 
legislative  history  of  the  law  is  consider ed0  ,  • 

There  is  an  important  part  of  the  language  in  section  1214  which  has  been  ob¬ 
scured  in  the  publicity  regarding  it.  The  section  has  been  generally  stated  to  be 
a  reduction  of  $550,000,000  whereas  the  reduction  reads  "not  less  than  $550,000,000. 

want  to  •particularly  call  your  attention  to  this  phraseology  and  to  point  out  to 
you  that  this  wording  places  the  burden  on  the  Director  of  the  Budget  to  impose 
reductions  abo've  and  beyond  $550,000,000  to  such  'a  degree  as  is  possible  without 
impairing  national  defense.  The  clear  intent  of  the  section  is  to  secure  as  large 
a  reduction  as  possible  in  nondefense  activities  and  $550,000,000  is  only  a  min¬ 
imum  figure.  In  view  of  the  radical  change  in  conditions  since  the  original  budget 
was  prepared  there  is  na  alternative* 
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In  order  that  the  committee  may  be  fully  advised  in  the  matter  I  shall  ap¬ 
preciate  it  if  you  will  send  me  a  report  showing  the  reserves  established. 

I  have  known  you  personally  for  a  number  of  years  and  I  know  your  personal 
integrity  and  devotion  to  duty  so  well  that  I  realize  the  lack  of  necessity  of 
writing  this  letter  to  you  but  I  thought  it  well  to  record  the  legislative 
history  and  atmosphere  surrounding  the  item  in  order  that  there  may  be  no  mis¬ 
understanding  in  the  future0 


Sincerely  yours, 

(S)  Clarence  Cannon, 


Chairman . 


